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CHRIST'S, RELATICH B0 T2 L4

There are, beloved friends, nexy subjects in Scripture
&s to which ¢ large number of God's decr people are of one mind,
and of one mouth, There cre other subjects as to which they are,
in measure, of one mind, but when they express themselves they
begin fo misunderstond one another, There are some topics as to
which they are largely of one mouth but theyr mean different
things by th. same words: ond there tre yet others a9 to which
they are neither of one mind nor of one mouth; and all these
differences should humble us before God, that with confession of
sin, oand cpplication of the blood of Christ, with confidence in
God end with realization of the work of Iis Holy Spirit, we may
experience spiritual progress toward the unity for which our ador-
able Lord prayed, I suppose that when we approach the topic of
Christ's relation to low we are on ground which has often been
mede & centre of combat rother than o basis of thenksgiving, and
this ig sadly resultful, As sorn a8 o3y topic becomes & centre for
combat, some dear children of God are afraid to venture near it,
If the cry of heresy is rnised some hove & curiosity which drows
them thither without spiritual-mindedness, cnd others have a dread
lest they should be branded with the haeful name ond hateful
description of 'heretic', And so the aajority cre afreid to ven-
ture into certain ports of God's truth, but no part of God's
truth is really dongerous ground, though we all have to be care-
ful lest we be misled to leave God's truth wh'n we are professed-
1y studying that Truth, That the Loxd Jesus Christ “ho was OVER-
ALL God blessed for ever became @ recl I'nn, and that ag such He
had o real body which was prepared for im, and that He walked
this earth os One Who hungered, Who was wearicd, and Yho was obed~
ient throughout, and doing ever those things which pleased the
Fother, of Whom the Father said more than once "I am well plessed";
that this is so we MUST acknowledge. Hot to recognize the wondrous
hunenity of the Lord Jesus would ben serious attack on the wn-
veiling of Sctipture, He Vho wns over all God Blessed for ever
ceme in the flesh, "The Word became flesh and tabernacled among
us" but He was only in the likeness of SIFUL flesh, There was
no taint of evil, There was no relationship to Adem's criginal
sin, There was no response to the teuptations of the wicked one,
"The prince of this world cometh, ané hath nothing in Me", Our
glorious Lord when He became Man, becsre under the law, This is
the testimony of Scripture, He Vho.was above lew, 1ho wes infinite
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in every possible w~y was pleased to become UNDER THE LAV, It is

a denial of Scripture to deny this, We cannot and would not go away
from the Divine declaration, nor can we omit the added words

"Hede under the lew to REDEEM THEM THAT WERE UNDER THE LAV that we
might receive the adoption of sons"(Gal, 4.4,5). If He had not been
under the lew, could He have finished thevrork vhich was marked
out in the prophetic Soriptures as His work? TIs not redemption
conaected with the fact that God sent forth His Son, made of a
woman, made under the law? In redemption we rejoicej and in cll
the Divinely appointed paxts of the work of the Lord Jesus we

find a resting place for spiritual faith, I have referred to the
teatimony of Phil, 2 that He wes obedient unto death. Not only

Il death but unto death, No disobedience marred that spotless life
of the tested Lamb of God, He was without blemish and without
spot, He fully kept the will of the Fathexr, as Pg, 40 quoted in
Heb. 10 hos declered, Indeed in the wondrous testimony which He
gave in Matt, 5 He said "Think not thot I am come to destroy the
law or the prophets, I am not come to destroy but to £ill"(v.17).
T would desire, beloved friends, to emphasize that the prophets
and the psalms, together with the law, reveal that Christ would
fully meet the Divine requirements, Do you tell me that it is but
a genernl statement in the law, that it is only o general principle
where we redd, "Ye shall therefore keep iy statutes and My judg-
ments, which 1f o man do he shall live in them"? Do you tell me
that passege only brings before us a principle? The words may look
8o in our English version, but there is no 'if!, and there is no
indefiniteness of expression "A man" in the original, The Scrip-
ture reads "thich THZ MAN UILL do and live in them", I venture to
urge o definite stress on this prophecy of Lev, 18, S(Of. Ezel,
20,11). It is a prophecy OF CHRIST as definitely as those which
bring Hin before us as the Shepherd.smitten for Hig people, and

g8 the righteous One Who, having finished His 1life, made naked.His
soul for the death, Chrlst ig before us in Lev, 18 os definitely
as in Deut, 8.3 wheré we reed "THE Men shall not live upon breed
alone, but upon every thing that proceedeth out of the mouth of
God" ~ the Mon Christ Jesus, Twice over in Deut, 8,3 is there

the stress upon "THE Mon" as distinct from all other men, All
other men did NOT live upon the words of God, but He did, This was
Hie characteristic in the doys of His flesh,

T said the prophets gave their parsllel testimony, In
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Isa. 42, 21 we rend "The Lord is-rell pleased for His righteous-
ness sake, He will mognify the law cnd make o robe"(as we may
render itj. I recognize the expression "Moke it honourable" as

& possible rendering, but "moke o robe" is included, end Isa,
0311 is perverted by those who render "That He will bring the
many to righteousness" - rather is it "Je shall couse a right-
eousness for meny", Our English Version cdds "FOR He shall bear
their iniquities", and not a few think this states that He couses
the righteousness BECAUSE He besrs, but there is no 'for! in the
original, "He shall cause a righteousness, AND He shall bear' -
couse it in His life, and bear their iniquities in His denth,

The Psalms give the scme testimony, Vho is the
wondrous INDIVIDUAL of Whom they smexk? Ve have no doubt in
Psalm 2, Ve have no doubt in Psalm 110, But what are we to sty
respecting Psalm 157 "Lord, Vho shall ehide in Thy tabernacle?
Who shall dwell in Thy holy hill? & T7AT WALKETH UPRIGHTLY ond
worketh righteousness and speaketh the truth in His heart",

The cnswer is not in the plural, Yet the answer is not "There
is no man who will thus dwell¥, The onsver is definite that
there is one Person, even the One of Yhom Psalm 24 says, "He
That hath clean hands and & pure heart,..He shall receive the
blessing from the Lord and righteousness, from the God of His
salvation", Cf, Ps, 22,21, Moreover the Father identified
Himself with the salvation which Eis beloved Son wrought,

What is the blessing from the Lord? '"There the Lord commanded
the blessing, even life for evermore", The Man Who hath done
these things shall LIVE, "I em He that liveth and became dead,
and behold I om alive! '"He was deliversd becouse of our
offences, and raised again BOCAUST OF our righteousnessing",

We have -seen the words "worketh rigiteousness", they call to
mind Isa., 64,5, "Thou meetest Him Thot rejoiceth.and worketh
righteousness", Who is This? It is the One of Whom Psalm

45 tells us "He loved righteousness", and "is anointed with the
0il of gladness cbove those who share with Him", There is more
about Chrigt in the earlier Scriptures than we are apt to recl-
ize, I have just given you passages from the three sections to
which our beloved Lord alludes. for in Iuke 24 we recd He said,
"All things must be fulfilled which were written in the law of
Moses, AND IN the prophets, AD I the Psalms concerning Me,
This remains till today the divisioa of the Hebrew Scriptures
in ary Hebrew Bible, The whele of the Ilebrew Seripturer is full
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of Christ, and to fulfil prophecy we must behold Him in the Gos-
pels as the One under the law,

e approach next those precious narratives of some of
His earthly life, What is His relationship to law at the beginn~
ing? He is morked out as the Holy One, and yet under the law,
Eight days are accomplished, He is brought manifestly into the
covenant of circumcision. IHis Neme is called Jesus. Saorifices
are offered, »ut though in the langudge of Iuke 2 there is a
reference to purifiontion, it is NOI HIS purificetion, He is
distinotly said to be HOLY to the Lord, but the sacrifice is that
which is marked out in the law of the Lord, Thue we have in His
early life a stress upon this, and when He was & child of 12
years there was the journey to Jerusalem after the custom of the
feast, Ve approach the 30th year, cnd the time when He was mani-
fegted to Israel, or would have been manifested had not Israel
gone away: ~ He wap monifested to John who sew and bare record.
John realized that Christ was then the Lamb of God, and as such
had o perfect obedience, The whole principle of the sacrifices
would bring out this thought, "Unto Adam and his wife did the
Tord God mole ooats of skin and He clothed them", The skin was per-
fect, on fre animal first, THEN was there death, AFTERWARDS the
gkin was covering the sinful flesh of Adam and Eve, Righteousness
for the unrighteous, Obedience pictured by the onimal skins made
available by death; but the Antitype excels the type, Ve do not
receive a mere transfer of the obedience of our Lord, but we be-
come(and renain on resurrection ground) the righteousness of God
in HDM(2 Cor. 5.21). He, as the Obedient One, unlike the animals,
MUST receive "life", He must be .:raised, This is the award, ond
if we are to have His obedience is cannot be by a bare transfer,
but it muat involve unionwith Him. There are some dear children
of God who have been occupied disproportionately with the earthly
obedience of the Lord Jesus, Others have been occupied diepro-
portionatley with living union on resurrection ground, and they
have come 0 herd words with one another, whereas they both have
a part of truth, and need grace to rejoice because of the secri-
fice vhich links the two parts of truth in the whole of that life,
death ond resurrection of the Lord Jesus with its fulness of mean-

ing to His blood~bought. people,

But as I seid, we approach in meéitation that wondrous
time 'Men Ze wos manifested. We listen, moreover, to I3 words
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"Think not that I am come to destro: the law and the prophets,

I om not come to destroy but to fill', Does He soy enything
vhich would imply thet He broke the lew? Or does He toke the
appointed position under the law? Is e not the PERFECT "Servent"
in accord with Isaiah's prophecy, and chil.2 ? Ve recollect His
atte%tion to the arrangements of Isznel. Of the temple He Baid,
"My “ather's house", If He went to Lazareth, as His custom was

He went into the syncgogue, He, the true Isreel of Isa, 49, the
true Jacob of Ps, 24, fulfilled cll tie Divine axvafigoments.,

In one synegogue is ¢ men with e witherec hand, ocnd the Lord says
to those who ere watching, "Is it LAVTUL to do good on the sabbath,
or to do evil, to save life, or to kill? But they held their .
pecce", He never suggests that He will bretk the s,bbath, .What

He decleres to be permissible and ap»roved is to DO GOOD on. the
sagbbath, He shows that THEY ore the sakbath breakers., He does not
teke the position of brecking the sadiath, or of saying the sab-
bath is set aside during His life, Ie specks with respect to the
low of Moses definitely even in *antt, 23, "The scribes ond Phar-
isees 8it in Moses' seat, all therefore vhetsosever they bid you
observe, that observe and do". EHe guicidly adds, "Do not ye after
their works", end refers to THEIR heavy burdens and THEIR trad-
itions, But the law off Moses He acknowledges, nor does He ever
speak ageinst it,

We come to the last Possover. IHe speaks wondrously ot
that last supper just before the first supper; rather shall I say
that the first supper extrocted fro:: the last supper, ond ta it
He gove a new meaning and oppointed in His limiting simplicity
for those who were delivered from the yoke of the Jewish cere-
moniclism, But on this occasion with respect to that lest Poss-
over(until another dispensation) hear HOY He specks, The Divine
nerrative hos told us that the feast of unleavened bread drew
near, and "Then came the day of unleavened bread when the Pass-
over must be killed, and HE sent Peter and John saying, "GO and
prepare us the Passover that we may eat. And they said unto Hin,
Where wilt thou that we prepore?" Arrangements are next mode os
to how they shall find out the appointed place, They are to say
to the master of the house, "The Teacher saith unto thee, Where
i8 the guestchamber where I shall ent the passover with My dis-
ciples, And he shall show gou a lerge upper room furnished,
there moke ready". They made ready the pagsover, end when the
right hour was come, He sat down, and Fe said, "With desire I
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have desired to eat this Possover with you". During the time to-
gether He tokes an earlier Passover cup, before the third cup of
blessing and, giving thanks He says, "Take this and divide it
among yourselves, for I say unto you, "I will not drink of the
fruit of the vine until the Kingdom of God shall come", Now all
this is deeply suggestive. The law of Moses NEVER said one musi: @ik
the fruit of the vine; 1t soid there must be the Passover lamb,
and Christ emphosized that He WOULD eat the Passover lamb, The
fruit of the vine has a wonderful nessoge. He was about to cppoint
this to Hie disciples, for when we reach the third cup, He gives
THAT to His disciples, with.a new meaning, and says, "THIS DO
with a view to liy remembrance", But even as to that which appecrs
to have been the second cup He would not partake for ¢ perfect
reason, If it had been part of the law of Moses it is evident

from the context He would have parteken., Thus was He obedient
throughout ris wondrous life.

le approach His death, In that wondrous death He fulfils
the Scriptures, even saying "I thirst", and "My God, My God, Why
hast Thou forsaken Me?' And why is He hanged upon that tree?
Gals. 3 gives the anawer, He is mode & curse to fulfil Deut, 21,
But why o curse? "Chria{ hath redeemed us FROM THE CURSE OF THE
LAW", Do you say we are delivered entirely apart from lew? I
onswer, Yes, so for as WE are concerned, But unless Christ had
net EVeRY demand of the lew, we could not receive every blessing
of grace. There is no judicial law to us, and no judgment against
ug, But there was law to Him, and there WAS judgment against Him,
In His life He was under the law, in His death He met the curse
of the law, The opostle shows in the epistles that OUR salvation
is entirely cport from law, and the righteousness to us is without
the works of the law., Undoubtedly! WHO gives it to us? God, the
Sovereign Ruler gives to us that righteousness in ghsolute grace,
In absolute mercy we are linked with His beloved Son., But tb:the
Lord Jesus Christ there was strict justice, and His death, be~
coming o curse, under the curge of the law, is a witness that we
egtablish the low by faith, Our faith resting upon HIM deolares
that low has been FULLY satisfied in all its pogitive ond nego-
tive demands, It 18 deeply important o realize this,

I have suggested that the pacrifices show this stme
aspect, The velue of a sacrifice was this, thet 1t could bear
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wrath because "righteous", The aninnls could only do this TYPICALLY,
tut they must do so, though they give only o skin to cover the
BODY, The socrifice COULD NOT be vicerious, unless it had "merit",
or & picture thereof, Without a perfect skin there wus no accept-
ance, The value of the true Sacrifice wms this, that He could
bear wrath for others, ond give a perfect righteousness, The onimal
sacrifice, according to Hebrews, sqnctified to the purifying of
the flesh, OUR flesk is NOT purified. The body is dead becauvse cof
8in, When Israel stand before God as men in the flesh in the
millennial kingdom they will have animal sacrifices AS WELL for
the purifying of the flesh. We do not worship in the flesh, but
worship God in the spirit, Hence we have no animal sacrifices,
The animal can mly give ¢ cover to the flesh, but cur beloved
Lord has borne wrath which an enimal could not feel, and He hes
given a covering to the SOUL, Hde was able to diie for us because
He had on obedience to give us, How could the s.crifice be
cccepted unless there was an obedience to be given to those for
whom the sacrifice died? What is the law's demand? Is it
simply, Do this one action? Nay, it ip a positive cormand, "Thou
shalt love the Loxd thy God with all vty hecx, The blotting out
of sin MUST BE the imputation of righteouness. Have you ever
theught of this? If the command were simply, "Thou ghalt not
steal", or a negative command like humaon lows cre, this would not
apply; but if you blot out the sin ggainst o POSITIVE law,"Thou
shalt do this", there must be the THPUTATION of o positive right-
eousness, else there is still & felling short, and the sin of
falling short is still there., Do you not see, beloved friends,
that if one could NEARLY fulfil that low there would be sin? Now
there is to be the blotting oui of the whole sin, then there must
be the blotting out of every falling siwort from an cbsolute obed~
ience, There must be the imputation of o POSITIVE obedience, and
there IS, in Christ Jesus, on resurreciion ground, Hence He must
have fulfilled the WHOLE wcrk, The apostle shows this in Romens 4.
Quoting from Psalm 32, where we have, "Slessed is the man to whom
the Lord imputeth not iniquity", He says, "To whom the Lord im-
putes righteousness". Not to impute iniquity is to impute right-
eousness, and that 1s the glory of the gospel.

Let us hear the testimony of men concerning the Loxd
Jesus, Nicodemus comes to Him and recognizes Him as a Teacher
come from God. Do you think if the Lond Jesus wos marked out as
the law-brecker, 2s One Vho broke the soobath, thet Nicoderms



~132-

would have come thus? Surely not, Cur beloved Lord could appeal
to men, and say "Which of you convinceth e of sin"? and they
could not answer,

But now we approach another deeply important part of
our subject. OJJectlons have been made, objections were mcde by
some covillexs in the olden times, (I do not meon that all who
make them L0V are cavillers), objections that our blessed Lord
broke the lew, This has been brought forward €s an crgument for
suggesting, for example, that He may have used lecvened brend at
the Lord's Supper. Thus you can see the subtlety of this error and
its wide results, hindering believers'!' true perception of His
work, To me this is a matter of the gravest importance, For if HE
broke the law, HIS truthfulness is broken, If HE broke the law,
His obedie:ace is broken, If HE broke the law, our salvation is
broken, Jfor an untruthful Seviour could not save, HIS character
is involved, and our glory with Him is involved as well., It is not
a mere subject for speculation, but for earnest and proyerful con-
gideration, I know it is possible to speak of Him in this connect-
ion in a way thot seems to exalt Him, It may be said, Christ was
over all God blessed for ever, He wos Lord cf the sabbath and
could do as Ze pletsed, Granted He had a right o do what He pleas-
ed. God limits Himself as One Who CANNOT lie, The Lord Jesus had
power intrinsically to do whatever He plecsed, but would He break
the prophecies? Vould He destroy the law which He com to fulfil?
Would He deny fimgelf? It is written thot God CANNOT deny Himself,
This APPARTIT exalting of the Lord Jesus £s able to do anything
is actually derogntory to His character, He is NOT able to dishon-
our His own llcme, He is NOT ABLE T0 BREAK His own truthfulness,
He is NOT cble to alter His own purpose of eternal love to those
vhom He cgme into the world to save, and WCULD save at all cost.
The objections, that Christ broke the law, made in the days of
Hies flesh, were very unsatisfactory, In John 5 ¢ man is healed
on the subbath ond we read that "the man departed and told the
Jews that it was Jesus Who had made him whole, and therefore did
the Jews persecute Jesus and eought to sley Him because He had
doie thege vaings on the sabbath, But Jesus answered them 'My
Father worketh hitherto, and I work' Therefore the Jews sought
the more to kill Him because He hnd not only broken the sabbath,
but said aleo that God wes His Father, moking Himself equal
with God". Do we accept the charge of the Jews? Then we accept
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that He MADE Himself equal with God, lie know He was equal with
God, ond made Himself of no reputation, It is dangerous to argue
from this passage, Vhen the Lord Jesus refers to miracles on the
sobhath He does not apologise for them, or suggest that His
accomplishment of them is breaking the lew, We have seen the
testimony of Mark 3, May I remind you of Luke 13, The ruler of
the synagogue objects to & miracle of healing, Christ cnswers
"Thou hypocrite, doth not each one of you on the sabbath loose
his ox or his ass from the stall, and lead him away to watering?
and OUGHT NOT this woman being & doughter of Abrahom, whom Satan
hath bound, lo, these eighteen yecrs, be loosed from this bond
on the sabbath day"? Christ declares it is a RIGATFUL thing to
do, Agnin, in Luke 14, a certain nan had the dropsy, "Jesus
angwering spcke unto the lawyers and Zhorisees saying, Is it law-
ful to heal on the sabbath day?(Is it permissable) And they held
their pe..e, And He took and hetled him, and let him go, and
answered them sgying, Which of rou shall have an ass or an ox
fallen into a pit, cnd will not straightway pull him cut on the
gabbath day? And they could not answer Him again to these things",
In John 7 Christ refers to circumcision, and says that this took
place on the sobbath, and He argues in this connectlon of the
Divine arrangement, cdding these words, If o man on the sabbath
day receive circumcigsion that the law of Moses SHOULD NOT BE BROK-
EN, are ye angry at Me beccuse I have made 4 mon every whit whole
on the sabbath day? Judge not according to the appearance, but
judge righteous judgment", To say that Christ broke the sebbath
is to judge according to the appearance, In Moti, 12 where He
speaks of David going into the house of God and eating the shew
bread, He does not add that Dovid wos blomeless. The argument is
this, David broke & Divine appointment ie an emexgency, and you
ore not so concerned about that os you are when I break your
eppointment, When Christ speaks of the priests in the temple
profaning . or moking ordingry, the sabbath, He adde, "They

are blomeless", Why? Becouse they nhod Divine authority for
extra scorifices on the sabbath, Thus Christ shows how the Jews
misunderstood the sobbath law, md thot He was perfectly right
to heal, and His attitude was not breaking the Diving eppoint-
ment, How ocbout John 7? There we find that Christ goes up to
the feast of tobernacles, but firet of cll He says "ily time is
not yet". Ah, but He goes up in the midst fulfilling the word
"Three %imes in the year shall all tiy mnles appear before Me",
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But you say, We have not a RECORD that He kept Pentecost. Silence
is not o denisl, Ve ore told as to His keeping of the Passover
because of its typlcal fulfilment, His holding aloof from primary
emphasis on Tebernacles was with SPIRITUAL MEANING("Tabernacles”
picturing "That Day"), and the silence as to Pentecost till we
reach Acts 2 is equally suggestive., Agnin let it be emphasized,
pilence is not denial, In John 8 a woman is brought before the
Lord Jesus, and after conv1cting those who brought her, He says
Neither do I condemn thee, Does this mean He broke the law?
The Pharigees had said, Moses commanded such to be stoned. Did

He go aguxist Moses? Let another Scripture answer, '"Master, speak
unto my brother that he divide the inheritance with me, Mon Who
made e O Judge or & Divider over you?" Our adorable Lord came
not to be ministered unto but to minister, and He came not to
judge but to bring a message of mercy, ond to die for guilty
gintlers, "I came not to judge the world" is His consistent tesi~
imony, de dld not take the position of corrying out the law and
its serteﬁce. Hence His words "Neither DO I CONDEMN thee" were not
an attack on the law, but appropriate from His obedience stand-
point, In John 9 He was accused of breaking the law, He healed

a non who was blind, and those who were so full of casuistry said
"This lon is not of God" Why? "Becouse He doth not keep the sab-
bath", Others said, How con a Man Tphat is @ sinner do such signs?
and there wpe a division among them", But we have seen it was
right for Christ to heal, and the charge breaks down.

In Mett, 19 our beloved Lord alludes to part of the law,
and pays, "Moses gave 1t you for the hardness of your heart, but
froa tye beginning 1t was not so", But He does not attack the law,
He explaine, yet recognizes its temporary arrangement, md He
could well do this, for by His DEATH He was to bring in a new
diapenaation. The law hath dominion over a man as long as he live
eth, Rom. 7 is clear, Death :separated. There ie the new dispen-
pation for those linked with Christ on resurrection ground, They
are not wader the law, /e are no longer to keep sabbaths, says
Col. 2, and Christ often referad? to the work which He would
acconplish which would remove the Mosaic law, so that believers
are no longer under it, but under grace and in a law to Christ
Himgelf, But this does not mecn He broke the arrangement while
preparing for our acceptability in Him, That He might be able
to die end Lbring us to & new position HE KEPTTHE LAV, He ful-
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filled the first covencnt that we might glorify God in the new
covencnt, The testimony in Matt, 5 ~ 7 ie clecr., "It wos said

to them of old time,,,But I say unto you', = @ clear witness,

The Lord never weakens the law, Fe only shows o 'NARROWER" bind-
ing for those who would follow Him, He ackiowledges the rights

of LAY ftpmnish, but that His people are not io be the executors
of lew, Hence He would never teke ¢ position in the politics or
government of the country, If He had, He would have approved cof
caxrying out the Mosaic lew, which could not then be earried out
because the Romans had outhority, But He took the position of the
Humble end Lowly One, meek ond lovly in heort., Punther, He says,
The Law and the Prophets were till John, but mark the edded
words in Luke 16, Does He set cside the law and mean "I am not
ke@ping it"? Nay, "It is easier for hecven and earth to pass -
than one tittle of the.law to fall", "hea He refers to the hus-
band and wife, and shows there canot be & putiing away, but must
be a death, This is, I would suggest, the very passage to which
Poul alludes in Romans 7, You cannot hecome free from lew except
by death, There is no other way of getiing free from law, and thus
our beloved Lord mognified law throughout,

Hay I odd further that we hove the vindication and man-
1festation of His keeping the law in His resurrection, "The Man
Who heth done SHALL LIVE", He is raised up, He lives, ns the One
Whe hath DONE, as the One Who hns fulfilled, and that glorious
resurrection of our beloved Lord ig the PROOF that He has met
every demand of law, Beloved friends, cgain I bring before you
the solemn thought that Christ's position under low in life, and
meeting. the curse of law in death, is deeply important, for if
He had been ccreless obout the Divine arrongements., He would not
have been the Truthful and Accepted Saviour. If, to take the one
point which suggested this subject, He had altered the bread in
Matt, 26, and used leavened bread, which He gave to His disciples,
we should have no confidence in the other psrts of His teaching.
We should be in confusion ag to that finished work, But thanks be
unto God there is no suggestion that Je altered it, and we can
rest on His truthfulness, ond on Iis wondrous atonement for His
people. Thus, in the power of the Holy Spirit, we realize that
in Him, linked with Him, we shall 0T céme under low's penalty,
being now in a fresh relationship, for we nre not under law, but
UNDZR GRACE, ond in this sphere we would ever listen to His words,
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"If ye love iie keep My commandments!"
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