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INTRODUCTION1

Many wrong practices and doctrines have resulted from the failure
to recognize and understand the differences between the Old and New
Covenants. In fact, most people who claim to adhere to the Bible
honestly believe that the Ten Commandments must be kept (obeyed)
by all men today, i.e., by Jews and Gentiles alike. Through Moses, God
gave a law to Israel and we can learn much from that law, but it was
never given to Gentiles.

The Law of Moses was given only to Israel, as the Holy Scriptures
teaches us. Following the Israelites’ departure from Egyptian captivity,
God gave His Law to them at Mount Sinai. He gave them a divine code
in written form which was meant to regulate their moral and religious
activities. Not only did this Law contain an elaborate religious system
with rites and ceremonies, priests, sacrifices, and holy days, it stood as
the Israelites’ governing standard in civil and criminal matters.

My assigned text, Malachi 4:4 states: “Remember ye the law of
Moses my servant, which I commanded unto him in Horeb for all
Israel, even statutes and ordinances” (ASV). Our overall aim in this
lectureship, and my specific aim in this chapter, is to present reasonable
evidence from the Scriptures which proves that the Law of Christ is the
only law for man today.  In this the Christian Age, all men, not just the
Jews, are amenable to the Law of Christ and to the Law of Christ alone.
This subject is of great importance. It is one that merits our careful
investigation and study.
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SOME RELIGIOUS GROUP TEACH THAT THE LAW OF
MOSES WAS GIVEN TO ALL MEN FOR ALL TIMES
There are religious groups which teach the Law of Moses was

given to all men. Consider these articles.
Assembly Of Yahweh

Wayne Greeson and John Zecca / Michael Mastropalo
Debate on The Law Of Moses

Wayne Greeson, a preacher for the church of Christ, hosted a
Bible call-in radio program four days a week in Northwest
Arkansas. John Zecca and Michael Mastropalo, are members of
the Assembly of Yahweh.
Zecca contacted Greeson on the program and they discussed
whether we are bound to keep the Sabbath law. Greeson soon
discovered that Zecca was not just a Sabbatarian, but believed
that we are bound today by all of the law of the Old Testament.
Greeson takes the position that we are not under the law of the
Old Testament, but under the law of Christ found in the New
Testament.
Greeson proposed to debate Zecca on the radio program on the
question of “What law are we under today?” Zecca agreed and
requested that Mastropalo assist him in such a debate.
The debate was held on January 15, 16, 17 and 19, 2001, on
KURM radio which broadcasts to the northwest corner of
Arkansas and reaches into northeastern Oklahoma and south-
western Missouri.
One of the beliefs of the “Assembly of Yahweh” is that the name
of God is “Yahweh” and the name of Jesus is “Yahshua.”
Throughout the debate Zecca and Mastropalo always replaced
the terms “Lord” and “God” with “Yahweh” and the name Jesus
with “Yahshua.” While Greeson referred to the Law given under
the Old Testament as the “Law of Moses,” Zecca and Mastropa-
lo preferred the term “The Law of Yahweh.” Greeson limited the
Law only to the Law given at Mt. Sinai to Moses for the Jews
and its application throughout the Old Testament. Zecca and
Mastropalo intended their term to include all of God’s instruc-
tions and commandments throughout the Old Testament and the
New Testament.
Zecca and Mastropalo believed and argued that the Law given to
Moses at Mt. Sinai was given for all men for all time. To them
certain portions of that Law do not apply to all individuals. Some
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portions of the Law may have applied only to the Jews or the
priests or even only for a certain period of time. Some parts of
the Law, such as the Levitical priesthood and animal sacrifices
were changed by the Messiah and some commands were added
but they argue that the Law itself continues.2

Note this information from another assembly of Yahweh website:
A Change of the Law Hebrews 7:12

By Chuck W. Henry
Yahshua the Messiah told his disciples to abstain from the
leaven of the Pharisees which consisted of: Their doctrine (Mat.
16:12). Their hypocrisy (Luk. 12:1).
Both Catholic and Protestant leaders today tell us that Yahweh’s
law has been:
Changed; Done away—abolished; Nailed to the cross; and is
Jewish, so does not apply to us (Gentiles) today.
Hebrews 7:12 does in fact tell us there has been a “change in the
law,” but the law concerning what? Remember: this verse must
not be twisted.
“For the priesthood being changed, there is made of necessity a
change also of the law” (Heb. 7:12, KJV). To get the context, it
is necessary to read all of chapter seven.
It is recorded in Heb. 7:1 that Melchisedec, priest of the Most
High, met Abraham and blessed him (Gen. 14:17-20). Reading
through verse 11, we find a contrast between the Levitical and
the Melchisedec priesthoods.
The remainder of the chapter reveals that Yahshua is a High
Priest after the order of Melchisedec, not after the order of Aaron
the Levite (Heb. 7:13, 14, 17, 21, 22, 24-28; 6:20; 8: 1, 2). Please
notice:
The change in the law concerns [is linked to] the Aaronic
priesthood as required in Exo. 28 (Heb. 7:12). This “change”
relates to a physical, carnal commandment which pertains to the
flesh (Heb. 7:16). The change which has occurred, then, is the
law which required all priests to be physically (carnally)
descended from Aaron (Heb. 7:16). Have other laws been
changed according to this text? No. These Scriptures indicate the
only change in the law is Yahweh’s acceptance of the Melchise-
dec priesthood as well as (or instead of) that of Aaron.
“No man taketh this honor unto himself, but he that is called of
Yahweh, as was Aaron. So also [the] Messiah glorified not
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himself to be made a high priest; but he that said unto him, Thou
art my Son, today have I begotten thee” (Heb. 5:4, 5).
So then, the law (the Decalogue as well as other laws) have not
been done away, abolished, changed, or “nailed to the
cross.” According to Scripture, the “change of the law” is
concerning the priesthood. Also, that Yahweh’s laws for living
are not for the Jewish people only, but are for all mankind is
indicated in Scripture. A few of many: Eze. 20:11,13, 21; 18:4;
Rom. 6:23; 3:19, 31; 7:1, 12-16; 8:6, 7; I Pet. 1:23, 25; Mat.
5:17-19). 3

Consider this article from Greg Bahnsen:
For Whom Was God’s Law Intended?

Dr. Greg L. Bahnsen
When God promulgated His moral will through the Mosaic Law,
how much of mankind did He consider accountable to keep that
law? From Paul’s standpoint the answer was obvious: “Now we
know that what things soever the law saith, it speaketh to them
that are under the law; that every mouth may be stopped, and all
the world may be brought under the judgment of God” (Romans
3:19), God declared His righteous standards to Israel, and
through Israel to all the world, thereby stopping every mouth and
bringing all men, Jew and Gentile alike, under judgment.
“Whatever things the law says,” therefore, it says to the whole of
mankind. Precisely for this reason Paul could “lay to the charge
both of Jews and Greeks that they are all under sin ... There is no
distinction, for all have sinned and fall short of the glory of God”
(vv. 11, 23).
Considering the nature of God and the nature of His righteous
standards, the preceding Pauline perspective ought to be self-
evident to us as Christians. But we live in a confused day where
even the obvious is obscure to many believers. Theological
opinions are poorly thought out or accepted with little thought at
all. Viewpoints which would have bewildered the apostles are
conveyed and readily endorsed as gospel truth in churches and
Christian organizations all the time—including the idea that
God’s law was never intended for the Gentile world. Such
thinking solicits scrutiny.

A Slogan to Scrutinize
“Nowhere in the Bible are Gentiles ever condemned for not
keeping the Law of Moses.” According to him, the Mosaic law
was intended only for Israel, and on that basis he categorically
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declares “God no more holds today’s governments accountable
to His Divine Law to Israel than present residents of Massachu-
setts are bound by the Puritan laws at Plymouth.” Such an idea
finds popularity with many people today for its usefulness in
dismissing the obligation of modern civil magistrates to enforce
specific scriptural commands which are not to our liking.
But the slogan that God’s law was intended only for Israel will
not survive Biblical scrutiny. In this article, let us examine Dr.
Geisler’s claim that “Nowhere in the Bible are Gentiles ever
condemned for not keeping the Law of Moses.” To the contrary,
we find that it happened all the time.

Gentile Condemnation and Moses
During the historical period when God specifically revealed His
statutes through Moses, the Lord clearly declared that He would,
at that very time, hold the Gentile tribes of Palestine accountable
to the same law Moses brought to the Israelites. That is, Gentiles
would be condemned for not keeping the Law of Moses.
Why were the Gentiles which dwelt in the land of Palestine prior
to Israel’s conquest of the land under the wrath and curse of
God? Because they engaged in the abominable actions which
God’s statutes through Moses condemned. The very law which
God was revealing to Israel was the same law which concur-
rently brought divine punishment upon the Gentiles for trans-
gressing it. Israel and the Gentiles were under the same moral
law, and they both would suffer the same penalty for the
defilement which comes with violating it—eviction from the
land.
Dr. Geisler’s statement that “Nowhere in the Bible are Gentiles
ever condemned for not keeping the Law of Moses” is oblivious
to this quite evident counter-example. God’s word is unambigu-
ous about the accountability of the Gentiles to the Law of Moses:
“because of the wickedness of these nations, Jehovah thy God
does drive them out from before you” (Deuteronomy 9:4-5)—the
wickedness which is forbidden to Israel in the Mosaic Law (cf.
Deuteronomy 12:29-32; 18:9-14).

Gentile Accountability in the Psalms and Prophets
It was characteristic of the Jewish (and later Christian) perspec-
tive that the revelation of God’s law which the Jews identified
with the Law of Moses was not simply a matter of narrow, tribal
morality. The Mosaic Law was their wisdom in the eyes of the
Gentiles (Deuteronomy 4:6-8), and the justice of God’s law
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made Israel a light to the Gentiles (Isaiah 51:4). Because
Jehovah created all men and nations, because He was their
Governor and Judge, all nations were subject to God’s holy word
and direction—and liable to be punished for violating it. God’s
law was universal in its application, this premise was presup-
posed by David’s desire to speak God’s law before the Gentile
kings (Psalm 119:46) and his declaration that God chastens the
nations out of His law (Psalm 94:10, 12). According to David,
Jehovah “will judge the world with righteousness, and the
peoples with equity” (Psalm 98:9).
In Psalm 119:118-119 David did exactly what Dr. Geisler
alleges was never done. Geisler’s claim is that “Nowhere in the
Bible are Gentiles ever condemned for not keeping the Law of
Moses.” However, under inspiration David did not hesitate to
condemn “all the wicked of the earth” who “stray from [God’s]
statutes” (119:118-119). The “law of Jehovah” which Psalm 119
extols cannot credibly be thought to exclude the law of Moses,
either the Torah in general (v. 1, etc.) or the moral precepts and
statutes in particular (vv. 4-5, etc.), and “all the wicked of the
earth” (v. 118) cannot reasonably exclude sinners who are
Gentiles, So Geisler’s claim stands against David’s own words.
The Old Testament conviction that God’s law was universal in
its demand led J. H. Bavinck to note:

It is striking how frequently the other nations are called upon in
the Psalms to recognize and to honor God, and how complete is
the witness of the prophets against the nations surrounding Israel.
God does not exempt other nations from the claim of His righ-
teousness; He requires their obedience and holds them responsible
for their apostasy and degeneration (Air Introduction to the
Science of Missions [Phillipsburg, NJ: Presbyterian and Reformed,
19601, pp. 12-13).

The universality of God’s law was presupposed by Ezra’s praise
of Artaxerxes for having God’s law taught and enforced in lands
exceeding the boundaries of Israel: “And whosoever shall not do
the law of God and the law of the king, let judgment be executed
upon him with all diligence, whether it be unto death or banish-
ment or confiscation of goods or imprisonment” (Ezra 7:14-26).
Far from disapprobating this as inappropriate—on the Geisler
hypothesis that Gentiles were no more answerable to the Law of
Moses than present-day citizens of Massachusetts are account-
able to the Puritan laws of Plymouth—Ezra said, “Blessed be
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Jehovah, the God of our fathers, who has put such thing as this
in the king’s heart ...” (v. 27).
The universality of God’s law was presupposed in the preaching
and writing of the Old Testament prophets. Born along by the
Holy Spirit (cf. 2 Peter 1:21) the prophets longed for the Gentile
nations to turn unto, hear and submit to God’s law (“the Torah”)
as it would be proclaimed from Jerusalem to all the world (Isaiah
2:2-3). The law of Jehovah was, accordingly, recognized as the
standard by which God would “judge among the nations [Gen-
tiles]” and bring them to the way of international peace (v. 4).
Isaiah’s authoritative declaration here cannot be squared with Dr.
Geisler’s idea that responsibility to the Mosaic law of God was
quarantined from the Gentiles. Nor can it be squared with the
denunciation of Gentile sins by the Old Testament prophets, for
they understood the wisdom of God’s word that “righteousness
exalts a nation, but sin is a disgrace to any people” (Proverbs
14:34). The Jews well understood that the standard which
defined sin was the law revealed through Moses (as we later see
in Paul’s words “I had not known sin, except through the law,”
Romans 7:7). Accordingly, God’s prophets did not hesitate to
hold the Gentiles all around them responsible to this same
standard. Consider just a few examples.
The prophet Nahum preached against the wickedness of the
mighty city of Nineveh, the capital of the Assyrian empire. His
indictment included denouncing the specific sin of witchcraft
(Nahum 3:4) which the Law of Moses repeatedly condemned
many years before (Exodus 22:18; Leviticus 19:21; 20:6, 27).
Similarly, in the prophecy of Habakkuk we read a moral
indictment of the Babylonians. Chapter 2 of the prophecy details
the sins of these Gentiles: dishonesty, exploitation, violence,
debauchery, idolatry. But the prophecy contains noteworthy,
specific condemnations of things which are defined as sinful by
the Law of Moses. For instance, Habakkuk censured the Gentile
practice of making graven images (2:18-19) which is forbidden
in the Mosaic Law (e.g., Exodus 20:4-6; Leviticus 19:4; 26: 1;
Deuteronomy 4:16; 27:15). Another specific sin calls for special
attention. Habakkuk condemned the Babylonians for violating
the Mosaic Law in the particular matter of pledges (2:6; cf.
Exodus 22:25-27; Deuteronomy 24:6, 10-13). Geisler claims that
“Nowhere in the Bible are Gentiles ever condemned for not
keeping the Law of Moses,” but the remark is not very convinc-
ing after reading the prophecies of Amos, Nahum, or Habakkuk
(among others).
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A Slippery Escape
We have found that a detailed reading of God’s word turns up
many instances where Gentiles are held accountable to the moral
obligations of the Mosaic Law revealed to Israel. Dr. Geisler’s
key premise is thereby refuted, and he has no scriptural, theolog-
ically reliable basis for dismissing modern civil magistrates from
the relevant dictates of Biblical law.
However, Dr. Geisler might imagine that he can slip out of this
refutation of his position. How would he try to do so? By
claiming that each of the illustrations offered above can be
accounted for in a different way—in a way which does not place
the Gentiles under the specially revealed Law of Moses, but
merely under natural revelation. Geisler would attempt to
explain away each case by alleging that what the Gentiles are
therein condemned for breaking is not the Mosaic Law, but
rather the moral dictates of general revelation (which Geisler
sometimes mixes up with “natural law”). That is, he would
maintain that the illustrations offered above in this article do not
show the application of Biblical law to the Gentiles, but simply
the application of laws from natural revelation (which in these
particular cases happen to coincide with and overlap the laws of
special revelation).
Of course the answer to this line of thinking is simple and plain:
Namely, all of the Mosaic laws (in their moral demands) are
reflected in general revelation. The moral obligations communi-
cated through nature and conscience are identical with the moral
obligations communicated through special revelation. The
ethical overlap of the two is total. Scripture never suggests that
God has two sets of ethical standards (or two moral codes), the
one being an abridgement of the other. Rather, He has one set of
commandments which are communicated to men in two ways:
through Scripture and through nature. Therefore, any of The
Biblical laws which are applied to the Gentile world will, in the
nature of the case, also be laws which are known from general
revelation.
This observation nullifies Geisler’s attempt to escape refutation.
His answer to the counter-illustrations is simply a trivial truth,
one which applies across the board to all of God’s laws. And
because all of them can be found in Scripture and in general
revelation, all of them may be legitimately applied to Gentiles of
all times and places. “Now we know that whatever things the



36 The Law Given Only to Israel

law says, it says to those who are under the law so that every
mouth may be stopped and all the world may be brought under
the judgment of God” (Romans 3:19).
To save his position Geisler has only one tack to take. He must
demonstrate two things: (1) that not all of the moral laws of
Scripture can be learned from natural revelation (i.e., that the
two revelations do not totally overlap each other in ethics), and
(2) that each of the illustrations offered in the article above can
be justified from natural revelation (in a way that the other moral
laws of Scripture cannot).
In order to accomplish this task, Dr. Geisler would first need to
become clear about how any moral obligation is learned and
justified from nature, He has not explained how this is done, nor
has he ever done it. But until we can be satisfied that there is a
general, objective, and predictable method by which moral
obligations could be proven from nature, we can have no reliable
way of evaluating Dr. Geisler’s particular attempt to demonstrate
that the illustrations previously offered in this article can be
justified from nature (apart from Biblical revelation). Merely
saying so does not make it so.
Just here Dr. Geisler’s attempt to escape refutation becomes
especially slippery. He must take descriptive observations about
people or the natural world as premises and somehow use them
to prove prescriptive judgments about how people should
behave. That is, he must argue from what is the case (naturally)
to what ought to be the case (ethically)—thereby committing the
infamous “naturalistic fallacy.” Just what kind of argumentation
would Dr. Geisler utilize to prove from nature alone that
homosexuality, or idolatry, or adultery, etc. are immoral? Trying
to get specific answers to such crucial questions from Dr. Geisler
is like trying to nail jello to the wall.4

OLD TESTAMENT TEACHINGS THAT
THE LAW OF MOSES WAS GIVEN ONLY TO THE JEWS

The Law of Moses was given only to the Israelites—and to those
Gentiles who suffered themselves to be proselyted (by circumcision) to
it (Deut. 4:1-8; 5:1-2). The Sabbath law was given to the Jews only.
“And Moses called unto all Israel, and said unto them, Hear, O Israel,
the statutes and the ordinances which I speak in your ears this day, that
ye may learn them, and observe to do them. Jehovah our God made a
covenant with us in Horeb” (Deut. 5:1-2, emphasis added). “And thou
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shalt remember that thou wast a servant in the land of Egypt, and
Jehovah thy God brought thee out thence by a mighty hand and by an
outstretched arm: therefore Jehovah thy God commanded thee to keep
the sabbath day” (Deut. 5:15, emphasis added). “I am the Lord your
God, who brought you out of the land of Egypt, out of the house of
slavery” (Deut. 5:6, ESV). At Sinai God gave His law to Israel. It was
here that, “Jehovah said unto Moses, Write thou these words: for after
the tenor of these words I have made a covenant with thee and with
Israel. And he was there with Jehovah forty days and forty nights; he
did neither eat bread, nor drink water. And he wrote upon the tables the
words of the covenant, the ten commandments” (Ex. 34:27-28,
emphasis added).

And Moses called unto all Israel, and said unto them, Hear, O
Israel, the statutes and the ordinances which I speak in your ears
this day, that ye may learn them, and observe to do them.
Jehovah our God made a covenant with us in Horeb. Jehovah
made not this covenant with our fathers, but with us, even us,
who are all of us here alive this day” (Deut. 5:1-3, emphasis
added).

Discussing the subject at hand, Wayne Jackson observed:
On this occasion, Moses was the speaker. He was addressing the
children of Israel. We learn that Jacob’s name had been changed
by God to Israel in Genesis 32:28. These people to whom Moses
was speaking were fleshly descendants of Abraham, Isaac and
Jacob, and they were to become the great Hebrew nation. Moses
said that God had made a covenant with the Israelites. A
covenant is a pact, an agreement between two parties. In this
instance, the two parties involved were God and Israel. The truth
of the matter is the Law was never intended for anyone except
Israel, through which God would preserve the lineage of his Son
Jesus who would be the Savior of the world. The exception
would be those Gentiles who became proselytes to the Law.
One historian has observed: “The concept of the patriarchal ‘God
of the fathers’ is paralleled from the Old Assyrian tablets of the
19th century B.C. found in Cappacodia” (Edwin M. Yamauchi,
“Partriarchal Age,” Wycliffe Bible Dictionary, Pfeiffer, Vos,
Rhea, Eds., Peabody, MA: Hendrickson, 1999, p. 1290).
When the Hebrews were segregated from the balance of human-
ity, as a “holy people” for Jehovah’s “own possession” (Dt. 7:6;
14:2), the Gentiles continued under the Patriarchal system until
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they were offered the gospel, and the Patriarchal regime was
replaced by the international Christian system (Acts 10).5

The Old Testament is replete with the fact the Law of Moses was
given only to the nation of Israel. God spoke to Moses and said: “God
spake all these words, saying, I am Jehovah thy God, who brought thee
out of the land of Egypt, out of the house of bondage” (Ex. 20:1-2). As
such, the Law of Moses was given as a “national law” for the Jews and
was never an “international law” for all of mankind.

NEW TESTAMENT TEACHINGS THAT
GENTILES WERE NEVER UNDER THE LAW OF MOSES

When the Jews were segregated from the balance of humanity, as
a “holy people” for Jehovah’s “own possession,” the Gentiles continued
under a different religious system. The Bible teaches that the Gentiles
were under some law, for Paul stated: “[W]here there is no law, neither
is there transgression” (Rom. 4:15). For the Gentiles to have been
guilty of sin (which we know they were, Rom. 3:10, 23), they must
have transgressed some law. What law was it? It was not the Law of
Moses, because they were not amenable to that law. They lived under
the only law—commonly known as “the Patriarchal Law”—to which
they had always been amenable. The phrase, “Patriarchal Law,” is
never found in the Bible. It is simply the name given to the law that
governed all men from the time of Adam to the time of Moses, and for
Gentiles from Adam until Cornelius (Acts 10). Other than the laws of
Christianity and Judaism, Patriarchal Law was the only other law
whereby God accepted man’s worship.

Gentiles were never at any point in time amenable to (or under
obligation) to the Law of Moses. When the Gentiles sinned against God
it was a violation of the Patriarchal Law and this included their sins of
conscience. In his commentary on the Book of Romans, Robertson
Whiteside observes:

The Gentiles never had the Law of Moses, but there are certain
fundamental principles that inhere in the nature of our existence
and in our relations to one another. Some things are right, and
some things are wrong, within themselves. If a man never had
revelation from God, he would know that it was wrong to murder
his fellow man, or to rob him of his possessions, or in any way
to infringe on his rights. Cain sinned in killing his brother and
felt his guilt, though we have no record that God had told him
not to kill. God’s moral law is the same to all nations.6
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Romans 1:18-27 shows how those ancient Gentiles were account-
able to God for their beliefs and conduct. Paul wrote:

For the wrath of God is revealed from heaven against all
ungodliness and unrighteousness of men, who hinder the truth in
unrighteousness; because that which is known of God is manifest
in them; for God manifested it unto them. For the invisible things
of him since the creation of the world are clearly seen, being
perceived through the things that are made, even his everlasting
power and divinity; that they may be without excuse: because
that, knowing God, they glorified him not as God, neither gave
thanks; but became vain in their reasonings, and their senseless
heart was darkened. Professing themselves to be wise, they
became fools, and changed the glory of the incorruptible God for
the likeness of an image of corruptible man, and of birds, and
four-footed beasts, and creeping things. Wherefore God gave
them up in the lusts of their hearts unto uncleanness, that their
bodies should be dishonored among themselves: for that they
exchanged the truth of God for a lie, and worshipped and served
the creature rather than the Creator, who is blessed for ever.
Amen. For this cause God gave them up unto vile passions: for
their women changed the natural use into that which is against
nature: and likewise also the men, leaving the natural use of the
woman, burned in their lust one toward another, men with men
working unseemliness, and receiving in themselves that recom-
pense of their error which was due.

In that passage, Paul showed the moral decay of the Gentile
nations. They had known God, but they suppressed the truth in order to
do as they pleased. Their knowledge turned to willing ignorance. They
became futile in their speculations and their foolish hearts were
darkened about God. Once they exchanged the Truth of God for a lie,
immorality and indulgence was the next logical step.

That the Gentiles were not (and are not) amenable to the Law of
Moses is clearly seen in Acts 15. Jews who had been converted to
Christ and Christianity questioned whether or not the Gentiles would
be subject to the Law of Moses in order to be saved. This was the very
point of discussion in what has been called by some, “The Jerusalem
Council.” Luke records:

And certain men came down from Judaea and taught the
brethren, saying, Except ye be circumcised after the custom of
Moses, ye cannot be saved. And when Paul and Barnabas had no
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small dissension and questioning with them, the brethren
appointed that Paul and Barnabas, and certain other of them,
should go up to Jerusalem unto the apostles and elders about this
question (Acts 15:1-2).

Certain ones at Jerusalem had the idea that concerning the Gentiles, “It
is needful to circumcise them, and to charge them to keep the law of
Moses” (Acts 15:5).

Much debating was done in this meeting. It was an emotional
discussion. Two strong opinions contested with one another. Arguing
that the Gentiles were not subject to the Law of Moses, Peter said:

Men and brethren, ye know how that a good while ago God
made choice among us, that the Gentiles by my mouth should
hear the word of the gospel, and believe. And God, which
knoweth the hearts, bare them witness, giving them the Holy
Ghost, even as he did unto us; And put no difference between us
and them, purifying their hearts by faith. Now therefore why
tempt ye God, to put a yoke upon the neck of the disciples,
which neither our fathers nor we were able to bear? But we
believe that through the grace of the Lord Jesus Christ we shall
be saved, even as they (Acts 15:7-11).

Agreeing with Peter, James brought the matter to a head. Quoting from
the Old Testament prophets, he verified God’s interest in the Gentiles,
but denied that it was necessary for the Gentile Christians to be
circumcised and keep the Law of Moses. Finally, the decision was
made to send out letters letting congregations know that the Law of
Moses was not to be imposed on Gentiles. The letters were to indicate
Gentile Christians should: 1) not eat things given to idols, 2) commit
fornication, 3) eat strangled things, or 4) eat blood. Gentiles did not
have to accept Jewish practices to be saved.

If Gentiles were ever under the Law of Moses, then the controversy
recorded in Acts chapter 15 would never have occurred. That is to say,
if the Gentiles were amenable to the Law of Moses then: 1) there would
not have been the errant charge for them to keep the Law of Moses, and
2) there would not have been the errant charge for them to practice
circumcision. Since the Gentile Christians were not circumcised, and
since some of the Jews were attempting to force the Gentiles to begin
observing the Law of Moses, it is evident they were not amenable to the
Law of Moses. Further, Paul states:
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... for when Gentiles that have not the law do by nature the
things of the law, these, not having the law, are the law unto
themselves; in that they show the work of the law written in their
hearts, their conscience bearing witness therewith, and their
thoughts one with another accusing or else excusing them (Rom.
2:14-15, emphasis added).

What God had manifested to the Gentiles was not the Mosaic Law.
Paul specifically points out that the Gentiles “have not the law” (of
Moses).

WHILE THE JEWS HAD THE “WRITTEN” LAW,
THEY SINNED AS DID THE GENTILES

WITHOUT THE “WRITTEN” LAW
Paul makes the argument in Romans, chapters 1-3, that both, the

Jews and Gentiles, had committed sins against God. Even though the
Gentiles did not have a written law, as did the Jews, Paul brings out
that the Gentiles faced God’s wrath because they had sinned against
Him. Paul wrote:

For the wrath of God is revealed from heaven against all
ungodliness and unrighteousness of men, who hinder the truth in
unrighteousness; because that which is known of God is manifest
in them; for God manifested it unto them. For the invisible things
of him since the creation of the world are clearly seen, being
perceived through the things that are made, even his everlasting
power and divinity; that they may be without excuse: because
that, knowing God, they glorified him not as God, neither gave
thanks; but became vain in their reasonings, and their senseless
heart was darkened. Professing themselves to be wise, they
became fools, and changed the glory of the incorruptible God for
the likeness of an image of corruptible man, and of birds, and
four-footed beasts, and creeping things. Wherefore God gave
them up in the lusts of their hearts unto uncleanness, that their
bodies should be dishonored among themselves: for that they
exchanged the truth of God for a lie, and worshipped and served
the creature rather than the Creator, who is blessed for ever.
Amen. For this cause God gave them up unto vile passions: for
their women changed the natural use into that which is against
nature: and likewise also the men, leaving the natural use of the
woman, burned in their lust one toward another, men with men
working unseemliness, and receiving in themselves that recom-
pense of their error which was due. And even as they refused to
have God in their knowledge, God gave them up unto a repro-
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bate mind, to do those things which are not fitting; being filled
with all unrighteousness, wickedness, covetousness, malicious-
ness; full of envy, murder, strife, deceit, malignity; whisperers,
backbiters, hateful to God, insolent, haughty, boastful, inventors
of evil things, disobedient to parents, without understanding,
covenant-breakers, without natural affection, unmerciful: who,
knowing the ordinance of God, that they that practise such things
are worthy of death, not only do the same, but also consent with
them that practise them. Wherefore thou art without excuse, O
man, whosoever thou art that judgest: for wherein thou judgest
another, thou condemnest thyself; for thou that judgest dost
practise the same things. And we know that the judgment of God
is according to truth against them that practise such things. And
reckonest thou this, O man, who judgest them that practise such
things, and doest the same, that thou shalt escape the judgment
of God? Or despisest thou the riches of his goodness and
forbearance and longsuffering, not knowing that the goodness of
God leadeth thee to repentance? but after thy hardness and
impenitent heart treasurest up for thyself wrath in the day of
wrath and revelation of the righteous judgment of God; who will
render to every man according to his works: to them that by
patience in well-doing seek for glory and honor and incorruption,
eternal life: but unto them that are factious, and obey not the
truth, but obey unrighteousness, shall be wrath and indignation,
tribulation and anguish, upon every soul of man that worketh
evil, of the Jew first, and also of the Greek; but glory and honor
and peace to every man that worketh good, to the Jew first, and
also to the Greek: for there is no respect of persons with God.
For as many as have sinned without law shall also perish without
the law: and as many as have sinned under the law shall be
judged by the law; for not the hearers of the law are just before
God, but the doers of the law shall be justified: (for when
Gentiles that have not the law do by nature the things of the law,
these, not having the law, are the law unto themselves; in that
they show the work of the law written in their hearts, their
conscience bearing witness therewith, and their thoughts one
with another accusing or else excusing them); in the day when
God shall judge the secrets of men, according to my gospel, by
Jesus Christ (Rom. 1:18-2:16).

With reference to this context, Burton Coffman explains:
The displeasure of God against the Gentiles resulted not from
caprice, or happenstance, but from their unrighteousness and
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ungodliness, these two words standing for their irreverence and
impiety toward God and for their faithless and immoral conduct
toward their fellow human creatures.
The argument of this verse is simply that those wicked Gentiles
were sinners against the light, not being, in any absolute sense,
ignorant of God. To be sure, they were not as privileged as the
Jews, nor did they possess the type of revelation afterwards to be
revealed in Christ; but they knew God. The Father himself had
seen to that, for it is categorically stated here that God had
“manifested it to them.” The true meaning might actually be
much stronger than this version indicates. Whiteside noted that:
The pronoun “it” is not in the Greek; and it would be more in
harmony with Paul’s argument to translate the last clause, “For
God manifested himself to them.”
The information thus revealed in this verse is of the first
magnitude of importance, because there are still people in the
world who imagine that they have reason to be critical of God
for his neglect of the pagan nations prior to the Christian era.
From this verse, it is certainly known that the Gentile nations
were not devoid of light and that there was a manifestation of
himself on God’s part to those very nations. It should be kept in
mind that Paul is here speaking of “the righteousness of God” in
his dealings, not merely with the Jews, but with all mankind.7

Again, Paul makes it clear that though the Gentiles had no written
law from God, they had committed horrible sins against God and that
He had displeasure in their unrighteousness. In Romans 2:17-29, Paul
states the fact that the Gentile and the Jew alike were under sin. B.W.
Johnson points out:

Paul has shown how the general principle that God “will render
to every man according to his works” applies to the Jews; they
will be judged by law, and only law-doers will be justified. He
now shows that the same principle applies to the Gentiles. They
have no revealed and written law like the Jews, but in case
Gentiles, without it, should keep the things contained in the law,
the moral principles of the Law of Moses, they are a law unto
themselves. Their consciences and moral sense are a law. The
apostle does not say that this was the rule among the Gentiles,
but applies the principle to the very rare instances of Gentiles of
pure character. Such Gentiles, not having the law, are a law to
themselves, for they show forth in their lives that the essential
principles of the law are written in their hearts. Not only do their
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outward acts testify, but their consciences, which condemn or
approve their own acts, or those of others. That is, their con-
sciences testify as to distinctions between right and wrong. They
have a moral sense.8

Paul demonstrates in Romans 1 that the Gentiles are guilty of
committing sins against God. He then demonstrates in Romans 2 that
the Jews are likewise guilty for committing sins against God. Then, in
Romans 3, Paul demonstrates that all men, Jews (those who had a
“written” law from God) and Gentiles (those without a “written” law
from God) have sinned before God. Thus, the Jew sinned in the exact
fashion as the Gentile.

CONCLUSION
God exhorted the Jews: “Remember ye the law of Moses my

servant, which I commanded unto him in Horeb for all Israel, even
statutes and ordinances” (Mal. 4:4, emphasis added). No one living
today is under or amenable to any part of the Old Testament (e.g., the
Law of Moses). The Bible teaches, in the Old and New Testaments, the
unadulterated truth that the Law of Moses was only given to the
children of Israel. Paul described the purpose of the Old Law when he
declared: “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” (Gal. 3:24-25, KJV).The Old
Testament law (of Moses) was to be replaced with New Testament law
(the Gospel)—and it was. The New Testament teaches that no one
living today is under or amenable to the Law of Moses.

ENDNOTES
1 All Scripture reference are taken from the American Standard Version unless
otherwise noted.
2 http://www.padfield.com/debates/greeson_2.html
3 http://www.halleluyah.org/A%20Change%20of%20the%20Law.htm
4 http://www.reformed.org/ethics/index.html?mainframe=/ethics/whom_law
_intended.html
5 http://www.christiancourier.com/articles/read/to_what_law_were_the_anci
ent_gentiles_accountable
6 Robertson L. Whiteside, A New Commentary on Paul’s Letter to the Saints
at Rome (Bowling Green, KY: Guardian of Truth Foundation, 1988), 57.
7 http://www.searchgodsword.org/com/bcc/view.cgi?book=ro&chapter=001



Kevin Berry 45

8 http://www.searchgodsword.org/com/pnt/view.cgi?book=ro&chapter=002
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