Matthew 5:20-48
The Stricter Standard
the Six Cases of  ...

Ye have heard ... it ... said by them of old time … But I say unto you
Corrections of misunderstandings of Old Testament law, or Contrast of New Testament law with Old Testament law?
Jesus Preached The Gospel While On Earth
Mark 1:14 Jesus came into Galilee preaching the gospel
Luke 16:16 The Law and the prophets were proclaimed until John; since that time the gospel of the kingdom of God has been preached … (NASB)
John 1:17 the law was given by Moses, but grace and truth came by Jesus Christ

Heb 2:3 How shall we escape, if we neglect so great salvation; which at the first began to be spoken by the Lord, and was confirmed unto us by them that heard him

John 14:26 But the Comforter, which is the HG, whom the Father will send in my name, he shall teach you all things, and bring all things to your remembrance, whatsoever I have said unto you
just 3 verses before Jesus’ Sermon On The Mount we read …

Matt 4:23 “And Jesus went about all Galilee, teaching in their synagogues, and preaching the gospel of the kingdom …”
So we should expect Matthew 5-7 (the Sermon On The Mount) to at least primarily contain "gospel" (New Testament) teaching.
Our Righteousness Must Exceed – Matt 5:20
… except your righteousness shall exceed the righteousness of the scribes and Pharisees, ye shall in no case enter … the kingdom of heaven.
Notice our righteousness must exceed the “righteousness” of the Pharisees, not their wickedness (hypocrisy).  Topping their wickedness would be no challenge at all.  That would be about like Jesus saying our righteousness must exceed the righteousness of Adolph Hitler.  Duh.
I think verses 21-48 details just how our righteousness must exceed the righteousness of the scribes and Pharisees:

· In verses 21-48 we have six contrasts of – “Ye have heard that it was said of them of old time … But I say unto you.”
· In all six cases Jesus is contrasting His stricter (exceeding in righteousness) New Testament law with a quote from the Old Testament law.  (not correcting false interpretations of the Old Testament law)

· So our righteousness must exceed the righteousness of the scribes and Pharisees in the sense we must meet a stricter standard than they had to meet.

Think of sincere Pharisees like Saul and Nicodemus who were keeping the old law faithfully – our righteousness must exceed even their righteousness.  Don’t think of hypocritical ones Jesus was rebuking constantly (like in Matt 23).
Matthew 5:21-26 - Thou Shalt Not Kill
“Thou shalt not kill” is an exact quote of Exodus 20:13.
Some say Jesus is just referring to false interpretations of the old law, but

· How could an exact quote of an Old Testament verse be a false interpretation of OT teaching?  One can make a false application of a verse, but how can just quoting a verse without comment be a misrepresentation of that verse?
· If you just quote Mark 16:16 with no comment, could a Baptist correctly accuse you of giving a false interpretation of the New Testament teaching on baptism?

In this first section (actually in all six sections) - Jesus quotes an Old Testament verse, and then proceeds to give his New Testament teaching that is stricter than the verse quoted:

· don’t even be angry with your brother without a cause

· don’t call your brother Raca or fool

This is why I never call anybody a "fool" - especially a brother in Christ.
Matthew 5:27-30
Thou Shalt Not Commit Adultery

“Thou shalt not commit adultery” is an exact quote of Exodus 20:14:
· Again, how could an exact quote of an Old Testament verse be a false interpretation of Old Testament teaching (by the Pharisees or other)?

· If you just quote Matthew 19:9 with no comment, could an unscripturally married person legitimately accuse you of falsely interpreting Jesus’ teaching on divorce and remarriage?
Just as in the other five cases in Matt 5:21-48, Jesus quotes an Old Testament verse, and then proceeds to give his stricter NT teaching …
· Verse 28 “whosoever looketh on a woman to lust after her hath committed adultery with her already in his heart”
· Do you see how Matt 5:28 is stricter than Exod 20:14?
The reverse would of course apply to the ladies.  Men are not the only ones susceptible to the sin of lust.
Matthew 5:31-32 - Divorce

“let him give her a writing of divorcement” is a quote from Deut 24:1 ...
Deut 24:1-2 “When a man hath taken a wife, and married her, and it come to pass that she find no favour in his eyes, because he hath found some uncleanness in her: then let him write her a bill of divorcement, and give it in her hand, and send her out of his house.  And when she is departed out of his house, she may go and be another man's wife.”

The OT teaching in Deut 24:1ff was that a man could divorce his wife for reason short of fornication (remember adulterers were put to death – Lev 20:10), and said put away wife could then remarry another.  But Jesus’ NT teaching in Matt 5:32 says fornication is the only scriptural cause, and the put away wife may not remarry.  See the difference?
This same Law Of Moses / Law Of Christ contrast is made in Matt 19 - 8… Moses because of the hardness of your hearts suffered (permitted, NKJV) you to put away your wives:  but from the beginning it was not so.  9And I say unto you, Whosoever shall put away his wife, except it be for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adultery …
Jesus' Divorce And Remarriage Teaching
Matthew 19:9 "... Whosoever shall put away his wife, except it be for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adultery: and whoso marrieth her which is put away doth commit adultery."

The General Rule is - divorce & remarriage constitutes an adulterous marriage.
The only exception to that rule is - a person may divorce their spouse "for fornication" and remarry without committing adultery:

· the wife must have committed fornication

· the husband must divorce his wife

· the divorce must be for the cause of fornication

If the put away remarries, adultery results - regardless of why she was put away.
Matt 5:32 "... whosoever shall put away his wife, saving for the cause of fornication, causeth her to commit adultery: and whosoever shall marry her that is divorced committeth adultery."

Same as Matt 19:9, except Matt 5:32 doesn’t mention the remarriage of the one doing the divorcing, therefore Matt 5:32 proves it is a sin to just divorce your spouse, even if you never remarry.
The Reason

Divorce And Remarriage Constitutes Adultery
The reason divorce and remarriage results in adultery is because husband and wife are bound to each other as long as they live.  Divorce unapproved by God does not change that obligation.

Rom 7:2-3 "For the woman which hath an husband is bound (“obligated” ptd) by the law to her husband so long as he liveth; but if the husband be dead, she is loosed from the law of her husband.  So then if, while her husband liveth, she be married to another man, she shall be called an adulteress: but if her husband be dead, she is free from that law; so that she is no adulteress, though she be married to another man."
Why is it called adultery if I divorce Carol and marry Betty?  Because though the state of Alabama may have allowed the divorce, God says I am still bound/obligated to Carol (as she is still living).  So when I sleep with my new wife Betty, I am cheating “against” (Mark 10:11) Carol.

Knowing this is the reason for the facts stated in texts like Matt 19:9 - helps us answer many of the esoteric questions on the MDR topic.

Matt 5:33-37 - You Shall Not Swear Falsely

verses 33-34 "... ye have heard that it hath been said by them of old time, Thou shalt not forswear thyself, but shalt perform unto the Lord thine oaths:  But I say unto you, Swear not at all ..."
“You shall not swear falsely” (NKJV) in verse 33 is a quote of “ye shall not swear by my name falsely” in Leviticus 19:12.

Note the consistent Old Testament teaching on this point:

· Numbers 30:2 If a man vow a vow unto the Lord, or swear an oath to bind his soul with a bond; he shall not break his word, he shall do according to all that proceedeth out of his mouth.
· Psalms 15:1,4b Lord, who shall abide in thy tabernacle? who shall dwell in thy holy hill? … He that sweareth to his own hurt (detriment, ptd), and changeth not
· Deuteronomy 6:13, 10:20, 23:21-23, Ecclesiastes 5:4

What is Jesus saying here?  The Old Testament taught you could swear, but you had better do what you swore to do.  Jesus’ new/stricter teaching is that you shouldn’t even swear to begin with (“Swear not AT ALL”).  Instead, just let your yea be yea, and your nay, nay.
At All

Parallels to “At All” in Matthew 5:34:

· Carol punishing our kids:  “You can’t watch television at all today, not Andy Griffith, nor College Football; just use your time to read a book.”  Does that mean some TV is allowed?

· John 18:38  Pilate saith unto him, What is truth? and when he had said this, he went … unto the Jews, and saith unto them, I find in him no fault at all. -  some faults found in Jesus?

· I John 1:5  This then is the message which we have heard of him, and declare unto you, that God is light, and in him is no darkness at all.  – some darkness (sin) found in God?
Everyone knows what “at all” means when it is used elsewhere like this, but for some reason they don’t know what “swear not at all” would mean in a courtroom.
James 5:12

... ABOVE ALL THINGS, my brethren, swear not, neither by heaven, neither by the earth, neither by any other oath: but let your yea be yea; and your nay, nay

If God had wanted to say we were never to swear, not even in a court of law, how could He have said it more definitively than the way Matt 5:34 and James 5:12 express it? 

Fact is - God couldn’t have said it any more clearly and emphatically, could He?
For some reason God says this is “above all things.”  It must be a pretty important instruction; you think?
Matthew 5:38-42

An Eye For An Eye, And A Tooth For A Tooth
“An eye for any eye, and a tooth for a tooth” is an exact quote of Exodus 21:24 and Leviticus 24:20 (both of which were talking about how to deal with violent crime).
Instead of striking back in self-defense, we are to "resist not evil" (39).
Acts 9:25 “Then the disciples took him by night, and let him down by the wall in a basket” shows it is also authorized to run or hide, but what Matt 5:38-39 is saying is that we must not strike back.  Two wrongs never make a right.

Rom 12:17a Recompense to no man evil for evil  -  confirms this instruction is an absolute (meaning it applies in all circumstances).  The rest of Rom 12 and 13:1-4 tell us to “call the police” instead.
James 5:6 “Ye have condemned and killed the just; and he doth not resist you” (vs.1-4 rich oppressing poor - an approved example if I’ve ever seen one).
Jesus’ new law never authorizes:

An Eye For An Eye, And A Tooth For A Tooth

Matt 5:43-48 Love Thy Neighbor … Hate Thine Enemy
The #1 argument for a Christian being able to kill for his country in war (that they did it in the OT) is invalidated when you understand Jesus’ contrast here.

“Thou shalt love thy neighbor” is an exact quote from Leviticus 19:18.

“Hate thine enemy” is what the Old Testament taught in passages like Deut 23:3-4,6-7, Psalms 26:5, 31:6, and 139:21-22 (“I hate them with perfect hatred:  I count them mine enemies.”).  The only time the Israelites were told to hate anybody was when they fought against a national enemy nation in war.
The Israelites were told to destroy other nations in war (e.g., Deut 7:2,16), even obliterate women and children at times.  That is hate in action (not feeling) - like Prov 13:24 “He that spareth his rod hateth his son.”  Today Christians are to act the very opposite toward our enemies.  Compare the difference in the 2 laws:

· I Sam 15:3,33 … go and smite Amalek, … and spare them not; but slay both man and woman infant and suckling … And Samuel hewed Agag in pieces before the Lord in Gilgal.  –  does anybody think the NT authorizes this?
· Eccl 3:8 … a time to hate; a time of war …
· Matt 5:44 Love your enemies, bless them that curse you, do good to them that hate you

Hate for enemies (like killing for country) should be replaced with Love

Paul Earnhart, Invitation To A Spiritual Revolution

The contrast being drawn in these verses (Matt 5:21-48, ptd) is not between the law of Moses and the law of Christ.  It is rather a contrast between the Pharisaic corruption of the Old Testament and the true righteousness of the kingdom (page 40).

This mistake led my late friend and our brother Earnhart to switch from being a conscientious objector, to think it is okay to swear, and to believe in physical self-defense, all of which run directly contrary to this section of the Sermon On The Mount that he is commenting on.

The troublesome thing about these citations is that they at times seem to be exact quotations of the law. (no kidding, ptd) “You shall not murder” is straight out of Exod 20:13 and Deut 5:17. (page 43)

Finally, it is evident that Jesus in His answer to the Pharisees (Matt 5:31-32, ptd) has traveled beyond Deuteronomy, even properly understood, and has stated the law of the kingdom of heaven which rests upon “God’s will “from the beginning” (Matt 19:8-9). (page 56)

Don't many gospel preachers do the exact same thing when they say quotes from the Old Testament in Matt 5:21,27,31,33,38,43 are just the Pharisees' false interpretations of the Old Testament?

That Is Our Challenge
We see then that in many cases the New Testament law is stricter than the Old Testament law, so our righteousness must be greater than the righteousness of even the best Old Testament saints – verse 20 (like Paul when he was a sincere Pharisee).

Are we living according to God's stricter New Testament law as we ought to?
hear Bible Crossfire Sundays at 8:00 pm
SiriusXM radio Family Talk 131
and on 62 local radio stations across America

and at www.BibleCrossfire.com
www.BibleDebates.info
debate charts on various issues

audio of previous debates

other Bible material
(256) 682-9753        PatDonahue@bellsouth.net
