Mistakes Made If We Forget When A Text Was Written

Sometimes we can make a mistake with God’s word if we forget the New Testament was written several decades after the events described occurred. This concept is easily illustrated by Matt 10:1,4 which reads “when he had called his twelve disciples … and Judas Iscariot, who also betrayed him.” It is obvious from other passages that Judas hadn’t already betrayed Jesus before he was called to be an apostle, but instead Judas had already committed his betrayal as of the time of the writing of the book of Matthew.  I think this is called a “prolepsis.”

Some are confused by how I Pet 4:6a reads “for this cause was the gospel preached also to them that are dead.” On the surface one might conclude from that verse the gospel was preached to people after they are dead giving them a second chance to accept it.  But we know that can’t be true:  II Cor 5:10 says a person is going to be judged by the “things done in his body” meaning while he was alive, and Rev 14:13 confirms this by saying “Blessed are the dead which die in the Lord” showing our eternal fate is sealed at our physical death.  So what is I Pet 4:6 saying? The gospel was preached to those who are dead, but they weren’t dead when the gospel was preached to them; instead, they are dead as of the time of the writing of the book.  The gospel was (past tense) preached to them that are (present tense) dead.

The same thing is true about I Pet 3:19 which reads “By which also he went and preached unto the spirits in prison.”  It is certainly true Christ preached to those in prison (hades?), but not while they were in hades. No, they were in hades as of the time of the writing of the book.  Verse 20 probably explains verse 19.  Most likely the context is talking about Christ preaching through Noah to alive people while Noah was building the ark.  But they were dead and in hades when Peter wrote the book.

[bookmark: _Hlk137466043]Many make a similar mistake regarding Gen 2:2-3 which says God “rested on the seventh day from all his work which he had made. And God blessed the seventh day, and sanctified it: because that in it he had rested from all his work which God created and made.”  That passage makes it clear God rested on the seventh day of creation, but the Seventh-Day Adventists assume God blessed and sanctified the Sabbath day at the time of this resting.  But all we really know from the text is God blessed and sanctified the Sabbath Day by the time Moses wrote the book of Genesis many hundreds of years later.  And the past tense “had rested” in verse 3 likely indicates the later timing, but that is generally ignored by present day Sabbath keepers.  Texts like Neh 9:13-14 show the Sabbath was first given in the exodus.

John 3:13 is sometimes used by detractors of the Bible because they assume the verse is saying Jesus was “in heaven” at a time the context “shows” Jesus was still on earth. But the solution to this “apparent contradiction” is to remember the book of John was written several decades after Jesus’ conversation with Nicodemus in the first twelve verses. Verse 13 is not saying Jesus was in heaven when Jesus had that conversation (which would be inaccurate); instead it is saying Jesus was in heaven as of the time of the writing of the book of John, which was certainly true. Jesus is not still speaking in verse 13. Actually John's comments start in verse 13 instead of verse 22.  The guy who decided what should be in red letters got it right 99% of the time, but he made a mistake in this one instance.  The switch from Jesus being referred to in the first person (“I” in verses 3, 5, 7, 11, 12) to the third person (“he” in 13, 22, “him” in verses 15, 16, 17, 18, and “his” in 22) helps us to see that, just like the switch from third person to first person in Acts 16:8,10 helps us to see Luke joined Paul on his preaching journey at that point.  Sometimes Jesus might use the third person to refer to himself but that is not the norm.  Compare to John 5:24 – “… He that … believeth on him that sent me, hath everlasting life …”  See Jesus using third person (the Father) and first person (himself)?  One thing that would prove Jesus was still having conversation with Nicodemus in John 3:13-21 would be something said by Nicodemus, but we don’t have that.

Much of the premillennial type of speculation about the book of Revelation might be related to not keeping in mind when the book was written, along with the following four verses dating its fulfillment:
· Rev 1:1 The Revelation of Jesus Christ, which God gave unto him, to shew unto his servants things which must shortly come to pass …
· Rev 1:3 Blessed is he who reads and those who hear the words of this prophecy, and keep those things which are written in it; for the time is near.
· Rev 22:6 And he said unto me, These sayings are faithful & true: and the Lord God of the holy prophets sent his angel to shew unto his servants the things which must shortly be done.
· Rev 22:10 And he saith unto me, Seal not the sayings of the prophecy of this book: for the time is at hand.
Some look at those verses and say “See, Revelation’s fulfillment is near” (currently in our time) forgetting when those four verses were written.

This shows the beginning of the thousand-year reign referred to in Rev 20:4-7 would be in the first century time frame - ditto the following verses:
· Matt 3:2 And saying, Repent ye: for the kingdom of heaven is at hand.
· Mark 9:1 And he said unto them, Verily I say unto you, That there be some of them that stand here, which shall not taste of death, till they have seen the kingdom of God come with power.
· Acts 2:30b-31a,33 … that … he would raise up Christ to sit on his throne; He seeing this before spake of the resurrection of Christ … being by the right hand of God exalted
· Col 1:13 Who hath delivered us from the power of darkness, and hath translated us into the kingdom of his dear Son:
· Rev 1:9 I John, who also am your … companion … in the kingdom … of Jesus

But since the thousand years represents a very long time (like “thousand” represents a very large number in Psa 50:10b “the cattle upon a thousand hills … is mine”; I can send you upon request a long list of thousand being used this way in the Bible), that would mean the end of Jesus’ thousand year reign is still in the future, therefore the great white throne scene in Rev 20:11-15 is talking about the judgment day at the end of the world, not a first century time frame event (the 70 AD explanation).

Another related mistake is sometimes made by preachers who put too much emphasis on what the New Testament books/letters would mean to those initially addressed. We certainly should take that into consideration (it meant something to them), but a mistake is made if we don’t also remember the books/letters were written with all Christians (for over 19 centuries now) in mind. That is, it also means something to us. For example, we all agree some of the teaching Jesus did while on earth was regarding Old Testament law, but some will say He only taught regarding Old Testament law (that’s the MMLJ doctrine), because that was the law in effect when He preached.  But this ignores the fact the four gospel accounts (recording His teaching) were written several decades after the New Testament was in effect. Remembering that, it only makes sense much of what is recorded for us that Jesus personally taught would be regarding New Testament law, because that was the law in effect when the four gospels were written and distributed.

Regarding the MMLJ doctrine just how can Matt 5:32,19:9 apply now, since Jesus said it when Old Testament was in effect?  Illustration:  If we decided to change the USA traffic system so everybody was to drive on the left side of the road (like they do in England), don’t you think those in authority would tell people about the new system (with billboard signs, etc.) before the implementation date?  We might call this warning “preparatory” teaching.

Here are some other examples of “Preparatory Teaching” in the Bible:
· Matt 18:17 … tell it unto the church:  but if he neglect to hear the church, let him be unto thee as an heathen man and a publican.  – before the church existed
· Matt 24:17-18 Let him which is on the housetop not come down to take any thing out of his house:  Neither let him which is in the field return back to take his clothes. - not germane when Jesus said it – not until the destruction of Jerusalem.  Similarly, much of what Jesus taught was not germane until after Acts 2.
· John 3:3,5 Except a man be born again, ... Except a man be born of water and of the Spirit, he cannot enter into the kingdom of God.  – a New Testament condition of salvation
· John 4:21 … the hour cometh, when ye shall neither in this mountain, nor yet at Jerusalem, worship the Father. – not now but the hour is coming
· Matthew 26:26-29 the Lord's Supper is a New Testament practice, right?

Both Matt 19:8-9 and 5:31-32 contrast Jesus’ MDR teaching with Moses’ law (with “but”), so Jesus must be instituting New Testament MDR law in those texts.

Matt 5:21-48 was written decades after the New Testament law went into force.  Does it really make any sense that it is all only Old Testament law?  Here is Jesus’ contrast …

Old Testament						New Testament
	21 don’t kill Exod 20:13
	22 don’t be angry without a cause, etc.

	27 don’t commit adultery Exod 20:14
	28 don’t even lust

	31 divorce for any uncleanness Deut 24:1
	32 divorce only allowed for fornication

	33 don’t swear falsely Lev 19:12
	34 don’t swear period (“at all”)

	38 an eye for an eye Exod 21:24, Lev 24:20
	39 turn the other cheek

	43 hate thine enemy Eccl 3:8, Psa 26:5, 31:6, 139:21-22, etc.
	44 love your enemies


Caveat:  Three of these six New Testament truths were taught in the Old Testament also.  That shouldn’t surprise us; both Testaments taught don’t kill, steal, and commit adultery (for example).  But the six contrasts are all Old Testament text versus New Testament truth.

So the whole basis for the “MMLJ Doctrine” (that there is no such thing as preparatory teaching – that all of MMLJ must teach Old Testament law) is false!

Another example: we can tell from I Cor 5:9 (“I wrote unto you in an epistle not to company with fornicators”) that Paul evidently wrote to the Corinthians before his book of First Corinthians. But that previous letter is not part of the Bible canon, is it?  So God must have deemed that letter only valuable for the Corinthian church of that time.  But what we call First and Second Corinthians He deemed valuable to Christians for all time, because He included them in the New Testament canon.  So it is very important to remember that fact when studying First and Second Corinthians; they weren’t just written for the Corinthian church of that time, but were written to every Christian everywhere for all time (I Cor 1:2 “to them that are sanctified in Christ Jesus, called to be saints, with all that in every place call upon the name of Jesus Christ”).  This includes 11:2-16, and the same applies to all the other New Testament books (Eph 1:1).  When we read the New Testament, are we reading someone else's mail?  Absolutely not!:  Acts 2:39, I Pet 1:25, Acts 10:34-35, Heb 2:3, John 12:48, Matt 28:19-20, Jude 3.  Now if somebody found the book of Zero Corinthians and read it, that would be reading someone else’s mail.

Does Heb 8:13b Mean Old Law Was Not Done Away Until 70 AD?

At the end of a context where the Hebrews writer is quoting Jeremiah 31 to establish the fact that Christians are under the “new covenant” not the “old covenant,” some gospel preachers are confused by the fact the phrase “Now that which decayeth and waxeth old is ready to vanish away” is in the present tense. The 70 ADers especially use this point to try to establish their theory that the old law was not done away until the destruction of Jerusalem in 70 AD.  This is a mistake.

The phrase in question is a truism, meaning it is a truth that can be applied to many different situations.  As a general rule, anything that gets old loses its usefulness. The Hebrew writer here applies this truism to his case in point.  In this context, the truism is not meant to indicate the old covenant had not been done away yet at the time of the writing, but just the opposite. For example, suppose I wrote today “My three brothers and I could never get my dad to use a computer. You can't teach an old dog new tricks.”  The phrase “you can’t teach an old dog new tricks” would be a truism.  The fact that it is in the present tense doesn’t mean we couldn’t get my dad to learn something new at the time I wrote the sentence (today), but said truism is meant to be applied to the time my Dad was still living (he passed in 2001), when we were trying to get him to learn how to make use of a PC then.  Similarly, the Hebrews writer is saying the old covenant was ready to vanish away at the time verse 13 is referring to (when Jer 31:31 was written), not at the time verse 13 was written.  And since it was ready to vanish away in Jeremiah's day (by virtue of being called “old” by implication), it eventually did pass away.  That’s Heb 8:13b’s point.  Col 2:14 nails down the exact time – at the cross.

A second illustration: After seeing me change the oil and seeing an old oil filter sitting on the ground, my wife might ask me why I change the oil filter whenever I change our oil.  I could reply “when an oil filter becomes old and clogged, it is ready to be replaced.”  I don’t mean by the use of the word “ready” that the oil filter has not been replaced yet; instead, I am stating a truism to justify why I just replaced it.  The very point of Heb 8:6-7 is that Jesus the high priest has “obtained (past tense) a more excellent ministry,” he is (presently) the “mediator of a better covenant,” which “was (past tense) established (enacted ASV) upon better promises.” The writer quotes Jer 31:31ff to prove that point – that the first covenant had been done away to make a “place … for the second.”

You can tell this is the idea from the immediate context. The very purpose of Heb 8:8-13 is to establish the fact that Jeremiah’s prediction (that one day a new covenant would come, absolving the need for the old covenant) had been fulfilled, and so the Christians being written to were governed by that new covenant (not the old).  All would admit the following three stated features of the new covenant had already been in force by the time the book of Hebrews was written:
· verse 10 new law written on hearts
· verse 11 all children of God already know the Lord
· verse 12 God not to remember sins anymore

The remote context also bears out this fact:  Heb 7:12 teaches the priesthood and law had already changed else Jesus couldn’t currently be our high priest.

The New Testament as a whole confirms the old law passed previous to the writing of Hebrews:
· Col 2:14-17 says Jesus took the old law “out of the way” when He was crucified
· Rom 7:4-7 indicates people were already “dead to” and “delivered from” the old law at the time of its writing
· Gal 3:19 teaches the old law was added “till the seed should come,” referring to the first coming of Christ (end of verse 16), not 70 AD
· Gal 3:24-25 proves Christians were “no longer under a schoolmaster” (the law) as of the writing of the book
· Eph 2:14-16 argues Jesus had “abolished” the old law (past tense) “in his flesh” (death), therefore allowing Jew and Gentile to be one (at that time)

There is no sense (from God’s standpoint) the old law was still in effect until the destruction of Jerusalem.  It was completely and unequivocally done away at Jesus’ crucifixion.
