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A. One of the most common ways we communicate with each other is through the use of analogies. An analogy is important because it is a comparison between something which is known and something which is unknown. For example, if you were to purchase a new car (a Ford, of course) and someone asked about the color, we might supply a certain wavelength on the spectrum of visible light. But since most of us have no reference for numerical wavelengths, we would better say that it is blue, and even more specifically, it is deep blue like the cloudless sky in August. 

Or we might say that suddenly a thought struck me. But then, that’s an analogy, because thoughts don’t physically strike anyone. We may be struck by a fist or a club or a baseball, but not a thought. To get even more picturesque, we might say that the thought hit me like a ton of bricks. And that’s an analogy we can relate to. Hopefully you’ve never literally been struck by a ton of bricks, but we can feel the stunning surprise, how that would suddenly awaken us from every other concern and demand our full attention.

B. How do we talk about matters that are most important of all? The best way is by analogy. And God talks to us all the time by way of analogy in his Word. He explains the most important matters by comparing unknown, marvelous, biblical truths to situations that we can readily understand and may have experienced personally: losing a few hairs, a sparrow fallen by the road, a rebellious, runaway son, a house with no foundation collapsing in a sudden flood. We can easily relate to all of those things, and by starting with the known, we can understand greater, spiritual truths, the most important things. 


C. In our Scripture from Genesis 22, the Lord God gives us a very strange story. It is a story that is shocking, but one that is filled with anguish, dreadful fear, and a sudden twist. It’s also a story that we can all relate to easily: a father’s love for his dear son, and the terrible choice he must make, as well as the hopeful outcome. 

I. THE CHOICE.


A. In this story, this analogy, we are confronted with a dreadful choice. “1 After these things God tested Abraham and said to him, “Abraham!” And he said, “Here am I” 2 He said, “Take your son, your only son Isaac, whom you love, and go to the land of Moriah, and offer him there as a burnt offering on one of the mountains of which I shall tell you.”

And let me remind you of some of the back story to this. Abraham was now well over 100 years old. God had offered rich promises: a land, a people, and a blessing. But all of these promises were bound up with one thing, this son, Isaac. Abraham had another son, Ishmael, but he was not the one. And Abraham and Sarah in their old age were miraculously given this son of promise, Isaac, whose name means “he laughs.” With his birth, the promises were secure, and Abraham could rest in the confidence that all of these blessings would surely come to pass.


And now God was asking the unthinkable: that he should sacrifice this, his only son, the son of promise, and his future hope along with him.


B. We are not treated to the inner turmoil that must have gripped this grieving father, but we can certainly supply it. We have known loss and grief, but really nothing like this—where the grief was to be self-inflicted, deliberately, killing our future and our dear child. How could God ask this? What about the command, “Thou shalt not kill?” And certainly not your own son? I think of Solomon’s wise ruling. Two prostitutes lived together, and each had a young son. The one rolled on her son in the night and accidentally smothered him. When she found what she had done, she switched sons with the other woman. They came to Solomon as judge, each claiming to be the mother of the living one. Solomon commanded that the live baby be cut in two and divided between the women. But the real mother protested and said she would give the child to the other. Solomon knew that even though both of these women were morally challenged (prostitutes), he could count on the parental instinct to protect one’s child. Abraham was asked to violate that deep-seated instinct and to sacrifice his dear son.


C. This was a long journey to Moriah, to the mountain God would show them, three days. Imagine the inner conflict: three days to back out or bargain for some alternative. No other option ever came.

And hear that painful question from Isaac’s lips: “7 And Isaac said to his father Abraham, “My father!” And he said, “Here am I, my son.” He said, “Behold, the fire and the wood, but where is the lamb for a burnt offering?” How do you answer such a question? “8 Abraham said, “God will provide for himself the lamb for a burnt offering, my son.” So they went both of them together.” What was he thinking? What was he hoping? Was he simply lying, or did he have something else in mind?
II. THE SACRIFICE.


A. So once they neared the place that the Lord had appointed for the sacrifice, Abraham stopped, set up temporary camp, left his servants behind with the donkey that carried the supplies, laid the wood on Isaac’s back, and the two of them alone traveled on. “9 When they came to the place of which God had told him, Abraham built the altar there and laid the wood in order and bound Isaac his son and laid him on the altar, on top of the wood.” Earlier that day Isaac had asked a question, but here he apparently asked none. Abraham fully trusted his God, and Isaac fully trusted his father. 

Again, what was Abraham thinking would happen at this point? He indicated some hope that God would provide the lamb for the sacrifice. But when that did not happen, he reached for the knife. 


B. The writer of Hebrews 11, the great chapter on faith, was obviously impressed with this story as an example of true faith pointing to Abraham’s willingness to obey. But under the inspiration of the Holy Spirit, he was granted insight into Abraham’s thinking at this point. Hebrews 11:17-19 tells us: “17 By faith Abraham, when he was tested, offered up Isaac, and he who had received the promises was in the act of offering up his only son, 18 of whom it was said, “Through Isaac shall your offspring be named.” 19 He considered that God was able even to raise him from the dead, from which, figuratively speaking, he did receive him back.”  


I quote Bible scholar Donald Grey Barnhouse’s observation: 


“Abraham was surpassing Aristotle in the workings of his mind at this point. The fact that we are told that Abraham accounted that God was able to raise Isaac from the dead is the key to the story. Accounting is a mathematical logical procedure. As Abraham and Isaac had walked for three days through country growing more and more desolate, and at the slow, measured pace of the burdened mule, his mind went around and around the matter, and he ultimately came to the calm conclusion that he was going to see a miracle. The method of his thought was as follows. God is not a liar. He cannot be mistaken. He told me, beyond question, that I should have a son, and there he walks before me. God has said that this son would be the one through whom he would fulfill all of his promises. Therefore, the son must live or God would be found false. And yet God commands that this son be put to death. Here, humanly speaking, is contradiction. But there is no contradiction in God. That is the foundation fact. There is power in God; there is wisdom in God; there is majesty and glory in God; but there is no contradiction in God. But what is to be done with God’s command to sacrifice my son? Since there is no contradiction in God, there is only one answer that my mind can fathom. God is going to perform a miracle and raise Isaac from the dead. Doubt may say that this is foolish, that there has never been a resurrection in the history of the world. That doesn’t make any difference. A resurrection is compatible with the nature of God. God is life and the author of life. It would be a small matter for the God who created the universe, including the first man, to bring life back into a dead body. So the one, clear, logical conclusion is that God is going to raise Isaac from the dead.” And so he reached for the knife.


C. But Abraham was wrong, this time at least. God was not going to raise Isaac from the dead. He was going to do what Abraham had told Isaac before, to reassure him. “10 Then Abraham reached out his hand and took the knife to slaughter his son. 11But the angel of the LORD called to him from heaven and said, “Abraham, Abraham!” And he said, “Here am I” 12 He said, “Do not lay your hand on the boy or do anything to him, for now I know that you fear God, seeing you have not withheld your son, your only son, from me.” 13 And Abraham lifted up his eyes and looked, and behold, behind him was a ram, caught in a thicket by his horns. And Abraham went and took the ram and offered it up as a burnt offering instead of his son.” That was God’s solution. It was only a test of Abraham’s faith. The Lord stopped him at the last minute and provided another sacrifice instead of Isaac. 
III. THE PLACE. 


A. But remember, this story, while true, is an analogy. Yes, this is a great example of true faith in God. But it’s more, much more. It is an analogy. And how does God explain to us those matters which are most important? By using analogies. 

We can relate to the anguish of the father in making this terrible choice to sacrifice his only son. And we can enter into the turmoil and dread of the son as his father bound him and laid him on the altar. He knew what happened when they bound animals and laid them on an altar. We can feel this story deeply, it’s shock and dismay. And God was explaining his own anguish by way of this analogy. He was showing us, enabling us to feel the agony of the Son of God who would be bound and led away to an altar shaped like a cross. 

B. You may think that this is a fanciful approach, a mere allegorical interpretation. Yet this is clearly what God is telling us here. Look with me at verse 14: “So Abraham called the name of that place, “The LORD will provide”; as it is said to this day, “On the mount of the LORD it shall be provided.”

There is a clear focus on that place, that specific spot on earth. Why had God called Abraham there to offer the sacrifice? Why had God provided a lamb at that spot as a substitute for Isaac? Why did it become a saying “On the mount of the LORD it shall be provided”? And to what did that refer?


The Lord did provide his holy law some years later to Moses on a mountain. It was to the same mountain that Elijah traveled many years later to meet with God and find refreshment and redirection for ministry. But that was Mt, Sinai or Mt. Horeb. This is clearly a different mountain, a different place. 


C. We actually know where this place is, this Mt. Moriah. For that we must go to 2 Chronicles 3:1: “Then Solomon began to build the house of the LORD in Jerusalem on Mount Moriah, where the LORD had appeared to David his father, at the place that David had appointed, on the threshing floor of Ornan the Jebusite.” Jerusalem was built on this site of Mount Moriah. More importantly, the temple was built on this same site. Hundreds of thousands of lambs were sacrificed on the temple altar at Jerusalem on Mount Moriah.


But Golgotha, Calvary was also on Mount Moriah. And one day the analogy became more than an analogy. A distressed Father in heaven watched as they bound his dear Son, as they laid him on a wooden cross, as someone reached for, not a knife, that would have been too quick, but for nails. And later, another reached for a lance, and pierced his heart. 

CONCLUSION


Once again, God provided the Lamb for the sacrifice. On the mountain of the LORD it was provided for our sins that we might be forgiven and restored to God. It was an analogy that became reality. 

We can feel the anguish of the Father. And we can enter into the agony of the Son. We can realize to our dismay that it was our sins that caused his grief. And we can hope in God’s amazing love in Christ who gave up his Son that we could be forgiven and reconciled to him.
(
____________________________________________________________________________________________


