
Liberty In The Christian Bible  

Rule 12,13

A while  back  one  of  the  presidential  candidates  was
speaking at  Liberty University and made the comment
that second Corinthians 3:17 was the basis for liberty in
America. Being somewhat surprised by this since I had
never heard of the Christians Jesus ever stumping for any
political system I decided to look up what he was talking
about. 

Getting  around  the  obvious  that  this  speaker  did  not
actually  understand  the  Christian's  Bible  because  he
called it two Corinthians instead of second Corinthians I
wanted  to  see  what  he  read  that  made  him think  that
Christianity had anything to do with any political system.
So my first step was to look up second Corinthians 3:17.
When I looked it up it appeared in a paragraph starting at
3:4 and ended at 3:18. And as is so true with many of the
Christians Bibles quotes you have to  not just  read the
words that were written but read the context they were
written  in  so  to  start  with  the  following  is  second
Corinthians 3:4 through 3:17.

{3:4} And such trust have we through Christ to Godward: {3:5} Not that we are sufficient of ourselves
to think any thing as of ourselves; but our sufficiency [is] of God; {3:6} Who also hath made us able
ministers of the new testament; not of the letter, but of the spirit: for the letter killeth, but the spirit
giveth life. {3:7} But if the ministration of death, written [and] engraven in stones, was glorious, so that
the children of Israel could not stedfastly behold the face of Moses for the glory of his countenance;
which  [glory]  was  to  be  done away:  {3:8}  How shall  not  the  ministration  of  the  spirit  be  rather
glorious? {3:9} For if the ministration of condemnation [be] glory, much more doth the ministration of
righteousness exceed in glory. {3:10} For even that which was made glorious had no glory in this
respect, by reason of the glory that excelleth. {3:11} For if that which is done away [was] glorious,
much more that which remaineth [is] glorious. {3:12} Seeing then that we have such hope, we use
great plainness of speech: {3:13} And not as Moses, [which] put a vail over his face, that the children
of Israel could not stedfastly look to the end of that which is abolished: {3:14} But their minds were
blinded: for until this day remaineth the same vail untaken away in the reading of the old testament;
which [vail] is done away in Christ. {3:15} But even unto this day, when Moses is read, the vail is upon
their heart. {3:16} Nevertheless when it shall turn to the Lord, the vail shall be taken away. {3:17}
Now the Lord is that Spirit: and where the Spirit of the Lord [is,] there [is] liberty. 

This paragraph does require that you know a little bit about the whole Christian Bible but even without
knowing a lot about it you can see that they are not in any way talking about any political system. They
are discussing the difference between the written word of the Old Testament and the unwritten words of
the New Testament. And the liberty they are talking about is the liberation that their New Testament
gives them versus just having the Old Testament. It has absolutely nothing to do with any political
system whatsoever.



That was my interpretation anyway. So I decided to find out what Christians think of this paragraph. To
do that I looked this paragraph up in The Enduring Word website:
( http://www.enduringword.com/commentaries/4703.htm) 
and found that my interpretation was not far from theirs. But both of us agree that this statement had
nothing to  do with liberty in  any political  sense.  Below is  the  Christians  determination  from The
Enduring Word website. It is an extremely long explanation because they analyze every word or phrase
within the paragraph.

If you read this entire interpretation you will notice that they have to get quite convoluted in order to
explain this so that it comes out positively. For instance, there is the following statement:

“The old covenant had glory, but the glory of the new covenant far outshines it, just as the sun always
outshines the brightest moon. Compared to the new covenant, the old covenant had no glory because of
the glory that excels in the new covenant.”

So basically their story is telling us that their Yahweh was again evolving after having evolved from
destroying everybody except Noah and his family and each time Yahweh evolved he got better. Kind of
a strange thing for a religion that believes that their Yahweh can make no mistakes. Or maybe they
mean he cannot make any mistakes in the state he may exist right now which obviously is probably not
perfect, since he is continuously evolving.

But back to the original question second Corinthians 3:17 has nothing to do with American liberty or
any political liberty whatsoever.
This is how some Christians interpret this:
      
3. (4-6) Sufficient ministers of a new covenant.
      
And we have such trust through Christ toward God. Not that we are sufficient of ourselves to think of
anything as being from ourselves, but our sufficiency is from God, who also made us sufficient as
ministers of the new covenant, not of the letter but of the Spirit; for the letter kills, but the Spirit gives
life.
      
   a. We have such trust through Christ toward God: Paul knows that what he has just written
might sound proud in the ears of the Corinthian Christians. After all, it is no small thing to say, "You
are my letter of recommendation" and "I am a pen in God's hand." Paul knows these are big ideas, but
his place for thinking these big ideas is in Jesus, not in himself.
      
   b. Not that we are sufficient of ourselves: Paul doesn't consider himself sufficient for the great
task of changing lives for Jesus. Only Jesus is sufficient for such a big job.
      
      i. Some people refuse to be used by God because they think of themselves as "not ready,"
but in a sense, we are never ready or worthy. If we were, the sufficiency would be in ourselves and not
from God.
      
      ii. "Brethren, if Paul is not sufficient of himself, what are you and I? Where are you . . .
Do you indulge the dream of self-sufficiency? Be ashamed of your folly in the presence of a great man
who knew what he said, and who spoke under the direction of the Spirit of God, and wrote deliberately,
'Not that we are sufficient of ourselves.' " (Spurgeon)
      



      iii. "Our sufficiency is of God; let us practically enjoy this truth. We are poor, leaking
vessels, and the only way for us to keep full is to put our pitcher under the perpetual flow of boundless
grace. Then, despite its leakage, the cup will always be full to the brim." (Spurgeon)
      
   c.  Ministers  of  the  new covenant:  The  idea  of  a  new covenant  was prophesied  in  the  Old
Testament (Jeremiah 31:31) and put into practice by Jesus (Luke 22:19-20).
      
      i. The ancient Greek word for covenant (diatheke) had the ordinary meaning of a "last
will  and testament."  Paul's  use of  the word reinforces the sovereignty of  God, because it  is  not  a
negotiated settlement, but a divine decree.
      
      ii.  The word covenant  describes "An 'arrangement'  made by one party  with plenary
power, which the other party may accept or reject, but cannot alter . . . A covenant offered by God to
man was no 'compact' between two parties coming together on equal terms." (Moulton and Milligan)
      
      iii. This new covenant presents the terms by which we can have a relationship with God,
centered on Jesus and His work for us.
      
   d. Not of the letter but of the Spirit: When Paul contrasts the letter and the Spirit,  he isn't
favoring "experience" over  "the word,"  nor is  he favoring allegorical  interpretation over  a literal
understanding  of  the  Bible.  Rather  Paul  shows  the  superiority  of  the  new covenant  over  the  old
covenant.
      
      i. The letter is the law in its outward sense, written on tablets of stone. The letter of the
law came by the old covenant. It was good in itself, but it gave us no power to serve God, and it did not
change our heart; it simply told us what to do. Paul can say the letter kills because the law, exposing
our guilt, "kills" us before God. The law thoroughly and completely establishes our guilt.
      
      ii. Paul expresses this point well in Romans 7:5-6: For when we were in the flesh, the
sinful passions which were aroused by the law were at work in our members to bear fruit to death. But
now we have been delivered from the law, having died to what we were held by, so that we should serve
in the newness of the Spirit and not in the oldness of the letter.
      
      iii. The indwelling Spirit then becomes for us a law written on our hearts. He is in us to
guide us and be our "law." It isn't that the Holy Spirit replaces the written law, but completes and
fulfills the work of the written law in our hearts. The Spirit gives life, and with this spiritual life, we can
live out the law of God.
      
      iv. Therefore, we can't throw away or neglect our Bibles (which some might say is the
letter) because now we have the Spirit. Instead, the Spirit makes us alive to the letter, fulfilling and
completing the work of the letter in us. We also shouldn't think this is permission to live our Christian
life on experiences or mystical interpretations of the Bible. Experiences and allegories in the Bible
have their place, but each must be proved true and supported by studying the literal meaning of the
Bible. The Spirit and the letter are not enemies, but friends. They don't work against each other, and
one is incomplete without the other.
      
B. A contrast between the old and new covenants.
      
1. (7-11) The surpassing glory of the new covenant.



      
But if the ministry of death, written and engraved on stones, was glorious, so that the children of Israel
could not look steadily at the face of Moses because of the glory of his countenance, which glory was
passing  away,  how  will  the  ministry  of  the  Spirit  not  be  more  glorious?  For  if  the  ministry  of
condemnation had glory, the ministry of righteousness exceeds much more in glory. For even what was
made glorious had no glory in this respect, because of the glory that excels. For if what is passing
away was glorious, what remains is much more glorious.
      
   a. The ministry of death: Was it wrong to call  the old covenant the ministry of death? No,
because that is what the law does to us: It slays us as guilty sinners before God so that we can be
resurrected by the new covenant. It isn't that the problem was with the law, but with us: The sinful
passions which were aroused by the law were at work in our members to bear fruit to death. (Romans
7:5)
      
      i. Trapp on the ministry of death: "David was the voice of the law awarding death to sin,
'He shall surely die.' Nathan was the voice of the gospel awarding life to repentance for sin, 'Thou shalt
not die.' "
      
   b. Was glorious: There was glory associated with the giving of the law and the old covenant. At
that  time,  Mount  Sinai  was surrounded with  smoke;  there  were earthquakes,  thunder,  lightning,  a
trumpet blast from heaven, and the voice of God Himself (Exodus 19:16-20:1). Most of all, the glory of
the old covenant was shown in the face of Moses and the glory of his countenance.
      
      i. "And although the gospel came not into the world as the law, with thunder, lightning,
and earthquakes; yet that was ushered in by angels, foretelling the birth and office of John the Baptist,
and of Christ; by the great sign of the virgin's conceiving and bringing forth a Son; by a voice from
heaven, proclaiming Christ the Father's only begotten Son, in whom he was well pleased." (Poole)
      
   c. The face of Moses: Exodus 34:29-35 describes how Moses put a veil over his face after
speaking to the people. As glorious as the radiant face of Moses was, it was a fading glory: which
glory was passing away. The glory of the old covenant shining through the face of Moses was a fading
glory, but the glory of the new covenant endures without fading.
      
   d. How will the ministry of the Spirit not be more glorious: If the old covenant, which brought
death had this glory, we should expect greater glory in the new covenant, which brings the ministry of
the Spirit and life.
      
      i.  The  old  covenant  was  a  ministry  of  condemnation,  but  the  new  covenant  is  the
ministry of righteousness. The old covenant is passing away, but the new covenant remains. No wonder
the new covenant is much more glorious!
      
      ii. The old covenant had glory, but the glory of the new covenant far outshines it, just as
the sun always outshines the brightest moon. Compared to the new covenant, the old covenant had no
glory because of the glory that excels in the new covenant.
      
2. (12-16) The open and bold character of the new covenant.
      
Therefore, since we have such hope, we use great boldness of speech; unlike Moses, who put a veil
over his face so that the children of Israel could not look steadily at the end of what was passing away.



But their minds were blinded. For until this day the same veil remains unlifted in the reading of the Old
Testament, because the veil is taken away in Christ. But even to this day, when Moses is read, a veil lies
on their heart. Nevertheless when one turns to the Lord, the veil is taken away.
      
   a. Therefore, since we have such hope: Since our hope is in a more glorious covenant, we can
have a more glorious hope. Because of this hope, Paul can use great boldness of speech. The old
covenant restricted and separated men from God; the new covenant brings us to God and enables us to
come boldly to Him.
      
   b. Unlike Moses, who put a veil over his face: Even Moses did not have real boldness under the
old covenant. A veil is not a "bold" thing to wear; it is a barrier and something to hide behind. Moses
lacked boldness (compared to Paul) because the covenant that he ministered under was fading away
and fading in glory.
      
   c. So that the children of Israel could not look steadily at the end of what was passing away:
From reading the account in Exodus 34:29-35, one might first get the impression that Moses wore a
veil after his meetings with God so that the people wouldn't be afraid to come near him; the veil was to
protect them from seeing the shining face of Moses. Here Paul explains the real purpose of the veil: not
to hide the shining face of Moses, but to hide the diminishing glory of his face because the glory was
fading. The passing glory of the old covenant contrasts with the enduring glory of the new covenant.
      
   d. Could not look: Since the veil hid the face of Moses, the children of Israel couldn't see any of
the glory from his face. Therefore, the contrast isn't only between passing glory and enduring glory, but
also between concealed glory and revealed glory.
      
   e. For until this day the same veil remains unlifted: Paul says that most of the Jews of his day
could not see that the glory of Moses' ministry faded in comparison to the ministry of Jesus. Because
the veil remains unlifted, they can't see that the glory of Moses' ministry has faded and they should now
look to Jesus. Since the same veil that hid Moses' face now lies on their heart, they still think there is
something superior or more glorious in the ministry of Moses.
      
   f. Nevertheless, when one turns to the Lord, the veil is taken away: Paul could say of his fellow
Jews that a veil lies on their heart, but he could also say that the veil can be taken away in Jesus. Paul
knew this well because he was once veiled to the glory and superiority of Jesus.
      
      i. Many Christians with a heart to preach to their Jewish friends wonder why it is rarely
so simple as just showing them that Jesus is the Messiah. This is because a veil lies on their heart.
Unless God does a work in them so they turn to the Lord and have the veil taken away, they will never
see the fading glory of Moses' covenant and the surpassing glory of Jesus and the new covenant.
      
      ii. Of course, it could be said that the Jews are not the only ones with a veil . . . on their
heart. Gentiles also have "veils" that separate them from seeing Jesus and His work for us clearly, and
Jesus  is  more  than  able  to  take  those  veils  away.  This  points  to  the  essential  need  of  prayer  in
evangelism. It has been rightly said that it is more important to talk to God about men than it is to talk
to men about God, but we can do both of these important works.
      
3. (17) The liberty of the new covenant.
      
Now the Lord is the Spirit; and where the Spirit of the Lord is, there is liberty.



      
   a. The Lord is the Spirit: From the context of Exodus 34:34, we see that when Paul says the
Lord is the Spirit, he means that the Holy Spirit is God, just as Jesus and the Father are God.
      
   b. Where the Spirit of the Lord is, there is liberty. Paul's thinking follows like this: When Moses
went into God's presence, he had the liberty to take off the veil; the presence of the Lord gave him this
liberty. We have the Holy Spirit, who is the Lord. We live in the Spirit's presence because He is given to
us under the new covenant. So, just as Moses had the liberty to relate to God without the veil in the
presence of the Lord, so we have liberty because of the presence of the Holy Spirit.
      
      i.  We should also consider what Paul is  not saying. He is not giving license to any
Pentecostal or Charismatic excess because where the Spirit of the Lord is, there is liberty. We have
great liberty in our relationship with God through what Jesus did and through what the Holy Spirit is
doing, but we never have the liberty to disobey what the Spirit says in the word of God. That is a
perversion of true liberty, not a Spirit-led liberty.
      
   c. There is liberty: Paul really has in mind the liberty of access. He is building on what he wrote
in 2 Corinthians 3:12: We use great boldness of speech. Boldness is a word that belongs with liberty.
Because of the great work of the Holy Spirit in us through the new covenant, we have a bold, liberated
relationship with God.
      

i. "A liberty from the yoke of the law, from sin, death, hell; but the liberty which seemeth
here to be chiefly intended, is a liberty from that blindness and hardness which is upon men's hearts,
until they have received the Holy Spirit." (Poole)
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