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Ministration of the Letter vs Ministration of the Spirit 
 
Brethren, it is not burdensome to write to you again expanding on the things we have written before reminding us of 
our obligations to our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ. This is not something whole new but a continuation of my former 
article ―Let‘s Keep the Feast, 1 Cor 5:8 – Are these things so?‖ already posted in partial in my notes that can be found 
at (https://m.facebook.com/notes/sami-lw/lets-keep-the-feast-1cor-58-are-these-things-
so/10155900843395160/?refid=21)  and a full article that can be found in the group ―Feast-Days: Are They Binding 
After the Cross?‖ (https://m.facebook.com/notes/feast-days-are-they-binding-after-the-cross/lets-keep-the-feast-
1cor-58-are-these-things-so/393948060813447/?refid=18). In the aforementioned articles of the links provided, I went 
through the much debated text of 1 Cor 5:8 which our brethren quotes and infer that the appointed times of the feasts 
that met antitype by the death of Jesus Christ are still binding after the cross. This has been an ongoing study and 
discussions and much more a debate amongst us as Seventh-day Adventists. The early Corinthian Christians were faced 
with Judaism that insisted that the gentile converts had to observe the Jews Ceremonial Economy in order to be 
numbered among those obedience to the Law. Paul labored to set the truth forth in 1 Corinthians which we shall 
continue to see being put more clearly in this continuation article. The reader is referred to the earlier article to have a 
clear flow of the matter being handled. In this article, I will be expressing my thoughts on 2 Corinthians 3; the 
ministration of the letter vs the ministration of the spirit in relation to the two covenants that‘s the Everlasting 
Covenant and the Old Covenant (New Covenant as it came after the Everlasting Covenant which should be actually 
called the Old Covenant). 
 
Synopsis of 2 Corinthians 

“It is a general opinion among learned men that this epistle (2 Corinthians) was written about a year after the former: and this 
seems to be supported by the words, 2 Cor 9:2: Achaia was ready a year ago; for the apostle having given instructions for that 
collection, to which he refers in these words at the close of the preceding epistle, they would not have had the forwardness there 
mentioned till a year had elapsed.  As the apostle had purposed to stay at Ephesus till Pentecost, 1 Cor 16:8; and he stayed some 
time in Asia after his purpose to leave Ephesus and go to Macedonia, Ac 9:21, 22; and yet making here his apology for not 
wintering in Corinth, as he thought to do, 1 Cor 16:6; this epistle must have been written after the winter, and consequently when 
a new year was begun.  It therefore, says Dr. Whitby, seems to have been written after his second coming to Macedonia, mentioned 
Ac 20:3.  For, (1.) It was written after he had been at Troas, and had left that place to return to Macedonia: now that was at his 
second going thither; see 2 Cor 2:12.  (2.) It was written when Timothy was with him: now, when he left Ephesus to go into 
Macedonia, Timothy went not with him, but was sent before him, Ac 19:22; but at his second going through Macedonia, Timothy 
was with him, Ac 20:4. (3.) He speaks of some Macedonians who were likely to accompany him, 2 Cor 9:4. Now, at his second 
going from Macedonia, there accompanied him Aristarchus, Secundus, and Gaius of Thessalonica, the metropolis of Macedonia, 
Ac 20:4.  (4.) The postscript says that this epistle was written from Philippi, where Paul was till the days of unleavened bread, 
Ac 20:6; it therefore seems to have been sent from thence to them by Titus, and some other person, not long before St. Paul's  
coming to them; which he speaks of as instant, 2 Cor 13:1; and that which he was now ready to do, 2 Cor 12:14; and did, 
according to Dr. Lightfoot, in his journey from Philippi to Troas; he sailing about from Philippi to Corinth, to make good hi s 
promise; whilst the rest that were with him, Ac 20:4, went directly the next cut to Troas, and there waited for him. See Whitby.  
  
That the first epistle had produced powerful effects among the Corinthians is evident from what the apostle mentions in this. Titus 
had met him in Macedonia, and told him of the reformation produced by this epistle, see 2 Cor 7:5, 6; that the Church had 
excommunicated the incestuous man; that the epistle had overwhelmed them with great distress; had led them to a close 
examination of their conduct and state; and had filled them with respect and affection for their apostle, &c.  Hearing this, St. 
Paul wrote this second epistle, to comfort, to commend them, and to complete the work which he had begun, by causing them to 
finish the contribution for the poor saints at Jerusalem; and also to vindicate his own apostolic character, and to unmask the 
pretended apostle, who had led them so long astray.” Adam Clarke 

 
Thoughts on 2 Corinthians 3 
2 Cor 3:4-11 (R.V.) 
 
In 2 Corinthians 3, it seems some false teachers were recommending and commending themselves, this reproof might 
have been pointed at them, observe: 
 

…Commendation--recommendation. (Compare 2 Cor 10:18). The "some" refers to particular persons of the "many" (2 Cor 
2:17) teachers who opposed him, and who came to Corinth with letters of recommendation from other churches; and when leaving 
that city obtained similar letters from the Corinthians to other churches. The thirteenth canon of the Council of Chalcedon (A.D. 
451) ordained that "clergymen coming to a city where they were unknown should not be allowed to officiate without letters 
commendatory from their own bishop." The history (Ac 18:27) confirms the existence of the custom here alluded to in the Epistle: 
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"When Apollos was disposed to pass into Achaia [Corinth], the brethren [of Ephesus] wrote, exhorting the disciples to receive 
him." This was about two years before the Epistle, and is probably one of the instances to which Paul refers, as many at Corinth 
boasted of their being followers of Apollos (1 Cor 1:12). Jamieson-Fausset-Brown Commentary: 

 
The qualification having been mentioned, the Apostle proceeds, as usual, to enlarge upon it. "Our sufficiency is of 
God; who also made us sufficient as ministers of a New Covenant; not of letter, but of spirit: for the letter killeth, but 
the spirit giveth life." At the first glance, we see no reason why his thought should take this direction, and it can only be 
because those whom he is opposing, and with whom he has contrasted himself in 2 Cor 2:17, are in some sense 
representatives of the Old Covenant, ministers of the letter in spite of their claim to be evangelists, and appealing not 
to a competency which came from God, but to one which rested on "the flesh." They based their title to preach on 
certain advantages of birth, or on having known Jesus when He lived in the world, or perhaps on certification by 
others who had known Him; at all events, not on that spiritual competence which Paul‘s ministry at Corinth had shown 
him to possess. That this was really the case can be seen more fully in 2 Cor 10:1-18. 
 
The Two Covenants running in Parallel 
Admonition 

Some feel relieved after they have stamped down the righteous, holy law of Jehovah, as one minister described: "I feel better after 
giving the old law a run, and after denouncing it as a yoke of bondage. I pronounce it a bloody old law, dead and buried, and 
undeserving of a gravestone." Is not this the very way Cain felt when he brought a sacrifice to God without the shedding of blood? 
He was so provoked with Abel that he could not tolerate him, because Abel did not accept his reasoning but followed the 
injunction of God. He mingled with his offering the blood of the victim representing the efficacious offering, the real person of 
Christ, as a Lamb without blemish. "Not as Cain, who was of that wicked one, and slew his brother. And wherefore slew he 
him? Because his own works were evil, and his brother's righteous." 1 John 3:12. LET NOT ONE DECLAIM 
AGAINST THE LAW OF GOD, AND LET NOT ONE RAIL OUT AGAINST THE SACRIFICIAL 
OFFERINGS. IF MEN WERE ABIDING IN CHRIST, IF THEY HAD A KNOWLEDGE OF HIS 
RELATION TO THE LAW, THEY COULD NOT MAKE A RAID AGAINST THE LAW. CHRIST 
HIMSELF WAS THE ONE WHO DEVISED THE SYSTEM OF THE JEWISH ECONOMY. IN 
THE SYMBOLS AND TYPICAL SACRIFICES TO REPRESENT THE GREAT OFFERING 
THAT WAS TO BE MADE, HE WOULD TEACH TO ADAM AND EVE AND ALL THE 
HUMAN FAMILY THE LESSON THAT WITHOUT THE SHEDDING OF BLOOD THERE IS 
NO PARDON FOR TRANSGRESSION AND SIN.  {1888 782.2, 3} 

 
With the words "ministers of a New Covenant" we enter upon one of the great passages in St. Paul‘s writings, and are 
allowed to see one of the inspiring and governing ideas in his mind. "Covenant," even to people familiar with the Bible, 
is beginning to be a remote and technical term; it needs to be translated or explained. If no more than another word is 
to be used, perhaps "dispensation" or "constitution" would suggest something. God‘s covenant with Israel was the 
whole constitution under which God was the God of Israel, and Israel the people of God. When it was made with the Jews 
people, the people trusted in their merits and said ―All that the LORD hath spoken we will do.‖ (Ex 19:8). This was not 
based on faith but works cause the assistance of God is not mentioned in their response hence qualifying for 
righteousness by works, a covenant contrary to which God has made with Abraham based on the merits of grace. The 
New Covenant of which Paul speaks necessarily implies an Old One, the Everlasting Covenant made with Adam and 
Abraham; and actually what is called the Old One, is the New One instituted at Sinai because the people had spent many 
years in captivity and had forgotten the Everlasting Covenant made with their forefathers. This New One, a system of 
sacrifices and feasts with a sanctuary was a covenant solely made with Jews. It was a national covenant, and for that, 
among other reasons, it was represented and embodied in legal forms. There was a legal constitution under which the 
nation lived, and according to which all God‘s dealings with it, and all its dealings with God, were regulated. Without 
entering more deeply in the meantime into the nature of this constitution, or the religious experiences which are 
possible to those who live under it, it is sufficient to notice that the best spirits in the nation became conscious of its 
inadequacy, and eventually of its failure. Jeremiah, who lived through the long agony of his country‘s dissolution and 
saw the final collapse of the ancient order, felt this failure most deeply, and was consoled by the vision of a brighter 
future. That future rested for him on a more intimate relation of God to His people. Concerning the so called today 
New Covenant which was the Old One being made forcible when people came to understand the God of love who gave 
His son from the foundations of the world, Jeremiah says: 
 

"Behold, the days come, saith the Lord, that I will make a new covenant with the house of Israel, and with the house of Judah: not 
according to the covenant that I made with their fathers in the day that I took them by the hand to bring them out of the land of 
Egypt; which My covenant they brake, although I was a husband unto them, saith the Lord. But this is the covenant that I will 
make with the house of Israel after those days, saith the Lord; I will put my Law in their inward parts, and in their heart will I 
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write it; and I will be their God, and they shall be My people: and they shall teach no more every man his neighbor, and every man 
his brother, saying, Know the Lord: for they shall all know Me, from the least of them unto the greatest of them, saith the Lord: 
for I will forgive their iniquity, and their sin will I remember no more." Jer 31:31-34 vis Heb 8:8-12 

 
This wonderful passage, so profound, so spiritual, so evangelical, is utmost rich of prophecy; it is a sort of stepping-
stone between understanding the Old Covenant and the Everlasting Covenant. Jeremiah has cried to God out of the 
depths, and God has heard his cry, and raised him to a spiritual height from which his eye ranges over the land of 
promise, and rests with yearning on all its grandest features. By the death of Jesus, something happened; all the 
intercourse of God and man was carried on upon a new footing, under a new constitution; but was is it a transition 
from one covenant to another, were people now to be saved in a new way different from how their pre-cross folks 
were saved? Paul writes: 
 

“For by grace are ye saved through faith; and that not of yourselves: it is the gift of God: Not of works, lest any man should 
boast.” Eph 2:8, 9 

 

Many would like to say that the Jews were saved in different way than we are saved but the scripture doesn‘t support 
such ideas; FOR ALL ARE SAVED BY GRACE. Although the economy of the Jews seemed a system of works, 
nonetheless it was by faith in the lamb that was slain from the foundation of the world that they were saved; the only 
difference is that we have a lamb crucified once and for all while they had the daily service with a system of sacrifices. 
While they looked forth for the ratification of that system and the promise made to Adam and Abraham, we look back 
at what was ratified. Friends, this is what happened at Calvary and not a passing from Old Covenant to a New 
Covenant. It‘s upon people to choose which system they will live under; either the actual Old Covenant of grace (Gen 
3:15, 16, 12:7, 13:14-18, 22:16, 17, Gal 3:16-19, Heb 6:13) made to Adam and Abraham or a New Covenant of works 
made to God by Jews when they responded ―All that the LORD hath said will we do, and be obedient‖ (Ex 24:7) but without 
the assistance of Christ (Rom 9:31, 32). FROM HERE HENCEFORTH, I WILL REFER TO WHAT WE 
CALL NEW COVENANT AS EVERLASTING COVENANT (this is the covenant made with Abraham) 
AND REFER TO THE JEWISH ECONOMY AS THE OLD COVENANT. 
 
A Pharisee of Pharisees 
Paul had lived after the straitest sect of the old religion, a Pharisee; touching the righteousness which is in the Law he 
could call himself blameless; he had tasted the whole bitterness of the legalism, the formality, the bondage, in which the 
covenant made with Israel entangled those who were devoted to it in his days. It is with this in his memory that he here 
sets the Old Covenant and the Everlasting Covenant in unrelieved opposition to each other. His feeling is like that of a 
man who has just been liberated from prison, and whose whole mind is possessed and filled up with the single 
sensation that it is one thing to be chained, and another thing to be free. In the passage before us, this is all the Apostle 
has in view. He speaks as if the Old Covenant and the Everlasting Covenant had nothing in common, as if the 
Everlasting Covenant had merely a negative relation to "the Old Covenant," as if it could only be contrasted with it, 
and not compared to it, or illustrated by it. And with this restricted view he characterizes the Old Covenant as one of 
letter, and the Everlasting Covenant as one of spirit. Speaking out of his own experience, which was not solitary, but 
typical, he could truly speak thus. The essence of the old, to a Pharisee born and bred, was its documentary, statutory 
character: the Law, written in letters, on stone tablets or parchment sheets, simply confronted men with its uninspiring 
imperative; it had never yet given any one a good conscience or enabled him to attain to the righteousness of God. The 
essence of the everlasting so less understood, on the other hand, was spirit; the Christian was one in whom, through 
Christ, the Holy Spirit of God dwelt, putting the righteousness of God within his reach, enabling him to perfect 
holiness in God‘s fear. When you read about the Two Covenants, it seems there is no "spirit" in the old at all; and there is 
no "letter" in the everlasting. This last assertion was more natural then than now; for at the time when Paul wrote this 
Epistle, there was a veil that obliterated the gospel that was found in both covenants. In fact, some believe the word 
gospel is a post-cross terminology while in contrary, the first person to hear the glad tidings of the gospel was Adam 
immediately after his fall in Gen 3:15, Enoch preached to his generation and so was Noah a messenger of 
righteousness but this to a Jew was but an allegory to a future Messiah not the one in the wilderness, who “went before 
them by day in a pillar of a cloud, to lead them the way; and by night in a pillar of fire, to give them light; to go by day and night” (Ex 
13:21) hence some Jews are waiting for the first coming of Jesus Christ, a scene that will be of great delusion to those 
who have refused the truth when Satan impersonates Christ in literal Jerusalem. 
 
This, doubtless, is the explanation of the blank antithesis of the Old Covenant and the Everlasting Covenant in the 
chapter before us. But it is obvious, when we think of it, that this antithesis does not exhaust the relations of the two. 
It is not the whole truth about the Old Covenant to say that, while the Everlasting Covenant is spiritual, the Old 
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Covenant is not. The religion of the Old Covenant was not mere legalism; if it had been, the Old Covenant would be 
for us an unprofitable and almost an unintelligible system. That religion had its spiritual side, as all but utterly perverted 
religions always have. God administered His grace to ‗His people through it because that‘s what they had adapted to in 
the heathen land of Egypt, a religion of symbols and sight rather than faith, but in psalms and prophecies, we have 
records of their experiences, which are not legal, but spiritual, and priceless even to the so called Christian men. Nor 
would Paul, under other circumstances, have refused to admit this; on the contrary, it is a prominent element in his 
teaching. He knows that the righteousness of God, which is proclaimed in the Gospel, is witnessed to by the Law and, 
the prophets. {Rom 3:21} He knows that the Law, even, is "spiritual." {Rom 7:14} He knows that the righteousness of 
faith was a secret revealed to David. {Rom 4:6} He would probably have agreed with Stephen that the oracles received 
and delivered by Moses in the wilderness were "living" oracles. Had he lived to a time like ours, when the Gospel also 
has been embodied more in faith, instead of using "letter" and "spirit" as mutually exclusive, he would have admitted, 
as we do, that both ideas apply to both covenants, and that it is possible to take the old and the everlasting alike either 
in the letter or in the spirit. Nevertheless, he would have been entitled to say that. If they were to be characterized in 
their differences, they must be characterized as he has done it: the mark of the old, as opposed to the everlasting, is 
literalism, or legalism; the mark of the everlasting, as opposed to the old, is spirituality, or freedom that‘s grace fully 
manifested, acknowledged and understood. 
 
The Letter and the Spirit 
Well, the letter kills, but the spirit gives life. A sentence so pregnant as this and so capable of various applications 
would have been very perplexing to the Corinthians had they not been fairly acquainted beforehand with the Apostle‘s 
"form of doctrine". {Rom 6:17} It condenses in itself a whole cycle of his characteristic thoughts. You can conclude 
that Pauline work is never without controversy on the face value. All that he says in the Epistles to the Romans and the 
Galatians about the working of the Law, in its relation to the flesh, is represented in "the letter killeth." The power of 
the Law to create the consciousness of sin and to intensify it; to stimulate transgression, and so make sin exceeding 
sinful, and shut men up in despair; to pass sentence upon the guilty, the hopeless sentence of death, -all this is involved 
in the words. The fullness of meaning is ample in its simplicity; "the spirit giveth life." The Spirit of Christ, given to those 
who receive Christ in the Gospel, is an infinite power and an infinite promise. It includes the reversal of all that the 
letter has wrought. The sentence of death is reversed; the impotence to good is counteracted and‘ overcome; the soul 
looks out to, and anticipates, not the blackness of darkness for ever, but the everlasting glory of Christ. When the 
Apostle has written these two little sentences; when he has supplied "letter" and "spirit" with the predicates "kill" and 
"make alive," in the sense which they bear in the Christian revelation, he has gone as far as the mind of man can go in 
stating an effective contrast. But he works it out with reference to some special points in which the superiority of the 
Everlasting Covenant to the Old Covenant is to be observed. That death is what the Jews saw in their economy, this 
cannot be doubted. 
 

(1) In the first place, the ministry of the old was a ministry of death. Even as such it had a glory, or splendor, of its 
own. The face of Moses, its great minister, shone after he had been in the presence of God; and though that 
brightness was passing away even as men caught sight of it, it was so resplendent as to dazzle the beholders. 
But the ministry of the Everlasting Covenant is a ministry of spirit: and who would not argue that it should 
appear in glory greater still? 

 
(2) In vs. 9 and 10 {2 Cor 3:9-10} he puts a new point upon this. "Death" and "life" are here replaced by 

"condemnation" and "righteousness." It is through condemnation that man becomes the prey of death; and 
the grace which reigns in him to eternal life reigns through righteousness. {Rom 5:21} The contrast of these 
two words is very significant for Paul‘s conception of the Gospel: it shows how essential to his idea of 
righteousness, how fundamental in it, is the thought of acquittal or acceptance with God. Men are bad men, 
sinful men, under God‘s condemnation; and he cannot conceive a Gospel at all which does not announce, at 
the very outset, the removal of that condemnation, and a declaration in the sinner‘s favor. We may call the Old 
Covenant and its ministry glorious if we like; they are glorious when they stand alone; but when comparison is 
made with the Everlasting Covenant, they are not glorious at all. The stars are bright till the moon rises: the 
moon herself reigns in heaven till her splendor pales before the sun; but when the sun shines in his strength, 
there is no other glory in the sky. All the glories of the Old Covenant have vanished for Paul in the light which 
shines on the knowledge of the Everlasting Covenant of grace. 

 
(3) The Law is indeed of God; it has a function in the economy of God; it is at the very lowest a negative 

preparation for the Gospel; it shuts men up to the acceptance of God‘s mercy. In this respect, the glory on 
Moses‘ face represents the real greatness which belongs to the Law as a power used by God in the working out 
of His loving purpose. But at the best the Law only shuts men up to Christ, and then its work is done. The 
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true greatness of God is revealed, and with it His true glory, once for all in the revealed grace. There is nothing 
beyond the righteousness of God, manifested in Christ Jesus for the acceptance by faith; that is, God‘s last 
word to the world as revealed in Eph 2:8, 9, “BY GRACE”. It has absorbed in it even the glory of the Law; 
and it is bright forever with a glory above all other. It is God‘s chief end to reveal this glory in the Gospel, and 
to make men partakers of it. It has been so always, is so still, and ever shall be but men have different ways of 
explaining what the gospel really is. The saving grace we are talking about is the free gift of God to every man, 
Righteousness by Faith. The merits of Gods‘ sons‘ blood offered for the whole world as surety before man could 
do anything important to comment himself before God. Rom 5:8 

 
In the first age of Christianity there were many myriads of Jews, the Book of Acts tells us, who had very little sense of 
that the covenants run in parallel; they were exceedingly zealous for their economy, even for the letter of all its ritual 
prescriptions: Paul and his spiritual conception of Christianity were their bugbear. In the first half of the second 
century the religion even of the Gentile Churches had already become more legal than evangelical; there was wanting 
any sufficient apprehension of the spirituality, the freedom, and the newness of Christianity as opposed to Judaism. 
The Reformation in the sixteenth century was essentially a movement of similar character: it was the rediscovery of the 
Pauline Gospel, or of the Gospel in those characteristics of it which made Paul‘s heart leap for joy; its justifying 
righteousness, its spirituality, its liberty. It is in the life of the Church, especially in that life which communicates itself, 
and makes the Christian community what the Jewish never was, essentially a missionary community that the safeguard 
of all these high characteristics lies. A Church devoted to learning, or to the maintenance of a social or political 
position, or even merely to the cultivation of a type of character among its own members, may easily cease to be 
spiritual, and lapse into legal religion. A Church actively engaged in propagating itself never can attain spirituality to a 
thirsty soul in its self-exaltation; this was the downfall of Judaism. It is not with the "letter" one can hopefully address 
unbelieving men: it is only with the power of the Holy Spirit at work in the heart; and where the Spirit is, there is 
liberty. None are so "sound" on the essentials of the faith as men with the truly missionary spirit; but at the same time 
none are so completely emancipated, and that by the self-same Spirit, from all that is not itself spiritual. No wonder 
Luther had a problem with Catholicism and championed ―the just shall live by faith‖ message and not the many masses 
of the Church of Rome. The start of reformation was a glimpse of rays shining and putting the Everlasting Covenant 
in its rightful place, we cannot do less but build on this strong foundation rather than try to tear them down because 
they didn‘t understand the Sabbath and etcetera. 
 

The Twofold Ministry Contrasted 

I do not think that Mosaism and Christianity can be contrasted, what exists is a confusion of how they work. It would 

scarcely be fair to denominate Judaism a ―letter.‖ There was spirit in every part; think of the revelations of Sinai and of 

the prophets. Christianity itself has ―letter‖ and ―spirit.‖ If it had no ―letter,‖ it would be unrevealed, and if it had 

―letter‖ only, it would be empty jargon. All essences, principles, spirits, are invisible, they are only revealed through 

letters or forms. The spirit of a nation expresses itself in its institutions; the spirit of the creation expresses itself in its 

phenomena; the spirit of Jesus in His wonderful biography. To reach the spirit of Christianity, it will not do to study 

isolated passages, or live in detached portions. We must compare ―spiritual things with spiritual,‖ and, by a just 

induction, reach its universal truths.  

 
Adam Clarke's Commentary  
2 Corinthians 3:6 

“The apostle does not mean here, as some have imagined, that he states himself to be a minister of the New Testament, in 
opposition to the Old; and that it is the Old Testament that kills, and the New that gives life; but that the New Testament gives 
the proper meaning of the Old; for the old covenant had its letter and its spirit, its literal and its spiritual meaning.  The Law was 
founded on the very supposition of the Gospel; and all its sacrifices, types, and ceremonies refer to the Gospel.  The Jews rested in 
the letter, which not only afforded no means of life, but killed, by condemning every transgressor to death.  They did not look at the 
spirit; did not endeavour to find out the spiritual meaning; and therefore they rejected Christ, who was the end of the Law for 
justification; and so for redemption from death to every one that believes.  The new covenant set all these spiritual things at once 
before their eyes, and showed them the end, object, and design of the Law; and thus the apostles who preached it were ministers of 
that Spirit which gives life. 
 
Every institution has its letter as well as its spirit, as every word must refer to something of which it is the sign or significator.  The 
Gospel has both its letter and its spirit; and multitudes of professing Christians, by resting in the LETTER, receive not the life 
which it is calculated to impart.  Water, in baptism, is the letter that points out the purification of the soul; they who rest in this 
letter are without this purification; and dying in that state they die eternally.  Bread and wine in the sacrament of the Lord's 
Supper, are the letter; the atoning efficacy of the death of Jesus, and the grace communicated by this to the soul of a believer, are the 
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spirit.  Multitudes rest in this letter, simply receiving these symbols, without reference to the atonement, or to their guilt; and thus 
lose the benefit of the atonement and the salvation of their souls.  The whole Christian life is comprehended by our Lord under the 
letter; “follow me”. Does not any one see that a man, taking up this letter only, and following Christ through Judea, Galilee, 
Samaria, &c., to the city, temple, villages, seacoast, mountains, &c., fulfilled no part of the spirit; and might, with all this 
following, lose his soul?  Whereas the SPIRIT, viz. receive my doctrine, believe my sayings, look by faith for the fulfilment of my 
promises, imitate my example, would necessarily lead him to life eternal.  It may be safely asserted that the Jews, in no period of 
their history, ever rested more in the letter of their Law than the vast majority of Christians are doing in the letter of the Gospel.  
Unto multitudes of Christians Christ may truly say: Ye will not come unto me that ye may have life.” 

 
Ellen White: 

When Adam, according to God's special directions, made an offering for sin, it was to him a most painful ceremony. His hand 
must be raised to take life, which God alone could give, and make an offering for sin. It was the first time he had witnessed death. 
As he looked upon the bleeding victim, writhing in the agonies of death, he was to look forward by faith to the Son of God, whom 
the victim prefigured, who was to die man's sacrifice.  {1SP 53.1} 

 
Contrasting the two citations, you find that people have always failed to tap into the promises of God because they lack 
faith in the invisible; they will rather see than believe. Folks want to do something to recommend themselves before 
God, this is impossible. Man cannot please God by works of Law. Observe: 
 

“What shall we say then? That the Gentiles, which followed not after righteousness, have attained to righteousness, even the 
righteousness which is of faith: But Israel, which followed after the law of righteousness, hath not attained to the law of 
righteousness. Wherefore? Because they sought it not by faith, but as it were by the works of the law. For they stumbled at that 
stumblingstone; As it is written, Behold, I lay in Sion a stumblingstone and rock of offence: and whosoever believeth on him shall 
not be ashamed.” Romans 9:30-33 

 
Description of the Old Covenant 
Adam lived by the Law of spirit not a system of sacrifices but now he has broken the order of Melchisedek priesthood, 
this made it impossible for him to stand before God hence Christ put in effect the counsel of peace held by him and 
the Father (Zec 6:13). His blood that was to be shed stood as a surety as he began his mediatory phase which included 
the teachings which were new to Adam. THE TWO COVENANTS WERE SET IN MOTION WHILE 
HUMANITY WAS PLACED UNDER A SECOND PROBATION. When Israel sinned, the first thing was 
Moses to plead then Aaron to sacrifice, this mediatory phase of Moses is prefigured with Christ's work in the courtyard 
while the Aaronic act starts from Calvary. "Man could not stand a single minute without a priest". What Moses and Aaron 
were doing was already something that was done like money in a bank waiting only withdrawal on the side of fallen 
beings. This atonement though in force was ratified for confirmation in phases in Christ's life. Man was being given 
every opportunity to understand salvation by grace. Sinai was not a must but God adjusts to the condition of his 
people but without compromising the sin problem. He meets man at his lowest. 
 
Adam slew the first sacrifice to prefigure the typical service and show them that man will kill Christ: 

"When Adam, according to God’s special directions, made an offering for sin, it was to him a most painful ceremony. His hand 
must be raised to take life, which God alone could give, and make an offering for sin. It was the first time he had witnessed death. 
As he looked upon the bleeding victim, writhing in the agonies of death, he was to look forward by faith to the Son of God, whom 
the victim prefigured, who was to die man’s sacrifice. {1SP 53.1}" 

 
Gen 3:21 the skins out of which their clothing was made were taken off animals whose blood had been poured out as a 
sin-offering to God. The skins were taken off victims offered under the direction of God himself, and in faith of HIM 
who, in the fullness of time, was to confirm atonement by his death. 
 
Observe the fact that it was not the priest who killed the lamb but the sinner Lev 4:1-6, 11, 12 

Lev 4:1 And the LORD spake unto Moses, saying 2: Speak unto the children of Israel, saying, If a soul shall sin through 
ignorance against any of the commandments of the LORD concerning things which ought not to be done, and shall do against any 
of them: 3: If the priest that is anointed do sin according to the sin of the people; then let him bring for his sin, which he hath 
sinned, a young bullock without blemish unto the LORD for a sin offering. 4: And he shall bring the bullock unto the door of the 
tabernacle of the congregation before the LORD; AND SHALL LAY HIS HAND UPON THE BULLOCK'S 
HEAD, AND KILL THE BULLOCK BEFORE THE LORD. 5: And the priest THAT IS ANOINTED 
shall take of the bullock's blood, and bring it to the tabernacle of the congregation: 6: And THE PRIEST SHALL DIP 
HIS FINGER IN THE BLOOD, AND SPRINKLE OF THE BLOOD SEVEN TIMES BEFORE 
THE LORD, BEFORE THE VAIL OF THE SANCTUARY. 11: And THE SKIN of the bullock, and all 
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his flesh, with his head, and with his legs, and his inwards, and his dung, 12: Even the whole bullock shall he carry forth without 
the camp unto a clean place, where the ashes are poured out, and burn him on the wood with fire: where the ashes are poured out 
shall he be burnt. 

 
You Notice that the ANOINTED PRIEST had to carry the blood before the veil, Christ did not do this at the time 
of the fall, BUT BECAUSE HE IS THE LAMB SLAIN FROM THE FOUNDATION OF THE WORLD, his 
blood to be shed was deemed to be already in sanctuary as he continued to plead before the Father when Adam fell. 
Instead of carrying the blood to the sanctuary, he proceeds to the next step, taking of the skin and instead of 
destroying it, makes the garments for Adam. The reason why the Lord clothed them with garments of skin appears to 
me to be this: because garments formed of this material would have a more degrading appearance than those made of 
linen or of woolen. God therefore designed that our first parents should, in such a dress, behold their own vileness, — 
just as they had before seen it in their nudity, — and should thus be reminded of their sin. Christ proceeds to the final 
stage of that first sacrifice which was to CONSUME THE OFFERING WITH FIRE as a token of acceptance of 
that sacrifice; hence in the Garden of Eden, everything that could me prefigured was performed at the fall of our first 
parents. Man was in a system that involved sacrifices though wholly based on the merits of grace which would be 
grasped by faith in the blood that was to be shed. 
 

The fall of man filled all heaven with sorrow. The world that God had made was blighted with the curse of sin and inhabited by 
beings doomed to misery and death. There appeared no escape for those who had transgressed the Law. Angels ceased their songs of 
praise. Throughout the heavenly courts there was mourning for the ruin that sin had wrought.   Before the Father He 
PLEADED in the sinner's behalf, while the host of heaven awaited the result with an intensity of interest that words cannot 
express. Long continued was that mysterious communing--"the counsel of peace" (Zec 6:13) for the fallen sons of men. The plan of 
salvation had been laid before the creation of the earth; for Christ is "the Lamb slain from the foundation of the world" (Rev 
13:8); {PP 63.1, 3}.  

 
THIS PLEADING IS WHAT I BELIEVE IS MEDIATION. THIS IS JUST THE FIRST PHASE OF A 
PRIEST. From Eden, we see a precursor of Sinai, man under two systems running concurrently, faith grasped in 
symbols and types hence Paul asserts that Christ is the end of the Law vis Christ is the embodiment of that Law. The 
Law represents, symbolizes and typifies; Christ becomes the antitype. Now a candid question would be what precedes 
the other, the type or the antitype? Of course the antitype preceded the type. Because transgression abounded, the law 
was introduced to show the sinfulness of sin (Gal 3:19). The Law is our schoolmaster to lead us to Christ; it cannot 
save, but it leaves us at his door, where grace alone can go beyond. Man can only live in relation of the Everlasting 
Covenant with Christ as an atoning sacrifice for sin; this was the grand object of the whole sacrificial code of Moses; 
his passion and death were the fulfillment of its great object and design.  Separate this sacrificial death of Christ from 
the Law, and the Law has no meaning, for it is impossible that the blood of bulls and goats should take away sins: 
wherefore the Messiah is represented as saying, “Sacrifice and offering thou didst not desire; mine ears hast thou opened: burnt 
offering and sin offering hast thou not required; then said I, Lo, I come: in the volume of the book it is written of me, Ps 40:6, 7, Heb 
10:4-10. This proves that God never designed that the sacrifices of the Law should be considered the atonement for 
sin, but a type or representative of that atonement; and that THE atonement was the sacrifice offered by Christ.  Thus 
he was the END of the Law, in respect to its sacrifices.  And, as sacrifices were offered merely to procure pardon of 
sin, righteousness, or justification, Christ is the end of the Law for this justification to every one that believeth on him. 
This is assured by Christ dying for their offences and rising again for their justification, having made peace through the 
infinite atonement at Calvary.  This is the true justification by faith that has been lost, the free merits of the blood of 
Christ as a surety, not a system of works to compliment man before God for our righteousness is filthy rags (Isaiah 
64:6). That‘s why every Jew who rejected Christ rejected salvation, that salvation which could not be had but through 
Christ alone; that very salvation which the Law witnessed and required. 
 
Addressing the Issues in Corinth 
The Moral Law shows us what we ought to do, and so we learn our inability to do it. In the Ceremonial Law, we seek, 
by animal sacrifices, to answer for our not having done it, but find dead victims no satisfaction for the sins of living 
men, and that outward purifying will not cleanse the soul; and that therefore we need an infinitely better Sacrifice, the 
antitype of all the legal sacrifices. Thus delivered up to the judicial Law, we see how awful the doom we deserve is: thus 
the Law at last leads us to Christ, with whom we find righteousness and peace. "Sin, oh sin! is the word heard again and 
again in the Old Covenant, David understood this and described it in Psalms 73. Had it not for centuries rung in the 
ear, and fastened on the conscience, the joyful sound, "grace for grace," would not have been the watchword of the 
Everlasting Covenant. 
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2 Corinthians 3:7-11 
”But if the ministration of death, written and engraven in stones, was glorious, so that the children of Israel could not stedfastly 
behold the face of Moses for the glory of his countenance; which glory was to be done away: How shall not the ministration of the 
spirit be rather glorious?: For if the ministration of condemnation be glory, much more doth the ministration of righteousness exceed 
in glory. For even that which was made glorious had no glory in this respect, by reason of the glory that excelleth: For if that which 
is done away was glorious, much more that which remaineth is glorious.” 

 
Galatians 3:23-25 

“But before faith came, we were kept under the Law, shut up unto the faith which should afterwards be revealed. Wherefore the 
Law was our schoolmaster to bring us unto Christ, that we might be justified by faith. But after that faith is come, we are no 
longer under a schoolmaster.” 

 
It is not improbable that the false teachers, being of Jewish origin, in Corinth, had commended the Laws and 
institutions of Moses as being of superior clearness, and even as excelling the grace revealed of Christ. Paul takes 
occasion, therefore, (2 Cor 3:7-11,) to show that the Laws and institutions of Moses were far inferior, in this respect, to 
the revelation of that grace. Mosaic ministration was a ministration of death, (2 Cor 3:7;) though glorious, it was to be 
done away, (2 Cor 3:7;) the ministration of the Spirit was therefore to be presumed to be far more glorious, (2 Cor 3:8;) 
the one was a ministration to condemnation, the other of righteousness, (2 Cor 3:9;) the one had comparatively no 
glory, being so much surpassed by the other, (2 Cor 3:10;) and the former was to be done away, while the latter was to 
remain, and was therefore far more glorious, 2 Cor 3:11. 
 
By the Spirit of God moving on the heart, and producing that variety of graces which constitute so striking and so 
beautiful an evidence of your conversion, the Everlasting Covenant is far more valuable, and precious, and permanent, 
than any record which could be made by ink. Every trace of the Spirit's influences on the heart was an undoubted 
proof that God had sent the apostles; and was a proof which they would much more sensibly and tenderly feel than 
they could any letter of recommendation written in ink. 
 
The Divine mission of Moses was given by the Law engraven on tablets of stone (comp. 2 Cor 3:7). Probably those 
who were false teachers among the Corinthians were Jews, and had insisted much on the Divine origin and 
permanency of the Mosaic institutions. The Law had been engraven on stone by the hand of God himself; and had 
thus the strongest proofs of Divine origin, and the Divine attestation to its pure and holy nature; to this fact, the 
friends of the Law and the advocates for the permanency of the Jewish institution would appeal. Paul says on the other 
hand that the testimonials of the Divine favor through him were not on tablets of stone. They were frail, and easily 
broken. There was no life in them, (comp. 2 Cor 3:6,7;) and valuable and important as they were, yet they could not be 
compared with the testimonials which God had given to those who had come to the full knowledge of what pertains to 
the Everlasting Covenant. The Old Covenant was ratified by Laws engraven on stones, but the Everlasting Covenant 
was ratified by the Law being put in the heart, (2 Cor 3:3;). That the letter of the former tended to death, but the latter 
to life, (2 Cor 3:6.), is a subject undeniable.  This sentiment he proceeds further to illustrate, by showing in what the 
superior glory of such gospel consisted. The design of the whole is to illustrate the nature and to show the importance 
of the ministerial office, and the manner in which the duties of that office were to be performed. 
 
That the phrase "ministration of death" refers to the Mosaic institution, the connexion sufficiently indicates, 2 Co 3:13-
15. The word "ministration" (diakonia) means, properly, ministry; the office of ministering in Divine things. It is usually 
applied to the officers of the church in the New Testament, Ac 1:17, 25; Rom 11:13; 1 Cor 12:5. The word here, 
however, seems to refer to the whole arrangement, under the Mosaic economy, by which his Laws were promulgated 
and perpetuated. The expression, "ministrations written and engraven on stone," is somewhat harsh; but the sense 
evidently is, the ministration of a covenant, or of Laws, written on stones. The word "ministration'" therefore refers to 
the arrangement, office, etcetera, by which the knowledge of these Laws was maintained; the ministering under a 
system like that of the Jewish; or, more strictly, the act and occasion on which Moses himself ministered, or 
promulgated that System to the Jews when the glory of the work was irradiated even from his countenance. And the 
purpose of the apostle is to show that the ministry of the gospel through the Everlasting Covenant is more glorious 
than even the ministry of Moses when he was admitted near to God on the holy mount; and when such a glory 
attended his receiving and promulgating the Law. It is called the "ministration of death," because it tended to 
condemnation; it did not speak of pardon; it was fitted only to deepen the sense of sin, and to produce alarm and 
dread. See Barnes on 2 Cor 3:6. 
 
In Ex 34:29, 30, it is said, that "when Moses came down from Mount Sinai with the two tables of testimony in his hand 
that the skin of his face shone while he talked with him. And when Aaron and all the children of Israel saw Moses, 
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behold, the skin of his face shone; and they were afraid to come nigh him." The word rendered "stedfastly behold" 
(atenisai) in 2 Cor 3:7, 13 means to gaze intently upon; to look steadily, or constantly, or fixedly. 
 
Jamieson-Fausset-Brown Comments: 

“We use no disguise, "as Moses put a veil over his face, that the children of Israel might not look steadfastly upon the end of that 
which was to be done away" [ELLICOTT and others]. The view of Ex 34:30-35, according to the Septuagint is adopted by 
Paul, that Moses in going in to speak to God removed the veil till he came out and had spoken to the people; and then when he  
had done speaking, he put on the veil that they might not look on the end, or the fading, of that transitory glory. The veil was the 
symbol of concealment, put on directly after Moses' speaking; so that God's revelations by him were interrupted by intervals of 
concealment [ALFORD]. But ALFORD'S view does not accord with 2 Cor 3:7; the Israelites "could not look steadfastly on 
the face of Moses for the glory of his countenance." Plainly Moses' veil was put on because of their not having been able to "look 
steadfastly at him." Paul here (2 Cor 3:13) passes from the literal fact to the truth symbolized by it, the blindness of Jews and 
Judaizers to the ultimate end of the Law: stating that Moses put on the veil that they might not look steadfastly at (Christ, Ro 
10:4) the end of that (Law) which (like Moses' glory) is done away. Not that Moses had this purpose; but often God attributes to 
His prophets the purpose which He has Himself. Because the Jews would not see, God judicially gave them up so as not to see. The 
glory of Moses' face is antitypically Christs’ glory shining behind the veil of legal ordinances. THE VEIL WHICH HAS 
BEEN TAKEN OFF TO THE BELIEVER IS LEFT ON TO THE UNBELIEVING JEW, SO 
THAT HE SHOULD NOT SEE (Isa 6:10; Ac 28:26, 27). He stops short at the letter of the Law, not seeing the end 
of it. The evangelical glory of the Law, like the shining of Moses' face, cannot be borne by a carnal people, and therefore remains 
veiled to them until the Spirit comes to take away the veil (2 Cor 3:14-17) [CAMERON].” 

 
The issue of the Corinthian Church was in not understanding the above. They did not know actually what the veiling 
meant or the Judaizers simply hid the revelation of it to them because of the ignorance they had concerning the Jewish 
Economy. Which glory was to be done away? The splendour of that scene was transitory; that which had obliterated 
the true meaning of grace. It did not last. It was soon destroyed. It was not adapted or designed long to continue 
neither the wonderful scenes accompanying the giving of the Law on Sinai and ratifying that covenant, nor the shining 
on the countenance of Moses were designed to abide. The thunders of Sinai would cease to roll; the lightnings to play; 
the visible manifestations of the presence of God would all be gone; and the supernatural illumination of the face of 
Moses also would soon cease, as a prefiguration of the abrogation of the glory of the whole system of the Levitical 
Law. Paul certainly means to say, that the glory of Moses, and of his dispensation, was a fading glory; but that the glory 
of the gospel of the Everlasting Covenant was permanent, and increasing for ever. 
 

The Gospel fully revealed 

2 COR 3:7-11 

Joseph S. Exell M.A.  –, editor Bible illustrator 1849, comes close to the understanding of the Old Covenant in relation 
to the gospel 

 

1. There must ever enter into our thought on matters of religion continued reference to the unchangeableness of God. If we were setting 

ourselves to scrutinize the arrangements of a finite, and therefore changeable agent; if we found that at one time he had given a Law 

to his inferiors which worked out their death, and that afterwards he had sent forth another Law which allowed of their life, we 

might conclude that he had, in the first instance, been making an experiment, and that, warned by its failure, he had turned 

himself to a new course of treatment. But we must not so reason in regard of God. He knew perfectly well when He issued the Law 

that it would prove a ministration of death. And if the Law and the gospel had been altogether detached, there would have existed 

great cause for marvel at God’s appointing a ministration of death. But when it is remembered that the Law was introductory to 

the gospel, so that the covenant of works literally made way for the covenant of grace, all surprise ought to vanish. From the earliest 

moment of human apostasy, God’s dealing with the fallen had always reference to the work of atonement. Though by itself the Law 

was a ministration of death, yet those who live under it were not necessarily left to die. Know we not that whilst this legal 

dispensation was in the fulness of its strength, there passed many an Israelite into the kingdom of heaven? We carry you to the 

scenes of temple-worship, and bid you learn from the emblematical announcement of redemption that no man died because they were 

living under the ministration of death; but that, even whilst the moral Law was unrepealed, as a covenant it could weigh no one 

down to perdition who looked onward to the long-promised sacrifice. 

2. You shall take the Crucifixion as an answer to all questioning on the Law being aught else than a ministration of death. Why, if 

man had a capacity for working out by his own strivings obedience to the Law, and he could win to himself a crown of glory--why 

did Divinity throw itself into humanity, and achieve, through the wondrous coalition, the mastery over death, and Satan, and hell? 

Though the Law was thus a ministration of death, it was nevertheless glorious. It was mainly as a consequence of its own perfection 
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that the Law proved a minister of death. Had the Law been a defective Law, constructed so as to be adapted to the weakness of 

the parties on whom it was imposed, and not to the attributes of Him from whom it proceeded, it is altogether supposable that the 

result might not have been the condemnation of mankind. 

3. The ministration of the Spirit is set in antithesis to the ministration of death. The great work which Christ effected was the 

procurement of life to those who were dead in trespasses and sins. We are legally dead--because we are born under the sentence of 

eternal condemnation--and we are morally dead, because insensible to our condition; and, if insensible, totally unable to reanimate 

ourselves. The legal death, the Mediator may be said to have annihilated, for He bore our sins in His own body on the tree; and 

the moral death-for the destruction of this He made the amplest provision, procuring for us, by the merits of His passion, the Holy 

Spirit, the Lord and Giver of life.  

 

What Joseph S. Exell didn‘t understand is that there was Law in the Edenic life but this law was engraven on the heart 

rather the letter on stones. There was a ―Thou shalt not‖ in the programme of the worlds‘ first experience of manhood, 

and over it fell the shadow of threatened death. Liberty was made liberty by Law. Up to the very moment of touching 

the forbidden fruit, Adam knew not what was meant by the ―ministration of condemnation‖ but the moment after, 

how vast his knowledge! The Law said nothing to Adam of ―condemnation‖ until he had broken it. So long as he kept 

the Law he knew nothing of death, except by OBSERVATION. Fools are they who cavil because Adam did not 

physically expire. Is death a question of frozen marrow? In giving the typical system, God did not accommodate 

Himself to human weakness by imposing easy or elastic conditions and regulations. He declared that which was 

absolute in rectitude. The Law rendered supremely important service to man if it did nothing more than bring him to 

the consciousness that he was powerless to fulfil requirements so holy. It was only by the Everlasting Covenant that 

was put in effect that made man live under this Old Covenant of works otherwise there was nothing good in man 

approaching God with sacrifices of one year old lamb. The Law showed him the height to which he must ascend, and 

he trembled, and owned his weakness. The promise that Christ should come into the world takes precedence of all 

other promises. The Lamb was slain before the foundation of the world. Love is from everlasting, Law is but of 

yesterday; Law is for a season, love is for ever; Law is a transient flame, love an eternal orb. The ministration of 

righteousness exceeds the ministration of condemnation ―in glory.‖ Under types and shadows, the Everlasting 

Covenant was enshrined and few understood it, but the Son of God has been crucified before our eyes and that grace 

that Abraham walked in and was counted righteous is fully manifested that no one needs to remain blind. How much 

more an affront to Christ when we choose to live under the system of shadows when we have the reality with us! 

 

Condemnation and Righteousness 

2 Corinthians 3:9-11 

The superiority of the Everlasting Covenant over the Old Covenant will be apparent if we consider the persons by 

whom they were respectively introduced. In tracing the origin of the Jewish economy we are led to ascribe its 

authorship to God. But although God may thus, in strict propriety of speech, be said to be the founder of the Old 

Covenant, yet instrumentally may we assign this honour unto Moses. Moses was but a man, but Christ is the only 

begotten Son of God; the one was only a servant, the other was a Son over His own house. The fact gives glory to the 

Everlasting Covenant which never could be claimed for the Old Covenant. How important must that system have been 

in the estimation of the Infinite Godhead which demanded that His only begotten Son should be the immediate agent 

in publishing it to the world! Moses was not without his faults. No blemish attaches to Christ‘s character. Moses could 

teach the Law of God, and institute His ordinances, but he could not enforce the one nor render the other available to 

salvation. Christ‘s words are spirit and life. The most precious truths were deposited under obscure symbols; the most 

imperative acts of worship were performed in expensive rites and burdensome ceremonials. 

 
The design of Paul in this chapter seems to be to account for the "liberty" which he and the other apostles had, or for 
the boldness, openness, and plainness (2 Cor 2:12) which they evinced in contradistinction from the Jews, who so little 
understood the nature of their institution. He had said (2 Cor 3:6), that he was a minister "not of the letter, but of the 
Spirit;" and he had stated that the Old Covenant was not understood by the Jews who adhered to the literal 
interpretation of that Covenant more than its spiritual implications. He here says, that the Lord Jesus was "the Spirit" 
to which he referred, and by which he was enabled to understand the Old Covenant so as to speak plainly, and without 
obscurity. The sense is that Christ was the Spirit; i.e., the sum, the substance of the Old Covenant. The figures, types, 
prophecies, etc., all centered in him, and he was the end of all those institutions. If contemplated as having reference to 
Jesus, it was easy to understand them.  
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Where the Spirit of the Lord is, there is liberty. This is a general truth designed to illustrate the particular sentiment 
which he had just advanced. It states the general truth that the Spirit of God was to give light and clearness of view of 
the Covenants; to remove obscurity from a subject, and to enable one to see it plainly. This would be a truth that could 
not be denied by the Jews, who held to the doctrine that the spirit of God revealed truth, and it must be admitted by 
all. Under the influence of that Spirit, therefore, Paul says that he was able to speak with openness and boldness; that 
he had a clear view of truth, which the mass of the Jews had not; and that the system of religion which he preached 
was open, plain, and clear. The word "freedom" would, perhaps, better convey the idea. "There is freedom from the 
dark and obscure views of the Jews; freedom from their prejudices, and their superstitions; freedom from the slavery 
and bondage of sin. The freedom of the children of God, who have clear views of him as their Father and Christ as 
their willing Redeemer, enables them to express those views openly and boldly to the world." 
 
The unusual and unnatural splendour on the countenance of Moses soon vanished away. All the magnificence of the 
Mosaic ritual also soon faded away. But not so the promises made to the patriarchs before such system could be given. 
That abides. The Everlasting Covenant is the everlasting ministerial, the permanent economy; that under which the 
affairs of the world are to be brought to an end. That is to pervade all lands; to bless all people; to survive all 
revolutions; to outlive all the magnificence of courts, and all the splendour of mighty dynasties, and is to endure till this 
world shall come to an end, and live in its glorious effects for ever and ever. It is, therefore, to be the fixed principle, 
on which all Christians are to act, its gospel is to be permanent, and is to spread over all lands, and yet fill all nations 
with joy. And if so, how fervent and unceasing should be their prayers and efforts to accomplish this great and glorious 
result! Many don‘t realize that it‘s this covenant made with Abraham that‘s under attack today, the revelation of God‘s 
character is less appreciated. Many folks see him as a bloody being rejoicing in the shedding of blood. The Everlasting 
implicitly reveals God‘s everlasting love and character and it‘s the enemy of soul‘s primary goal to obliterate it. Satan 
hates the idea that man is saved by grace and God will endure to the very last to save every being who primitively 
accepts his promises. 
 
It is the privilege of the Christian to look on the unvailed and unclouded glory of the gospel under the Everlasting 
Covenant, this is the hope we all have fixed our eyes on 2 Cor 3:12. He does not look at it through types and shadows. 
He does not contemplate it when a vail of obscurity is drawn designedly over it. He sees it in its true beauty and 
splendour. Christ is that lamb that bears our iniquities not our diligent effort to keep the Law and that we may 
contemplate openly and plainly his glory, and the grandeur of his work. 
 
In studying the Old Covenant, we see the importance of the rejected light of the Everlasting Covenant by Israel on 
their part that could have made it even glorious. The vail hang upon the minds of the people as it is revealed in 2 Cor 
3:13, 14. Though they participated in that economy, they never fully understood it in light of the Everlasting Covenant. 
It is our privilege to know what the Jewish Economy meant; and it is our privilege to see what it referred to, and how 
the gospel of Messiah was condensed in it. In understanding the Old Covenant, therefore, there is no reason why we 
should not take with us the knowledge which we have derived from the Everlasting Covenant, to put everything in 
their proper place. Thus shall we treat the Bible as a whole, and allow one part to throw light on another; a privilege 
which we always concede to any book; there is no reason why Christians in contemplating upon the Old Covenant 
should remain in the same darkness as the ancient or the modern Jews. 
 
We are no longer under a schoolmaster or pedagogue. We are not kept in restraint, and under bondage, and led along 
to another to receive instruction. We are directly under the great Teacher, the Instructor himself; and have a kind of 
freedom which was obliterated before. The bondage and servitude have passed away; and we are free from the 
burdensome ceremonies and expensive rites of the Jewish Economy, and from the sense of condemnation which it 
imposes. This was true of the converts from Judaism to Christianity that they became free from the burdensome rites 
of the Law; and it is true of all converts to the faith of Christ, that, having been made to see their sin by the Law, and 
having been conducted by it to the cross of the Redeemer, they are now made free. 
 

That all mankind are under the Law, as a covenant of works till they willingly forsake it and fly to the gospel for refuge 

by faith in Christ, this cannot be denied. Judaizers are still under this state, how sad! If man had anything to comment 

him before his maker for surety of salvation, then Adam was not guilty for making coats out of leaves. There are but 

two constitutions that God has revealed to the world, namely, the covenant of works and the covenant of grace, and all 

mankind are under the one, or the other. We are all of us, my brethren, under one or other of these constitutions: for 

to be from under both of them is the same thing as to be Lawless, and to be under no plan of life at all. And would you 

know whether you are set free from the covenant of works, and placed under the Everlasting Covenant of grace? 
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Hindrance to Salvation 

“I have heard of one who fell into the water and sank, and a strong swimmer standing on the shore did not at the same instant 

plunge in, though fully resolved to rescue him. The man went down the second time, and then he who would rescue him was in the 

water swimming near him, but not too near, waiting very cautiously till his time came. He who was drowning was a strong, 

energetic man, and the other was too prudent to expose himself to the risk of being dragged under by his struggles. He let the man 

go down for the third time, and then he knew that his strength was quite exhausted, and swimming to him he grasped him and 

drew him to shore. If he had seized him at first, while the drowning man had strength, they would have gone down together. The 

first part of human salvation is the sentence of death upon all human power and merit.” (C. H. Spurgeon.) 

 

This is the war that is being fought between Judaism and Christianity. One is sunk but it‘s only at the rescue of Christ 

he hopes, but the former must die to the Old System and enter into the Everlasting System. 

 

Depending on Christ our schoolmaster of Faith 

You send your little child in the care of some one to school. The ward takes the little creature, and says, “Come, I will take you to 
school,” and away they go to the place of instruction. Now the Law was our care-taker, our companion, to take us to our 
schoolmaster Christ; Christ keeps a school, Christ calls those who go to His school His disciples, His scholars; Christ says, 
“Learn of Me.” (J. Parker, D. D.) 

 
WE ARE TO DISTINGUISH BETWEEN THE SUBSTANCE AND THE FORM OF THE LAW. The Divine thought is the 
essential thing; not the mere formal precept or symbol by which it was conveyed. So, while the former must ever be retained, the 
latter may drop off; just as the tree drops off in the branches the mould which clings about the roots, and drops off in the blossom 
and fruit the bark of the trunk and branches, while root and trunk and branch and blossom yet continue to be one tree. (Marvin 
R. Vincent, D. D.) 

 
It is amazing today that folks still don‘t understand how the Old Covenant and the Everlasting Covenant works. Some 
would cling to some aspects of the Old Covenant because the light of the Everlasting Covenant has not shone to them 
appropriately. In a world where almost everything is tied to symbols, many would exchange realities for shadows. The 
problem of whether we should keep feasts or not will rage more as enter the last scenes of earth‘s history, but does it 
have some truths in it that are substantial? Yes, in fact, very serious and deep spiritual lessons remembering that that 
plan of salvation was compacted in the Jewish economy that has so many truths to be unfolded but that doesn‘t mean 
that we are called to revert to a system that was a type foreshadowing some antitypes that has been fulfilled in the 
ministry of Jesus who is the antitype. It is either we chose to worship under the Everlasting Covenant or the Old 
Covenant. 
 

“While Paul looked with interest and hope to new fields of labor in the west, he had cause for serious apprehension concerning the 
fields of his former labor in the east. Tidings had been received at Corinth from the churches in Galatia, revealing a state of great 
confusion, and even of absolute apostasy. Judaizing teachers were opposing the work of the apostle, and seeking to destroy the fruit 
of his labors. In almost every church there were some members who were Jews by birth. To these converts the Jewish teachers found 
ready access, and through them gained a foot-hold in the churches. It was impossible, by scriptural arguments, to overthrow the 
doctrines taught by Paul; hence they resorted to the most unscrupulous measures to counteract his influence and weaken his 
authority. They declared that he had not been a disciple of Jesus, and had received no commission from him; yet he had presumed to 
teach doctrines directly opposed to those held by Peter, James, and the other apostles. Thus the emissaries of Judaism succeeded in 
alienating many of the Christian converts from their teacher in the gospel. Having gained this point, they induced them to return to 
the observance of the ceremonial Law as essential to salvation. Faith in Christ, and obedience to the Law of Ten Commandments, 
were regarded as of minor importance. Division, heresy, and sensualism were rapidly gaining ground among the believers in 
Galatia.  {LP 188.1, 2}   

  
These same problems that the Galatian Church was experiencing are the very same problem that the Church of 
Corinth was now in. Judaism has stood the way of truth from time memorial. 
 
Gal 3:21-25 

“Is the Law then against the promises of God? God forbid: for if there had been a Law given which could have given life, verily 
righteousness should have been by the Law. But the scripture hath concluded all under sin, that the promise by faith of Jesus Christ 
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might be given to them that believe. But before faith came, we were kept under the Law, shut up unto the faith which should 
afterwards be revealed. Wherefore the Law was our schoolmaster to bring us unto Christ, that we might be justified by faith. But 
after that faith is come, we are no longer under a schoolmaster.” 

 
"FAITH has come!" At this announcement, Law the tutor yields up his charge; Law the jailor sets his prisoner at 
liberty. The age of servitude has passed. In truth it endured long enough. The iron of its bondage had entered into the 
soul. But at last Faith is revealed; and with it comes a new world. The clock of time cannot be put back. The soul of 
man will never return to the old tutelage, nor submit again to a religion of rabbinism and sacerdotalism. In such terms 
the new-born, free spirit of Everlasting Covenant speaks in Paul. He had tasted the bitterness of the Judaic yoke; no 
man more deeply. He had felt the weight of its impossible exactions, its fatal condemnation. This sentence is a shout of 
deliverance. "Wretch that I am," he had cried," who shall deliver me? I give thanks to God through Jesus Christ our 
Lord; for the Law of the Spirit of life in Him hath freed me from the Law of sin and death". {Rom 7:24; Rom 8:2} 
 
The promise of this blessedness had never been explicitly given under the Covenant of Moses. The assurance quoted in 
2 Cor 6:18 is pieced together from scattered hints of prophecy. Old-Covenant faith hardly dared to dream of such a 
privilege as this. It is not ascribed even to Abraham. Only to the kingly "Son of David" is it said, "I will be a Father 
unto him; and he shall be to me for a son". {2 Sam 7:14}. We are children of a King not a lamb per se anymore. This 
gives us a surety by adoption through the complete merits of ―Another‖ viz Jesus not our own works, our acceptance 
on believe whereby we are given a spirit of his to effect changes in our life.  
 
To the Corinthian Church, Paul could almost exclaim ―who has bewitched you!‖ They listened to Jewish teachers, who 
told them of the ritual of Moses, the righteousness of the Pharisees, the works of the Law, by the doing of which they 
might be saved. And so they were beguiled from the simplicity of Christ.  Their minds were hardened. This is stated 
historically, and seems to refer in the first instance to those who watched Moses put on the veil, and became insensible, 
as he did so, to the nature of the Old Covenant. But it is applicable to the Jewish race at all periods of their history; 
they never discovered the secret which Moses hid from their forefathers beneath the veil. The only result that followed 
the labors even of great prophets like Isaiah had been tile deepening of the darkness: having eyes the people saw not, 
having ears they heard not; their heart was fat and heavy, so that they did not apprehend the ways of God nor turn to 
Him. All around him, the Apostle saw the melancholy evidence that there had been no change for the better. Until this 
day the same veil remains, it is not taken away; for it is only undone in Christ, and of Christ they will know nothing. He 
repeats the sad statement, varying it slightly to indicate that the responsibility for a condition so blind and dreary rests 
not with the Old Covenant itself, but with those who live under it. "Until this day, I say, whensoever Moses is read, a 
veil lies upon their heart." 
 
This witness, we must acknowledge, is almost as true in the 21st century as in the first. The Jews still exist as a race and 
a sect, acknowledging the Old Covenant as a revelation from God, basing their religion upon it, keeping their ancient 
Law so far as circumstances enable them to keep it, not convinced that as a religious constitution it has been 
superseded by the glorious revelation of what the Everlasting Covenant fully pertains. Many of them, indeed, have 
abandoned it without becoming Christians. But in so doing they have become secularists; they have not appreciated the 
Old Covenant to the full, and then outgrown it; they have been led for various reasons to deny that there ever was 
anything divine in it, and have renounced together its discipline and its hopes. Only where the knowledge of the Christ 
has been received is the veil which lies upon their hearts taken away. They can then appreciate both all the virtues of 
that system given by the submissive will of God and all its defects; they can glorify God for what it was and for what it 
shut them up to; they can see that in all its parts, it had a reference to something lying beyond itself, to a "new thing" 
that God would do for His people; and in welcoming Jesus Christ, they can feel that they are not making void, but 
establishing the Law. 
 
True Religion or being Dogmatic  
True religion is very simple and very deep. As simple as this statement; ―God is good‖; as deep as life and death. St. 
Paul made the greatest effort that was ever made by any one, excepting only Christ, to bring men to receive a spiritual 
religion. He strove to show to the Jew that God in Christ was the Father of all men, and not of the Jew only; that 
righteousness meant not the mere outward performance of certain acts, but a right attitude of the heart towards God. 
And we read in this Epistle to the Corinthians that this teaching of St. Paul was ―to the Jews a stumbling-block and to 
the Greeks foolishness.‖ Now, why was this? Let us try to imagine how they must have felt in listening to him. 
 
To the Jews: 

Let us imagine the Jew being told that the Law of Moses was abolished and done away, that the blood of bulls 
and goats could not take away sin; that the Passover, the commemoration of the great deliverance that had 
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first made the Jews a nation, was only a type and a shadow which was vanishing; that the peculiar people must 
no longer think that Jehovah had any special regard for them, but must learn to embrace the Gentiles, who for 
half their lives had been polluting themselves with abominations of idols. “Is this so! The Jewish objector 
might say--is this so? Is this the way to stand upon the ancient paths and to restore the desolations of 
many generations? Is it not rather to remove the landmarks, to tear up the foundations?” Such then 
was the nature of the offence which the teaching of St. Paul gave to the Jew. 

 
And unto the Gentiles: 

Let us now turn and ask what impression it was likely to produce upon the Gentiles. I think I hear one of 
them crying, “What will this babbler say? And are we not to worship the sun going forth as a giant to 
run his course, nor the moon walking in brightness, nor the earth, nor the glorious heaven that smile 
on us with pure radiance in the daytime and gazes on us with a thousand eyes at night? The Diana of 
the Ephesians, the Jupiter of Lystria or of Athens, these are to be nothing to us! Those are no gods, 
you tell us that these are made merely with hands? Would you take from them the only obeisance, the 
only adoration and offer the praises instead to an unseen God, to be comprehended only with the 
mind! Take heed that you are not destroying what you cannot restore.”   

 
Paul was not the first nor the last who in teaching a spiritual religion, in trying to open a way between the soul of man 
and the Spirit of God, had won for himself amongst the people of his own time the name of a godless and irreligious 
man. Isaiah is heard proclaiming in the name of God, ―Your new moons and your appointed feasts My soul hateth, 
they are a trouble unto me, I am weary to bear them. Bring no more vain oblations. Cease to do evil, learn to do well: 
seek judgment, relieve the oppressed, judge the fatherless, plead for the widow.‖ But Isaiah fell a victim to the 
idolatrous fanaticism of his countrymen, and of Ezekiel the people said, ―Doth he not speak parables?‖ And so all the 
Hebrew prophets, one by one, bore witness equally against the formalism and idolatry of the people, and were rejected 
equally. And what of Christ Himself? Was He not put to death for blasphemy: because He had said, ―Destroy this 
temple and in three days I will raise it up,‖ and because He told the Chief Priests that ―The hour was coming when the 
Son of Man should sit on the right hand of Power‖?  
 

―We need not fear, then, or be discouraged, if it should be found that in some matters either of doctrine or of 
custom and tradition there is still a veil upon the people‘s heart which clouds for them the perfect vision of the 
righteousness and goodness, the justice and mercy, of Almighty God: nor should the Christian teacher, who 
thinks he sees it is so, shrink from trying to remove the veil: if he may hope thereby to bring the minds of his 
countrymen nearer to a pure and spiritual religion. Least of all is he to be deterred by the imputation of 
impiety, or of infidelity and atheism, which has been shared by all religious teachers who have had anything to 
tell mankind, including Christ Himself. But still the unveiling of Divine truth to human apprehensions must be 
a gradual process, and is not to be completed in this life, and the same St. Paul who says, ―That we all, 
beholding with open face the glory of the Lord, are transformed into the same image, from glory to glory.‖ He 
had already said to this same Corinthian Church, ―Now we see through a glass darkly, but then face to face; 
now I know in part, but then shall I know even as I also am known.‖ (Prof. Lewis Campbell.)‖ 

 

The Permanent Veil! 

When Moses spoke of old to their fathers, the veil was upon his face; but now when he is read to them, the veil is upon 
their hearts. In old time it was God‘s doing; the Scriptures were made obscure for a time on purpose, the types and 
prophecies could not be understood till their fulfilment: but it is now the Jews‘ and Judaizers own doing; it is their own 
perverseness, refusing to see clearness of the matter. Thus Paul speaks; thinking, most likely, as in many other places, 
of his own history, and of God‘s dealings with him in particular. You know, in his early days, he was a sort of figure 
and type of the whole Jewish nation, in his great and bitter enmity to Jesus Christ. His face was not towards the Lord. 
When he read the Law he saw only the outward sign; he knew nothing as yet of its end and hidden meaning. But our 
Saviour, in compassion to his well-meaning but blind zeal, called to him from heaven and touched his heart by His 
grace. When Paul‘s heart had thus turned to the Lord, then the scales fell from his eyes; then he saw the purpose and 
drift of the ceremonies and sacrifices, the temple and tabernacle, the crown on David‘s head, and the anointing oil on 
Aaron‘s. And here we must observe well what ―knowing Christ,‖ and ―turning to Him,‖ mean in such places as these. 
It was not simply knowing that there was such a person, attending to what they heard and saw of Him; ―turning to 
Him,‖ means turning to His Cross, taking it up and following Him. When a person had done this sincerely, he would 
find quite a new light break in upon places in the Old Testament, which before he had no true knowledge of. He would 
learn what was meant by a lamb without spot or blemish. Again, he would understand the meaning of circumcision; 
how it marked men as belonging to Him. He would see why the people were fed with manna, to signify the true bread 
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from heaven. He would understand why the tabernacle and temple had two parts, the holy place and the most holy, 
and why the most holy can only be entered once a year, and then not without blood. 
 
Is it not too plain that very many of us come often to hear God‘s Holy Word; we are present at the reading of chapter 
after chapter, and yet we make no real improvement in our knowledge of holy things? And the cure for this must be 
the same as in the other case. When a man turns unto the Lord, that is, unto Christ, then the veil is taken away. Then a 
new light and an unaccustomed glory will break out and shine round our Bibles and in our Churches, and we shall 
begin to feel something of what the holy patriarch felt when he cried out, ―Surely the Lord is in this place and I knew it 
not.‖ But, as I said, to obtain this blessing, to see so much of heaven on earth, a person must turn habitually to the 
Lord. And what is ―turning to the Lord‖? I will answer in the words of an ancient writer. ―The better to know what it 
is to be turned to the Lord, let us first state what it is to be turned away from Him: Every person who, while the words 
of the Law are in reading, is occupied with matters of ordinary talk, is turned away from the Lord. Every one who, 
whilst the Bible is reading, is indulging thoughts of worldly business, of money, of gain, he too is turned away. Every 
one who is pressed with cares about his possessions, who strains himself eagerly after wealth, who longs after worldly 
glory and the honours of this life, every such person likewise is turned away.‖ 
 
Who follows Divine meditations with as much zeal and labour as human? And how then dare we complain of our 
ignorance of that which we never tried to learn? Then again he reproves them for their carelessness about what is read 
in Church, and says of those who talk during the service, that when the Holy Scriptures are read, not only a veil, but 
even a partition, if one may call it so, and a wall, is upon their hearts.‖ The veil, he says, of the sense is the sound of the 
words; but not even so much as this comes to them, who either stay away from the solemn assemblies, or come there 
and behave inattentively. Thus you see what strict attention ―turning to the Lord‖ was then supposed to require. Now 
merely to attend may seem to some a simple thing enough: but those who have tried know it to be no small effort. But 
then we must well observe what else is implied in turning to the Lord which the apostle mentions as the condition of 
the veil being withdrawn. Attention by itself is not enough; children we see will sometimes attend to their lessons in 
order to be rewarded; or out of a sort of curiosity, just to know what is said; it must be accompanied by prayer, and 
must be itself of the nature of prayer. Christian obedience is a great condition of all the promises we have heard. Without this, 
turning to the Lord is but a mockery, and it is vain to think of the veil being taken away. The temporary veil is 
permanent veil. 
 
Concluding Remarks: The Everlasting Covenant or the Old Covenant? 
 

“For I neither received it of man, neither was I taught it, but by the revelation of Jesus Christ. For ye have heard of my 
conversation in time past in the Jews' religion, how that beyond measure I persecuted the church of God, and wasted it: And 
profited in the Jews' religion above many my equals in mine own nation, being more exceedingly zealous of the traditions of my 
fathers. But when it pleased God, who separated me from my mother's womb, and called me by his grace” Gal 1:12-15 

 
It would be misrepresentation to say that Paul really taught the gentile converts to conform to the Jewish Economy 
when what he spread caused him persecution from the Jews. The revelation from Christ was far exceeding in its glory 
that it converted him from Judaism. What he had gained, he counted it a loss for the sake of Christ. What had he 
gained? Being a Pharisee of Pharisees and excelling in matter of Law from the school of Gamaliel, the great teacher 
[Acts 5:34, Acts 22:3]. Paul was now condemned of treason by his fellow countrymen. He had followed after works 
and he was shut in the covenant of works but the Everlasting Covenant made the scales fall from his eyes. Paul now 
contends:  
 

“But if, while we seek to be justified by Christ, we ourselves also are found sinners, is therefore Christ the minister of sin? God 
forbid. For if I build again the things which I destroyed, I make myself a transgressor. For I through the law am dead to the law, 
that I might live unto God. I am crucified with Christ: nevertheless I live; yet not I, but Christ liveth in me: and the life which I 
now live in the flesh I live by the faith of the Son of God, who loved me, and gave himself for me. I do not frustrate the grace of 
God: for if righteousness come by the law, then Christ is dead in vain.” Gal 2:17-21 

 
How does justification come about? It is by righteousness by faith. It is by Abrahamic promises not Mosaic rituals.  
 

“And the scripture, foreseeing that God would justify the heathen through faith, preached before the gospel unto Abraham, saying, 
in thee shall all nations be blessed. So then they which be of faith are blessed with faithful Abraham. And the law is not of faith: 
but, the man that doeth them shall live in them. That the blessing of Abraham might come on the Gentiles through Jesus Christ; 
that we might receive the promise of the Spirit through faith. Brethren, I speak after the manner of men; though it be but a man's 
covenant, yet if it be confirmed, no man disannulleth, or addeth thereto. Now to Abraham and his seed were the promises made. 
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He saith not, and to seeds, as of many; but as of one, and to thy seed, which is Christ. And this I say, that the covenant, that was 
confirmed before of God in Christ, the law, which was four hundred and thirty years after, cannot disannul, that it should make 
the promise of none effect. For if the inheritance be of the law, it is no more of promise: but God gave it to Abraham by promise. 
But the scripture hath concluded all under sin that the promise by faith of Jesus Christ might be given to them that believe. And if 
ye be Christ's, then are ye Abraham's seed, and heirs according to the promise.” Gal 3:8, 9 12, 14-18, 22, 29 

 
This is Paul writing a letter that was also to be read by Jews, this was indeed strange message to be accepted by a 
Hebrew of Hebrews but nonetheless it was a revelation from Christ himself. It was a revelation of Christ‘s 
righteousness imputed on humanity before he could do anything that could recommend him before God. The Jewish 
mentality in its infantry is like a heir who has never realized he is an heir. He remains a slave forever:  
 

“Now I say, that the heir, as long as he is a child, differeth nothing from a servant, though he be lord of all; but is under tutors 
and governors until the time appointed of the father. Even so we, when we were children, were in bondage under the elements of the 
world: Wherefore thou art no more a servant, but a son; and if a son, then an heir of God through Christ. Tell me, ye that desire 
to be under the law, do ye not hear the law? For it is written, that Abraham had two sons, the one by a bondmaid, the other by a 
freewoman. But he who was of the bondwoman was born after the flesh; but he of the freewoman was by promise. Which things are 
an allegory: for these are the two covenants; the one from the mount Sinai, which gendereth to bondage, which is Agar. For this 
Agar is mount Sinai in Arabia, and answereth to Jerusalem which now is, and is in bondage with her children. But Jerusalem 
which is above is free, which is the mother of us all. For it is written, Rejoice, thou barren that bearest not; break forth and cry, 
thou that travailest not: for the desolate hath many more children than she which hath an husband. Now we, brethren, as 
Isaac was, are the children of promise. But as then he that was born after the flesh persecuted him 
that was born after the Spirit, EVEN SO IT IS NOW. Nevertheless what saith the scripture? Cast out the 
bondwoman and her son: for the son of the bondwoman shall not be heir with the son of the freewoman. So then, brethren, we are 
not children of the bondwoman, but of the free.” Gal 4:1-3, 7, 21-31 

 
Ishmael was a son by works after Abraham had been promised Isaac. It was not a must that Ishmael be born but God 
had already projected Isaac. The Old Covenant and Sinai was God bending low to the state of the Jewish nation, it was 
his permissive will but not his perfect will. Isaac which represents the Everlasting Covenant is the perfect will of God 
but the ceremonial ritual was a shadow of that system. What is more important, the shadow or the body? Definitely a 
body can function without a shadow but not otherwise. That‘s why the types had to meet the antitype and after the 
antitype has come, who needs the type? It‘s like following the shadow of a tree to pick the fruits thereon but when you 
reach at it, you again revert to the fruits on the shadow instead of picking the real one on the tree. Many are living in 
this condition. For those who still holds to such beliefs, their ideas are woven to appeal to the mind but this persuasion 
cometh not of him that called us into the light of the Everlasting Covenant. 
 

Christ was standing at the point of transition between two economies and their two great festivals. He, the spotless Lamb of God, 
was about to present Himself as a sin offering, that He would thus bring to an end the system of types and ceremonies that for four 
thousand years had pointed to His death. As He ate the Passover with His disciples, He instituted in its place the service that was 
to be the memorial of His great sacrifice. The national festival of the Jews was to pass away forever. The service which Christ 
established was to be observed by His followers in all lands and through all ages. The Passover was ordained as a commemoration 
of the deliverance of Israel from Egyptian bondage. God had directed that, year by year, as the children should ask the meaning of 
this ordinance, the history should be repeated. Thus the wonderful deliverance was to be kept fresh in the minds of all. The 
ordinance of the Lord's Supper was given to commemorate the great deliverance wrought out as the result of the death of Christ. 
Till He shall come the second time in power and glory, this ordinance is to be celebrated. It is the means by which His great work 
for us is to be kept fresh in our minds.  {DA 652.2, 3}  

 
It has ever been hard for men to receive religion in all its simplicity and in all its in-depth. They want something they 
can touch and handle; something to fill the imagination, something with many colours to attract the eye. And human 
teachers have ever been ready to adapt themselves to this craving, and have put their teaching into a shape in which 
they thought it most likely to be received. And yet it is sometimes the part of the Christian minister, in following the 
example of Christ and of St. Paul, to ―use great plainness of speech‖: to tell the people, not what they most wish or 
expect to hear, not what is most in accordance with their previous ideas and prejudices, but what he himself thinks and 
knows, what he has found in his own experience to be of lasting value, or, in Scriptural language, the truth which he 
believes that he has heard of God. While many who take the two covenants as dispensations running at different times 
are caught up in what is meant by Old Covenant and New Covenant, others are ignorant of which one they belong and 
are living under. The two runs in parallel but only one can save. Choose ye today which one you shall be a servant to. 
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Galatians 5:5, 6:18: 
For we through the Spirit wait for the hope of RIGHTEOUSNESS BY FAITH. Brethren, the grace of our Lord Jesus Christ 
be with your spirit. Amen. 

 
BLESSINGS 


