
What is the Gospel? 
 
 We’ve already covered the major aspects of the gospel from 1 Corinthians 15:3 - 
4 which included Christ’s death for our sins, that is, its substitutionary character; that it 
was in accordance with the Scriptures, that is to say, according to the divine authority; 
and that he was buried and raised on the third day, also according to the divine 
authority of the Scriptures.   Our contention is that the apostle Paul does not support the 
phrase “in accordance with the Scriptures” with any specific texts because these crucial 
truths of the gospel, of biblical theology and of redemptive history are abundantly stated 
throughout the Old Testament.  Paul did not have to list any specific Old Testament 
passages to sustain his argument because, according to Jesus–  as we have already 
noted – the events concerning his suffering and glory were the comprehensive subject 
of the entire Old Testament, which Christ himself summarizes as “Moses and the 
prophets,” Lk 24:26-27, and as the “Law of Moses and the Prophets and the Psalms”, v. 
44.   

 As such, these primary events surrounding Jesus’ mission were not infrequent 
subjects of reflection or sporadic expressions of some vague and unclear notion but 
essential truths of the gospel veiled in symbols and predictions, shadows and 
prophecies that were awaiting their fulfillment in the First Coming of Christ.  Thus, the 
full Christological meaning of the Old Testament could only be grasped when these 
Scriptures are “interpreted” by Christ, v. 27, who must open our eyes and minds to 
understand them, vv. 31, 45, as he opens them to us, v. 32.  The end result of this 
profound enlightenment is an intense heart-burning experience of joy, delight, 
satisfaction and excitement, v. 32.  

 Therefore, we are required to read and interpret the Old Testament through the 
lens of the gospel, that is, through the framework of the Person and substitutionary 
atoning sacrifice of the Lord Jesus Christ.  When we do so, we begin to uncover many 
parallels, mainly in the form of typologies, to his Messianic work.  One such parallel is 
the account of Abraham and the offering of his son, Isaac, on Mt. Moriah.  There we find 
not only symbolic representations of Christ’s substitutionary death and resurrection but 
also other pertinent aspects of the gospel that are stated elsewhere in the New 
Testament.  This account is stated in Gen 22:1-19. 

 First of all, we note that Abraham was given this charge in accordance with the 
Scriptures, that is to say, in accordance with the divine mandate or decree.  Verses 1- 2 
state that the Lord God himself called and commanded Abraham him to go to Mt. 
Moriah in order to sacrifice his son.  Abraham was sovereignly summoned by the vox 
Dei, the voice of God or in accordance with the absolute authority of the word of God 
which had not been written at that time. 

 Next, we are to observe that the place was Mt. Moriah, which the Chronicler 
signifies as the area of the temple mount in Jerusalem, the site on which Solomon built 
the temple, 2 Chron 3:1, which was later to become Jerusalem, the place at which 
Jesus Christ was crucified.   

 Further, Isaac was a type of Christ.  The above was adapted from W.  A.  Gage. 
Milestones to Emmaus: The Third Day Resurrection in the Old Testament  (Fort 
Lauderdale: Warren A.  Gage, 2011), p. 12  

 Next week, Deo volente, we will Further our study of the gospel in the Old 
Testament.  In the meantime, glorify and enjoy God our Father by thanking him for 
sending his Son to live and die, be buried and resurrected, ascend and to be returning, 
for those who have trusted in him alone for going to heaven.   


