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SHOULD WE KEEP THE FEAST DAYS? IS THE CEREMONIAL LAW STILL BINDING? HAVE THE TYPES 

AND SHADOWS BEEN FULFILLED? 

Why is the Bible and Spirit of Prophecy not enough for God's people today? There are no grounds for 

keeping the feasts of the ceremonial law. Christ is the fulfillment of the types. We dishonor Him by 

refusing to let go. Like the Jews, we, in essence, replace Christ with ceremonies and forms. — Paul 

Williams 

"On the fourteenth day of the month, at even, the Passover was celebrated, its solemn, impressive 

ceremonies commemorating the deliverance from bondage in Egypt, and pointing forward to the 

sacrifice that should deliver from the bondage of sin. When the Saviour yielded up His life on Calvary, 

the significance of the Passover ceased, and the ordinance of the Lord's Supper was instituted as a 

memorial of the same event of which the Passover had been a type." — Patriarchs & Prophets, p. 539.3 

– EGW 

"The Jewish ceremonial law has passed away. The temple is in ruins. Jerusalem was given up to be 

destroyed. But the law of the Ten Commandments lives, and will live through the eternal ages. The 

need for the service of sacrifices and offerings ceased when type met anti-type in the death of Christ. In 

him the shadow reached the substance. The Lamb of God was a complete and perfect offering. Types 

and shadows, offerings and sacrifices, had no virtue after Christ's death on the cross; but God's law was 

not crucified with the Saviour. Had it been, Satan would have gained all that he attempted to gain in 

heaven. For this attempt he was expelled from the heavenly courts, and today he is deceiving human 

beings in regard to the law of God. But this law will maintain its exalted character as long as the throne 

of Jehovah endures. Christ came to live this law, and he declared, "I have kept my Father's 

commandments."" — RH, October 10, 1899 par. 9 – EGW 

"John gives us the definition of sin. "Whosoever committeth sin," he says, "transgresseth also the law: 

for sin is the transgression of the law." And this was after the crucifixion of Christ, when, we are told, 

the law was abolished. When type met antitype in the death of Christ, the sacrificial offerings ceased. 

The ceremonial law was done away. But by the crucifixion the law of Ten Commandments was 

established. The gospel has not abrogated the law, nor detracted one tittle from its claims. It still 

demands holiness in every part. It is the echo of God's own voice, giving to every soul the invitation, 

come up higher. Be holy, holier still. This just and holy law is the standard by which all will be judged 

in the last day. We need to ask ourselves the question, Are we making void the law of God, or are we 

standing in vindication of it? We should carefully examine our thoughts and words." — RH, June 26, 

1900 par. 8 – EGW 

"Christ came to earth to maintain and exalt the divine law, by himself suffering the penalty of sin, and 

to thereby evidence that God will in no wise clear the guilty. Many claim that the law of God is done 

away with; but Christ said: "Until heaven and earth pass away, not one jot or tittle shall pass from the 

law till all be fulfilled." The ceremonial law of sacrificial offerings, pointing to Christ, ceased at the 
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death of Christ, but his mission to earth was to vindicate the supreme law of God, not to annul it. If this 

latter could have been done, the Son of God need not have died to redeem sinful man. But because the 

law of God was as changeless as his character, it was necessary in order to preserve the authority of 

the universal Sovereign, and at the same time save man from the consequences of his transgression, 

that Jesus Christ should die, a sinless offering for a sinful world. The death of Christ therefore testifies 

to the immutability of God's law." — ST, March 7, 1878 par. 16 – EGW 

"It is by grace that the sinner is saved, being justified freely by the blood of Christ. But Christ did not 

die to save the sinner in his sins. The whole world is condemned as guilty before God, for they are 

transgressors of his holy law; and they will certainly perish unless they repent, turn from their 

disobedience, and through faith in Christ claim the merits of his precious blood. The sin of Adam and 

Eve lost holy Eden for themselves and their posterity, and those who continue to live in the 

transgression of God's law will never regain the lost paradise. But through the grace of Christ man may 

render acceptable obedience, and gain a home in the beautiful Eden restored. ¶ There are some who 

do not understand the plan of redemption, but make the death of Christ an argument to prove that the 

law of God is abolished. Men who claim to be teachers of the people blind the eyes of the ignorant by 

blending the moral law with the ceremonial, and using the texts which speak of the ceremonial law to 

prove that the moral law has been abolished. This is a perversion of the Scriptures. There are two 

distinct laws brought to view. One is the law of types and shadows, which reached to the time of Christ, 

and ceased when type met antitype in his death. The other is the law of Jehovah, and is as abiding and 

changeless as his eternal throne. After the crucifixion, it was a denial of Christ for the Jews to continue 

to offer the burnt offerings and sacrifices which were typical of his death. It was saying to the world 

that they looked for a Redeemer to come, and had no faith in Him who had given his life for the sins of 

the world. Hence the ceremonial law ceased to be of force at the death of Christ. ¶ The gospel of Christ 

reflects glory upon the Jewish age. It sheds light upon the whole Jewish economy, and gives 

significance to the ceremonial law. The tabernacle, or temple, of God on earth was a pattern of the 

original in Heaven. All the ceremonies of the Jewish law were prophetic, typical of mysteries in the 

plan of redemption. The rites and ceremonies of the law were given by Christ himself, who, 

enshrouded in a pillar of cloud by day and a pillar of fire by night, was the leader of the hosts of Israel; 

and this law should be treated with great respect, for it is sacred. Even after it was no longer to be 

observed, Paul presented it before the Jews in its true position and value, showing its place in the plan 

of redemption and its relation to the work of Christ; and the great apostle pronounces this law 

glorious, worthy of its divine Originator. That which was to be done away was glorious, but it was not 

the law instituted by God for the government of his family in Heaven and on earth; for as long as the 

heavens shall remain, so long shall the law of the Lord endure. ¶ Christ came to teach men the way of 

salvation; and we might expect that when the shadowy service was no longer of any value, if the law of 

ten commandments were no longer binding, he would declare its abrogation. If the Old-Testament 

Scriptures were no longer to be regarded as a guide for Christians, he would make known the fact. But 

this was not the work of Him who came to seek and to save that which was lost. In his memorable 

sermon on the mount, in which he announced to his followers the object of his mission, he expressly 
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declared the perpetuity of the moral law His solemn warnings to the neglecters and despisers of the 

law of God, echo down even to our time in the words: "Think not that I am come to destroy the law, or 

the prophets; I am not come to destroy, but to fulfill. For verily I say unto you, Till heaven and earth 

pass, one jot or one tittle shall in no wise pass from the law, till all be fulfilled. Whosoever therefore 

shall break one of these least commandments, and shall teach men so, he shall be called the least in the 

kingdom of Heaven." — ST, July 29, 1886 par. 3-6 — EGW 

These false teachers were mingling Jewish traditions with the truths of the gospel. Ignoring the 

decision of the general council at Jerusalem, they urged upon the Gentile converts the observance of 

the ceremonial law." — Acts of the Apostles, p. 383.1 — EGW 

"Paul did not bind himself nor his converts to the ceremonies and customs of the Jews, with their 

varied forms, types, and sacrifices; for he recognized that the perfect and final offering had been made 

in the death of the Son of God. The age of clearer light and knowledge had now come. And although the 

early education of Paul had blinded his eyes to this light, and led him to bitterly oppose the work of 

God, yet the revelation of Christ to him while on his way to Damascus had changed the whole current 

of his life. His character and works had now become a remarkable illustration of those of his divine 

Lord. His teaching led the mind to a more active spiritual life, that carried the believer above mere 

ceremonies. "For thou desirest not sacrifice, else would I give it. Thou delightest not in burnt-offering. 

The sacrifices of God are a broken spirit. A broken and a contrite heart, O God, thou wilt not despise."" 

— 3SP 411.1 — EGW 

"The Jews had always prided themselves upon their divinely appointed services, and many of those 

who had been converted to the faith of Christ still felt that since God had once clearly outlined the 

Hebrew manner of worship, it was improbable that He would ever authorize a change in any of its 

specifications. They insisted that the Jewish laws and ceremonies should be incorporated into the rites 

of the Christian religion. They were slow to discern that all the sacrificial offerings had but prefigured 

the death of the Son of God, in which type met antitype, and after which the rites and ceremonies of the 

Mosaic dispensation were no longer binding." — AA 189.3 — EGW 

"In this ordinance [foot-washing and Lord's supper], Christ discharged His disciples from the cares and 

burdens of the ancient Jewish obligations in rites and ceremonies. These no longer possessed any 

virtue; for type was meeting antitype in Himself, the authority and foundation of all Jewish ordinances 

that pointed to Him as the great and only efficacious offering for the sins of the world. He gave this 

simple ordinance that it might be a special season when He Himself would always be present, to lead 

all participating in it to feel the pulse of their own conscience, to awaken them to an understanding of 

the lessons symbolized, to revive their memory, to convict of sin, and to receive their penitential 

repentance. He would teach them that brother is not to exalt himself above brother, that the dangers of 

disunion and strife shall be seen and appreciated; for the health and holy activity of the soul are 

involved. ¶ This ordinance does not speak so largely to man's intellectual capacity as to his heart. His 

moral and spiritual nature needs it. If His disciples had not needed this, it would not have been left for 
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them as Christ's last established ordinance in connection with, and including, the last supper. It was 

Christ's desire to leave to His disciples an ordinance that would do for them the very thing they 

needed--that would serve to disentangle them from the rites and ceremonies which they had hitherto 

engaged in as essential, and which the reception of the gospel made no longer of any force. To continue 

these rites would be an insult to Jehovah. Eating of the body, and drinking of the blood, of Christ, not 

merely at the sacramental service, but daily partaking of the bread of life to satisfy the soul's hunger, 

would be in receiving His Word and doing His will." — Review & Herald, June 14, 1898, par. 15-16 — 

EGW 

"The Jews were not generally prepared to move as fast as the providence of God opened the way. It 

was evident to them from the result of the apostles' labors among the Gentiles, that the converts 

among the latter people would far exceed the Jewish converts; and that if the restrictions and 

ceremonies of the Jewish law were not made obligatory upon their accepting the faith of Christ, the 

national peculiarities of the Jews, which kept them distinct from all other people, would finally 

disappear from among those who embraced the gospel truths. ¶ The Jews had prided themselves upon 

their divinely appointed services; and they concluded that as God once specified the Hebrew manner 

of worship, it was impossible that he should ever authorize a change in any of its specifications. They 

decided that Christianity must connect itself with the Jewish laws and ceremonies. They were slow to 

discern to the end of that which had been abolished by the death of Christ, and to perceive that all their 

sacrificial offerings had but prefigured the death of the Son of God, in which type had met its antitype 

rendering valueless the divinely appointed ceremonies and sacrifices of the Jewish religion. ¶ Paul had 

prided himself upon his Pharisaical strictness; but after the revelation of Christ to him on the road to 

Damascus, the mission of the Saviour, and his own work in the conversion of the Gentiles, were plain to 

his mind; and he fully comprehended the difference between a living faith and a dead formalism. Paul 

still claimed to be one of the children of Abraham, and kept the ten commandments in letter and in 

spirit as faithfully as he had ever done before his conversion to Christianity. But he knew that the 

typical ceremonies must soon altogether cease, since that which they had shadowed forth had come to 

pass, and the light of the gospel was shedding its glory upon the Jewish religion, giving a new 

significance to its ancient rites." — Sketches from the Life of Paul, p. 64, 65 — EGW 

 

The types and shadows of the sacrificial service, with the prophecies, gave the Israelites a veiled, 

indistinct view of the mercy and grace to be brought to the world by the revelation of Christ. To Moses 

was unfolded the significance of the types and shadows pointing to Christ. He saw to the end of that 

which was to be done away when, at the death of Christ, type met antitype. He saw that only through 

Christ can man keep the moral law. By transgression of this law man brought sin into the world, and 

with sin came death. Christ became the propitiation for man's sin. He proffered His perfection of 

character in the place of man's sinfulness. He took upon Himself the curse of disobedience. The 

sacrifices and offerings pointed forward to the sacrifice He was to make. The slain lamb typified the 

Lamb that was to take away the sin of the world.  {1SM 237.3} 
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After Christ died on the cross as a sin offering, the ceremonial law could have no force. Yet it was 

connected with the moral law, and was glorious. The whole bore the stamp of divinity, and expressed 

the holiness, justice, and righteousness of God. And if the ministration of the dispensation to be done 

away was glorious, how much more must the reality be glorious, when Christ was revealed, giving His 

life-giving, sanctifying Spirit to all who believe?  {1SM 238.1} 

The Jews refused to accept Christ as the Messiah, and they cannot see that their ceremonies are 

meaningless, that the sacrifices and offerings have lost their significance. The veil drawn by themselves 

in stubborn unbelief is still before their minds. It would be removed if they would accept Christ, the 

righteousness of the law.  {1SM 239.1} 

Many in the Christian world also have a veil before their eyes and heart. They do not see to the end of 

that which was done away. They do not see that it was only the ceremonial law which was abrogated 

at the death of Christ. They claim that the moral law was nailed to the cross. Heavy is the veil that 

darkens their understanding. The hearts of many are at war with God. They are not subject to His law. 

Only as they shall come into harmony with the rule of His government, can Christ be of any avail to 

them. They may talk of Christ as their Saviour; but He will finally say to them, I know you not. You have 

not exercised genuine repentance toward God for the transgression of His holy law, and you cannot 

have genuine faith in Me, for it was My mission to exalt God's law.  {1SM 239.2} 

The moral law was never a type or a shadow. It existed before man's creation, and will endure as long 

as God's throne remains. God could not change nor alter one precept of His law in order to save man; 

for the law is the foundation of His government. It is unchangeable, unalterable, infinite, and eternal. In 

order for man to be saved, and for the honor of the law to be maintained, it was necessary for the Son 

of God to offer Himself as a sacrifice for sin. He who knew no sin became sin for us. He died for us on 

Calvary. His death shows the wonderful love of God for man, and the immutability of His law.  {1SM 

239.4} 

In addition to this, I will add some of my research from a Biblical perspective, showing unequivocally 

how the Feasts held on Feast Days cannot be separated. Feast-Keepers like to argue that the Feast 

"Days" themselves (which they like to call "Appointed Times") are not part of the ceremonial law. 

Rather, they like to argue that the feasts or ceremonies held ON these days were abolished, but not the 

actual sacred time itself. They argue that now we keep the feasts spiritually, where we come together 

on these days to convocate and assemble and contemplate spiritually on the sacrifice of Christ. But 

they still believe in keeping the literal day itself. We shall see how the following points dispel such a 

notion: 

It is very clear that the festivals were given especially for the offerings and sacrifices. Take away these 

offerings, and so goes the days that they were made for.  
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“These are the feasts of the LORD, which ye shall proclaim TO BE HOLY CONVOCATIONS, TO OFFER an 

offering made by fire unto the LORD, a burnt offering, and a meat offering, a sacrifice, and drink 

offerings, every thing upon his day.” (Leviticus 23:37) 

In other words, we clearly see the purpose for convocating. The purpose for gathering together on 

these appointed times. What for? TO offer sacrifices and offerings before the Lord. 

The NIV translates Leviticus 23:37 thus:  

"These are the LORD's appointed feasts, which you are to proclaim as sacred assemblies FOR bringing 

offerings made by fire to the LORD." (Lev. 23:37) 

This is similar to the Bible in Basic English:  

"These are fixed feasts of the Lord, to be kept by you as holy days of worship, FOR making an offering 

by fire to the Lord."  

The somewhat more idiomatic New Living Translation (revised) has rendered it:  

"'These are the Lord's appointed festivals. Celebrate them each year as official days FOR holy assembly 

BY presenting special gifts to the Lord.".  

Even before the publication of the King James Version, the sixteenth century Geneva Bible put it this 

way:  

"These are the feasts of the Lord (which ye shall call holy convocations) TO offer sacrifice made by fire 

unto the Lord."  

In brief, the appointed seasons are for sacrificing and presenting offerings; these occasions were set up 

by God so as to offer sacrifices. 

It was at these feasts that these offerings were eaten.  

And then we have the New Jerusalem Bible's translation: 

"These are Yahweh's solemn festivals to which you will summon the Israelites, the sacred assemblies 

FOR THE PURPOSE OF offering food burnt for Yahweh, consisting of burnt offerings, cereal offerings, 

sacrifices and libations, each on its appropriate day" (Leviticus 23:37, NJB) 

Conclusion: 

Neither were exclusively only added to the other.  

The Feast Days, and their gathering upon them, were FOR sacrifices and presenting offerings, and the 

sacrifices and offerings were FOR the Feast Days. 
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The Feast Days were added TO the Rituals, and the Rituals were added TO the Feast Days. The purpose 

of the gathering is to present these offerings, and learn about them. I think we can do this on any time 

of the year, so long as we make the time. But we are no longer obligated, or ever will be obligated, to 

come together in assemblies according to the Jewish Festal Calendar. A Calendar everyone argues 

about as to when these appointed times really are. 

They were ADDED TO EACH OTHER. 

Therefore, Daniel 9:27 is very clear that at the death of Messiah on the cross, the entire ceremonial 

festal system came to an end, for their entire purpose was for the sacrificing of animals and the 

bringing of other offerings---offerings of ALL kind. Remove the offerings, remove the sacrifices, and 

therefore, you remove the feasts. They go together like a hand a glove. 

"Then he shall confirm a covenant with many for one week; 

But in the middle of the week He shall BRING AN END TO SACRIFICE AND OFFERING." (Dan. 9:27) 

Some may argue that according to this passage, only the sacrifices and the offerings were brought to an 

end. But as we have shown, the entire purpose of the Appointed Times were to perform these 

sacrifices and offerings. They go together like a hand and a glove. If the sacrifices and the offerings are 

now spiritual, and are to be "continually", then so are the appointed times to be "continually" in our 

hearts: 

"By him therefore let us offer the sacrifice of praise to God continually, that is, the fruit of [our] lips 

giving thanks to his name." (Heb. 13:15) 

It is to be noticed: 

"He shall confirm [strengthen] the COVENANT with MANY." (Dan 9:27) 

"This is My blood of the new COVENANT, which is shed for MANY." (Matthew 26:28) 

"This is my blood of the new COVENANT, which is shed for MANY." (Mark 14:24) 

As you will notice above, to attribute the “he” in Daniel 9:27 to Antichrist would be an absurdity, for 

Jesus Himself quotes the very passage—something He did profusely. Scholars and Jews the world over, 

in fact, everyone, recognized Daniel 9:27 to be referring to the Messiah. Only Dispensational Futurists 

within the last 200 years, began to attribute it to the Antichrist. But this would cause for a dichotomy 

or separation of some 2000 years between the 69th and 70th week of Daniel 9:24-27. But the 

prophecy calls for “70 weeks are determined upon thy people”, it does not say, “69 weeks are 

determined upon thy people, plus thousands of weeks, plus 1 week”. The 70th week, according to 

unanimous scholarship the world over, reveals that the 70th week terminated following the 69th 

week. And 70 weeks = 490 days = 490 years. 
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Bring an end to the sacrifices and the offerings, so goes the feast days themselves which were given 

"for the purpose of" performing these sacrifices and offerings on them. Take away the ceremonies held 

ON these days, and so goes the days themselves which they were made specifically for. 

 

"The Jewish converts generally were not inclined to move as rapidly as the providence of God opened 

the way. From the result of the apostles' labors among the Gentiles it was evident that the converts 

among the latter people would far exceed the Jewish converts in number. The Jews feared that if the 

restrictions and ceremonies of their law were not made obligatory upon the Gentiles as a condition of 

church fellowship, the national peculiarities of the Jews, which had hitherto kept them distinct from all 

other people, would finally disappear from among those who received the gospel message. 

The Jews had always prided themselves upon their divinely appointed services, and many of those 

who had been converted to the faith of Christ still felt that since God had once clearly outlined the 

Hebrew manner of worship, it was improbable that He would ever authorize a change in any of its 

specifications. They insisted that the Jewish laws and ceremonies should be incorporated into the rites 

of the Christian religion. They were slow to discern that all the sacrificial offerings had but prefigured 

the death of the Son of God, in which type met antitype, and after which the rites and ceremonies of the 

Mosaic dispensation were no longer binding.  

Before his conversion Paul had regarded himself as blameless "touching the righteousness which is in 

the law." Philippians 3:6. But since his change of heart he had gained a clear conception of the mission 

of the Saviour as the Redeemer of the entire race, Gentile as well as Jew, and had learned the difference 

between a living faith and a dead formalism. In the light of the gospel the ancient rites and ceremonies 

committed to Israel had gained a new and deeper significance. That which they shadowed forth had 

come to pass, and those who were living under the gospel dispensation had been freed from their 

observance. God's unchangeable law of Ten Commandments, however, Paul still kept in spirit as well 

as in letter." {AA 189-190} 

 

"The Jews were not generally prepared to move as fast as the providence of God opened the way. It 

was evident to them from the result of the apostles' labors among the Gentiles, that the converts 

among the latter people would far exceed the Jewish converts; and that if the restrictions and 

ceremonies of the Jewish law were not made obligatory upon their accepting the faith of Christ, the 

national peculiarities of the Jews, which kept them distinct from all other people, would finally 

disappear from among those who embraced the gospel truths. 

The Jews had prided themselves upon their divinely appointed services; and they concluded that as 

God once specified the Hebrew manner of worship, it was impossible that he should ever authorize a 

change in any of its specifications. They decided that Christianity must connect itself with the Jewish 
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laws and ceremonies. They were slow to discern to the end of that which had been abolished by the 

death of Christ, and to perceive that all their sacrificial offerings had but prefigured the death of the 

Son of God, in which type had met its antitype rendering valueless the divinely appointed ceremonies 

and sacrifices of the Jewish religion. 

Paul had prided himself upon his Pharisaical strictness; but after the revelation of Christ to him on the 

road to Damascus, the mission of the Saviour, and his own work in the conversion of the Gentiles, were 

plain to his mind; and he fully comprehended the difference between a living faith and a dead 

formalism. Paul still claimed to be one of the children of Abraham, and kept the ten commandments in 

letter and in spirit as faithfully as he had ever done before his conversion to Christianity. But he knew 

that the typical ceremonies must soon altogether cease, since that which they had shadowed forth had 

come to pass, and the light of the gospel was shedding its glory upon the Jewish religion, giving a new 

significance to its ancient rites." {Sketches from the Life of Paul, p. 64, 65}  

"soon altogether cease"---reveals that it was already an ongoing process, which explains why Paul was 

still attending several of them. 

 

These types were fulfilled, not only as to the event, but as to the time. On the fourteenth day of the first 

Jewish month, the very day and month on which, for fifteen long centuries, the passover lamb had been 

slain, Christ, having eaten the passover with his disciples, instituted that feast which was to 

commemorate his own death as “the Lamb of God, which taketh away the sin of the world.” That same 

night he was taken by wicked hands, to be crucified and slain. {Great Controversy 1888 p. 399.2} 
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A Quick Look at Colossians 2:16, 17 

Here is a snippet from a comment that I wrote in another forum which may be of use here. I pray that it 
edifies the body. Maranatha! The Lord's coming is at hand.  

Let us now turn our attention to Colossians 2:16, 17. I am highly empathetic to those who think that 
this verse means the 4th commandment has been made void. If you study the Word of God 
superficially (as many do) that seems to be correct. However, a deeper study on the matter reveals that 
there is no antitypical fulfillment for the weekly 7th day Sabbath but it is a continuing memorial of 
creation. The other sabbaths (Israel's annual sabbaths), the ones that are "beside the Sabbaths of the 
Lord" (Lev 23:28) however, do find an antitypical fulfillment as a look at the New Testament reveals.  

16 Let no man therefore judge you in meat, or in drink, or in respect of an holyday [Gr: heorte- lit. 
feast], or of the new moon, or of the sabbath days: 17 Which are a shadow of things to come; but the 
body [is] of Christ. (Col 2:16, 17) 

Here the author is dealing with the 3 pilgrimage feasts (Unleavened Bread, Pentecost, and 
Tabernacles), the new moons (12 or 13 per year), and the annual Sabbaths (Trumpets and Day of 
Atonement - some people also include the "no servile work" days here and while this is possible 
[maybe even probable- See Lev 23:24, 25 for the connection] I would note that they are never 
explicitly called sabbaths) 

Now how are these things shadows? This is fairly easy to show if you are acquainted with your New 
Testament. 

The 3 pilgrimage feasts actually represents entry (justification), continuation (sanctification) and 
conclusion (glorification) in the Christian era. All of the males of Israel were required to go to 
Jerusalem for these 3 (See Exodus 23:14, 17; Deut 16:16). This suggests to us that all of spiritual Israel 
must make a choice to participate in the antitypical fulfillment connected with Christ and the New 
Jerusalem.  

The first pilgrimage feast of Unleavened Bread starts with Passover, followed by the 1st day of 
Unleavened Bread, then comes the day of Firstfruits. This represents Christ's death, burial, and 
resurrection in that sequence. This is the start of the Christian experience. If you do not come up to this 
feast, spiritually speaking, you are lost. It is very interesting to note that if you ate leaven during this 
feast you were cut off from the people. Thus participation in this feast was a type of judgment.  

Verses that reveal the antitypical fulfillment: 1 Cor 5:7, 8; 1 Cor 15:20, 23 

The second pilgrimage feast is Pentecost. It represents the reception of the Holy Spirit. The outpouring 
of the Spirit and the 1st harvest of Christian souls happened on this day. Again, if you do not come up 
to this feast, spiritually speaking, you will be lost. For if any man has not the Spirit of Christ he is none 
of His.  
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Verses that reveal the antitypical fulfillment: Acts 2:1-4, 33 

The third and final pilgrimage feast is Tabernacles. It represents the dwelling of God with His people 
and will be literally fulfilled at the 2nd coming. You can read in Revelation 7 where the great multitude 
tabernacles with God holding palm branches in their hand. Again, if you are absent at this feast then 
you are lost.  

Verses that reveal the antitypical fulfillment: Revelation 7:9, 15 

The new moons represent the restoration of humanity back to the tree of life which bears its fruit on 
the monthly cycle. We do not have this now but we will have it again as the Bible predicts.  

Verses that reveal the antitypical fulfillment: Ezek 47:12; Rev 22:2; Rev 2:7; 22:14 

And finally, the annual Sabbaths, of trumpets and the day of Atonement [when the high priest went 
into the MHP to cleanse the sanctuary] represent the final warning message given to the world in 
connection with upcoming judgment hour and the fact is that we are now in the hour of God's 
judgment (1844 onward). Now, again, in connection with the day of atonement, if anyone did not afflict 
(humble) himself then he was cut off from the people. So again we have a type of judgment here.  

Verses that reveal the antitypical fulfillment: Rev 11:15-19; Heb 9:23 

Without very much effort we can see the type and antitype connected with the feasts, new moons, and 
sabbaths. And each one of these fulfillments was, is, or will be triggered by Christ (the only remaining 
ones to be met are the new moon and feast of tabernacles).  

On the other hand, when we look at the weekly 7th day Sabbath there is no change brought about by 
Christ. From the very start it was the sign of God as Sanctifier. The rest of faith which the 7th day 
Sabbath symbolizes was available from the foundation of the world, it was again offered in David's 
time, and it is still with us today. There was no replacement of the Sabbath when the "today" offer 
came through David. There is no replacement of it today. It is still the symbol of entering into God's 
rest. This is what Hebrews 4 shows (a passage that is grossly abused by many who try to negate the 
7th day Sabbath). Those who purposefully trample this day are those who practice lawlessness and 
apart from repentance they will not enter the city of God. 

1) Those who use the "moedim" of Leviticus 23 as a perfect parallel to the Greek "heorte" fail to 

see that such a view makes the statement redundant. Paul does not mean all "moedim" 

mentioned there by "heorte" here. If he did there would be no need to mention "sabbath days" 

later on for they would already be comprehended. Lev 23 mentions them under the heading of 

"moedim." Hence it appears that he is using the term in a specialized sense. The 3 pilgrimage 

feasts would appear to be the best candidate.  
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2)  I am aware that the genitive plural here can mean either "sabbath days" [plural] or "a sabbath 

day" [singular]. In fact I would even argue that the latter fits the singular references to feast and 

new moon better. I disagree, however, with S. Bacchiochi who says that: 

"It is therefore linguistically impossible to interpret the latter as a reference to the day of 

Atonement or to any other ceremonial sabbaths, since these are never designated simply as 

“sabbata" (From Sabbath to Sunday p. 358) 

In response I would note that the Masoretic text calls the memorial of trumpets a "shabbaton" 

and also the end of Lev 23:32 which does use "sabbata" for the Day of Atonement. The point 

here is that in the Hebrew and Septugiant there is linguistic evidence for the "sabbath" meaning 

the ceremonial ones.  

3) The weekly 7th day Sabbath of the Decalogue does not have a clear antitypical fulfillment like 

the other types of sabbaths do. Thus it would appear to be outside of the scope of the passage 

for Paul deals with "sabbath days" or "a sabbath day" that is a shadow not one that is not.  

4) The testimonies support this view as well.  

"One day as Elder Corliss stepped out of a train, the guard [conductor] stopped him with the 

request that he explain Colossians 2:16. They stopped, and as the crowd rushed by, the 

explanation was given, and from Leviticus 23:37, 38 it was shown that there were sabbaths 

besides the Sabbath of the Lord" (RH January 7, 1896) 

"The Sabbath was committed to Adam, the father and representative of the whole human 

family. Its observance was to be an act of grateful acknowledgment, on the part of all who 

should dwell upon the earth, that God was their Creator and their rightful Sovereign; that they 

were the work of His hands and the subjects of His authority. Thus the institution was wholly 

commemorative, and given to all mankind. There was nothing in it shadowy or of restricted 

application to any people. (PP pg 48) 

Also Hebrews 10:1, For the law having a shadow of good things to come, and not the very image of the 

things can never with those sacrifices which they offered year by year continually make the comers 

thereunto perfect. We see that the law of sacrifices and offerings including times for Paul speaks of 

these things happening year by year or specific times during the year which were shadows of the real, 

which was Jesus Christ the lamb of God, who taketh away the sins of the world. 

 

Just revisiting Colossians 2:16 you find the following 

Much of the ceremonies of the law of Moses consisted in the distinction of meats and days but the 

Weekly Sabbath was not tied with such. It appears by Romans 14 that there were those who were for 
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keeping up those distinctions: but here the apostle shows that since Christ has come, and has cancelled 

the ceremonial law, we ought not to keep it up.  

 "Let no man impose those things upon you, for God has not imposed them: if God has made you free, 

be not you again entangled in that yoke of bondage."  

  

And this the rather because these things were shadows of things to come (Col 2:17), intimating that 

they had no intrinsic worth in them and that they are now done away. 

holyday--a feast yearly. Compare the three, 1Ch 23:31.  

new moon--monthly.  

the sabbath--The weekly sabbath rests on a more permanent foundation, having been instituted in 

Paradise to commemorate the completion of creation in six days. Le 23:38 expressly distinguished "the 

sabbath of the Lord" from the other sabbaths. A positive precept is right because it is commanded, and 

ceases to be obligatory when abrogated; a moral precept is commanded eternally, because it is 

eternally right. The problem comes when you disjoint verse 16 from verse 17, but when they are read 

together, you find that the weekly Sabbath is not being spoken here because even Adam, in innocence, 

needed one amidst his earthly employments; therefore the weekly Sabbath cannot be a shadow with 

other feasts instituted after sin and pointed to redemption of man. In other work of Paul that’s 

Galatians 4:9-10, Paul says reverting to these things seems like his labor had been in vain by his 

teachings to Galatians in that, celebrating the feasts would just make the sacrifice of Christ of no 

essence. So I would rather assert that Paul misled his hearers both in Galatians and Colossians cause I 

think in both cases he is addressing one thing. 



Feast Days What Shall we Say! Sami Wilberforce 

14 

 

Colossians 2:16 

Paul speaks about the sabbaths that pointed unto Christ and had fulfilment in His first coming and Second coming 

Colossians 2:16-23 

 

Leviticus 23:3-38 

Numbers 28:16-31, 29:1-40 

SPRING FEASTS: 

  

- 1) Passover = fulfilled antitypically in Christ on Nisan 14--Death on cross  

  

- 2) Feast of Unleavened Bread = fulfilled antitypically in Christ on Nisan 15--Christ in grave  

  

- 3) Firstfruits = fulfilled antitypically in Christ on Nisan 16--Resurrection  

  

- 4) Pentecost = fulfilled antitypically 50 days after Christ's resurrection, and 10 days after His ascension on 

Sivan 6 when the Holy Ghost was poured out upon the believers in Acts 2.  

  

[---GAP OF TIME—Dark Ages---] 

  

FALL FEASTS: 

  

- 5) Feast of Trumpets = fulfilled in the Millerite Great Second Advent Movement world-wide, from 1833-

1843 (10 days/years)--announcing the Heavenly judgment, the Antitypical Yom Kippur which commenced 

in 1844 at the close of the 2300 years of Daniel 8:14 to cleanse, vindicate, make right, restore God's 

Heavenly Sanctuary (Heb 9:23).  
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- 6) Day of Atonement = presently being fulfilled since 1844----the Antitypical Day of Atonement, or 

Antitypical Yom Kippur. This is the year when Christ moved from the Holy Place (First Apartment) of the 

Heavenly Sanctuary, to the Most Holy Place (Second Apartment) of the Heavenly Sanctuary, as He went in 

and came before the Ancient of Days, when the judgment was set, and books were opened and the cleansing 

and restoration of the sanctuary began--the last and final phase of Christ's ministration in heaven before the 

Second Advent. See Dan. 7:9,10,13,14; 8:14. 

  

- 7) Feast of Tabernacles = Home-coming at the Second Advent—and the Millennium--we will literally 

keep this feast when we get to heaven with Christ. 

 

As you can see, 2 ordinances REMAINS FOREVER, 4 have been FULFILLED and 1 has IS IN THE PROCESS. We have 

meats and drink offerings that used to accompany these feasts, they don’t apply because the feasts themselves don’t 

exist. But the clean and unclean animals are still prohibited until this day because they appear under Health Laws. 

Take an example of the swine meat Isaiah 66:17. The Moral Law (Ten Commandments including the Seventh Day 

Sabbath) was not accompanied by any drink offering  and it was not written by Moses as indicated in Colossians 2:13-

14 but by the finger of God Himself Exodus 31:18, Deut 4:13.  The Seventh Day Sabbath existed before the children of 

Israel of Jews Gen 2:2-3 and it will exist even in heaven Isaiah 66:22-23. Meaning Paul did not tell people to start 

eating unclean animals that will be against God. I hope it solves the difficulty. God bless. 

 

MANY people often confuse Moses Law with God's Ten Commandment Law, but they are very different. 

 

Moses' law was the temporary, ceremonial law of the Old Testament. It regulated the priesthood, sacrifices, rituals, 

meat and drink offerings, etc., all of which foreshadowed the cross. This law was added "till the seed should come," 

and that seed was Christ (Galatians 3:16, 19). The ritual and ceremony of Moses' law pointed forward to Christ's 

sacrifice. When He died, this law came to an end, but the Ten Commandments (God's law) "stand fast for ever and 

ever." Psalm 111:7,8.  

 

There are two laws that are made crystal clear in the following verses below. Daniel 9:10 is talking about God's law 

and verse 11 is talking about Moses' law: 

 

"Neither have we obeyed the voice of the LORD our God, to walk in his laws, which he set before us by his servants 

the prophets." 
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"Yea, all Israel have transgressed thy law, even by departing, that they might not obey thy voice; therefore the curse 

is poured upon us, and the oath that is written in the law of Moses the servant of God, because we have sinned 

against him." Daniel 9:10,11 

 

Please note that God's law also called the 10 Commandments has existed at least as long as sin has existed. The Bible 

says, "Where no law is, there is no transgression [or sin]." Romans 4:15. So God's Ten Commandment law existed 

from the beginning. Men broke that law. "Whosoever committeth sin transgresseth also the law: for sin is the 

transgression of the law." 1 John 3:4 Because of sin (or breaking God's law), Moses law was given (or "added" 

Galatians 3:16, 19) till Christ should come and die. Two separate laws involved: God's law or 10 Commandments and 

Moses law. 
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Timothy Perenich [All Scripture if from the NKJV unless otherwise noted] 

 

Preface: I have spent some time on this forum reading the various arguments for keeping the feasts (which is 

impossible according to the Law) and those who believe the "appointed times" are still important for 

Christian observance. I have read all of Brenden's works posted on this forum both on Col 2 and Church 

History. This is my response. 

 

Please: Justin Robinson, Michael Farris, Jon-Philippe Ruhumuliza, Bekinkosi Maphosa, Sami Wilberforce 

1 hr · Edited · Like · 2 

   
Timothy Perenich Part 1a (NT Context) 

 

First thing is first; the relationship between the Jews and Gentiles was tenuous from the very beginning. The 

Jews prided themselves on being the master race specifically chosen by God. Even at the preaching of John 

the Baptist the Jewish leadership forbore with staunch pride, no doubt, because as John rightly accused them 

of thinking they had “Abraham as [their] Father” and needed no repentance (Mt. 3:9). Jesus challenged this 

vainglorious notion of salvation by birthright, or Salvation by ontology, with Nicodemus, stating 

emphatically that he, a teacher of Israel, needed to be “born again” (Jn 3:3,7). The Jewish leadership, perhaps 

more than anyone, needed a baptism of repentance, which is exactly what John had offered, but they refused. 

We see from the very beginning that neither Jesus nor John were impressed with idea of salvation by 

nationality or position in Israel.  

 

In the rare event gentiles wanted to worship the God of the Jews and forsake paganism, they were still 

considered second-class citizens in the Jewish religious hierarchy. This distinction is noted acutely in the 

New Testament. Notice the contrast between the pleas to heal Jarius’ daughter (Mk 5:22 – 43; Lk 8:40 – 56) 

and the Roman Centurion’s servant (Mt 8:5 – 13; Lk 7:1 – 10). For Jarius, the ruler of the synagogue, it was 

expected for Jesus—a homeless traveling Rabbi (Lk 9:58)—to come to his home and perform a miracle for a 

fellow Jew. Yet, for the Roman Centurion, the Jews felt they had to explain to Jesus why this gentile was 

“worthy” of receiving a blessing from Jew. Unlike other gentiles this gentile was deserving “for he loves our 

nation and had built a synagogue” (Lk 7:5). Implicit, in their reasoning was the dichotomy between Jews and 

the gentiles. The idea that a Jew should set foot into the home of a gentile was repugnant let alone that a 

Rabbi to heal the sick and give them the gospel (Acts 10:28). For this reason the Jews applied to Jesus with 

the qualifier that this particular Gentile was “worthy,” because normally Gentiles were not worthy at all. 

Thus an exception should be made for the Roman Centurion and Jesus should go to his home, because, 

according to the Jews, this gentile loved “their nation: and “built” them a synagogue. If the centurion had not 

done so, rest assured, the Jews would not have pleaded for Jesus to heal his servant.  

 

The notion that Gentiles could obtain equal blessings of the Gospel was so repugnant to Jews that Jesus was 

nearly thrown off a mountainside because of it. Jesus after preaching in the synagogue on the book of Isaiah 

cites Biblical examples where God’s blessings were poured directly on “unworthy” gentiles while His own 

people, the Jews, suffered (Lk 4:16 – 30). Jesus pointed out, “many widows were in the days of Elijah” in 
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idol worshipping Israel but God sent Elijah to a poor widow of another country (Lk 4:25). God let his people 

starve suffering famine choosing to send Elijah to a poor woman who had no part with His nation to bless 

her. If this was bad, the example of Namaan, was more abrasive. For, as Jesus highlights, there were many 

lepers in Israel whom Elisha could have healed, but no, none of them would receive such a blessing, instead 

the captain of their mortal enemy was given complete healing. God not only healed an uncircumcised, non-

feast keeping, and temple forsaking man, but a man personally responsible for creating corpses out of the 

children of Abraham. God chose to heal this man through a great and mighty prophet Elisha while forsaking 

His own people. This should tell us as it did to the Jews back then, God is truly no respecter of persons. Yet, 

this story would bring no such humility to the alleged children of Abraham. For after Jesus recounted sacred 

history the Jews attempted to throw Him off a cliff. Just as God was rejected in the past by idolatrous Israel 

and His blessings went to foreigners, so to in Jesus’ day God would be rejected and the blessings of the 

Messiah would be given to the gentiles—who were uncircumcised, non-feast keeping, and non-temple 

visiting as well. All the Jewish national pride, feasts, and rites availed them little in the sight of God. As a 

matter of fact because they were a circumcised, feast keeping, tabernacle/temple worshipping nation they 

would be held to a stricter judgment, for as Jesus said “if works which were done in you had been done in 

Sodom, they would have remained until this day” (Mt 11:23). Yet despite all the blessings bestowed upon the 

Jews the stiffnecked “children of Abraham” would not repent. 

1 hr · Like · 2 

   
Timothy Perenich Part 1b 

 

Over and over again Jesus warns that the nation of the Jews would be cutoff as God’s chosen people. 

Whether it is the parable of the fig tree (Lk. 13:6 – 9), the parable of the two sons (Mt 21:28 – 32), and the 

sign of Jonah (Mt. 12:38 – 42; Lk. 11:29 – 32). Particularly, the parable of the wicked vinedressers (Mt. 

21:33 – 45; Mk 12:1 – 12; Lk 20:9 – 19) is very explicit on this point. In the parable the penalty for rejecting 

the son of the husbandman entailed not only destruction of those unjust workers but the eventual leasing out 

the vineyard to another people who would not render fruit in due season. Even Jews hearing this parable 

understood Jesus was speaking about them as a nation and a people making them all the more desirous to kill 

Him (Lk 20:16, 19). The examples of national rejection found in the Gospels are too numerous to repeat 

here. But it should be noted Jesus foresaw the destruction of the Jewish nation and wept at their obstinacy, 

stating affirmatively that he would have gathered his nation and his people together as a hen gathers its 

chicks, but the Nation, the people, the Jews, would not…and now they would be left desolate (Lk. 13:34 – 

35).  

 

However, Jesus was not saying anything new. He was in many respects confirming Bible prophecy given 

hundreds of years before He began his public ministry. One of the most striking prophecies is found in the 

book of Daniel. The 70 weeks of Daniel predict both the destruction of the Jewish nation and the crucifixion 

the messiah (9:27 - 29). The 70 weeks or 490 years began in 457 B.C. and terminated 34 A.D. with the 

stoning of Stephen. This prophecy marked out the events of rebuilding the temple, the Advent of the 

Messiah, the death of the Messiah and the end of the probation for the Jews. Uriah Smith agrees arguing that 

this period of 490 years was for the “the Jewish people were to fill up the cup of their iniquity” (Daniel and 

Revelation (1882) p. 257). Jesus intimated the same regarding the 70 weeks or 490 years were such a period 

of probation in His answer to Peter concerning forgiveness saying that one should forgive another unto 

“seventy times seven” or 490 times (Mt. 18:21 – 22). If the 70 weeks begin in 457 AD and Messiah was 

cutoff in the midst of the week at 31 A.D. then the time of Jewish probation (as a nation) closed in 34 A.D. 
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with the stoning of Steven. This should be an open and shut case, if indeed AD 34 ends the 70 weeks 

prophecy and Jesus standing in heaven signifies judgment. But for those who see importance in the Jewish 

national feasts in a Christian context we will examine Jesus standing at the stoning of Stephen in further 

detail.  

 

Before going any further, it should be pointed out the sign of Jonah mentioned by Jesus (Mt. 12:38 – 42; Lk. 

11:29 – 32) has a twofold application. On one hand it points to the death burial and resurrection of Jesus as 

he was dead three days and rose from the dead, but it also goes back to Jonah’s message. Jonah’s message 

was “yet, in 40 days Nineveh shall be overthrown.” Jesus preached that the people needed to “repent for the 

kingdom of God is at hand.” Feasters and feasters-light don’t like to think of Jesus reproving the nation of 

Israel for their sins, but he most certainly did. Indeed His lengthiest rebukes and His most pointed criticisms 

were for the leaders of Israel. Nowhere but in the temple do we see Jesus angry and crying out, filling the 

people with fear. The sign of Jonah was not only in the resurrection and death but also for repentance. Jesus 

called His people to repentance, but they did not repent. It is interesting to note that Nineveh was to face 

destruction in 40 days if it did not repent whereas Jerusalem did experience destruction nearly 40 years after 

Jesus warned them.  

 

Some commentators acknowledge Jesus’ standing up in Acts 7:56 applies to judgment of the nation (See 

Matthew Henry’s Commentary on the Bible, s.v.v. “Acts 7:56 – 57,” Adam Clarke, s.v.v “Acts 7:56 – 57,” ). 

F.F. Bruce regarding the standing of Jesus in Acts observes:  

 

“In short, the presence of the Son of Man at God’s right hand meant that for his people a way of access to 

God had been opened up more immediate and heart-satisfying than the temple could provide. It meant that 

the hour of fulfillment had struck, and that the age of particularism had come to an end. The sovereignty of 

the Son of Man was to embrace all nations and races without distinction: under his sway there is no place for 

an institution which gives religious privileges to one group in preference to others.”—F.F. Bruce, The Book 

of Acts, (Grand Rapids, MI: Wm B. Eerdmans, 1988),157 

1 hr · Like · 2 

   
Timothy Perenich Part 1c  

 

However, not all commentators agree. Nevertheless, comparing scripture with scripture the application of 

Jesus standing being synonymous with judgment becomes clearer.  

 

The first passage for comparison is Isaiah 3:13 – 14:  

 

“The Lord stands up to plead, and stands to judge the people. The Lord will enter into judgment with the 

elders of His people and His princes: “For you have eaten up the vineyard; the plunder of the poor is in your 

houses.” 

 

The context of chapter 3 of Isaiah is one of judgment. God is predicting through Isaiah the harrowing times 

ahead for the people of Jerusalem as they face siege, famine, destruction, and chaos. God is very clear he is 

bringing about this calamity to His people for their oppression of the poor, idolatry, licentiousness, and 

apostasy (Isa. 3:8 – 9, 14, 16 – 23). However, the importance for this discussion is the imagery of God 

standing. This posture is ostensibly one of Judgment and accusation. While the prophecy given is designed to 
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arouse men to repentance and the fear of God, the judgment appears to be a foregone conclusion and is 

indeed so considering even Josiah’s reforms were not enough to stave off destruction (2 Kings 23:26 - 27).  

 

In a note of historical/prophetic irony, Josephus an eyewitness to the destruction of Jerusalem states the day 

the Romans burned the temple corresponded exactly with the burning of the temple by the Babylonians about 

600 years before (Jewish Wars: 6:4;5). Indeed, Jesus standing is no doubt significant in Acts 7:56 and 

symbolizes judgment as the standing of God does in Isaiah 3:13 – 14.  

 

Another example of the Messiah standing also found in Isaiah 11:10, though not evidence of judgment, is 

important nevertheless: 

 

“And in that day there shall be a Root of Jesse, Who shall stand as a banner to the people; For the Gentiles 

shall seek Him, And His resting place shall be glorious.” 

 

This text harmonizes with Acts 7:53 in that it signifies the mission of the Messiah and his disciples to bring 

the gentiles to the Lord. One could argue that after the stoning of Stephen, from Acts 8 forward to the end, 

the focus of the book of Acts is on the mission to the gentiles.  

 

The final passage of “standing” and judgment is Daniel 12:1.  

 

“At that time Michael shall stand up, The great prince who stands watch over the sons of your people; And 

there shall be a time of trouble, Such as never was since there was a nation, Even to that time. And at that 

time your people shall be delivered, Every one who is found written in the book.”  

 

There can be no ambiguity with this text. The standing of Michael signifies the judgment to come upon the 

whole world. This is similar to Jesus standing in Acts 7:53 a line has been drawn in the sand the God 

dishonoring powers that be have went to far and now destruction is to come. 70 weeks had ended the Jews 

rejected the Messiah in the flesh, the Holy Spirit through God’s ministers, and now as nation put to death a 

minister of God who told them the truth. The Jews sealed their fate just as probation expired. And henceforth 

the work of the gospel spread rapidly amongst the gentiles.  

 

Even Paul the alleged feast keeping apostle who supposedly taught the Jews are still the chosen people of 

God wrote concerning the Jews and their resistance to the gospel:  

“For you (the Thessalonians) also suffered the same things from your own countrymen, just as they did from 

the Jews, who killed both the Lord Jesus and their own prophets, and have persecuted us; and they do not 

please God and are contrary to all men, forbidding us to speak to the Gentiles they maybe saved, so as 

always to fill up the measure of their sins; but wrath has come upon them to the uttermost.” (1Thess 2:14b - 

16) 
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Timothy Perenich Part 1d 

 

This must be understood the Jews as a nation rejected God and now they too were being rejected. No more 

did salvation have to come through the Jews. The temple held no more importance to those who desired to 

worship the God of heaven. No one needed to be circumcised any longer. None of the feasts needed to be 
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kept. The priest held no power in the church and the Sanhedrin lost its spiritual stranglehold on the truth 

(John 3:21 – 24). Now all men were to be priests (Peter 2:4 – 5), all could seek pardon through Christ, and 

could obtain the promises to heaven by living by faith as did Abraham (Rom. 4:13 – 25).  

 

Additionally, there are some interesting parallels to not in the stoning of Stephen, rejecting the Holy Spirit 

and crucifixion of Jesus. Jesus was charged with blasphemy (Mt. 26:64 – 65) and killed by the Jews via the 

Roman government. Yet was killed in a manner of death consistent with the charge—hung on a tree (Deut. 

21:22 – 23). Stephen was also charged with blasphemy (Acts 6: 12 – 13) and killed by the Jews in a manner 

of death consistent with the charge—stoned to death (Lev. 24:16). Both had false witnesses testify against 

them and both pleaded with God not to punish the Jews for their crime. However, Stephen’s death coincided 

with the end of the 70 weeks of Daniel a time apportioned for the close of Jewish probation. In both the 

killing of Stephen and Jesus the Jews were the impetus for their deaths. Jesus was rejected as the Son of God 

because his actions would undermine the authority of Jewish leaders and jeopardized their nation and temple 

(Jn 11:47 – 53). Stephen taught that the Jewish leaders did not keep the law (Acts 7:53), they rejected as their 

fathers before them the leaders and messengers God sent them (7:52), that the temple is not the true dwelling 

place of God (7:48), they are uncircumcised (that is to say they are not truly apart of the covenant)(7:51), and 

are rejecters of the Holy Spirit (7:51). The Jews rejected Jesus in whom “dwells all the fullness of the 

Godhead bodily” (Col. 2:9). In Stephen they rejected a man who was “full of the Holy Spirit” whose face 

shown as “of an angel” (Acts 6:15). While the murder of Jesus was severe as they rejected the messiah, the 

murder of Stephen seems to be the outward rejection of the Holy Spirit, the spirit of truth and righteousness. 

Notice what Jesus says about rejecting the Holy Spirit: “[A]ny one who speaks a word against the Son of 

Man, it will be forgiven him; but to him who blasphemes against the Holy Spirit, it will not be forgiven” (Lk. 

12:10). The Holy Spirit according to Jesus is the heavenly exhorter (Jn 14:16), the Spirit of truth (14:17), 

whose job is to “convict the world of sin and of righteousness, and of judgment” (Jn 16:8). Did Stephen 

convict the Jews of sin, preach righteousness, and point out their judgment; was he not filled with the Holy 

Spirit? Indeed Stephen did all those things and was filled with the Holy Spirit and the Jews killed him. In 

this, after rejecting Jesus, they too rejected the work of the Holy Spirit—an unpardonable sin. Matthew 

Henry concurs writing:  

 

“In persecuting and silencing those that spoke by the inspiration of the Holy Ghost they resisted the Holy 

Ghost. Their fathers resisted the Holy Ghost in the prophets that God raised up to them, and so did they in 

Christ's apostles and ministers, who spoke by the same Spirit, and had greater measures of his gifts than the 

prophets of the Old Testament had, and yet were more resisted”—Matthew Henry’s Commentary on the 

Bible s.v.v. Acts 7:51 – 53.  

 

The rejection of the Spirit and its manifestation amongst the Gentiles was a sobering reminder that Israel was 

no longer the exclusive conduit of God’s blessings to the world, the sacred repository of His knowledge, nor 

the special people of the covenant. This became quite controversial because now Gentiles (and Jews) could 

obtain the promises of God without being circumcised, without keeping the feasts, without going to the 

temple, without making sacrifice, without ever seeing a priest.  

 

Seeing how the Gentiles experienced the work of the Holy Spirit and bore fruit in both life and gifts 

antagonism arose between both Jews and Gentiles. The council at Jerusalem clearly acknowledged that the 

Holy Spirit had been poured out on the Gentiles without circumcision or any obeisance to the rites and feasts 

of Judiasm (Acts 11:1 – 18; Acts 15:1 – 11, 24). Gentiles could believe on Jesus just as the original Jewish 
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Apostles could without ever keeping a feast, ever making an offering the temple, and without ever being 

circumcised and still be saved (Acts 11:17; 15:8 - 11). 

 

Even John F. MacArthur concurs writing: 

 

“Stephen, like the apostles, had proclaimed Jesus as the fulfillment of all the Old Covenant ritual typified. 

The New Covenant, prophesied by Jeremiah (cf. Jer. 31:31 – 34), had superseded the Old. The moral law had 

not changed, but the ceremonial law was done away with. Reality had replaced ritual.”—John F. MacArthur 

“Acts 1-12 MacArthur New Testament Commentary” p. 195 

 

This revolutionary thought is pervasive in the NT and will be demonstrated further as we cover the evidence 

in Colossians. 

 

   

   
Timothy Perenich Part 2a (Colossians 2 and Context) 

 

The churches at Ephesus and Colosse including the churches of listed in Revelation 2 and 3 were located 

Phrygia in Asia Minor. Laodicia was the capital of that region during the first century. Paul’s work in this 

region started with the city of Ephesus (Acts 19). It is in this city some of his most striking miracles were 

performed along with story of the unfortunate Jews who attempted to cast out a demon by his name and the 

name of our Lord (Acts 19:11 - 20). Indeed the area of Phrygia where this controversy takes place had a long 

established Jewish community. According to Josephus a Jewish community was established in Phrygia 

around the 1st century B.C. (Antiquities, 12.3.4). This community was given special treatment being allowed 

“use their own laws” and enjoy a tax free status for 10 years (Ibid). No doubt when the gospel came to 

Phyrgia the establishment of Judiasm was fairly entrenched. These false teachers in Colassae who 

amalgamated paganism with Judaism, also, apparently, attempted to mingle Christ into their cult. Therein is 

the significance of Paul’s warning to “Let no one defraud you or your reward, taking delight in false humility 

and worship of angels, intruding into those things which he has not seen, vainly puffed up by his fleshly 

mind” (2:18). 

 

The temptation to read into Colossians a Gnostic controversy is an easy one. There certain aspects of the 

Colossian epistle which seem to inculcate this controversy but a more careful rendering of text and indeed 
history clear-up these assumptions. First the letters to the Ephesians, Colossians, and by default the 

Laodiceans all antedate the earliest known reference to the Gnostics. Commenting the T.K. Abbot states:  

 

“Notwithstanding its affinities with Gnosticism, the Colossian heresy must be regarded as belonging to an 

earlier stage than the developed Gnosticism usually understood by that name, even earlier, indeed, than 

Cerinthus (100 A.D.). There is, for example, no allusion to the aeons of later Gnosticism, nor to the properly 

Gnostic conception of the relation of the demiurgic agency to the supreme God.”—T.K. Abbot, “Ephesians 

and Colossians,” edited by Augustus Briggs, Samuel Rolles Driver, and Alfred Plummer, found in The 

International Critical Commentary on the Holy Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments (New York: 

Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1897), xlix.  
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It has been suggested giving the mystical, philosophical, and perhaps even ascetic nature of the opponents in 

Colosse that they more closely resemble the Essenes. 

 

“In three points of exclusiveness, ascetisim, and angelology, the Colossian heresy shows affinities with 

Essenism, which as Lightfoot remarks, had an affinity with Gnosticism, so that it might be called Gnostic 

Judaism.”—T.K. Abbott, “Ephesians and Colossians.” 

 

Henry Chadwick’s historical analysis concurs with the notion that the ascetic tendencies of the Colossian 

heretics were a blending of the Jewish with the Greek.  

 

At Colossae in Asia Minor Paul met with graver heresy, a syncretistic amalgam of Christianity with 

theosophical elements drawn partly from the mystery cults and partly from heterodox Judaism. The 

Colossian Christians were being persuaded to worship intermediate angelic powers, identified with the 

heavenly bodies, and believed to possess a power to determine human fate unbroken by the Gospel. Special 

ceremonies and strict ascetic practices were enjoined, with feast-days drawn from the Jewish calendar. 

(Henry Chadwick, The Early Church, Revised ed. (London: Penguin Books, 1993) 34.)  

 

While no one can say precisely who these enemies of the gospel were in Colossae, we can see who they are 

not. They were not pagans or Christian Gnostics. To infer that they are is to deny historical and contextual 

evidence, which supports the premise that the influence at Colossae had an Essene or Judeo-pagan bent. 

8 hrs · Like · 2 

   
Timothy Perenich Part 2b 

 

The Judaic nature of these heretics in Colossae is perhaps best seen in the text itself. In Colossians 2 Paul 

answers both the Jewish/philosophical arguments centering his rebuttal in the sufficiency of Jesus. Looking 

at the syntax and structure of the argument this can been seen readily. In Colossians 2 Paul is addressing the 

charges the heretics have made against the flock. There are two aspects to his answers one 

pagan/philosophical and the other to the distinctly Jewish. In some Bibles, the editors noting the obvious 

delineation break Col. 2 up into two halves. Verses 1 - 9 being applied to the philosophical/esoteric attacks, 

while verses 11 – 15 is applied the Jewish (see NKJV Thomas Nelson). In truth, these malcontents were one 

in the same. Nevertheless we will examine Paul’s reply piece by piece.  

 

To charge that Christianity is lacking in knowledge of philosophy, the esoteric, and an understanding of the 

world, Paul answers: In Christ is “hidden all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge” (Col. 2:3) and the 

Christian is complete (or perfected) in Christ (Col. 2:3,9 – 10). The Christian does not need philosophy—

which is vain deceit—or to follow the traditions of men. After all Christ is the head of all powers and 

principalities in the earth (2:9 – 10).  

 

Paul’s entire argument to the Colossians could be summarized in one phrase “you are complete in 

Him”(2:10). Thus the Christian does not need esoteric wisdom, philosophy, worldly patronage, or tradition. 

The Christian is “complete” in Christ. With this phrase Paul lays siege to the pagan and also the Jewish 

accusations against Christians 
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Starting in verse 11 Paul counters the attack that the Colossian believers are not circumcised by arguing once 

again that the believer is “complete” in Christ. For in Christ is true circumcision (v 11). True circumcision is 

not the mere removal of skin, but the putting away of sin, dying to the old nature, and claiming the promise 

of a better resurrection through Baptism (v. 11 – 12). Thus, the Christian once again is “complete” in Christ, 

not needing the circumcision of the flesh to enter into the Abrahamic covenant with God, but rather only the 

Baptism of Faith being united with Christ.  

 

We must pause here and consider what is being said and who is saying it. No pagan would charge a Christian 

deficient in a knowledge of God because he was uncircumcised. The argument came from the Jews or 

Judiazers as the book of Galatians bears witness to. The zeal and animosity of the Judiaziers toward Gentile 

Christians while promoting circumcision as a means of entering into a covenant with God is pervasive in the 

New Testament. Even the first verses of Acts 15 testifies to the bitter controversy over circumcision: 

 

“And certain men came down from Judea and taught the brethren, ‘Unless you are circumcised according to 

the custom of Moses, you cannot be saved.’ Therefore, when Paul and Barnabas had no small dissension and 

dispute with them…”(Acts 15:1 – 2a)  

 

Think about it, by abrogating the rite of circumcision Gentiles no longer had to come under the yoke of the 

Jews and its leadership. They no longer needed Jewish priests, the Jewish temple, the Jewish sacrifices, or 

the Jewish national feasts. All men could become children of Abraham by simply believing and obeying 

Jesus Christ.  

 

Notice Paul makes these very points as he answers the Jewish criticism toward the Colossian believers in 

verses 13 – 17. In Christ your sins are forgiven—you no longer need to make a Jewish sacrifice at the Jewish 

temple (v 13). In Christ you are no longer separated from God through the law which was against you (v. 

14). You are “complete” in Christ who triumphed over the very principalities and powers heaped against you 

this day (v. 15). However, before I go any further I must explain verses 14 – 15 
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Timothy Perenich Part 2c 

 

So then what does Paul mean by the “handwriting of requirements that was against us” which was “nailed to 

the cross” (v. 14) and the “disarmed principalities and powers” which He made spectacle of (v. 15)?  

 

Again the context of Col. 2:14 – 15 has already been established by verses 11 – 13 speaking of circumcision, 

a distinctly Jewish rite abolished in Christ. So whatever comes next must follow the same, it must be 

distinctly Jewish and be abolished in Christ. To deny this is to interrupt the logical reasoning of Paul.  

 

However, this may be hard to see so to remedy the theological myopia we will compare scripture with 

scripture. In Ephesians 2 a similar argument is being made although the controversy is not exactly the same. 

The likeness between the two letters is well noted by Bible students and scholars alike. Writing about this 

phenomena in scripture Barnes states:  
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“Every person who has given any considerable degree of attention to this epistle must have been struck with 

its remarkable similarity to the epistle of the Ephesians. That resemblance is greater by far than exists 

between any other two of the epistles of Paul—a resemblance not only in the general style and manner which 

may be expected to characterize the different productions of the same author, but extending to the course of 

thought; the structure of the argument; the particular instructions and to some phrases which do not occur 

elsewhere.”—Albert Barnes, Notes Explanatory and Practical on the Epistles of Paul: Ephesians, Philippians, 

and Colossians (New York: Harper & Brothers, 1851), cclxx. 

 

Nonetheless, the letters are not congruent there are some differences. Yet the similarities reveal that the 

issues facing each congregation were not exclusive to it. Since letters sent to churches in the region of 

Phrygia were circular it makes sense that the original letter to the Ephesians most likely was also circulated 

to the Colossians. We know for a fact the letter sent to the Laodiceans was to be shared with the Colossians 

and the letter to the Colossians (the one in question) was to be sent to the Laodiceans (Col. 4:16). 

Furthermore, the book of Revelation was to be sent directly to the 7 churches listed in Phrygia and most 

likely distributed throughout region and later on the world. Nevertheless, for this discussion the relationship 

between the Paul’s message to the Ephesians and Colossians is key for understand the context and 

interpretation of Col. 2. 

 

For our purpose we will compare Eph. 2:11 - 17 to Col. 2:11 – 15.  

 

Eph 2:11 – 17: “Therefore remember that you, once Gentiles in the flesh—who are called Uncircumcision by 

what is called the Circumcision made in the flesh by hands— that at that time you were without Christ, being 

aliens from the commonwealth of Israel and strangers from the covenants of promise, having no hope and 

without God in the world. But now in Christ Jesus you who once were far off have been brought near by the 

blood of Christ For He Himself is our peace, who has made both one, and has broken down the middle wall 

of separation, having abolished in His flesh the enmity, that is, the law of commandments contained in 

ordinances, so as to create in Himself one new man from the two, thus making peace, and that He might 

reconcile them both to God in one body through the cross, thereby putting to death the enmity. And He came 

and preached peace to you who were afar off and to those who were near. For through Him we both have 

access by one Spirit to the Father.” 

 

Col 2:11 – 15: “In Him you were also circumcised with the circumcision made without hands, by putting off 

the body of the sins of the flesh, by the circumcision of Christ, buried with Him in baptism, in which you 

also were raised with Him through faith in the working of God, who raised Him from the dead. And you, 

being dead in your trespasses and the uncircumcision of your flesh, He has made alive together with Him, 

having forgiven you all trespasses, having wiped out the handwriting of requirements that was against us, 

which was contrary to us. And He has taken it out of the way, having nailed it to the cross. Having disarmed 

principalities and powers, He made a public spectacle of them, triumphing over them in it” 

 

So again, the message to the gentiles is you are “complete” in Christ. The Gentiles are no longer second-class 

citizens of God and alienated from having a share or inheritance with Him. Through Christ the Christian 

from any nation has just as much right to God as if he was a literal child of Abraham circumcised in the 

flesh. In Ephesians Paul is concerned with unity so he is pointing to how both Jews and Gentiles are unified 

in Christ, removing the distinction. In Colossians Paul is shredding the argument of the mystical pagan 

inspired Jews by letting the Christians know they don’t need what his enemies are offering—secret 

knowledge, rites, and Jewish rituals.  
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Thus the “handwriting of requirements that was against us” found in Col. 2:14 and “the law of 

commandments contained in ordinances” (Eph 2:15) are the same. Clearly this does not refer to the 

Decalogue. Nothing in the previous context would allude to such a conclusion. Instead the anteceding 

context involves circumcision and the estrangement of the Gentiles. Besides Paul already has made a major 

distinction between circumcision, which is abrogated and the Decalogue which is not:  

 

“Circumcision is nothing and uncircumcision is nothing, but keeping the commandments of God is what 

matters.” (1 Cor. 7:19). 
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Timothy Perenich Part 2d 

 

However, looking back to the Law such regulations did exist making a major distinction between the 

uncircumcised and the circumcised: 

 

“And God said to Abraham: “As for you, you shall keep My covenant, you and your descendants after you 

throughout their generations. This is My covenant which you shall keep, between Me and you and your 

descendants after you: Every male child among you shall be circumcised; and you shall be circumcised in the 

flesh of your foreskins, and it shall be a sign of the covenant between Me and you. He who is eight days old 

among you shall be circumcised, every male child in your generations, he who is born in your house or 

bought with money from any foreigner who is not your descendant. 13 He who is born in your house and he 

who is bought with your money must be circumcised, and My covenant shall be in your flesh for an 

everlasting covenant. And the uncircumcised male child, who is not circumcised in the flesh of his foreskin, 

that person shall be cut off from his people; he has broken My covenant.” (Gen. 17:9 – 14) 

 

I can imagine this text was a chief favorite amongst the Judiazers and the party promoting circumcision. 

Looking at this text there appears is no way around it, EVERYONE had to be circumcised otherwise they 

were to be “cut off” as covenant breakers. Yet, what Paul was teaching was radical; circumcision is not 

important because you are “complete” in Christ.  

 

The command to circumcise is repeated and expanded elsewhere in the Law (the first five books of the Bible) 

and was a major shibboleth for gentile believers. Because of this law the Jews used it to maintain their 

ungodly exclusiveness even barring gentiles from coming into certain areas of the temple and from attending 

their feasts.  

 

As far as feasts are concerned, gentiles could not have been keeping them in early days of the church—

especially when the temple was still standing. To argue that Gentiles were keeping them is to be ignorant of 

the Law:  

 

“This is the ordinance of the Passover: No foreigner shall eat it. But every man’s servant who is bought for 

money, when you have circumcised him, then he may eat it. A sojourner and a hired servant shall not eat it. 

And when a stranger dwells with you and wants to keep the Passover to the LORD, let all his males be 

circumcised, and then let him come near and keep it; and he shall be as a native of the land. For no 
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uncircumcised person shall eat it. One law shall be for the native-born and for the stranger who dwells 

among you.” (Ex 12:43 – 45, 48 – 49) 

 

Clearly, no uncircumcised Gentile could partake in any feast, festival, or temple rite of the Jews. In this 

passage we can see the Passover being described as an “ordinance” (or “law” in LXX) which contained the 

commandment of circumcision. These commandments and ordinances were “against” the gentiles. It created 

“enmity” between the two races—though it was designed to bring them together in the future. The line of 

distinction was clearly marked out in the nascent stages of national Israel, for as the text reads in the LXX 

“There shall be one law to the native, and to the proselyte coming among you” (Ex 12:49). Thus when Paul 

writes: “having abolished in His flesh the enmity, that is, the law of commandments contained in ordinances” 

and “having wiped out the handwriting of requirements that was against us, which was contrary to us.” He is 

referring the ordinances (or laws) like Passover of national Israel and the commandment of circumcision.  

 

To make sure his audience understands the “enmity” between Jews and Gentiles Paul mentions the “wall of 

separation” or the “partition wall” (Geneva Bible) in Eph. 2:14. This wall of “separation” was a real tangible 

thing that divided both Christians and Jews. For Josephus describes it in detail stating:  

 

“When you go through these [first] cloisters, unto the second [court of the] temple, there was a partition 

made of stone all round, whose height was three cubits: its construction was very elegant; upon it stood 

pillars, at equal distances from one another, declaring the law of purity, some in Greek, and some in Roman 

letters, that "no foreigner should go within that sanctuary" for that second [court of the] temple was called 

"the Sanctuary," and was ascended to by fourteen steps from the first court.”—Jewish Wars 5.5.2 

 

The scriptures also testify of this partition between Jews and Gentiles in the temple demonstrating how the 

Gentiles were not welcomed and just how fanatical the Jews were in maintaining this distinction.  

 

“Men of Israel, help! This is the man who teaches all men everywhere against the people, the law, and this 

place; and furthermore he also brought Greeks into the temple and has defiled this holy place.” Acts 21:28  

 

Not only do we have the eyewitness account of Josephus and the Scriptures but also archeologists have 

discovered large stones with inscriptions forbidding gentiles from entering the temple (J. Randall Price, Rose 

Guide to the Temple (Torrance, CA: Rose Publishing Inc, 2012), 75). There are plenty of pictures of them 

online. In a real tangible way Christ broached this wall of partition which had divided Jews and Gentiles. By 

fulfilling the feasts and rites Sanctuary service in His Life, Death, and Resurrection Christ was able to unite 

all humanity. In fact when Christ died the temple veil was torn in two symbolizing the end of Jewish 

mediation over sin. And this is Paul’s argument: Because of Christ the Gentiles were no longer excluded 

from the blessings the Lord the barriers of nationality were now removed. However, the cross was not the 

only means to open the way of the Gentiles judgment, as previously mentioned, also fell upon the Jews for 

their rejection of the Messiah and the work of the Holy Spirit.  

 

Nevertheless, the focus here is on the work of Christ to graft the world into the Abrahamic covenant without 

making them Jews. J.B. Phillips paraphrase of Ephesians 2:11 – 13, 14, 19 bear this point out eloquently: 

 

“Do not lose sight of the fact that you were born “Gentiles”, known by those whose bodies were circumcised 

as “the uncircumcised”. You were without Christ, you were utter strangers to God’s chosen community, the 

Jews, and you had no knowledge of, or right to, the promised agreements. You had nothing to look forward 
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to and no God to whom you could turn. But now, through the blood of Christ, you who were once outside the 

pale are with us inside the circle of God’s love and purpose. For Christ is our living peace. He has made a 

unity of the conflicting elements of Jew and Gentile by breaking down the barrier which lay between us… So 

you are no longer outsiders or aliens, but fellow-citizens with every other Christian—you belong now to the 

household of God.” (J.B. Phillips New Testament: Ephesians 2) 

 

This is the beauty of both Ephesians 2 and Colossians 2 the Gentiles in both communities are “complete” in 

Christ, needing no circumcision, feast, rite, or philosophy to add to their faith. 
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Timothy Perenich Part 2e 

 

Principalities and Powers:  

 

When Paul uses the terms “principalities and powers” he is referring to a very real dominion spiritual, 

worldly, or both. For example in Romans 8:38 when speaking of the security that a believer has in Christ he 

list real and sometimes tangible entities who could harm and destroy, but are powerless to separate one from 

Christ. In Ephesians 6:12 Paul is encouraging the Christian to put on the whole armor of God because the 

Christian will be warring against literal governments, genuine forces of evil, and wickedness in the Church 

of God. While not all these forces are visible—i.e. fallen angels—they are real and literal. In Colossians 2:7 

and 15 “principalities and powers are also used in the same manner to describe literal dominion. In Col. 2:7 

Christ’s dominion is described as literally the head of “principalities and powers.” While at this present 

moment we don’t see Christ sitting upon the world with His enemies under His feet any Christian who takes 

the Bible seriously knows this will be a literal reality. No imagined or ethereal dominion is fathomed nor is it 

merely spiritual, but literal.  

 

However, in Col. 2:15 the same terms “principalities and powers” are used. The temptation is make this a 

euphemistic or entirely spiritual expression dealing with grace or some mental transaction of forgiveness. 

However, the language is unmistakable as it is throughout Paul’s writings, “principalities and powers” are 

used as literal governing agencies on this earth. But what “principalities and powers” could Christ have made 

a spectacle of and triumphed openly over? This passage is not looking forward to his grasping the “rod of 

iron” to smite the nations (Rev 2:26 - 27) it has already happened as denoted by the verb tense employed. 

The language used is that of a triumphant general over a defeated enemy as he parades them through the 

street. This is why the translators of the “Message” Bible use the phrase “and marched them naked through 

the streets” instead of the NKJV’s “He made a public spectacle of them, triumphing over them in it” (Col. 

2:15). Mounce’s literal rendering of the text brings out this theme better without taking too much liberty:  

 

“He stripped the principalities and powers of their authority and disgraced them in public by triumphing over 

them in Christ” (Col. 2:15; Mounce’s Reverse-Interlinear New Testament) 

 

The language undoubtedly points to something that Christ did publicly which was visible—not an ethereal 

transaction—which stripped “principalities and powers” of their authority. So who or what did Christ 

triumph over which was visible by eye witnesses?  
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Once again let’s compare scripture with scripture (This is not an exhaustive list).  

1. Jesus triumphed over sin and sickness, but at the same time over the Jewish state—who said he did 

not have the power to forgive sin (Mt. 9:1 – 8; Lk. 5:17 – 26 (Healing of the paralytic), Lk 7:36 – 50 

(Forgiving woman who washed His feet)). 

2. Triumphed over Satan in temptations in the wilderness (Mt. 4:1 – 10, Lk. 4:1 – 13), there Christ 

triumphed over appetite (4:4), unbelief (4:6 - 7), and the avoidance of suffering (4:8 - 11). 

3. In the Garden He triumphed under the great weight of sin and the temptation not follow through with 

the plan of salvation (Mk 14:32 – 42) 

4. He triumphed over every disease (leprosy Mt. 8:1 -4, blindness Mt 9:27 – 31; Mt 20:29 - 33, Jn 9:1 – 

41; Cervical/Cancer/bleeding Mt. 9:19 – 22, lame/blind/mute/maimed Mt. 15:29 – 31; Mk 10:46 – 

52). 

5. Triumphed over demons (Mt. 8:28 – 34; 9:32 – 33; 17:14 – 21; Mk 5:1 – 20; Lk. 4:31 – 37). 

6. Triumphed over death by resurrecting others from the grave (Mt. 9:18 – 25; Mk 5: 21 – 43; Lk 7:11 – 

17; Jn. 11:1 – 44). 

7. Triumphed over the Jewish dominion of the Sabbath and the contorting of God’s laws (Mt. 12:1 – 7, 

9 – 14; Mk. 2:23 – 28, Lk. 6:1 – 5). 

8. By healing on the Sabbath Jesus triumphed over the Rabbinical control of the Sabbath demonstrating 

who was favored by God (Jesus) and who was not (Jew leadership). (Mk. 3:1 – 6; Lk. 6:6 – 11; Lk 

13:10 – 17; Lk. 14:1 – 6; Jn 5:1 – 15). 

9. Triumphed over Jewish Tradition, freeing the Law from the Rabbinical teachings (Mt. 15:1 – 13; Mk 

7:1 - 23). 

10. Triumphed over the Jewish leaders and their authority in the temple (Mt. 21:12 – 17; Lk. 19:45 – 48; 

Jn 2:13 – 21). 

11. Triumphed over the traps set for him by the Jewish leadership (Mt. 21:23 – 27; 22:15 – 22; Mk 12:13 

– 17). 

12. Triumphed over Jewish false doctrine (Mt. 22:23 – 33 [Resurrection]; 22:34 – 40 [The law]; Lk 10: 

25 – 37 [loving neighbor as yourself]; Jn 8:37 – 38 [rejecting salvation by birth right or by ontology] 

). 

13. Triumphed over the Jewish leaders and their authority over the people by exposing their sins (Mt. 

23:1 – 36; Mk 12:38 – 40).  

14. He triumphed over the Jewish plot to murder him and the Romans who assented to his murder (Mt. 

26:1 – 6, 57 – 68; Mt. 27:15 – 26, 62 – 66; Mt. 28:1 – 4; Mk 14:1 – 2; 14:6 – 15; 16: 1 – 8; Lk. 22:1 – 

6; 23:13 – 25; 24:1 – 12; Jn. 11:45 – 57, Jn. 19:5 – 42). 

15. Triumphed over Jewish denial and suppression of His Mesiahship (Jn. 8:48 – 51; 9:1 – 41; 10:31 – 

39). 

Outside of death, sin, Romans, demons, and Satan, Jesus’ most public triumphs were over the Jewish 

leadership, the temple authorities, Jewish false doctrine, and Jewish denial of His Messiahship. In taking 

Colossians 2 in context only the party of “circumcision” would appeal to the need to not only be circumcised 

by the authority of Rabbinical traditions and perhaps the Jewish leadership in Jerusalem, the EXACT 

“principalities and powers” that Jesus openly triumphed over “disgrac[ing] them in public” (Col. 2:15 

Mounce). This explains why Paul would write about the authorities openly triumphed by Christ and 

scripture, as reference, above unequivocally testifies to this triumph. 
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Timothy Perenich Part 2f 

 

Now we can see the table being set for the controverted verses 16 and 17. If we follow the chain of thought 

running from verse 11 Paul argues that the Christian is complete in the baptism of Christ and does not need 

circumcision, because the Gentile Christian has found both forgiveness of sins and entry into a covenant 

relationship with God (v. 11 – 13). Then Paul explains his reasoning of how the cross does away with 

circumcision; because the cross took away the enmity between both Jews and Gentiles as was found in the 

law (v. 14). Not only was the law which separated Gentiles from the covenant repudiated by the cross, but 

the very nation which bears the name of God who persecutes Christians to this day, who requires 

circumcision, and demands obeisance to their national rites/feasts, this nation Christ triumphed over publicly. 

Christ invalidated Jewish tradition, Jewish teaching, Jewish leadership, and even showed they had no power 

over Him in death (v. 15). Now Paul concludes with “Therefore let no one judge you in food or in drink, or 

regarding a festival or new moon or Sabbaths” (v. 16). In other words don’t let those who judge you in 

circumcision, who have been thoroughly repudiated also judge you on the particulars of their faith, which 

have no bearing on the Christians. Why? Paul answers, because these things were fulfilled in Christ who is 

the “substance” of the what these feasts, rites, and rituals foreshadowed.  

 

Finally, I understand that some arguments have been made concerning shadow to twist the ordinary meaning 

of the passage to say something novel, that shadow does not mean passing away but rather looking forward 

to. However, a quick comparison with Hebrews 10:1 – 3 reveals such reasoning is quixotic. This is especially 

true because it is most likely Paul wrote both books (Hebrews and Colossians).  

 

Colossians 2:17 “which are a shadow of things to come, but the substance is of Christ.”  

 

Hebrews 10:1 “For the law, having a shadow of the good things to come, and not the very image of the 

things, can never with these same sacrifices, which they offer continually year by year, make those who 

approach perfect.”  

 

It is clear that “shadow” as used in both passages points to things which were not the “substance” or whole 

(body) but rather guides which pointed to a reality fulfilled in Christ.  

 

At this point I have written enough. I will deal with the supposed “historical” evidence of feast keepers 

throughout Christianity in a short while. For now I draw a line in the sand and ask Bible students take up the 

mantle and see if these things are so. 
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Sami Wilberforce Colossians 2:12 

Having been buried with him in baptism (suntaphentes autôi en tôi baptismati). Second aorist passive 

participle of sunthaptô, old word, in N.T. only here and Ro 6:4, followed by associative instrumental case 

(autôi). Thayer's Lexicon says: "For all who in the rite of baptism are plunged under the water, thereby 

declare that they put faith in the expiatory death of Christ for the pardon of their past sins." Yes, and for all 

future sins also. This word gives Paul's vivid picture of baptism as a symbolic burial with Christ and 

resurrection also to newness of life in him as Paul shows by the addition "wherein ye were also raised with 

him" (en hôi kai sunêgerthête). "In which baptism" (baptismati, he means). First aorist passive indicative of 

sunegeirô, late and rare verb (Plutarch for waking up together), in LXX, in N.T. only in Col 2:12; 3:1; Eph 

2:6. In the symbol of baptism the resurrection to new life in Christ is pictured with an allusion to Christ's own 

resurrection and to our final resurrection. Paul does not mean to say that the new life in Christ is caused or 

created by the act of baptism. That is grossly to misunderstand him. The Gnostics and the Judaizers were 

sacramentalists, but not so Paul the champion of spiritual Christianity. He has just given the spiritual 

interpretation to circumcision which itself followed Abraham's faith (Ro 4:10-12). Cf. Ga 3:27. Baptism 

gives a picture of the change already wrought in the heart "through faith" (dia tês pisteôs). In the working of 

God (tês energeias tou theou). Objective genitive after pisteôs. See Col 1:29 for energeia. God had power to 

raise Christ from the dead (tou egeirantos, first aorist active participle of egeirô, the fact here stated) and he 

has power (energy) to give us new life in Christ by faith. 

26 mins · Like 

   
Sami Wilberforce Colossians 2:13 

And you (kai humas). Emphatic position, object of the verb sunezôopoiêsen (did he quicken) and repeated 

(second humâs). You Gentiles as he explains. Being dead through your trespasses (nekrous ontas tois 

paraptômasin). Moral death, of course, as in Ro 6:11; Eph 2:1,5. Correct text does not have en, but even so 

paraptômasin (from parapiptô, to fall beside or to lapse, Heb 6:6), a lapse or misstep as in Mt 6:14; Ro 5:15-

18; Ga 6:1, can be still in the locative, though the instrumental makes good sense also. And the 

uncircumcision of your flesh (kai têi akroboustiâi tês sarkos humôn). "Dead in your trespasses and your 

alienation from God, of which the uncircumcision of your flesh was a symbol" (Abbott). Clearly so, "the 

uncircumcision" used merely in a metaphorical sense. Did he quicken together with him (sunezôopoiêsen sun 

autôi). First aorist active indicative of the double compound verb sunzôopoieô, to make alive (zôos, poieô) 

with (sun, repeated also with autôi, associative instrumental), found only here and in Eph 2:5, apparently 

coined by Paul for this passage. Probably theos (God) is the subject because expressly so stated in Eph 2:4 

and because demanded by sun autôi here referring to Christ. This can be true even if Christ be the subject of 

êrken in verse Col 2:14. Having forgiven us (charisamenos hêmin). First aorist middle participle of 

charizomai, common verb from charis (favour, grace). Dative of the person common as in Col 3:13. The act 

of forgiving is simultaneous with the quickening, though logically antecedent. 

24 mins · Like 
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Sami Wilberforce Colossians 2:14 

Having blotted out (exaleipsas). And so "cancelled." First aorist active participle of old verb exaleiphô, to rub 

out, wipe off, erase. In N.T. only in Ac 3:19 (LXX); Re 3:5; Col 2:14. Here the word explains charisamenos 

and is simultaneous with it. Plato used it of blotting out a writing. Often MSS. were rubbed or scraped and 

written over again (palimpsests, like Codex C). The bond written in ordinances that was against us (to kath' 

hêmôn cheirographon tois dogmasin). The late compound cheirographon (cheir, hand, graphô) is very 

common in the papyri for a certificate of debt or bond, many of the original cheirographa (handwriting, 

"chirography"). See Deissmann, Bible Studies, p. 247. The signature made a legal debt or bond as Paul says 

in Phm 1:18: "I Paul have written it with mine own hand, I will repay it." Many of the papyri examples have 

been "crossed out" thus X as we do today and so cancelled. One decree is described as "neither washed out 

nor written over" (Milligan, N. T. Documents, p. 16). Undoubtedly "the handwriting in decrees" (dogmasin, 

the Mosaic law, Eph 2:15) was against the Jews (Ex 24:3; De 27:14-26) for they accepted it, but the Gentiles 

also gave moral assent to God's law written in their hearts (Ro 2:14). So Paul says "against us" (kath' hêmôn) 

and adds "which was contrary to us" (ho ên hupenantion hêmin) because we (neither Jew nor Gentile) could 

not keep it. Hupenantios is an old double compound adjective (hupo, en, antios) set over against, only here in 

N.T. except Heb 10:27 when it is used as a substantive. It is striking that Paul has connected the common 

word cheirographon for bond or debt with the Cross of Christ (Deissmann, Light, etc., p. 332). And he hath 

taken it out of the way (kai êrken ek tou mesou). Perfect active indicative of airô, old and common verb, to 

lift up, to bear, to take away. The word used by the Baptist of Jesus as "the Lamb of God that bears away 

(airôn) the sin of the world" (Joh 1:29). The perfect tense emphasizes the permanence of the removal of the 

bond which has been paid and cancelled and cannot be presented again. Lightfoot argues for Christ as the 

subject of êrken, but that is not necessary, though Paul does use sudden anacolutha. God has taken the bond 

against us "out of the midst" (ek tou mesou). Nailing it to the cross (prosêlôsas auto tôi staurôi). First aorist 

active participle of old and common verb prosêloô, to fasten with nails to a thing (with dative staurôi). Here 

alone in N.T., but in III Macc. 4:9 with the very word staurôi. The victim was nailed to the cross as was 

Christ. "When Christ was crucified, God nailed the Law to His cross" (Peake). Hence the "bond" is cancelled 

for us. Business men today sometimes file cancelled accounts. 

23 mins · Like 

   
Sami Wilberforce Colossians 2:15 

Having put off from himself (apekdusamenos). Only here and Col 3:9 and one MS. of Josephus (apekdus). 

Both apoduô and ekduô occur in ancient writers. Paul simply combines the two for expression of complete 

removal. But two serious problems arise here. Is God or Christ referred to by apekdusamenos? What is meant 

by "the principalities and the powers" (tas archas kai tas exousias)? Modern scholars differ radically and no 

full discussion can be attempted here as one finds in Lightfoot, Haupt, Abbott, Peake. On the whole I am 

inclined to look on God as still the subject and the powers to be angels such as the Gnostics worshipped and 

the verb to mean "despoil" (American Standard Version) rather than "having put off from himself." In the 

Cross of Christ God showed his power openly without aid or help of angels. He made a show of them 

(edeigmatisen). First aorist active indicative of deigmatizô, late and rare verb from deigma (Jude 1:7), an 

example, and so to make an example of. Frequent in the papyri though later than paradeigmatizô and in N.T. 

only here and Mt 1:19 of Joseph's conduct toward Mary. No idea of disgrace is necessarily involved in the 

word. The publicity is made plain by "openly" (en parrêsiâi). Triumphing over them on it (thriambeusas 
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autous en autôi). On the Cross the triumph was won. This late, though common verb in Koiné writers 

(ekthriambeuô in the papyri) occurs only twice in the N.T., once "to lead in triumph" (2Co 2:14), here to 

celebrate a triumph (the usual sense). It is derived from thriambos, a hymn sung in festal procession and is 

kin to the Latin triumphus (our triumph), a triumphal procession of victorious Roman generals. 

22 mins · Like 

   
Sami Wilberforce Colossians 2:16 

Let no one judge you (mê tis humas krinetô). Prohibition present active imperative third singular, forbidding 

the habit of passing judgment in such matters. Paul has here in mind the ascetic regulations and practices of 

one wing of the Gnostics (possibly Essenic or even Pharisaic influence). He makes a plea for freedom in such 

matters on a par with that in 1Co 8:1-9; Ro 14:1-23; 15:1-33. The Essenes went far beyond the Mosaic 

regulations. Josephus (Ant. III. 10, 1) expressly explains the "seventh day" as called "sabbata" (plural form as 

here, an effort to transliterate the Aramaic sabbathah). 

19 mins · Like 

   
Sami Wilberforce Colossians 2:17 

A shadow (skia). Old word, opposed to substance (sôma, body). In Heb 10:1 skia is distinguished from eikôn 

(picture), but here from sôma (body, substance). The sôma (body) casts the skia (shadow) and so belongs to 

Christ (Christou, genitive case). 

17 mins · Like 

   
Sami Wilberforce Quoting back verse 14 you find that it is almost lifted from Ephesians 2:15, 16 which is 

worthy to look at: 

Eph 2:15 

Having abolished (katargêsas). First aorist active participle of katargeô, to make null and void. The enmity 

(tên echthran). But it is very doubtful if tên echthran (old word from echthros, hostile, Lu 23:12) is the object 

of katargêsas. It looks as if it is in apposition with to mesotoichon and so the further object of lusas. The 

enmity between Jew and Gentile was the middle wall of partition. And then it must be decided whether "in 

his flesh" (en têi sarki autou) should be taken with lusas and refer especially to the Cross (Col 1:22) or be 

taken with katargêsas. Either makes sense, but better sense with lusas. Certainly "the law of commandments 

in ordinances (ton nomon tôn entolôn en dogmasin) is governed by katargêsas. That he might create (hina 

ktisêi). Final clause with first aorist active subjunctive of ktizô. The twain (tous duo). The two men 

(masculine here, neuter in verse Eph 2:14), Jew and Gentile. One new man (eis hena kainon anthrôpon). Into 

one fresh man (Col 3:9-11) "in himself" (en hautôi). Thus alone is it possible. Making peace (poiôn eirênên). 

Thus alone can it be done. Christ is the peace-maker between men, nations, races, classes 

13 mins · Like 

   
Sami Wilberforce Eph 2:16 

And might reconcile (kai apokatallaxêi). Final clause with hina understood of first aorist active subjunctive 

of apokatallassô for which see Col 1:20,22. Them both (tous amphoterous). "The both," "the two" (tous duo), 

Jew and Gentile. In one body (en heni sômati). The "one new man" of verse Eph 2:15 of which Christ is 

Head (Eph 1:23), the spiritual church. Paul piles up metaphors to express his idea of the Kingdom of God 
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with Christ as King (the church, the body, the commonwealth of Israel, oneness, one new man in Christ, 

fellow-citizens, the family of God, the temple of God). Thereby (en autôi). On the Cross where he slew the 

enmity (repeated here) between Jew and Gentile. NOW IS YOU CAN UNDERSTAND THE WALL THAT 

SEPARATED THE JEWS AND GENTILES AS EARLIER INDICATED BY Timothy, THEN THE 

WHOLE THING FALLS IN PLACE. Much has been covered with him by comparing Ephesians 2 and 

Colossians 2 where there is a flow of the same subject to a different congregation. 

10 mins · Like 
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