Gnosticism & the New Testament Church
Satan’s Ultimate Tool Impacting the Church of God is little Mentioned in  Modern Day Religions.   Why are Many so Under-Informed of a Subject so Deadly, yet One so often Mentioned in those Epistles Written Latest?
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We know Satan as a masterful adversary.  In Reve-lation 12:15-16 there is a graphic prophecy having specifically to do with the Church of God.  One that we need to consider seriously.  It says, “And the serpent cast out of his mouth water as a flood after the woman, that he might cause her to be carried away of the flood.   And the earth helped the woman, and the earth opened her mouth, and swallowed up the flood which the dragon cast out of his mouth.”   Focus on this picture!  Who today recognizes what we have here?

In fact, the world has ‘swallowed’ this great flood, one which, if not identified and intercepted, would water down God’s Truth to such extent that it’d be nearly impossible to gain even that minimal under-standing pursuant to a true Christian life!  This is where the world is today. Satan, where he hasn’t washed it away completely, has ‘watered down’ the Truth to such extent, that it is nearly impossible to break through to a correct understanding.
Now, I know that the traditional explanation of this verse is that this flood represents Satan’s ARMIES.  Perhaps there is a degree of merit in that view, but HOW does or how did the world ‘swallow-up’ Satan’s armies?  Why would it?
No, more likely, we are being warned of a great flood of subtle and pervasive mis-information, so clever and so invasive, that few, other than those specifically called of God, would ever attain a clear understanding in this age.  No, the world did and has ‘swallowed’ this informational flood, and it resides to this day in its’ collective mentality!
If we read the prophecy, it is apparent that the ‘flood’ is released while the woman (Church) still has her feet on the ground.  Otherwise, why would intervention matter?  Also, if the ‘swallowing up’ on the part of the earth involves the world in general, why would Satan’s society oppose him to a defeat, as opposed to the idea of ‘absorbing’ all 
that he pours   Out of his mouth?  The mouth is the source of his lies, not the force of his arms.

It is the purpose of this article to focus directly on these matters.  I challenge you to pay close atten-tion, as this ‘flood’ poses a fundamental danger.

The Works of the Law

It may seem inappropriate to shift focus so abruptly 
to what seems like another subject, but in fact, this subject matter is essential to the endless arguments as to whether or not obedience to Biblical Law is in any way required of the Christian.  The majority opinion is that it is not.  What that majority has not realized is that many of the favorite Scriptures used in furtherance of that opinion are often relevant to another matter entirely.  Too few have noticed.  Here is where we need to be more attentive.
It was stated above that ‘Satan is a masterful adversary’.  No where more so than in the area of doctrine, either polluted or watered down.

The Early Church came under attack from more than one angle.  We tend to think that it was the challenge against ‘legalistic’ requirements that was foremost.  Any Evangelical will allege that.  This I will call “Subject Two”.   But in fact, there was an even earlier threat, pre-existent, one specifically identified by Christ Himself, that few today choose to take seriously.

We who observe Biblical Holydays generally understand the illustration and lesson of Unleavened Bread.  The Gentile Corinthian Church understood.  They had become ‘unleavened’, a fact attested to by the Apostle Paul, who re-affirmed their practice, by urging them to continue to: “Purge out therefore the old leaven, that you may be a new lump, For even Christ our Passover is sacrificed for us:  Therefore let us keep the feast, not with old leaven, neither with the leaven of malice and wickedness; but with the unleavened bread of sincerity and truth.” 
  The Corinthians understood the lesson as evident by their Paulian practice.  We also understand, thru this illustration, the ‘leavening’ effect of sin in our personal lives.
But, there’s another KIND of leaven.  In fact, one equally destructive.  One specifically identified and affirmed by Christ Himself.  A leaven that had, in fact, been in existence long before the New Testa-ment usage of leaven as a ‘type’ of sin.  Here, most people are largely ignorant.  And, being unaware, they tend to overlook the obvious.

Beware of the Other Leaven 
Jesus Christ specifically warned His Disciples of a kind of leaven they must avoid at all costs.  It was the leaven of the Pharisees and Sadducees.  This kind was different!   It did not regard personal sin, per se.  It was another contaminating component.  (Also note, that it was rare for Christ to chide the Sadducees.  His criticisms were usually directed at the Scribes and Pharisees!  There’s a reason why they are specifically mentioned also.)   In Matthew 16:6 & 11-12, He warns, “Take heed and beware of the leaven of the Pharisees and the Sadducees.”  Their logical assumption that He was referring to bread is corrected in the next few verses.  No, it was their contaminated Doctrine! (see v.12)  This contamination was shared by both persuasions.  Jewish religion was substantially affected by extra-biblical religious ideas!  Certain practices and many of their beliefs did not accurately represent those of the Old Testament in all respects!
Now this is curious.  At first glance we might assume that He was referring to their Old Testa-ment ceremonial and legal practices.   This is also 
a common assumption.  But, would the faithful observance of things God gave them qualify to be labeled as contaminated doctrine?  In reality, as the New Testament Era developed, we come to see the real picture.  The ‘leavenedness’ that had crept into their religious doctrines were well established by the first century.  It was not a matter of distancing 
from old ritualistic practices, but rather, identifying 
contaminating conceptions and teachings that had 
crept into the Judaic religion long before.  Ideas 
that had their origin in pagan religion, not the Old 
Testament.  
There wasn’t need to reform those by then, as a whole new Covenant was about to be established. One absent of this ‘leavenedness’, if they heeded His specific warning.  However, in that they grew up in that world, with a Jewish heritage influenced by Hellenistic philosophical ideas, those ‘leavened’ doctrines were easily transmitted into the emerging Church of God.  This was also a problem.  This I will call “Subject One”.  
But so many, seeing that there was a problem, too quickly assume that the ‘problem’ with Judaism was their affinity for ‘keeping the law’. These, in making that assumption, have set themselves up for overlooking, thus ‘swallowing’ some of that flood.  
The Crossover Effect

So, we have the two major issues: those connected with applicability of Old Testament Law (Subject Two) and those having to do with contaminated Doctrine (Subject One).  That ‘contamination’ was Gnosticism, a heavy component in Hellenistic philosophy and religion.  It is here that Satan has worked his most subtle trick!   Because, you see, he has his deceitful representatives, many of them in esteemed pulpit positions, 
  presenting those Scriptures having to do with Subject One as though they refer specifically to Subject Two!
This is especially confusing, because the Judaic religion had, by the first century, itself become quite Hellenized!   So, passages that seemingly refer to the Old Testament religion, or to Jewish religion of the day, at least, are often interpreted as being against the religious beliefs and practices of the Old Testament!   The target wasn’t always Jewish beliefs or practices that originated with God in the Old Testament, it was often the element that had crept into Jewish doctrines by the first century.  But so long as we think it was Old Testament practice itself that was under criticism, we risk mis-identifying the issue, and thus hopelessly confusing 
ourselves on matters such as “Grace and Law”. 
In this, Satan has society right where he wants it!

Never able to clearly decipher the real point of  
certain Scriptures.  Assuming that those against 
Subject One are referring to Subject Two!   In this area, his flood is overwhelming, at least to the incognizant, though perhaps sincere, student of the Bible.   Many can find themselves drowning.
We have so many, both within the Church and without, who attempt to sort out the issues of Grace and Law, (Some prefer to say it: “Grace versus Law” as though they are mutually exclusive), not recognizing the distinction between Subject One and Subject Two.  Many fail to even realize or recognize that there is a Subject One!
Subject One being:  The contamination of Gnostic ideas and beliefs that had affected Hellenized Judaic theology, and which later became embraced by the Christian community;   Subject Two being: The applicability of certain Old Testament practices in the Church of God.  So long as we attempt to address the issues and arguments of one subject using the Scriptures having to do with the other, we will continually generate controversy.  It is first important to distinguish which issue those Scriptures are talking about, before applying them in support of a particular position.  So many fail to do that.   Satan is ever the winner in that arena!
You Can’t Earn by NOT Doing Either!
Complicating this picture, if it isn’t difficult enough already, is the matter of ‘earning’ one’s salvation.  A subject that goes under the label of ‘legalism’.  While it isn’t remotely possible to earn salvation, to conclude from that fact that there is 
no other possible reason for keeping God’s Law, creates yet another consideration, that we should identify as a sub-factor of Subject Two.   If that isn’t enough, there was also the humanly devised rules and regulations created by the priesthood over preceding centuries, that altered the intent of Old Testament requirements.  This we encounter as a second sub-factor of Subject Two! 
Then there is the antinomian quality and ritual practices of worldly Gnostic theology which can make Subject One sound a lot like it is referring to Subject Two!   Let’s keep in mind that it wasn’t 
only Old Testament religion that proscribed rituals.  
Pagan religions had their ancient ceremonies and 
rituals too, even including ritual sacrificing! 

All of these interplay.  Admittedly, Grace and Law 
is a very difficult matter to fully explain, certainly not one easily done with just a few scriptures.   We need to appreciate the obstacles that lie in the path of understanding. 
Where Faith Factors In
Ultimately, it takes Faith to believe that we ought 
to do those things God has told us to do! 
   But, 
Faith is not something we can’t substantiate as some allege!  No, in fact, Faith establishes the Law!   Not everyone appreciates that. 
   Not every-one understands or can explain how it does that!
Those familiar with Computer Aided Drafting are aware that the linework of various features on a drawing are drawn in different ‘layers’.  The basic shell drawing of the building or object are drawn on one layer.  Then the dimensional information is overlaid in another layer, and then utility services in yet another.  These superimpose to create a complete picture or plan.  But if the reader was to interpret and copy linework from one layer as though being in another, it would create a drawing very difficult to read or separate out.
Similarly, when people interpret scriptures whose context relates to one topic as being relevant to another, and then defend a position under that interpretation, the result is often confusing and inaccurate.  This is where we are in large part on the Law and Grace issues.  Before we can ever sort out this matter, we need to carefully note the subject.  Is the corrective comment referring to an Old Testament practice or is it referring to Gnostic elements that have contaminated our religious doctrines?   It makes a world of difference. 
Gnosticism’s Infiltration
Gnosticism became a major component of Greek 
(Hellenistic) philosophy and religion.  It emerged 
as a potent influence in the Greek world in the seventh and sixth centuries B.C. 

While Hellenism was more a cultural attitude, than a distinct religion, Gnosticism was more a religious philosophy, subliminally entering, and to varying degree, altering other religious belief systems. 
Gnosticism rarely existed in its pure state, rather it accommodated itself to various religious philoso-phies. Gnosticism among religions operates more like tares among wheat, and often looks the same in many respects.

Both Judaism and then early Christianity became influenced by both Hellenism and Gnosticism.  In Christianity, Gnostic ideas provided the grease for the eventual slide into apostasy!
Gnostic Doctrinal Elements:

Gnosticism conveyed a general attitude into its host religion.  Though non-existent in today’s world as a distinct religion, its characteristics remain embedded in those religions which have survived down to our day.  Gnostic characteristics are: 

      1.  First and foremost is its position of being Antinomian (against the law), providing a license that supplants any need for law.  It redefines a concept of ‘grace’ as the agency of that license,
      2.  Of necessity, its antinomian nature requires it to be Anti-Jewish, thus anti-‘legalistic’, alleging Biblical proscription, especially those of Old Testament origin, is unnecessary and essentially represents a ‘bondage’, for example, the Sabbath, the Holydays, and even the Ten Commandments!

      3.  Gnostic theology claims to offer a superior form of Christianity, (in some respects superseding even New Testament writings!),

      4.  It claims to represent an enlightenment, 
taking the worshipper to an an elevated enlighten-
ment, a ‘higher plane’ of understanding,
      5.  Promoting a continuing eternal spiritual state 
existing in a non-material ‘ethereal’ setting.  In 
other words, our mental (spiritual) state is far more 
important than our actual physical conduct.  A 
matter of the spiritual dimension minimizing the relevance of anything we actually do!  With the spiritual dimension being essential, the material is rendered irrelevant, separating the two, thus, there are no ‘works’ to or involved in attaining salvation!
      6.  The above sets up the requirement of a belief in an inner ‘immortal soul’, it being the perpetual abode of our ‘inner spirituality’,
      7.  Gnostic theology promotes its own 
humanly derived standard of conduct, in lieu of that presented in the Bible, especially if from the Old Testament.  Gnostic standards tended to be ascetic, denying the body’s basic physical needs.
These can be found, to varying degree, in modern theology.  We need to consider the impact on belief and practice these have had.
Another ‘Righteousness’!
Gnostic ideas disguise religious lawlessness as a more advanced form of ‘spirituality’.  It allows the ‘believer’ to assume a superior self-opinion, even though knowingly disregarding those things God and Christ specifically said to do.  Gnostic morality conveys exaggerated concept of human spirituality, apart from and even indifferent to, even opposed to God’s Laws.  Carrying the idea to its extreme, some even pose that to obey God is tantamount to rejecting Christ!  It substitutes human standards for God’s Standards, (e.g.’touch not, taste not, handle not,..’ (Col. 2:21 )). Man-made prohibitions came to replace God’s moral standards.    
The posed method of conquering ‘lust’ is not to actually change, but to separate one’s mental be-liefs from one’s physical conduct,  (in that manner, the mind can be regarded as ‘pure’ even though the material body is admittedly ‘impure’!)

This belief system created and presents a ‘grace’ 
that supplants, and is even at odds with, legal moral 
conduct, a definition fully tolerant of inconsistent 
conduct without due regard to basic morality, ulti-mately turning the Grace of God into ‘license’ to commit what is otherwise defined as obvious sin!
With grace mis-defined, it allows orienting the mind to the ‘inner man’, indifferent to and distinct 
from his actual outward conduct.  In other words, 
separating one’s ‘spiritual life’ from one’s real life.  
The ‘believer’ continues to live just as he had be-fore conversion. Grace makes everything all right!  One’s love for God is severed from the biblical definition, that the love of God is to keep His Commandments. 
  A major element of Gnostic thought is to separate the spiritual from the material, the material being impure and evil.
The Law is Spiritual
Gnosticism represents the Law as ‘materialistic’, not ‘spiritual’, and thus to be avoided, as every-thing material is to be rejected. (Yet, the scriptures present the law as spiritual!  (Romans 7:14))  The Gnostic sees one’s ‘inner spirituality’ being at odds with ‘legal’ conformance, thus one’s attempt to keep the Law is equivalent to rejecting Christ!     That we ought to make no personal effort, repre-senting that as attempting to earn one’s salvation.  That, not relying fully on the efficacy of Christ’s Sacrifice by relying on legal performance is tanta-mount to rejecting what He did for us!  Gnosticism holds that lawkeeping must emerge ‘only from the heart’, but its absence is still irrelevant.
This premise is the fulcrum of their mistake.  A partial truth, in that that we can not earn salvation, yet wrong in the assumption that to respond to God, complying with His Commands, would be motivated only by that one reason: One’s desire to attain salvation by his own personal efforts!  
The claim is that, “One can not genuinely worship God from the heart when there is any sense of obligation”  
   Yet, the fundamental basis of the New Covenant is to place the Law IN the inner man, and write it in their hearts!  (Heb.8:10)
Christianity early on was exposed to Hellenistic thought from Judaism.   Gnostic perceptions were 
subtly blended into Judaic ideas.  Though Judaism 
was resistant to the antinomian conclusions, early 
Christianity, with its eventual, “Christ did it all for 

you” thinking became the receptive forum for that.
Gnostic Moles

As Christianity grew, it faced new challenges.  We 
tend to focus on Judaizers, (not a Biblical term) as 
perhaps that was the first phenomenon the early 
Church had to deal with.  We think of the official persecutions that came as the Church spread thru the Roman world.  But, only a few give credit to the most insidious force of all: The infiltration of smooth operators, whose philosophical expertise subtly entered the theological thought stream, irreversibly contaminating and confounding Christian doctrine.  Attention is not given to these infiltrators by modern ‘scholars’, as that would raise those questions that would expose the degree of retention of Gnostic ideas that still remains.
By the late first century, the situation was becom-ing serious.  New Testament writers spoke often and pointedly about it.
  Places such as Jude 4 held nothing back, where he wrote of:  “…certain men have crept in unaware, who long ago were marked for condemnation, evil men…”  (This obviously is not talking about Judaism or ‘legalism’!  They had been Jewish, and would’ve recognized a re-impo-sition of abandoned Jewish practices!)  It says ‘long ago’, indicating that these people, or the beliefs they brought, were soundly condemned in the past.   These were pre-existing ideas that were gaining acceptance.

Redefining the Grace of God

In the Christian world, a new door was open.  One that hadn’t been openable under the Old Testament 
administration.  But, now there was a premise that 
could pry open that door.  The cessation of sacri-
fical or ceremonial performances led to an assault on the inner wall, the moral code:  God’s Ten Commandments.  The perfect philosophical tool to 
break down resistance now was emerging.  It came 
thru the agency of a re-defined Grace!   This very 
book, succinctly identifies the error of these evil 
men.  They turned the grace of God into lascivi-ousness, (licentiousness (NKJ)), license to DO evil, while professing ‘purity of spirit’. A professed love for God that transcends the need to obey Him.   
Grace, rather than being the empowering agency 
referred to by the Apostle Paul in 1st Corinthians 
15:10, 
  now became the basis around which a line of reasoning emerged, making perfectly logical the rejecting of Christ’s clear admonitions:  “If you love me, keep my Commandments.” 
  “Go you therefore, and teach all nations…Teaching them to observe all things whatsoever I have commanded you: …”  
   “If you keep my commandments, ye shall abide in my love; even as I have kept my Father’s commandments, and abide in His love.” 

This passage in Jude refers to another characteristic of Gnostic theology, which is addressed in detail in my article: “The Doctrine of Antichrist.”   It is a conclusion made necessary by element 5 on page 4.  That God could not have been incarnate, could not have been composed of material substance. 

Interesting to notice, that Jude identifies these two fundamentals, of perverted grace and the rejection of Christ’s True Nature, both a by-product of that key Gnostic doctrinal element of ‘separating’ the spiritual dimension from the material world.  How much ‘Christian’ theology is distorted thru these 
fundamental premises!
Scripture Recognizes Both
Gnostic concepts would never recognize the 
spiritual and material being as parts of the whole 
person.  Yet places such as Acts 9:31, have …

“ the fear of the Lord …and …comfort of the Holy Spirit”… in the same sentence!  We recognize the 
fear of the Lord as being that respect that produces

obedience:  The comfort (presence) of the Holy 
Spirit as the empowerment which properly moti-
vates our physical responses.
This same empowerment is the result of the work-ing in the Apostle Paul as he in 1st Corinthians 15:10 shows.  That Grace is what gave Paul the ability to perform ‘labors’, as evident in the foot-note below!    In Philippians 2:13, we see:  “…both to will and to do…”  To spiritually desire to do what is right and to physically perform it are not separate and distinct worlds. It’s the spiritual which directs the physical or material.
James 2:17 & 20 with its:  “…Faith without works is dead”   Faith, a spiritual component, and works, the result of that faith, counters the Gnostic teach-ing, rather than the Judaic position.  It isn’t the Jew alleging that works aren’t necessary!  Again, we see both: faith and works, as components of a uni-fied whole, in contrast to the Gnostic separateness.
God Gave Them Over!
Romans 1:29 illustrates something profound.  Here are a people who had an awareness of God, who knew what He said in many important matters, but did not retain that!  (You can’t ‘retain’ what you never had!)  It says, “… God gave them over to a reprobate mind to do those things which are ‘not convenient’…”   (To DO things unfit, inappropri-ate or un-conventional.)  These ‘high intellectuals’ (v.22) who had better answers than God did, were ‘given over’ to a mindset which led them into all kinds of inappropriate actions.  They thought them-selves ‘free’ to do or not do anything. (the defin-ition of ‘licentiousness’!)  These once knew God!  (v.21)   This clearly refers to the Gnostic or those overwhelmed by Gnostic teachings!
The Law is Spiritual and Holy!
In the book of Romans, chapters 7 and 8, there is a lengthy narrative that addresses Gnostic thinking.  Many assign the subject of this passage as being anti-legalistic, when in fact, it’s quite the opposite. People usually interpret this to be referring to Old Testament religion, where it actually isn’t.  What it speaks against is the Gnostic position: that the Law is material, thus irrelevant or contemptible.  Paul pointedly disagrees!  These two full chapters, offer a thorough repudiation of the components 
of Gnostic elemental theology!
In verse 7:12, he says, “ Wherefore the law is holy, 
and the commandment holy, and just, and good.”  In verse 14, he says, “ For we know that the law is spiritual…”  The typical Gnostic would vehement-ly disagree; the Jew would agree!  This then isn’t arguing against the Judaic position, but instead, the Gnostics.  Paul here elevates his rhetoric to match the philosophical sophistication of the ‘know-it-all’ Gnostic, using language and concepts which many twist as though they were talking about something else:  Their favorite negative target: lawkeeping!
In Romans 7:23 we see, “…another law of my members warring against the law of my mind…” Notice: he places both within the same arena!  And, he identifies the Law of God as being the law of his mind!  Gnosticism would sever these two activities, rendering one’s physical performance irrelevant!  To the Gnostic, spiritual life trumps the material.  Paul places the supposedly ‘materialistic’ law firmly into his conscious mind (his spiritual drive center) thoroughly repudiating this key Gnostic fundamental!  He presents:
   ■  The law of the mind:  What we intend to do,

   ■  The law of the members:  What our physical            pulls lead us to actually do!

Gnostics would never see this as a ‘war’, as they create a truce by separating lawkeeping from one’s spiritual life, with one not involving the other!

We should all scrutinize this chapter for its many references to Gnosticism.  

Being Separated from God’s Love?
But it’s Paul’s conclusion in Romans 8:38-39 that is most astounding.  He summarizes with what we recognize as another example of his elegant prose:  “For I am persuaded that neither death nor life, nor angels nor principalities nor powers, nor things present nor things to come, nor height nor depth, nor any other created thing, shall be able to separate us from the love of God which is in Christ Jesus our Lord.”   (NKJ)   What many overlook is that Paul here enumerates for us all the various ‘elementals’ of Gnostic theology, calling it all  ‘man-made’!    The “separate us” component of Paul’s point alludes to the intent of Gnostic phil-osophical thinking: to separate the spiritual realm (our thoughts) from the material (our actions).  

Modern Gnostics also suggest Lawkeeping separ-
ates us from the love of God!!   This shows that their definition of love is mis-defined!  The Bible powerfully affirms that the Love of God IS the keeping of the Commandments!

1st John 5:3   “This is the Love of God, that we keep His commandments: and His commandments are not grievous.” !    (This is True Love defined!)

John 14:15   “If you love me, keep my command-ments.”  (This is True Love exhibited!)

Gnostic thought leads one to believe that it doesn’t actually matter what you do, but it’s really only your inner spirituality that counts.   (Thus their ‘separation’ of spirituality from material perform-ance!)  They pose an emotional love, dismissing its practical expression: obedience!

It is protestant theology that tends to espouse ancient Gnostic ideas, especially those who hold what is referred to as the ‘liberal’ point of view.

1st John 2:4  “…he who says he knows Him and keeps not His commandments, is a liar…”
1st John 3:4   “Sin is the transgression of the law..”  (These words were written late in the New Testa-ment era, as Gnosticism was beginning to receive warm embrace…)  Even later, Revelation 22:14   “Blessed are they who keep His Commandments..”

The New Testament is full of similar language.

Gnostic theology rejected these fundamental and clear statements.  That vestige of it, retained in modern theology, rejects it also.
Gnosticism’s Key Elements
Though a major factor in the apostasy that over-came the early Church, not all Gnostic ideas found application in what is now its established theology. Later writers, such as Paul, Peter, John and Jude described what was evident in their day.  By the late first century, certain elements were becoming apparent.   In addition to the ‘antinomian’ stance, described earlier, there was also line of reasoning fostered by the idea of ‘separation’ of the spiritual from the material.  That, facilitated by a mis-de-fined grace, also factored into another destructive 
doctrinal development which the Apostle John 
expounds.  Paul, Peter, John and Jude describe the developments apparent in their day.   By the third or fourth century, today’s modern doctrines, had developed even further.  But they started from these that the New Testament writers identify!
A Tangible Reality!

In the introduction to the Epistle of 1st John, the following declaration is made:  “That which was from the beginning, which we have heard, which we have seen with our eyes, which we have looked upon, and our hands have handled..”  John saw the need to reaffirm the vital point he made earlier in his gospel, “In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God.  The same was in the beginning with God.   All things were made by Him;…And the Word was made flesh and dwelt among us,…” 
  By the late first century, when 1st John was written, Gnostic ‘separation’ doctrine had instilled the idea that God never had entered, and that He never could enter, the material dimension.  Thus, Christ didn’t have a material or physical body.  That God, the ultimate spiritual manifestation, could never be composed of flesh or exist in the material dimension.
This, John saw need to refute rather soundly.  Not only did that God create the material world, but He ultimately took on the physical, and existed in and of the material dimension.  The logical application of Gnostic thinking to Christ’s personal existence led to another error as great as the one relating to the Christian’s relationship to His Laws!   He identified both of these theological problems in his First Epistle, written very late in his life. Both were a product of Gnostic ‘separation’ teaching.  Not only a ‘grace’ giving license to sin, but also a denial that Christ had ever entered the material dimension, becoming flesh!  The denial of this essential was so important, that John referred to it as ‘the doctrine of antichrist’!  “…every spirit 
that confesses not that Jesus Christ is come in the 
flesh is not of God:” 
   It was that important!  
What we need to realize is that both of these teachings are alive and well in modern theology, bequeathed to us by ancient Gnosticism!  As a result, we struggle with mis-defined ‘grace’ and seriously irresolvable ‘Nature of God’ issues!
In a 1994 KJV Reference Bible by Zondervan, the 
insightful introductory comments to the Book of 
1st John reads as follows:  “Now probably an aged 
man, the Apostle John wrote a letter to Christians 
in general.  Judging by the points he emphasized,

 it seems that John too was concerned with the en-croachments of Gnostic philosophy into Christian faith, particularly 1) the opinion that Christ only appeared to have a body, but did not really have one, and 2) the opinion that the deeds we do with our bodies (which are inherently evil) cannot con-taminate our souls (which are inherently good).” In the introduction to the book of Jude, this same source says: “Jude addressed again the destructive heresy of Gnosticism which seemed to have gained considerable momentum towards the end of the first century.”
Assigning scriptures which refer to Gnostic leaven as being ‘anti-Old Testament’ is a miscarriage having potent impact on ones’ understanding.  We need to identify the vestiges of Gnostic ideas still evident in modern theology and eliminate them!  

   ■  A mis-defined ‘grace’, having been turned into license to continue in sin,

   ■  The idea that our spiritual life is all that really matters, that obedience to God’s Law is irrelevant,

   ■  That we need not keep the traditional obser-vances God gave to His people of all ages,  

   ■  A denial of the fact that Christ entered the physical realm and existed of flesh, negating the possibility of His blood sacrifice, effectively under-mining the whole purpose of His Life! 

In dealing with those who advocate a Christianity absent of the need for obedience, that the Law was ‘done away’, being ‘nailed to the cross’, we need to take careful note of the subject matter of those pas-sages being applied in support of that argument.  It makes a world of difference!   Gnostic Christians

are convinced they have superior answers, when, in fact, they deny Christ’s true Nature, and confound the power and true function of God’s Grace.  
We find these doctrinal elements to be with us to the present day!   In the following parts, we will consider how fundamental assumptions based on misapplied scriptures have contaminated Christian Theology.   We need to beware of that leaven!    Ω
Gnosticism & the New Testament Church – Part 2
In Part 1, the Fundamental Teachings that were making significant inroads into the Theological Thought Processes of the New Testament Church were discussed.  
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Two of the more difficult theological controver-sies to resolve in the Christian world, since the late first century, has been  1) those questions regarding Christ’s incarnate existence and 2) the issue of the appropriateness of, or the need for, the Christian to keep the Laws of God.  These issues we’ve come to know as the ‘Nature of God’ and ‘Law and Grace’.  Polarities are often rather passionate among many well-intentioned believers.  In fact, both of these are identified at their source, in those later-written epistles, and are to a degree related, in that they share a common origin. 
The Law is ‘Done Away’
One commonly accepted belief system is built around that widely known scripture that suggests to many that, the law is all done away, that Christ ‘nailed it to the Cross’.  (Colossians 2)
What few have bothered to notice is that many of those scriptural passages used in defense of what could be described as the ‘antinomian’  position, (being against the Law) fall into that ‘crossover’ situation mentioned in Part 1, of their being used to support a ‘no-law’ position, which in actual fact denounce Gnostic teachings, not Old Testa-ment teachings!  This is a most amazing thing.  Here we are, arguing and attempting to resolve an important doctrinal position, using scriptures that are actually referring to another matter entirely!  More amazingly, those arguing for the Law being an appropriate component in Christ-ian life, are to at least some degree, as blissfully unaware of this fact as their opponents are!
It is this unconsidered phenomenon that is one of the things this article addresses.

As presented in Part 1, we also have the compli-cating factors of Scriptures which refer to the ides of achieving salvation by legal performance (‘legalism’, attempting to earn ones’ salvation), and others which address the inappropriateness of those over restrictive Talmudic Laws invented by men, which were added to the Old Testament code by the overzealous post-exilic priesthood.  Of both of these, the New Testament is negative.  Where the Apostle Paul appears negative toward the Law, it is always in the context of attempting to achieve ‘justification’; Attempting to achieve remission of sins by legal compliance. But, outside of that context, he is always positive toward the Law!  Please notice that.

Gnostic Contamination

In the later years of the first century, as the apostolic era was coming to an end, writers such as Paul, John, Peter and Jude began to do battle with encroaching heresies. They didn’t have the name for it we do today, but we can glean a lot from their descriptions.  We recognize it today under the name: Gnosticism, which was a major component in ancient Greek philosophy and religion, and a major factor in the society of the day.

Gnosticism was not a distinct religion, per se, but rather a philosophy that accommodated itself to many different religions.   Like tares among wheat, it blended-into the theological thought stream, often appearing similar to its host religion.  Anyone who has studied into this subject will realize that Gnosticism had wide range of development, being adapted in many different ways, depending on the individual philosopher and the particular host into which it became woven.

What we know today about Gnosticism is largely a study of what it developed into in the 2nd thru 6th centuries. But New Testament writers didn’t identify it as we do.  However, they did identify the key issues.  It is those key issues, presented within the New Testament, that is the focus of this article.
In the introduction to the Second General Epistle 
of Peter, the Zondervan Reference Bible has this: 
  “In this second letter, his main concern was to 
warn them against false teachers.  The area in 
which these Christians were living was a hotbed 

of Gnostic philosophers.”  In their introduction to the Epistle to the Colossians, Zondervan has this:  “Paul addressed certain problems in the church at Colossae, in particular some false philosophy being taught there.  Later these teachings would be known as Gnosticism.  
    In general, Gnosticism was the belief that matter is evil and spirit is good, the body being a prison for the soul.  Philosophers who tried to combine this belief with Christianity insisted that Jesus could not have had a human body (since bodies are evil) and therefore could not have been crucified.  (Could not have bled or died!)    
   Paul countered this teaching by affirming that God in all his fullness dwelt in the body of Jesus (1:19; 2:9), and that it was his death in the body that reconciles us to God (1:22).  Christians must therefore demonstrate their faith in Christ in their own bodies; that is, avoid asceticism and legalism (2:16-20).”
An earlier quote from this same source in Part 1 from the introduction to 1st John identified the two major aspects of this heresy: “…John too was concerned with the encroachments of Gnostic philosophy into Christian faith, partic-ularly 1) the opinion that Christ only appeared to have a body, but did not really have one, and 2) the opinion that the deeds we do with our bodies (which are inherently evil) cannot contaminate our souls (which are inherently good).”  Most importantly, we need to recognize the real issues.  Here we see the two major heresies that were being introduced to Christian theology as a result of one Gnostic fundamental, the separation of the spiritual from the material realm.  (Spirit is good / flesh is only evil!)
Now, we can easily see from just this little glimpse how Christian theology developed as it did, and why John saw it as such a dangerous heresy that he referred to it as ‘the doctrine of antichrist’!. (2nd John 7)  To suggest that God (the ultimate good) entered the material dimension, becoming flesh violated the whole thrust of Gnostic perception.  But, if Jesus wasn’t flesh, He couldn’t have bled and died in order to allow remission of sins!   From this one ‘fundamental’ we see the need for the creation of a concept of God that kept Him and any ‘manifestations’ of Him within the spirit dimension.  Thus the subtle underlay for the development of the Trinitarian concept.  We also see the need for man to be an ‘immortal soul’, residing within the body, and the need for a place for that soul to go after the end of this life.  Thus evolved ‘heaven and hell’.  Separating one’s spiritual life from his physical life, justifies deferring any attempt to reform the physical life, as even in its best state, flesh, the physical, remains evil, according to the Gnostic.  Thus the need for a re-defined ‘grace’ to explain the absence of any real need for effort on the part of the individual toward applying biblical moral standards beyond just in one’s mind.
This was the heresy that was developing in the late first century.  Irrespective of the various extremes to which Gnostic ideas would later develop, John and Peter and others insightfully recognized the basic elements that would impact Christian theology, and which remain embedded to the present day!  We need to recognize them as well.  They are summed-up best in Jude 4, “For there are certain men crept in unawares, who were before of old ordained to this condem-nation, ungodly men, turning the grace of our God into lasciviousness, and denying the only Lord God, and our Lord Jesus Christ.”   Here we have both consequences of Gnostic dualism: (presenting the spiritual as being good, distinct and divorced from the evil material dimension), 1) A denial of the persons and distinct roles of both the Father and the Son, and 2) a seriously mis-defined grace.
These are the basic elements which have plagued Christian theology down to the present time.
Now, the Church of God has come to understand the truth in these essential areas, but it is our failure to recognize in fact that the scriptures we continually attempt to explain to our antagonists are actually referring to the encroachment of Gnostic philosophy, not to the reintroduction of Old Testament concepts or practices.  This is where we need to go next.  The exercise should be eye-opening!                                                Ω
Gnosticism & the New Testament Church – Part 3
In Part 1, the phenomenon of regarding scriptures which refute Gnostic teachings as though they refer to Old Testament teachings was considered.  Below are many oft- applied anti-Gnostic passages, which need to be understood in their true context.
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Most of us are familiar with the movie called “the Perfect Storm”.  A fishing boat and its crew off the New England coast unknowingly sailed out into converging weather factors which ultimately cost them their boat and their lives.  We are today are in what could be described as having drifted into the perfect trap.  This is the phenomenon referred to in Part 1, of believers, though well-intentioned, attempting to secure good answers to essential questions but applying scriptures having to do with another subject as though they referred to the issue being discussed.  The ‘crossover effect’!   We sail out into what we perceive as familiar waters, failing to notice the contextual environment.  In this, Satan has the world caught in a perfect trap. One in which we can never secure good and clear answers.  So long as we attempt to answer questions regarding one subject using scriptures that actually apply to another, we are forever bound in a fog!
In this part, we will re-review some of those old familiar passages, but with a new point of view, taking into account their contextual basis.  

It isn’t the intent here to address the ‘Nature of God’ issue 
 so much as the ‘Law is all done away’ attitude that underlies so much of modern Christian theology.  Few factors contributed so much to the drift toward this conclusion than did the Gnostic premise.

Freed from the Law

We wouldn’t ordinarily see the Book of Romans as addressing Gnostic issues, particularly these two Chapters 7 and 8.  This it seems would be rather early!   But, when reading carefully and analytically, the early stages of that kind of thinking are in evidence.  Cracks began to appear at the base of the dam!   That flood was coming!  Though most people see these passages as specifically  addressing  the  propriety  of  any 
longer  keeping Old Testament Law, in fact, a 
greater point is being made.  We have too long regarded these chapters in the context of ‘anti-legalism’, anti-Old Testament, when in fact, it addresses another issue entirely.
Paul wasn't advocating that we are freed from the Law.  (v.3)  Most see his point as being just that, but it wasn’t ‘divorced thru decease’, it was into a state of re-marriage: Released from one obligation so that we could legally enter into another.  He makes that point in verses 1 thru 4.  But what we are divorced from is not the Old Testament Law, but our former physical nature, our ‘old man’!  We’re to become ‘released’ from our marriage to our former corrupt practices in order to become legally bound to Christ!

Verses 5 and 6 make the case that sin is defined by the Law.  Verse 7, we wouldn’t know what sin is unless the Law defined it for us.    
It was the awareness brought by a consciousness of the Law that brought him from a state of blissful ignorance and made him realize how spiritually dead he really was!  Verses 7 thru 11.
Now, it’s remarkable, that so many deduce from this that Paul is advocating that we are free to disregard the Law, especially in light of the following statement in verse 12: “Wherefore the law is holy, and the commandment holy, and just, and good.”  A couple of verses later: “For we know that the law is spiritual: but I am carnal, sold under sin.”
It’s at this point we should become suspicious of the slant put on this passage by main-stream religion.  Because, you see, Paul is actually establishing a very important platform for under-standing, that there’s a battle between our carnal, physical human natures and our spiritual life.  
The mind versus the flesh.  One law dominates 
one and another the other!

So, Who’s the Bad Guy?
We need to ask ourselves, Who is Paul arguing against?  Is it the Jew?  How could we conclude that?   It isn’t the Jew who would disagree with his conclusion that the Law is Holy and just and good.  No, Paul is making the case against those who would suggest that we don’t need to change our actions, only our mental orientations.  He takes the Law of God, which a Gnostic would dismiss 
 as being physical, assigned only to the material dimension, and places it into the seat of his spiritual drive center!  He identifies the Law as Spiritual!  “For I delight in the law of God after the inward man:” (v.22),  “For we know that the law is spiritual:” (v.14).  No, Paul is here making a case against emerging Gnostic perceptions.  He takes the key standard that they would define as belonging to the material dimen-sion, (the Law), declares it spiritual, and places it fully in his mind (though admitting being subject to the physical pulls.)  It isn’t the Jew who would take issue with his conclusion.  It is the Gnostic!
Gnostics wouldn’t admit to there being any such battle, as Paul so vividly describes in verses 15 thru 25.  They would have dismissed the Law as having any applicability in their spiritual life, assigning it to the material, thus evil, realm!

This is a case against Gnosticism, not Judaism!  We miss the point when we fail to see that.  

Continuing the thought in Chapter 8, Paul is advocating living a different kind of life.  One directed by the Law of his mind, though warring against the law of his members.  Notice that he identifies TWO different laws, (so that when he seems negative toward the law, we need to be certain which law he is referring to.)
A radical new concept of Grace over Law was beginning to develop.  It didn’t necessarily have a formal name yet, but its appearance this early is most interesting.  Thru Chapter 8, Paul makes the point that walking after the Spirit (applying the Law of God ) changes how we live our physical lives.  It isn’t the Jew who would have a problem with that.  It is the Gnostic!  Gnostics would see the physical conduct (resisting sinful physical pulls) as being divorced from the spiritual.  In this chapter he makes the point that if our physical conduct isn’t in harmony with the leading of God’s Spirit, that individual isn’t even converted.  By that power we are to “mortify the deeds of the body”.  (v.13)  This isn’t a disregard for the Law, but a practical application of it, employing the power of God’s Spirit in us.
Addressing the predictable Gnostic counter-argument, in verse 15, “For ye have not received the spirit of bondage again to fear; but ye have received the Spirit of adoption, whereby we cry, Abba, Father.”  Again, it isn’t the Jew who would see the re-application of the Law as ‘bondage’.  Further proof that his argument was against the Gnostic concept.  He wasn’t advo-cating a return to the former relationship, but a new more potent obligation, by our having been brought into a family relationship.  That word ‘adoption’ should read, ‘sonship’!
But it’s Paul’s conclusion that’s stunning.  In verses 38 & 39 of Chapter 8, he writes: “For I am persuaded, that neither death, nor life, nor angels, nor principalities, nor powers, nor things present, nor things to come,  “Nor height, nor depth, nor any other created thing, shall be able to separate us from the love of God, which is in Christ Jesus our Lord.” (NKJ)  We typically recognize this as just another example of elegant prose, that Paul is famous for.  
But, what most of us have failed to realize is his references here to so many basic ‘elements’ of Gnostic philosophy!  His point is that none of these things can separate us from the ‘love of God’.  We recognize the definition of ‘the love of God’ 
 from 1st John as being ‘the keeping of the Commandments!   Not His love for us, but 
ours for Him, as expressed in our response.  
Anyone familiar with Gnostic theology will recognize: ‘angels, principalities, powers, things present, things to come, height, depth,’ as being many of the important ‘elements’ (rudiments) of that kind of philosophy.  Another code word is ‘fullness’!  (A word he uses in Colossians 2:9).  
To present this summation, Paul must have had these elementals on his mind in what he had just been writing.  Why would Paul pose these as having potential in ‘separating us’ from the love of God?  It’s because pre-emergent Gnostic dual-istic ideas separated our physical performance into another sphere of activity.  Paul here affirms that no such separation exists, their ‘heightened’ philosophy, notwithstanding.  By affirming that ‘the Law is Spiritual’, he openly defies one key element of Gnostic thought!
(We should be reminded that Paul, having been a Pharisee, would’ve been quite familiar with the ‘leavened’ doctrine that Christ warned against!  (Mt. 16:6 & 12)  Gnostic ideas had long ago crept into Jewish religion under Hellenistic exposure.)
So, we can see an anti-Gnostic undertone in these two chapters in Romans, where so many ignorantly misrepresent them as being anti-legal!  
Ordinances Nailed to the Cross!

Few passages occupy such an eminent place in evangelical Christianity as the Epistle of Paul to the Colossians, especially Chapter 2.  The intro-duction to this Epistle, by Zondervan, is exerpted on page 10 of this article., and says in part, “Paul addressed certain problems in the church at Colossae, in particular some false philosophy being taught there.  Later these teachings would be known as Gnosticism.”  
It is well known among scholars that the focal issue in Colossians is Gnosticism.  If a certain familiar passage from Chapter 2 were to be read to you, you would no doubt admit that you’d understood this passage to be referring to the Old Testament Law of God.  Literally millions would do the same!   Verses 14 and 16 (let’s overlook verse 15 for now, most do!), say: “Blotting out the handwriting of ordinances that was against us, which was contrary to us, and took it out of the way, nailing it to His cross;  v.16  “Let no man therefore judge you in meat, or in drink, or in respect of an holyday, or of the new moon, or of the sabbath days:”.  The overwhelming majority of Christians are absolutely convinced that this is referring to the abolition of Old Testament Law!
Despite the clear admission in Zondervan’s pre-face to the Epistle, few care that the real subject being dealt with was the impact of Gnostic phil-osophy.  Reading this book, it is obvious as to what the topical thrust is. Here’s the most blatant example of using a scripture that addresses one subject as though it addresses another. And, both sides argue the matter as though it was establish-ing to the non-applicability of God’s Law.  With many, not only the non-applicability, but the total abrogation of it!
Colossians is almost a manual for code words and counter-code words alluding to many ideas associated with Gnostic philosophical religion!  

In Chapter 1, just skimming some of those code-words: in v.6 The true grace of God,  in v.9, knowledge, wisdom and spiritual under-standing,  v.11 might, glorious power, v.12 inheritance in light,  v.13 escaping the power of darkness,  v.14  redemption thru His blood,  v.15 the image of the invisible God,  v.16 Creator of all things, material and spiritual: thrones, dominions, principalities, powers, being subordinate,  v.17 pre-existed all things,  v.18  the ultimate pre-eminent head,  v.19  in him all fullness dwells bodily!  v.20 reconciler of all things both in earth and in heaven, v.26  revealer of the mystery of the ages,  v.27 our hope of glorification!   It goes on and on!  Anyone familiar with Gnostic teaching will recognize the obvious correlation.  
In Chapter 2, it gets really explicit: “…being knit together in love, and unto all riches of the full assurance of understanding, to the acknowledge-ment of the mystery of God, and of the Father, and of Christ;  In whom are hid all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge.  And this I say, lest any man should beguile you with enticing words.”  (v.2-4)  “Beware lest any man spoil you through philosophy and vain deceit, after the tradition of men, after the rudiments of the world, and not after Christ. For in him dwelleth all the fulness of the Godhead bodily.  And ye 
are complete in him, which is the head of all principality and power: “ (V.8-10)
“Let no man beguile you of your reward in a voluntary humility and worshipping of angels, intruding into those things which he hath not seen, vainly puffed up by his fleshly mind,  And not holding the Head, from which all the body by joints and bands having nourishment ministered, and knit together, increaseth with the increase of God.  Wherefore if ye be dead with Christ from the rudiments of the world, why, as though living in the world, are ye subject to ordinances,  (Touch not; taste not; handle not;  Which all are to perish with the using;) after the command-ments and doctrines of men?  Which things have indeed a shew of wisdom in will worship, and humility, and neglecting of the body: not in any honour to the satisfying of the flesh.”  (v.18-23)
What in this book, other than the presumption involving verses 2:14 & 16, would suggest that Paul is taking issue with any Old Testament teaching or practice?  References to outside, worldly sources are abundant and constant, verse after verse.
Mortify the Physical!
It continues in Chapter 3 with a frontal attack, this time opposing the practical conclusions of these ‘rudiments of the world’: “Mortify there-fore your members which are upon the earth; fornication, uncleanness, inordinate affection, evil concupiscence, and covetousness, which is idolatry:  For which things' sake the wrath of God cometh on the children of disobedience:    In the which ye also walked some time, when ye lived in them.”

This is not talking to converted former Jews! This isn’t referring to Old Testament practices!   Those things in which they ‘had some time walked’ were unconquered lusts, the very things 
this vain (Gnostic) philosophy sought to leave 
unattended and un-repented of under a re-defined 
‘licentious grace’!

But, right in the middle of this unbroken dialog, are the two verses the Christian religions by and large insist is referring to the Ten Command-ments being all done away, ‘nailed to the cross’! The ‘handwriting of ordinances’ is defined in verse 2:20.  Though it is true that our sins were paid for on the cross, that isn’t what this phrase in verse 2:14 is referring to.  We shouldn’t argue the matter as though it was.  It was the violations of the dictates of this vain, puffed up, man-made religion that were contained in the ‘handwriting of ordinances that was against us’.  The theme continues in verse 2:16.  The Church was being analyzed and criticized by these vain deceitful men (v.8), for not following the dictates of their man-made commandments (v.22).
Paul asks, “Wherefore if ye be dead with Christ from the rudiments of the world, why, as though living in the world, are ye subject to ordinan-ces?” (v.20)   Here, they‘d escaped from all that, by having been called-out of their pagan Gnostic philosophy, why would they want to plunge back into it?  This isn’t referring to going back into Old Testament practices.  It’s a mistake to sug-gest that, the text disallows it!  These Colossians weren’t ex-Jews!   None of this exhibits evidence that it’s anywhere talking about Jewish Law!
Now, understanding the major context of the Epistle to the Colossians, we can better under-stand the point of verses 2:14-17.  Keep in mind, this is talking about Gnostic religion!
Whose Ordinances?
“Blotting out the handwriting of ordinances 
 that was against us, which was contrary to us, and took it out of the way, nailing it to his cross;  And having spoiled principalities and powers, he made a shew of them openly, triumphing over 
them in it.  Let no man therefore judge you in 
meat, or in drink, or in respect of an holyday, or of the new moon, or of the sabbath days:  Which are a shadow of things to come; but the body is of Christ.”  Above the text is intact. Now, let’s examine each phrase to better grasp the real point Paul was making.
“Blotting out the handwriting of ordinances 

that was against us, Here, religious people make an enormous leap!  Concluding without specific evidence, even disregarding specific evidence to the contrary 
 that these ‘ordinances’ refer to the Commandments of God.  Paul affirms the benefit of our having the Commandments 
.…which was contrary to us,… On what basis would we conclude that God’s Laws are contrary to us, and not man’s commandments?  It is we who are by nature contrary to the Laws of God. (Rom. 8:7) This line of reasoning makes the law the offender of us!! “…and took it out of the way, nailing it to his cross;”  Abundant corroborating evidence shows that it was our sin that was nailed to the cross, in His body.  Including those sins authorized and abetted by licentious living, as encouraged under the Gnostic teachings.
“And having spoiled principalities and powers,
he made a shew of them openly, triumphing over them in it.  Why does this verse get ignored so?   It continues the thought from the previous phrase!  What was dissolved on the cross was the power of the religious luminaries and authorities that had dominated their former beliefs and lives!  A belief system offering no redemptive process beyond personal ‘will power’ of the unconverted offender.  It left them continually anxious as to their state of acceptability.  The list of offences to their record was formidable.  They had to per-suade themselves that their actions didn’t really matter.  No religious Jew would ascribe to that!
Let No Man Judge You!
Now, here’s another very interesting passage. 
Attached right to the one above: “Let no man 
therefore judge you in meat, or in drink, or in respect of an holyday, or of the new moon, or of the sabbath days:”  If the Commandments were 

nailed to the cross, why would these secondary

vestiges (Statutes) still remain?  They are being told to not let men judge them in how they kept Sabbaths and holy days, new moons and dietary practices.  It wasn’t that they were being faulted by men for NOT keeping these things, but were being criticized for the fact that they WERE keeping them and HOW they were!  (Why would a Jew criticize a Gentile for not keeping a Sabbath or holyday?  The suggestion just doesn’t make sense.)  “Which are a shadow of things to come;”  Wow! Consider this one!  Here, decades after the cross, when all of these things were supposedly long since ‘done away’, why is Paul alleging that these are a ‘shadow of things to come’? ( An outline of future events, to put it in modern English.)   You can’t truthfully say they are, when they no longer are! …but the body (is) of Christ.”  Poorly translated!  The word ‘is’ was added.  It should read: “…but the body of Christ”.  It’s a long sentence.  Paul is saying that we shouldn’t let men judge us in these things, as only the body of Christ (the Church) should. 
The Gnostic would fault them for keeping these things, especially when observing them ‘eating and drinking’ (enjoyably feasting) on these holy occasions, as God in the Old Testament clearly encouraged them to!
Jude gives further insight into these criticizers in verses 10 & 12: “But these speak evil of those things which they know not: but what they know naturally, as brute beasts, in those things they corrupt themselves…These are spots in your feasts of charity, when they feast with you, feeding themselves without fear; clouds they are without water, carried about of winds;…”   Jude is a book written entirely against Gnosticism!

In these passages, we see examples of the ‘cross-over effect’ mentioned in Part 1, of those scrip-tures that fault Gnostic teaching used as though they were referring to Old Testament teaching.  There are others.  We need to carefully note the subject of passages such as these, and especially, to NOT assign anti-Gnostic passages as though 
their subject is the Laws of God!               Ω                                                                                     
�  1st Corinthians 5:7&8


�  2nd Corinthians 11:13-15


�  Meats sacrificed to idols was a common item in the first century!  Acts 7:41, 1st Cor. 10:20 & 28, Rev. 2:14 & 20, etc.


�  Ephesians 2:8-10  “…we are His workmanship, created in Christ Jesus unto good works which God has before ordained that we should walk in them.”


�  Romans 3:31  (Another God-forbidden thought, that Faith disregards or displaces the Law!)


�  Primitive Christianity in Crisis, Second Edition, by Alan Knight, pg. 399, etc.


�  1st John 2:3-4,  1st Jn.5:2-3,  Jn.14:15 & 21, Jn.15:10


�  Primitive Christianity in Crisis, Second Edition,  pg.182  


�  In its introduction to the books of 1st John and Jude, the KJV Reference Bible by Zondervan, 1994, says this: “..the Apostle John, too was concerned with the encroachment of Gnostic philosophy into Christian faith, particularly 1.)the opinion that Christ only appeared to have a body but did not really have one, and 2) the opinion that the deeds we do with our bodies (which are inherently evil) cannot contaminate our souls (which are inherently good).  “Jude addressed again the destructive heresy of Gnosticism which seemed to have gained considerable momentum towards the end of the first century…”


�   “But by the grace of God I am what I am: and His grace which was bestowed upon me was not in vain; but I labored more abundantly than they all: yet not I, but the grace of God which was with me.”  Not the world’s all-time favorite Paulian scripture.


�   John 14:15  1st John 2:4-7 defines how we truly know                   Him,   2nd John 6 defines the Love of God!


�   Matthew 28:19-20


�   John 15:10


�  1st John 1:1 and John 1:1-3 & 14


�  1st John 4:3


�  This Truth severely confounds Trinitarian premise, in that a physical Being could not be a co-equal ‘hypostasis’ with the two other Spirit Beings.  See my article exposing “The Hypostasis Hoax”.                  


�  This matter is addressed rather pointedly in my article.


“The Doctrine of Antichrist.”


�  “Gnosticism was radically dualistic.  In its view, man is either captivated by the material world (bondage), or con-nected to the spirituality of the heavens (freedom).  There is no middle ground.   Spirit does not mix with matter.”  Primitive Christianity in Crisis,  pg. 261.


�  1st John 5:2 & 3.  “By this we know that we love the chi-dren of God, when we love God, and keep his command-ments.   For this is the love of God, that we keep his com-mandments: and his commandments are not grievous.” John 14:21 “He that hath my commandments, and keepeth them, he it is that loveth me:..”


�  The common presumption is that this passage only refers to the Old Testament Law.  Obviously, the rest of the narrative, from 1:12 clear thru 3:10 refers to man-made religious dictates.  It was the infraction of those man-made dictates (rudiments of the world / commandments of men) that burdened the consciences of these former pagans!


�  These ordinances are the infractions of the alternate commandments of men!  See 2:20-22


�  Romans 3:1-6  “What advantage then hath the Jew? Or what profit is there in circumcision?  Much in every way: chiefly, because that unto them were committed the oracles of God.”  If the commandments were to become abolished, “…then how shall God judge the world?”  On what basis?
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