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Text 
"Anyone who strikes a man and kills him shall surely be put to death. 

13
 However, if he does not do it 

intentionally, but God lets it happen, he is to flee to a place I will designate. 
14

 But if a man schemes and 

kills another man deliberately, take him away from my altar and put him to death. 
15

 "Anyone who attacks 

his father or his mother must be put to death. 
16

 "Anyone who kidnaps another and either sells him or still 

has him when he is caught must be put to death. 
17

 "Anyone who curses his father or mother must be put to 

death. 
18

 "If men quarrel and one hits the other with a stone or with his fist and he does not die but is 

confined to bed, 
19

 the one who struck the blow will not be held responsible if the other gets up and walks 

around outside with his staff; however, he must pay the injured man for the loss of his time and see that he 

is completely healed. 
20

 "If a man beats his male or female slave with a rod and the slave dies as a direct 

result, he must be punished, 
21

 but he is not to be punished if the slave gets up after a day or two, since the 

slave is his property. 
22

 "If men who are fighting hit a pregnant woman and she gives birth prematurely but 

there is no serious injury, the offender must be fined whatever the woman's husband demands and the court 

allows. 
23

 But if there is serious injury, you are to take life for life, 
24

 eye for eye, tooth for tooth, hand for 

hand, foot for foot, 
25

 burn for burn, wound for wound, bruise for bruise. 
26

 "If a man hits a manservant or 

maidservant in the eye and destroys it, he must let the servant go free to compensate for the eye. 
27

 And if he 

knocks out the tooth of a manservant or maidservant, he must let the servant go free to compensate for the 

tooth. 
28

 "If a bull gores a man or a woman to death, the bull must be stoned to death, and its meat must not 

be eaten. But the owner of the bull will not be held responsible. 
29

 If, however, the bull has had the habit of 

goring and the owner has been warned but has not kept it penned up and it kills a man or woman, the bull 

must be stoned and the owner also must be put to death. 
30

 However, if payment is demanded of him, he 

may redeem his life by paying whatever is demanded. 
31

 This law also applies if the bull gores a son or 

daughter. 
32

 If the bull gores a male or female slave, the owner must pay thirty shekels of silver to the 

master of the slave, and the bull must be stoned. 
33

 "If a man uncovers a pit or digs one and fails to cover it 

and an ox or a donkey falls into it, 
34

 the owner of the pit must pay for the loss; he must pay its owner, and 

the dead animal will be his. 
35

 "If a man's bull injures the bull of another and it dies, they are to sell the live 

one and divide both the money and the dead animal equally. 
36

 However, if it was known that the bull had 

the habit of goring, yet the owner did not keep it penned up, the owner must pay, animal for animal, and the 

dead animal will be his. 

 

Introduction 
 I think I may have mentioned that I’ve had a bit of a Civil War fascination of late.  

I finished reading a tome on Lincoln and a couple weeks ago Andrea and I watched the 

four-hour movie Gettysburg in pieces after the kids went to bed.  I’m intrigued at how 

that was an era of honor and ideals.  In many ways it was a more civilized time than ours 

today. 
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You might scoff at such an assertion, after all people would challenge someone to 

a duel on the floor of the Senate and there was of course the institution of slavery and the 

massive devastation of war (“In proportion to today’s population, the number of deaths 

[from the Civil War] would exceed five million.”
1
  More died in that war than in all the 

other American wars combined!).  However, everything was more sophisticated than we 

might think.  The war itself was not gratuitous carnage, but rather for an ideal (states’ 

rights for the South, preserving the Union for the North and thus “proving that popular 

government is not an absurdity,”
2
 to insure “that government of the people, by the people, 

for the people, shall not perish from the earth.”
3
  [Who talks like that any more!?].  It was 

a time when a man born in a log cabin in Kentucky would have large portions of 

Shakespeare committed to memory; a time when ordinary town folk would gladly gather 

and follow along with sustained oral debates for several hours.  There was widespread 

newspaper readership and an appreciation of rhetoric as a vehicle for communicating 

ideas of consequence.  And the thing that has stood out to me the most is the deep respect 

for the rule of law.  Being a lawyer was a valued and honored profession. 

   Even in the midst of war, those were times of law and order, of a consensus on 

what it took for civilization to operate and flourish.  It requires a system of just laws and 

the utmost deference for those laws.  Interestingly, that’s exactly what we see God laying 

down for the Israelites at Sinai – a legal code for living in the land. 

 On several occasions in my reading on Lincoln, though, I saw him struggling 

deeply in his role as president with his ability to pronounce a pardon.  He had a profound 

respect for the law and had sworn to uphold the constitution, but in a way he was a softy.  

Lincoln had a hard time allowing someone to be punished for his crimes, especially 

military deserters who by law deserved hanging.  He always looked for a reason, any 

reason, to justify letting that person off the hook.  And so he used his power of the pardon 

liberally.  Was that a good thing or a bad thing?  An admirable trait or a character flaw in 

Lincoln?  What do you think?  Was that a God-like quality?  After all, God is gracious, 

right? 

 Here: maybe some of you will relate with this a bit more.  Did you see the Bears’ 

game last Sunday?  The Lions drive down the field in the remaining minutes of the game 

and throw what appears to everyone to be a touchdown pass putting them ahead and all 

but sealing the game in their favor.  But wait, not so fast.  It’s ruled incomplete.  A 

lengthy booth review confirms the ruling on the field.  What?  It was clearly a catch.  He 

had possession of the ball in the end zone.  Both feet were down.  What could be the 

problem?  Well, turns out there’s this rule in the rule book called the ‘process rule’.  The 

receiver has to complete the whole process of the catch from start to finish while 

maintaining possession of the ball.  Calvin Johnson of the Lions had set the ball down 

before his process had come to a complete end.  Technically he broke the rule and the 

reception couldn’t count.  Was that a good call?  What do you think?  Should he have 

been given the touchdown anyway? 

 What kind of president or referee would you be?  Are laws general guidelines or 

firm and fixed boundaries?  Are rules meant to be broken?  Do we feel the liberty to side-

step the ‘letter’ of the law for a ‘perceived’ spirit of the law?  Do we think it a virtue to 

give lots of breaks to others and think it an entitlement to receive them ourselves?  I want 

to tell you that how we answer these and related questions and how we view these kinds 

of situations profoundly affects how we view God. 
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 God has revealed himself – his character, his ways, his will – in the Scriptures.  

We’ve been looking at one portion of the Scriptures for awhile now – the book of 

Exodus.  We’ve just seen God thunder his moral law from Sinai.  Now we’re in the 

portion of the book where God is expanding these commandments into something like 

case law – applications of his statutes to the specific situation of Israel on the eve of 

living in the land of Canaan that would then be used as precedents in deciding future 

cases.  They may not always make sense to us, but with a little work we can usually see 

what’s going on.  God is a God of law and order.  He gives laws and takes seriously the 

rigorous application of those laws to life.  He doesn’t say anything goes.  He has rigid 

expectations.  Care must be taken to live within his regulations. 

 And this morning as we look at more of these ancient laws we begin to see 

something new.  God is not just saying what should or shouldn’t be.  He’s doing that but 

then also he’s attaching penalties to various infractions.  That’s what stands out about this 

passage.  So in short, what we’re going to see today from this text is just this: every 

crime has a fitting punishment.  This was true in ancient Israel and in our contemporary 

civil context, but it’s also a reflection of an even weightier eternal reality – we live in a 

moral universe… and we are responsible for our actions… and God is our Righteous 

Judge… and every crime has a fitting punishment. 

 

Let’s pray… 
 

Overview 

 Again, we’re in the Book of the Covenant – elaborations on the Ten 

Commandments to the nitty gritty of daily life for the Israelites.  We’re going to tackle 

the rest of chapter 21 together today.  Last week we looked at the first 11 verses dealing 

with servants.  The laws in vv. 12-36 can be organized into three sections: capital crimes 

(vv. 12-17), personal injuries (vv. 18-27), and criminal negligence (vv. 28-36). 

 

Capital Crimes 
 Let’s look at the capital crimes mentioned in vv. 12-17 first.  “Anyone who strikes 

a man and kills him shall surely be put to death” (v. 12).  Remember: these are laws for 

the nation of Israel, not endorsements of vigilante justice.  The word for put to death here 

is not the word for murder used in the sixth commandment.  It refers to legal execution.  I 

don’t know why, but so many people have a hard time grasping this distinction.  They 

think that personal ethics need to be applied to governmental entities when they’re apples 

and oranges.  God grants to government the power of the sword to execute justice and 

curb lawlessness.  In this setting, legal executions would happen through stoning so that 

the whole community was involved, not just one person.  It was the sentence of the 

corporate whole for the common good. 

 And capital punishment was a method of actually upholding the sixth 

commandment and valuing the sanctity of life.  Safeguards were put in place to protect 

against the execution of an innocent man, like we mentioned before with the need for 

multiple witnesses and the witnesses casting the first stones.  Verse 13 also makes room 

for different degrees of murder and the category of involuntary manslaughter.  If it 

happened “accidentally” (Nu. 35:11), “without hostility” and without intent to harm (Nu. 

35:23), but “God lets it happen” (something similar to underwriting’s “act of God,” a 



4 

recognition that something’s are outside of our control and yet still under God’s 

mysterious sovereignty)… if this is the case then people could seek asylum in these 

places that we find out later are called ‘cities of refuge’.  So God is being clear that there 

must be a fair trial and there must be proof of criminal intent. 

 “But if a man schemes and kills another man deliberately, take him away from my 

altar and put him to death” (v. 14).  Crime of this nature must receive the steepest penalty 

– you take a life, you forfeit your life.  Holding on to the altar and begging for clemency 

would not work.  The perpetrator must be punished. 

 Verses 12-14 are elaborations on the sixth commandment.  Verse 15 and verse 17 

are both an expansion primarily of the fifth commandment.  “Anyone who attacks his 

father or his mother must be put to death” (v. 15).  “Anyone who curses his father or 

mother must be put to death” (v. 17).  These aren’t referring to a 9 month old pushing 

away from his mom trying to feed him vegetables or a teenager making snarky comments 

at her parents when they say she can’t stay out past midnight.  Every interpreter agrees 

that the actions in view here are a grievous departure from the duty to respect and care for 

one’s parents, the importance of family structure to the well-being of a society being so 

high that callously disparaging it called for the most serious societal action. 

 Verse 16 outlawing the slave trade, we looked at a little bit last week.  These are 

just a sample of crimes that rise so high in egregiousness that the proper and fitting 

response is death.  We balk and bristle and hem-haw around this because it seems so 

extreme and over-the-top, but that’s a reflection of our cultural distaste for authority and 

absolutes and an utter absence of solemnity and disconnection from reality.  And these 

factors present a real obstacle to us grasping the true message of the Bible and keep us 

playing around with the silliness that has come to characterize our day. 

 

Personal Injuries 
 Verses 18-27 leave behind capital cases and touch upon personal injuries.  So 

actions that don’t bring about the loss of life, but pain and suffering, the loss of 

employment, the diminishment of the quality of life.  The payment here is not death, but 

compensation for time or abilities lost.  Again, one is responsible for his behavior and his 

actions have consequences. 

 Verses 18 and 19 talk about a fight where someone gets seriously hurt.  The 

aggressor must make restitution and take responsibility for his victim’s recovery. 

 Verses 20 and 21 again rub us the wrong way initially.  They tell of a master who 

beats his slave.  But in that setting the servants were part of the household and thus liable 

to corporal punishment.  The modern-day workplace equivalent would be performance 

reviews and probations, remedial training and even termination.  There are both 

incentives and demotions in the work world, right?  If you don’t make your goals, there 

are consequences.  But God’s law clearly prohibited abusive discipline in that setting.  

The slave was protected as any other human being.  “If the slave died, the master was 

guilty of murder.  Killing a slave was a capital crime.  If the slave lived, there was no 

need for compensation because the slave worked for the master.  It was the master’s loss; 

so no further payment was necessary.”
4
  “‘Is his property’ [in v. 21] seems to 

depersonalise the slave, treating him as a mere chattel,” writes John Mackay, “but the 

phrase is literally, ‘for he [is] his money’.”
5
  And as we saw last week this is true and fair. 
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 Verse 22 talks about a pregnant woman that gets struck inadvertently due to 

others fighting near her and she goes into labor prematurely.  If the baby is fine, no 

murder charges are filed, obviously, but a fine is imposed – one that is fair and equitable 

as determined by a court.  But if there is serious injury, a correspondingly serious 

punishment is to be inflicted.  You wouldn’t want to stake your whole entire anti-abortion 

position on a passage like this from Israel’s laws, but it does give us a precedent for 

viewing life in the womb as fully human and deserving of equal protection under the law. 

 What is of most interest here, however, is this principle of lex talionis.  This 

principle is summarized in the famous dictum – “eye for eye, tooth for tooth, hand for 

hand, foot for foot, burn for burn, wound for wound, bruise for bruise” (vv. 24-25; cf. 

Lev. 24:19-20, Dt. 19:21).  Because of something Jesus says about this principle, which 

we’ll look at briefly at the end, most people think that this principle is bad.  Actually, it’s 

quite the opposite.  I came across this marvelous quote explaining the brilliance of lex 

talionis by OT scholar Alec Motyer: 

 

This is often misused (as if ‘an eye for an eye’ was an expression of 

ancient savagery), but it is actually a poetic and dramatic demand that the 

punishment should match the crime, no more and no less.  When English 

law hanged a person for stealing a sheep, it was not because the principle 

of ‘an eye for an eye’ was being practised but because it had been 

forgotten.  Nowadays, the great rule of equity is more often breached by 

mistaken leniency.
6
 

 

 That is a great quote.  It explains the beauty of this legal principle, put in almost 

poetic terms, stating essentially that the punishment must fit the crime.  This prevents 

excessive and escalating retribution and reprisals – you accidentally bumped my car so 

I’m going to smash your windows in.  So on the one hand it limits punishment.  But on 

the other hand it also mandates punishment.  It curbs excessive punishment and forbids 

insufficient punishment.  Every crime has a fitting punishment. 

Are you beginning to see this theme?  In cases of murder and severe parental 

abuse, crimes that cut to the heart of human civilization, the penalty is death.  In cases of 

personal injury the penalty is commensurate with the trauma inflicted.  But there must 

always be a penalty. 

Verses 26 and 27 continue this theme, revisiting fair treatment of servants.  Any 

permanent physical damage done to a servant had to be compensated.  Again, the Bible 

legislates protection of servants in a way totally unparalleled in any other culture of that 

time. 

 

Criminal Negligence 
 Verses 28-36 cover items of what we might call criminal negligence.  Not murder 

and capital cases, not personal injury, but incidents where one’s laziness or greediness 

leads to corners cut or reckless risks taken that leads to injury or damage to others’ 

property.  Here too, people are held responsible. 

 So your bull randomly and uncharacteristically kills someone.  It’s a tragedy.  

You’re not culpable for murder, but you do have to have the animal put down and forfeit 

his value to you entirely; you can’t even eat him.  If, however, you have a bull that is 
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known to be aggressive and is clearly not safe and you nevertheless don’t keep it 

contained and it gores someone to death, you must be put to death along with your bull.  

You could, however, pay a huge fine in place of your life.  Fines could be assessed for 

non-lethal gorings of children or servants.  Pretty much all of this I would guess is still in 

effect in some form in our city today, just substitute pit bull for bull. 

 Speaking of pits… if you dig a pit and don’t mark it and someone’s ox or donkey 

falls in, you’re liable.  If your animal spontaneously hurts another’s animal and it ends up 

dying, you sell your animal and split the money.  If your animal has a history of such 

behavior you trade animals, he gets a live one and you get a dead one.  Here’s the point: 

nothing just gets ignored.  Every crime has a fitting punishment.  Nothing can just 

evaporate.  Justice must be served. 

 

Our Sin 

 God’s law is a reflection of his character.  He has made society a place of legal 

responsibility with just penalties attached to criminal acts not just because it’s necessary 

for civilization to function, but because it is an ultimate reflection of the moral universe 

we live in.  God is a holy God who commands and deserves our obedience and worship.  

When we disregard his revealed will and wickedly and arrogantly go the other way and 

do what we want to do, we draw the just ire of the infinite God.  So God is not just Law-

Giver; but Judge, Jury, and Executioner. 

 The Bible talks about sin in many different ways and from many different angles 

and so we talk about it those ways too (it’s idolatry, it’s disordered desires, it’s 

selfishness, it’s spiritual adultery, it’s centering your life on non-life-giving things, it’s 

falling short, missing the mark).  We can talk about it in many different ways, but the 

Bible also talks about sin in the good, old fashioned sense of breaking the law.  “In fact,” 

1 John 3:4 says, “sin is lawlessness.”  We violate God’s commands and as a matter of 

justice we are due the penalty, which is divine wrath, which is the spiritual death penalty.  

It’s an inviolable law of crime and punishment, not a law outside of God to which he is 

also bound, but a law emanating from the very character of God, his holiness and justice. 

We always want to come up with ways to minimize our sin.  It’s not that big of a 

deal.  But think with me here: the Bible makes clear that over penalizing someone is a 

mockery of justice.  Right?  Lex talionis; only an eye for an eye, a tooth for a tooth, right?  

God is not into cruel and unusual punishment.  He will be completely and utterly fair.  

Then what does it mean that the Bible says that lawbreakers will suffer eternal conscious 

punishment, and it does (i.e. Jude 7; Rev. 14:9-11)??  O no, that punishment doesn’t fit 

the crime, we protest!  This just means we have no idea the infinite nature of God, and 

thus the infinite offense it is to spurn his commands… and therein lies part of the 

heinousness of our sin. 

We can’t skirt around God’s judgment of lawbreaking by dismissing it as nit-

picking and being over-the-top legalistic.  God isn’t concerned about impeccable 

adherence to the rules; he looks at the heart.  Actually, in this case the spirit of the law is 

even more indicting than the letter of the law.  God looking at your heart is not relieving.  

You don’t even want to go there.  Whether measured by the letter or the spirit of God’s 

law, everyone will be found guilty before the bar of divine justice. 

 

Christ’s Satisfaction 
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Back to the introductory examples I wanted you to be thinking about… my guess 

is that most of you naturally think it a virtue to be lax on the rules from time to time and 

think it overly strict to be immovably rigid.  That’s a big problem.  Because the Bible 

makes it clear that God is a fanatical stickler for the rules.  God never, ever, ever even in 

the slightest bends or relaxes the rules.  Every crime against divinity will indeed be 

prosecuted and punished.  Justice will be served.  God is consistent, fair, impartial, 

unswerving, incorruptible; he never makes exceptions. 

But didn’t Jesus come to bring grace, not law?  Isn’t God loving and forgiving 

and gracious and kind?  Haven’t I even heard you say that before, Nathan?  But Jesus 

himself said, “Do not think that I have come to abolish the Law or the Prophets; I have 

not come to abolish them but to fulfill them.  I tell you the truth, until heaven and earth 

disappear, not the smallest letter, not the least stroke of a pen, will by any means 

disappear from the Law until everything is accomplished” (Mt. 5:17-18).  Now that 

passage is rich, but in the simplest reading he’s saying he didn’t come to contradict law, 

do away with it in the name of grace.  He came to fulfill it.  More on that in just a bit. 

But we don’t have to go to the NT to find a God of love and grace.  Numbers 

14:18 – “The Lord is slow to anger, abounding in love and forgiving sin and rebellion.”  

But what are the very next words, “Yet he does not leave the guilty unpunished.”  He 

cannot.  He will not.  You’ve got to get this: God’s grace is not relaxing the rules.  Grace 

is not leniency.  Pardon is in some ways a beautiful picture, but to be precise God does 

not simply pardon us.  It’s not like – POOF – our crime is forgotten.  That’s not how 

forgiveness works.  If you borrow my car and knock off the side mirror trying to back 

into your garage and I’m a nice guy and forgive you, that doesn’t mean the damage is – 

POOF – undone.  If I don’t make you pay for it, then I absorb the cost myself, out of my 

pocket.  Somehow it gets paid for.  That illustration can be extended to emotional hurts.  

The point is that forgiveness is never just forgetfulness.  The violation gets paid for 

somehow, by someone. 

We have willfully, repeatedly violated God’s good, holy, righteous standards.  We 

rightfully deserve to be punished.  God is not just an old softy grandpa that says, “Aw 

shucks, that’s okay.”  Is that the image that comes to mind when you think of a gracious 

God?  That’s idolatry, a mockery, a denigration of God.  What does God do in the light of 

our sin out of his love and mercy while still perfectly maintaining his justice?  Romans 

3:25-26 (the passage that Martin Luther called “the chief point and the very central place 

of the epistle to the Romans and of the whole Bible”
7
) – “God presented [his Son] as a 

sacrifice of atonement, through faith in his blood.  He did this to demonstrate his justice, 

because in his forbearance he had left the sins committed beforehand unpunished – he did 

it to demonstrate his justice at the present time, so as to be just and the one who justifies 

those who have faith in Jesus.”  God absorbs the cost, pays the penalty himself, in the 

person of his Son, Jesus Christ.  He lets no one off the hook, leaves no crime unpunished.  

Jesus came to fulfill the law by obeying it faultlessly and then by suffering the just 

penalties demanded in the law of lawbreakers, all on our behalf “in order that the 

righteous requirements of the law might be fully met in us” (Rom. 8:4), who place our 

trust in Christ. 

Just like I can’t get my mind around how infinite God is and thus how egregious 

my transgressions against him are, so I cannot fathom entirely how a man could be fully 

God and as infinite God could possibly bear the infinite penalty of millions of sinners, but 
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I know it’s not just some legal fiction, some outrageous assertion that doesn’t quite add 

up that we wish was true.  Jesus physically, bodily, literally resurrected from the dead. 

One of the theological terms used to describe this startling event that is not often 

heard and needs to have a comeback is satisfaction.  Christ provided satisfaction for our 

sins, he satisfied the demands made by the law of God against us.  Every crime has a 

fitting punishment.  The fitting punishment due sinners was meted out on Jesus in those 

three hours of unfathomable darkness on the cross.  I hope we all cry out with John 

Owen, “Bereave me of the satisfaction of Christ, and I am bereaved.  If He fulfilled not 

justice, I must.  If He underwent not wrath, I must unto eternity.  O, rob me not of my 

only pearl.”
8
 

 And so we must have Christ’s satisfaction at the forefront of our minds when we 

talk about God’s mercy.  He is tender and compassionate and kind and loving, but as one 

tweet I read recently put it, “The tear wiping hand of God comes to us freely only 

because the wrath bearing hand of God fell on Jesus fully.”
9
  Every kindness comes to us 

in Christ.  If you don’t keep this central in your understanding of God, let me tell you 

your life with God will always be lackluster.  There will be moments of will power where 

you do pretty well, followed by periods of resentment and apathy.  You’ll be in this dead 

end cycle.  Because your sins are merely little peccadilloes that God kind of overlooks 

and you work on in your own time, your own way, and your own strength.  And God is 

merely a pitiable parent who can’t say no, someone you can play, a wimpy, spineless 

deity whose bark is bigger than his bite, not a spine-tingling Savior who rescued you at 

infinite cost to himself.  In this mode, sin will never be putrid and therefore God will not 

be vivid and life will be insipid. 

 

Our Grace 
So, really quick, what do we make of Jesus seemingly abrogating the eye for eye 

principle.  In Matthew 5, expounding on the law from another mountain, he says: 

 

You have heard that it was said, “Eye for eye, and tooth for tooth.”  But I 

tell you, Do not resist an evil person.  If someone strikes you on the right 

cheek, turn to him the other also.  And if someone wants to sue you and 

take your tunic, let him have your cloak as well.  If someone forces you to 

go one mile, go with him two miles.  Give to the one who asks you, and do 

not turn away from the one who wants to borrow from you. (Mt. 5:38-42) 

 

What’s going on here?  Does Jesus relax the standards??? 

 Not at all.  All throughout the Sermon on the Mount he’s working to counter those 

who would use the law to feel self-righteous.  People had used this passage to justify 

them taking justice into their own hands, being callously exacting in their personal 

dealings with others.  First of all, it was never a call for people taking justice into their 

own hands; it was a civil matter.  Secondly, if you see that you are in fact a lawbreaker 

yourself who stands before a righteous judge and not the righteous judge, you will be 

humbled.  You will know your sins deserve eternal punishment, but Jesus took that for 

you.  So instead of arrogantly trying to pay other people back for the way their sins affect 

you, you will lovingly warn them that all sin deserves eternal punishment and will either 
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be paid for in hell or on the cross.  And you will kindly point them to the cross where you 

found your sins forgiven (cf. Rom. 12:16-21). 

 

The Lord’s Table 

Martyn Lloyd-Jones, towards the end of his life and ministry, wrote, “There’s no 

end to this glorious message of the cross, for there’s always something new and fresh and 

entrancing and moving and uplifting that one has never seen before.”
10

  May you never 

get bored with this message – “The Son of God took my punishment!”  This is what we 

believe in case you’re here and just investigating this Christianity thing.  If you are here 

and trusting Christ for your salvation, come forward and take this bread and wine in your 

hands, emblems of the self-sacrifice of Christ on the cross, and take it back to your seat 

and ponder this mystery – “The Son of God took my punishment!  The Son of God took 

my punishment!” 

 

Benediction 
May you constantly find refuge from the condemnation of the law not in some generic 

grace but in the specific display of God’s costly grace in the Cross. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This sermon was addressed originally to the people at Immanuel Baptist Church, Chicago, Illinois, by 

Pastor Nathan Carter on Sunday morning, September 19, 2010.  It is not meant to be a polished essay, but 

was written to be delivered orally.  The mission of Immanuel Baptist Church is to be a multiplying 

community that enjoys and proclaims the Good News of Christ in the great city of Chicago. 
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