The Gospels: Old Testament or New?
I) Introduction

A) Many folks believe they have the answer to this question already!

1) They turn to the end of Malachi, then one more page.

(a) This page says, “New Testament” and the gospels are found after this page.

· Of course, title pages did not arise until the 15th century AD.  

· They were provided by non-inspired writers.

(b) So, this really does not help.

2) The next answer is typically, “well, the gospels are just N.T., that is the way it is.”
(a) But we need to return to Biblical Authority and we need to answer this question scripturally.

· Remember, the scriptures provide the answers to all things we need to know.
3) Do not be mistaken, this is a question you need to be able to answer.
4) The issue isn’t about O.T or N.T, it is Mosaic Covenant teaching vs. Christ’s New Covenant teaching.

5) For the Purposes of our discussion we will clarify the argument centers on MMLJBC.

B) If we decide MMJBC are indeed not part of N.T teaching of the Kingdom of Christ, then:

1) Lord’s Supper was a command under the Mosaic Law.

2) Christ called the Old Law the N. T.(covenant) and established forgiveness under that law.

(a) Mat 26:28 - For this is my blood of the new testament, which is shed for many for the remission of sins. 
3) Everlasting life through belief in Christ was part of the law of Moses.

(a) John 3:16 – God so loved the world that he gave his only begotten son, that whosoever believeth…
4) These three “Mosaic” Commands were nailed to the Cross and done away with before Acts 2.

C) Why has this issue arisen?  What is its driving force?

1) Purpose:  To demonstrate Jesus’ teaching regarding marriage, Divorce, and remarriage in Matt. 5:32 & Matt. 19:1-12 is not in effect today.
2) The major teachings in these verses that opponents want to put away are:

(a) Divorce with remarriage is only acceptable by an innocent party when their spouse has committed adultery.
(b) Without adultery, if spouse divorces and marries another they make themselves and new partner adulterers.
(c) An adulterer is not free to marry another at any point.
D) The Claims MMLJBC belong to the Old Testament rely on statements such as:
1) The Catholic Church made the choice to put MMLJBC in the New Testament and were mistaken.
2) If a book teaches about the old law and conditions during it, it must then be an O.T. book.
3) MMLJBC were directed to the Jews only.
4) Hebrews 9:16-17 – Christ had to be dead for New Covenant to take place, thus his teachings were Old Covenant.
5) Christ in MMLJBC only spoke prophetically.
6) All MMLJBC material prior to the Resurrection is Old Testament, after is New Testament.
II) Examination of Statements Claiming MMLJBC is Old Testament.
A) The Catholic Church made the choice to put MMLJBC in the New Testament and were mistaken.
1) It is historical fact that in 1486 the Roman Catholic Church inserted a title page between testaments.

2) While the Catholic Church is an apostate religious body, this does not condemn all their actions.
(a) Rahab the Harlot is an excellent example though one is sinful, they can do something right.

3) The determination of error can only be placed if the action is found in contrast to the scriptures.

4) If the scriptures confirm the classification of MMLJBC as N.T. than the action taken was correct.

(a) This would make claim #1 False.

B) If a book teaches about the Old Law and conditions during it, it must then be an Old Testament book.
1) There is no question that the events of the books of MMLJ took place during the Mosaic Age.

(a) However, nearly all, if not all the books of the N.T. reflect back or quote the Old Testament.
(b) To make such a statement, essentially takes away the N.T. in total.

(c) To do this would ignore all commands given for our current actions.

2) So what makes a book Old Testament or New Testament anyway? Is it the age they take place in?
(a) O.T. books were written prior to the heralding of the Kingdom of Christ.
(b) N.T. books were written during the heralding of the Kingdom of Christ.

· Additionally, N.T. books contain the teachings of Christ about His Kingdom.

(c) So, no, the age in specific is not the defining classification.

3) The Old Testament Scriptures Heralded the coming of the New Testament.
(a) The New and coming Kingdom was Prophecied about in Daniel 2:44.
(b) The King of the coming kingdom was Prophecied about in Isaiah 9:6-7.
(c) The New Covenant of the new Kingdom was prophecied in Jeremiah 31:31-34.
(d) A Herald was prophesied to proclaim the beginning of these things in Is. 40:3.
4) When a N.T. book looks back and identifies its fulfillment of the O.T it does not become O.T.
(a) Claim #2 is false.

C) MMLJBC were directed to the Jews only and are therefore Old Testament Books.
1) The Books of MMLJ were written 30-45 years after the death of Christ.

2) The Church was spread throughout the world.

3) The writings were shared from church to church – Christians.
4) At times they were directed to predominantly, Jewish, Roman, or Gentile audiences.

5) The Gospels had messages for all.
(a) Luke was written to a man by the name of Theophilus – believed to be Roman or Greek.

(b) Jesus interacted with a Samaritan in John 4.
(c) The Syrophenician woman, was a Gentile, of Mark. 7:24
(d) Centurion of Mat. 8:8-10.
(e) These interactions sent messages to non-Jews as well as Jews.
6) Claim #3 is False.
D) Christ had to be dead for New Covenant to take place, thus his teachings were Old Covenant.
1) Hebrews 9:16-17
2) (II Samuel 7)- King David planned to build the temple for God to dwell in.

(a) God told David His Seed would build a House for Him. David made and gave plans to Solomon.
(b) Which Generation was the temple?  David’s or Solomon’s?  Solomon’s!

(c) Christ gave New Covenant Plans in the Old Covenant era.
3) Common Sense through Scripture tells us Claim #4 is false.

E) Christ in MMLJBC only spoke prophetically, thus his teachings were old covenant.
1) Using this reasoning, let us take a look at the old testament.
(a) The Mosaic Age is said to have begun at Mount Sinai in Exodus 20 – (10 Commandments Given).
(b) Prior to this man was in the Patriarchal Age.
· In Ex. 12 – the Passover is taught.

· In Ex. 13 – The Feast of Unleavened Bread is taught.

· In Ex. 16 – The Sabbath is taught.

· Were these all therefore patriarchal teachings which went away in Ex. 20?  NO!
· These were teachings of the Mosaic Law established at Sinai.

2) Let’s examine some of the things Christ said in MMLJBC.

(a) John 4:19-24 – Christ is teaching in the Mosaic Age, the New Covenant.
(b) Luke 22:19-20 – Christ is teaching New Covenant Gospel in the Mosaic Age.
3) Claim #5 is False.

F) All MMLJBC material prior to the Resurrection is Old Testament, after is New Testament.
1) Matthew 3:1-3 – John’s purpose was to prepare for and teach the new kingdom.
2) Luke 1:4 - "John did baptize in the wilderness, and preached the baptism of repentance for the remission of sins" – You will not find  these commandments handed down by Moses at Sinai.

3) Jn. 3:3 - Verily, verily, I say unto thee, except a man be born again, he cannot see the kingdom of God"  - Jesus was not teaching Nicodemus the law of Moses.

4) Mat 5:17  Think not that I am come to destroy the law, or the prophets: I am not come to destroy, but to fulfil.
(a) Christ shares this information, because he was teaching the kingdom of heaven, not the Mosaic Law.

· Through Mat. 5, Christ directly quotes the Mosaic Law and Moses, then provides new teaching.

(b) Because of this, he wants to ensure them he is not destroying the old covenant.  He is fulfilling!
· How?  Because as seen previously, he was to come and preach the new kingdom.
· John has prepared the way and now the Messiah is here.
(c) Mat. 5:33-34 – Christ does not teach the old law, but new law.  There shall be no oaths at all.
(d) Due 24:1-2 enabled divorce for many reasons – Not Adultery – This was cause for death. Due. 22:22.
· In Mat. 19:9, Christ allows divorce instead of death for adultery – This is new law!
5) Claim #6 is False and all of these examinations prove claim #1 is false as well.
III) 5 Quick Proofs that MMLJ Teach N.T. Gospel.
A) Consider the Holy Spirit Caused The Apostles to Teach Concepts Taught in MMLJBC
1) Joh 14:26 - But the Helper, the Holy Spirit, whom the Father will send in my name, he will teach you all things and bring to your remembrance all that I have said to you.
2) If Jesus taught something not of the Law of Moses in MMLJ and Apostles through the Holy Spirit taught it in the N.T., then Christ was teaching the New Covenant.

(a) The Lord’s Supper is a key teaching in the MMLJ that is remembered and taught in the N.T.
(b) Teaching of Church discipline is also another key N.T. teaching - Mat 18:15-17 (I Tim. 5:19-20)

B) Consider the Role of the Authors of the Gospels:
1) Writing MMLJ after the crucifixion of Christ, they were identified as “Ministers of a new covenant”
(a) 2 Cor. 3:6 does not say this to identify them as preachers of the Old Covenant.

C) Consider what the Apostle Mark testifies:

1) Mk. 1:1 - "The beginning of the gospel of Jesus Christ, the Son of God".

(a) Then he starts in writing about John the Baptiser, preparer of the new kingdom.
D) Consider when Christ said the teaching of the kingdom began:
1) Lk. 16:16 - Jesus said: "The law and the prophets were until John: since that time the kingdom of God is preached, and every man presseth into it” 
E) Consider the Apostle John’s Words:

1) Joh 20:30 - Now Jesus did many other signs in the presence of the disciples, which are not written in this book; but these are written so that you may believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God, and that by believing you may have life in his name.  
(a) This is new Testament Gospel!
IV)  Closing

A) The Whole Concept that MMLJ do not belong in the New Testament is False Teaching.

1) It was designed to take away the authority of Christ’s teaching on Marriage and Divorce.
B) We have Examined 6 Popular Claims that Try to Remove MMLJ From N.T. Teaching.
1) They were all shown False.

C) We looked at 5 quick Proofs that MMLJ belong in the New Testament.
D) Do not allow be pulled into this false doctrine by some “light bulb” of a scholar who claims to see something that Christians over two millennia have not.
