
NO LIBERTY WITHOUT LAW. PART NINE. 

THE DEADLY FREEDOM.  

• “Then said Jesus unto them, When ye have lifted up the Son of man, then ye shall 

know that I am he, and that I do nothing of myself; but as my Father hath taught 

me, I speak these things . . . If ye continue in my word, then are ye my disciples 

indeed; And ye shall know the truth, and the truth shall make you free” (John 8: 28 

- 32). 

God’s Holy Law, or the Law of the Lord, is more than a lesson in religious discipline - it is a 

practical political instrument designed for operation within the specific sphere of God’s 

national Covenant People, Israel. It is not a universal mechanism nor was it provided as the 

Constitutional basis for all nations. A sophisticated and sceptical generation will no doubt 

scoff at such a suggestion, but  

• “If they hear not Moses and the prophets, neither will they be persuaded, though one 

rose from the dead” (Luke 16:31), 

and, no matter what one may say, scriptural Truth, when in opposition to intellectual fiction, 

invariably suffers rejection. What did Moses and the prophets say? In the first instance, 

Moses, in presenting the Law to the children of Israel said:  

• “The secret things belong unto the Lord our God: but those things which are revealed 

belong unto us and to our children for ever, that we may do all the words of this law” 

(Deut. 29:29). 

There is absolutely no suggestion whatsoever of the universality of those ‘revealed things’ or 

the law. Moses went even further. He stated that the imperative need within the Israel people 

was that they ‘do’ and ‘keep’ the statues and judgments of the Law for  

• “ . . this is your wisdom and your understanding in the sight of the nations, which 

shall hear all these statues, and say, Surely this great nation is a wise and 

understanding people” (Deut. 4:6). 

A literal translation derived from Gesenius’ Hebrew and Chaldee Lexicon renders these 

passage as “do these statutes and judgments for they are your skill and your meaning 

projected to the nations for a witness that God is in your midst”. It is a matter of Biblical 

history that the then nations of the middle east were deprived of this witness, for the Israel 

people, instead of applying themselves to their own God-given Constitution, were influenced 

by the surrounding nations and demanded a system of government similar to their’s.(1 Sam. 

8:5). The prophets pick up the story from this point and each and every one has the same 

indictment against Israel in that they charge that the nation had departed from God’s Law. 

Isaiah likened the situation in Israel to Sodom and Gomorrah and called for a return to the 

Law of the Lord (Isa. 1:10); Jeremiah charged that the people had forgotten their God and 

teachers of the Law did not know Him (Jer. 2:8); Hosea related the structure of society in 

Israel as being one in which there was no truth, mercy or knowledge of God in the land the 

cause of which was the neglect of God’s Law (Hos. 4;1-6); Daniel, in captivity and praying 

for the nation said:  



• “To the Lord our God belong mercies and forgivenesses, though we have rebelled 

against him. Neither have we obeyed the voice of the Lord our God, to walk in his 

laws, even by departing, that they might not obey thy voice; therefore the curse is 

poured upon us, and the oath that is written in the law of Moses the servant of God, 

because we have sinned against him” (Dan. 9:9-11). 

When Hosea charged that God’s people were destroyed through lack of knowledge (Hos. 

4:6), while he was undoubtedly writing of the then obtaining situation, his words have a 

familiar ring today, for the same principle is in force. God’s People do not know what is 

required of them, and their leaders, both ecclesiastical and secular, have ignored two vital 

events in history which set the scene for the modern antinomianism or the permissive society. 

The ecclesiastical leaders of today must carry the main burden for this, for in propagating 

liberty without God’s Law they are engendering a deadly freedom which is a self-destructive 

mechanism for both nation and individual.  

The First Event - Christianity Versus Pharisaism  

In considering the two historical events which laid the foundation for the modern scene, one 

should be absolutely clear in one’s own mind as to the position of the Law at the time of the 

first Advent. When the Lord Jesus Christ said: “If ye continue in my word, then ye are my 

disciples indeed; And ye shall know the truth, and the truth shall make you free”, He was 

not advocating the deadly freedom of lawlessness. The context against which He spoke these 

words was, of course, “the things which my Father hath taught me” and as it was the Father 

who energised the prophets (2nd Peter 1:21) to write His indictment against Israel’s 

lawlessness, it would surely be more than a little confusing if the Son changed the charge and 

commended that ‘each man do that which is right in his own eyes’.  

Make no mistake here. The Lord Jesus Christ, the Word Incarnate in the flesh (John 1:14), 

did not lower the standards of the Law of the Lord to conform with the so-called human 

conscience, nor did He advocate the transposition of any of its clauses to accommodate the 

emotional considerations of men. At that time, Talmudic law was in operation - a facet of 

law-keeping which centred on rabbinical interpretations and which had as its main feature, 

the adaptation of the Law to a conformity with what the Jews required of it. This, in itself, is 

a most illuminating feature for while the Jews professed to keep the Law of Moses, the 

rabbinical censorships and amendments rendered the whole body of the Law as of none effect 

(Matt. 15:3,6). The Lord Jesus Christ stipulated that: “It is easier for heaven and earth to 

pass, than one tittle of the law to fail” (Luke 16:17). Thus, as one looks at the Ministry of 

the Lord, one may see that in all things He upheld the statutes and the judgments of the Law 

as given to Israel at Sinai and did not condone the breaking of the least of the commandments 

(Matt. 5:19). It is necessary at this stage to recapitulate that the Law, i.e. the commandments, 

the statutes and the judgments, were part and parcel of a political instrument designed to 

operate within God’s Israel people in their capacity as God’s Witnesses (Isa. 43:12). The 

ordinances of propitiatory sacrifices were the religious disciplines which involved the 

Aaronic priesthood as mediators of reconciliation in the event of both national and individual 

transgression of the LAW. The religious ordinances i.e. the shedding of sacrificial blood in 

propitiation for sin, came to an end (Heb. 9:25-28) when the Lord offered Himself as the one, 

full, sufficient and final Sacrifice for those who had transgressed the Law. After this, no 

further sacrifice was necessary and in consequence, the ritualistic aspect of the Law passed, 

leaving the statutes and judgments to govern the national witness of God’s People. As the 

Bible makes abundantly clear, the Jews resented the allegation that they were not keeping the 

Law of Moses - if was in fact not given to them for the word ‘Jew’ is significantly missing 

until many centuries after the giving of the Law at Sinai - and their animosity to the Lord is 

recorded for all to read. This antagonism did not end with the Death of the Lord for despite 



the evidence of His Resurrection, they did everything to discredit both Him and His ministry 

which naturally brought Pharisaism into conflict with Christianity. The gulf widened as 

Christian theology began to add its interpretations to the Message of the Lord Jesus Christ 

with particular emphasis of the non-continuity of the Law which militated against the 

inclusion of all and sundry. This theology had developed to such proportions that in His 

message to the Church at Sardis at the close of the first century in the Christian dispensation, 

the Lord Jesus Christ drew attention to its implication. He said to that Church: “I know thy 

works, that thou hast a name and thou livest, and art dead . .” (Rev. 3:1). To quote a 

modern translation: “I know what you have done, that you have a reputation for being 

alive, but in fact you are dead” (J.B. Phillips translation). If one were to ascertain the 

yardstick which differentiated between being alive and dead, one need not go further than the 

Law for Moses, to whom the Lord made continual reference, said:  

• “See, I have set before thee this day life and good, and death and evil; In that I 

command thee this day to love the Lord thy God, to walk in his ways, and to keep his 

commandments and his statutes and his judgments . . .” (Deut. 30:15). 

‘Life and good - death and evil’ - obedience is life; disobedience is death. With a theology 

based on the non-continuity of the Law and a doctrine of universalism, it is small wonder that 

the Lord declared the condition of the Church at Sardis as being dead. While it became the 

practice of the Church in Palestine and its environs to ridicule the Law, discounting it as a 

stumbling block to the spread of Christianity among all people, Christianity as established in 

the British Isles retained the Law which was an integral part of the teaching of the Apostles, 

who according to the ecclesiastical historian Eusebius (A.D. 254-340 “. . . passed beyond the 

ocean to the isles called the Britannic Isles”. If this history is true, and there is no reason to 

doubt it, the doctrines as taught by the theology in Palestine, and that by the Apostles who 

reached Britain, had the essential difference that one taught the Law of the Lord while the 

other repudiated it. Historical proof of this will be seen in the comment on the second vital 

event which most teachers today ignore. Thus, the first of the overlooked instances of 

moment in history is that men have failed to note that the Jews observed rabbinical traditions 

concerning the Law and not the Law itself. The Palestinian theology which developed after 

the Ascension of the Lord was stimulated by its antagonism to Pharisaism which, it was 

contended, was synonymous with the denial that Jesus was the son of God. Further, 

mistakenly believing that the Jews practised the ‘law of Moses’ and despite what the Lord 

had to say about this, they equated God’s Law with Pharisaism and as they rejected the Jew’s 

religion, so they rejected the Law.  

The Second Historical Event  

As the Christian theology spread towards Rome, it developed an entirely new concept of 

God’s Word in that, to complete its break with the nationalism of the Old Testament which it 

equated with the Jews, it endowed the narrative with the character of typology i.e. nothing 

had political substance, but all which was recorded was written to demonstrated some 

spiritual truth. Some of the early Church ‘fathers’ contended that the Jews were totally 

incorrect in believing that the ‘dietary laws’ concerned ‘actual food’ - that these laws, in fact, 

contained ‘spiritual food’ alone! As is common knowledge, Rome was ‘converted’ to the 

Christian faith at the beginning of the fourth century when Constantine, himself a convert, 

issued a decree of tolerance for the Christian faith. With the downfall of Imperial Rome - 

some say that it was because of the principles involved in Christian theology - one finds the 

emergence of the Papacy, the theology of which merely extended that of the Palestinian 

Church and added this to the ‘mysteries of Babylon’, thus fusing Babylonian paganism with 

Christian theology. The missionary enterprises of the Palestinian Christian church to 



proselytise all and sundry was followed and in 596, Augustine was sent to Britain by Pope 

Gregory to ‘enlighten’ the already established church concerning the correct theology. It is a 

matter of history that Augustine succeeded and the faith transplanted by the Apostles from 

Palestine to Britain gave way to the theology of Rome. It has been stated earlier that the 

Apostolic faith engendered by the actual teaching of the Lord Jesus Christ with its emphasis 

on the Law was taken to Britain by the Apostles themselves. While many theologians may 

contest this statement, let their argument be with the historians, Sabellius, Origen, Euesbius 

and Gildas plus the findings of the Church Councils of Pisa (1417), Constance (1419), Sena 

(1423), and Basle (1431), all of which ruled that the British Church took precedence over all 

others being founded by Joseph of Arimathea immediately after the Death of the Lord Jesus 

Christ. The Venerable Bede, whose ‘Ecclesiastical History’ was an eyewitness account of 

developments in Britain subsequent to Augustine’s appearance in that country, provides 

supporting evidence that the Scots, at least, were still observing things Hebraic and were not 

following the theology of Rome. Bede recorded that the Scots were celebrating the Old 

Testament Passover festival - a projection of the Law from Palestine to Britain - a feature 

strongly resented by Rome. Bede wrote: “The same Pope Honorius also wrote to the Scots 

whom he had found to err in the observance of Easter, exhorting them not to think of their 

small number, placed in the utmost borders of the earth, wiser than all the ancient and modern 

Churches of Christ throughout the world; and not to celebrate a different Easter, contrary to 

the Papal calculation, and the synodical decrees of all the Bishops upon earth”. A papal 

decree was thus issued which broke the last remaining ties of the old British church with the 

Law of the Lord. As the Church of Rome became the dominant force within Christianity, its 

doctrines and decrees were never challenged until the years of the Reformation and even 

then, the law had been so successfully repealed by men that even the Reformers continued the 

theology of antinomianism. Thus, despite an open Bible, Christianity still followed the 

teaching of men rather than the requirements of God. The Papal decree in 634 A.D. 

abolishing the last traces of Law-observance in Scotland, and the ever-widening gulf between 

Christianity and Pharisaism whose supposed observance of the Law of Moses was 

incompatible with the new ethic, were the two events which have been forgotten today. If the 

‘fathers’ of the Reformation had been bold enough to discard what they had been taught by 

men and to embrace what God requires of His people - what a different tale would have been 

recorded in Anglo-Saxon history. Government would not be in the sterile position of 

subservience to the dictates of political considerations. The economies of both national and 

individual life would not be dictated by the money-lenders and land tenure would not be the 

precarious possession that it is today. The health of the nation, or rather the ill-health of the 

nation, would not be the incredible national drain that it is and the family would not be the 

center of national disruption.  

Is This Reality or Philosophy?  

There are of course, those who would naturally say that this is all speculation - a philosophy 

built on wishful thinking arising out of the need of the times. Is it? How many people have 

ever tried to see the Law of the Lord in a modern context? How many have ever thought of it 

as applicable to the present need? The propaganda of today is of course, that man must find 

his own political salvation within the realms of his own conscience, for God, so they say, is 

not interested in these matters but merely waits for the souls of those who die ‘in Him’. If this 

is so, there are a lot of strange things happening in the world which appear to suggest 

otherwise. How real were the warnings against transgressions of God’s Law? How seriously 

did God’s Israel people take them in Biblical days? One would venture to say that the 

scepticism which obtains today within Anglo-Saxondom in respect of God’s Law is a 

reflection of that which obtained when their forebears lived in the land of Canaan. They did 

not take the Law seriously and were no doubt conned into believing that it was merely a 



religious exercise designed to keep them in line. It was infinitely more than that, as Bible 

history makes abundantly clear. God warned of certain and inevitable consequences which 

would follow Law violation (Lev. 26:14-33) and each of these became the experience of the 

people as they ignored the warning signs as they intensified. They were taken into captivity - 

as God said they would be - and they embarked upon a 2,520 year course of corrective 

punishment - as He said they would. After ‘2 days’, the people rose up again during the 

Reformation - as He said they would (Hos. 6:2) - but because of national blindness, they are 

once again being diminished - just as He said would happen (Isa. 59:10-18). Israel - Biblical 

Israel that is - has become a very real thing in Anglo-Saxondom, for what this company of 

nations is today, is what God said His Israel people would be through a continued violation of 

His Law. It is no longer a philosophy when the cold and unbiased facts of the contemporary 

scene reveal a pattern of disasters which, according to the Word of God delivered to Israel 

almost four thousand years ago, was prescribed for Law transgression. Consider for a 

moment the account in Deuteronomy 28 where no less than thirty disasters, calamities or 

distresses are listed as a consequence for Law transgression - all of which are applicable 

today in Anglo-Saxondom. Take, for instance, the literal translation of verse 20 which reads: 

“The Lord will send upon you judgment, confusion and frustration in all that you 

undertake to do . . .” and is this not the situation as it obtains within the national policies of 

the Anglo-Saxon company of nations? If one were to take each one of the clauses as set out in 

this chapter it will be seen that there is not one land in all Anglo-Saxondom which has not, at 

some time or other in very recent times, experienced every one of these clauses. Ill health is 

there; economics is there; land tenure is there; agriculture is there; malfunction of 

government is there and above all, the disruption of family life is there.  

• “The stranger (sojourner: Young’s Literal Translation) that is within thee shall get up 

above thee very high; and thou shalt come down very low” (verse 43) - 

is this not the situation as it currently destroys the nation - “Thou shalt betroth a wife, and 

another man shall lie with her” (verse 30) - is this not typical of what is transpiring today? 

How much more evidence does the world require and how much more proof does Anglo-

Saxondom need to stimulate a return to God’s Holy Law? How much more must God’s 

People pay for this ‘deadly freedom’ from God’s Law?  

What of the Other People? God’s Law, as it regulates the relationships 

between His people and the other races of the world, invariably invokes the comment that it 

is not ‘Christian’. It may not be ‘Christian’ as men conceive Christianity, but bearing in mind 

the historical departure from the Words of the Lord Jesus Christ and the unauthorised 

repealing of God’s Law by early theology, can one use this term and still remain within 

scriptural limits? The answer is a categorical no. Against this, many will ask just where do 

the races of the world fit in and one can only say that God has His Own place for them. In 

Micah 4, one reads of the revelation of the Lord’s foreknowledge in that mention is made of 

the time when the Kingdom of God is set up.  

• “And many nations ( note it does not say ALL) shall come, and say, Come, and let us 

go up to the mountain of the Lord, and to the house of the God of Jacob; and he will 

teach us of his ways, and we will walk in his paths: for the law shall go forth of Zion, 

and the word of the Lord from Jerusalem.” 

It should be noted here that those nations who shall enquire of the Lord will be taught by Him 

and not by Israel for Israel’s mandate was not extended to teaching the nations of the earth 

the Law. Israel’s Law was for Israel and this had, as its objective, two fundamental features. 



The first was to establish a God-centred Nation, healthy, wealthy and prosperous in all its 

undertakings, and the second, to project to the nations of the world that the fact that the Lord 

Alone is responsible. He has the well-being of all creation at heart despite the satanic 

degeneration which resulted from Luciferian interference. Thus the Law, and its attendant 

blessing within a perfect social structure, is to be the magnet with which nations seek God to 

know His way for them. This is certainly the very antithesis of universalism as taught today 

when teachers would make all conform to one doctrine and to one concept. Note again that 

these many nations go up to the ‘house of the God of Jacob’ - they recognise that He is the 

one True God and consequently enquire of Him that He teach them to have a way of life 

equal to that of Israel. This is that of which Moses spoke (Deut. (4:5-6) when he said 

concerning the statutes and judgments:  

• “Keep therefore and do them for this is your wisdom and your understanding in the 

sight of the nations . .” 

The end result of all this?  

• “. . . they shall beat their swords into plowshares, and their spears into pruning 

hooks: nation shall not lift up a sword against nation, neither shall they learn war 

anymore. But they shall sit every men under his vine and under his fig tree; and none 

shall make them afraid: for the mouth of the Lord hath spoken it”. 

Here is peace - here is security - and this results from the Law going forth from Zion, Israel’s 

political center when it legislates to abolish all other legislation and to embrace the Law of 

the Lord. The end result of this is again described by Micah in which he wrote:  

• “For all people will walk in the name of his god, and we will walk in the name of the 

Lord our God for ever and ever”. 

This is nothing to do with a multiplicity of Gods, but rather one God, known and served 

under different Names as He reveals Himself and teaches His way for the nations of the earth. 

This time is still a long way off and God’s People have much to endure before it eventuates, 

but though the horizon may seem to be black with disaster and the national path fraught with 

pitfalls, one should ever remember that He who keeps Israel neither slumbers nor sleeps and 

that He is mindful for His people whom He formed for Himself to accomplish that which He 

pleases in the earth (Isa. 43:21). God’s word shall indeed not return unto Him void and 

because of this assurance, let all the house of Israel know that they have a future and a 

destiny far removed from the chaos and disorganised society as it ravages God’s People 

today. Meanwhile . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 


