THE HANDS OF THE LIVING GOD -- the grand finale

First, the prologue: Heb 2:1-3

HUH?! DID ANGELS GIVE THE LAW??!

(time for some obscure trivia!--and why the Hebraist mentions it)

(in Greek) ANGELS      (verbed)      the     (noun)    .

HEY, DIDN’T WE START OFF READING SOMETHING ABOUT THAT? (1:6)

    (noun)     IS VASTLY SUPERIOR TO     (nouns)    . (1:6-13)

COOL, BUT SO WHAT? (make a note: !!!get back to those angels from verse 6 later!!!)

Hebraist triple-meaning:

IF WE INSIST ON     (verbing)     SO GREAT A     (noun)     THEN THE     (noun)     WILL NOT SAVE US.

IF WE INSIST ON     (adjective)    JUDGES, WE     (verb)     THE GREATER     (noun)   . AND     (noun)    .

IF THE SAME     (noun/person)        (verbs)    AND     (verbs)    , AND WE NEGLECT     (verby noun)     THEN, DUH!!!     (what are we left with?)    .

Now, one of the most notorious scriptures in the NT: Heb 10:26-31.

What are the details?

FOR IF WHO? DOES WHAT? AFTER WHAT? THEN WHAT!?
SO,     (pronoun)     CAN     (verb)          (possessive pronoun)         (noun)   !?!?

Consider: IF     (verbing)     THE     (noun)     RESULTS IN     (!!!)    , THEN WHAT WOULD     (verbing)     RESULT IN?! (answer: DUH!!!)

Although, wait: isn’t it kind of weird? What’s the point of even moreso     (noun or verb)    ?! Hmmm...

Meanwhile, compare with Heb 12:18-29. (We’ll get back to relevant skipped verses!)

Same principles, aren’t they? Don’t    (verb)       (person)   , because if    (those people)    were    (bleeped)    when doing so, how much more     (bleeped!)    if     (pronoun)    do so?

Time to read Heb 3:7 through 4:13 again. (We’ll get to vv14-16 soon.)

Same principles, aren’t they? Who’s being addressed? The threat is against who? Just like who? And by the way, compare 4:12 with 12:15-17.

Although, wait: wasn’t that kind of weird a minute ago? “We shall     (verb)     just as He has said, ‘They shall     (wha???) ’” How the bleep does that make any sense??!--why would that count as evidence for us??!

(We’ll be getting back to that later. {g!})

Time to read Heb 6:4-8 again. Same principles, aren’t they?

OMG!! EVERYONE PANIC!!! (and then flip to page 2. {gg!})

SO, YEAH, IT IS A     (adjectiving)     THING TO FALL INTO THE HANDS OF THE...

…wait. That doesn’t look quite right. Shouldn’t it be the hands of a/an     (adjective)     God??

Not that it still isn’t     (adjectiving)    , but the actual term there is     (adjectiving)    God!

Huh. But so what? What difference could that possibly make??

...could it be all the difference in the world...?

Just how well do we know Him who said                                         and                                                                 ?
Hey, for that matter: how did God describe who he was     (verbing)    ?? Answer:                                               !

But if they’re being     (adverbally) (verbed)    , how is it that they are still ^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^ ?

Maybe it’s because     (Heb 13:5)   ? Like in     (Deut 31:6)   , which is being quoted there?

But--the Lord does    (verb)    those who     (verb)     Him -- doesn't He?? Like     (this guy)     at Heb 12:16-17?? And like     (these other examples we’ve been talking about all lesson)    ??

Well, the Lord did say He would     (verb)     those people; but the Hebraist was quoting Deut 32:35-36 when explaining just how serious the worst rebellion would be, and what would come of it. Maybe we should check the reference there?

Wait--VERSE 36 ISN’T     (adjective)     AT ALL! MEANING VERSE 35 ISN’T EITHER!!!

THE LORD SHALL     (verb)     WHO? AND WILL HAVE WHAT? WHEN WHAT?! WHY!?!?!?!

(yep, it’s scary but also     (adjective)    , all the way out to the end of Moses’ song. Where the promises, as well as the threats, include     (these people)     as well as     (those people)    .)

So, that means the Hebraist isn’t talking about     (adjective) (noun)     at all! Not even for     (who)    !

He’s talking about     (verbing)         (noun)     from     (noun)    , but NOT from     (noun)    !

Which happens pretty ‘danged’ often in the Bible, actually. (Pardon the pun. {g}) Including Heb 12.

But what about chapters 3 and 4?? Doesn’t the Hebraist quote God there saying                                                  ?
Ah, but in the Greek it doesn’t say this! It says,                                                                                                      !

(Jason will blather on for a while here. Take notes!)

And who didn’t in fact enter into     (where)    ? Wasn’t it also     (this most-important OT guy under God)    ?

Yet no one doubts that     (that guy)     will be given     (this)    by God!

True, those who harden their hearts cannot     (verb)    . So they’ll be     (verbed)     instead. But to what purpose? (See Heb 12 again! Also loads of Biblical testimony, including Deut 32 again.)

But why not have     (adjective) (noun)     instead?! (Seems like it would be easier anyway!)

Because God is essentially     (noun)    ! And because     (Heb 4:15-16)    .

But didn’t     (this guy)     find no place for his     (noun)     and so lost     (this)    ?

In one way     (this)     was never his to lose in the first place. (God had chosen beforehand who would have it.) And actually he wasn’t     (verbing)     because he still     (verbed)     his     (noun)    . Forever? See Genesis!!

And, by the way, remember those angels from Heb 1:6? Go read Psalm 97.

HOLY CHRIST! GOD REALLY WINS!!! (did you read ahead to spoil the ending? {g})

So how great is God’s     (noun)    ? Yet if we neglect so great a     (noun)    , then...

