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InTRODUCTION

mately, to systematic theology as the relation between the Testa-
ments, And a matter that is of crucial importance for the correct
delineation of this relationship is the degree of continuity accorded to the
Mosaic Law in the NT. For the law is central to the Sinaitic Covenant,
which itself looms so large in the OT. Thus, if the NT reveals a largely
discontinuous approach to the law, considerable support for a discontinu-
ous view of the Testaments is provided; a more continuous attitude en-
courages us to find more continuity between the Testaments. Study of
such an issue demands both exegetical and theological skill and sensitivity.
An essay on this matter is therefore appropriately dedicated to S. Lewis
Johnson, whose many writings stand out as models of theological exege-
sis—or exegetical theology! This writer remembers particularly well Dr.
Johnson’s scolding of exegetes who fail to recognize the necessary theolog-
ical nuances in the study of Rom 5:12.! At the risk of exposing myself to
similar strictures, I offer this study of the law to Dr. Johnson.
The title of this piece suggests that a generally discontinuous emphasis
on the law in redemptive history will be offered. This is essentially true.

I Y ew issues are of greater significance to biblical theology and, ulti-



204 / CONTINUITY AND DISCONTINUITY

But we must be very careful about coming to simplistic solutions to what
is a very complex question. The straightforward alternatives continuity
and discontinuity are much too boldly drawn. In reality, it is a matter of
emphasis, with positions ranging along a wide spectrum of alternatives.
While my view, then, tends toward the discontinuous end of the spectrum,
1 hope to be sufficiently nuanced in my treatment that the clear elements
of continuity will not be ignored.

Many readers of this volume will recognize the immensity of the issue
before us. Several key verses have had entire monographs devoted to
them.? The last decade has witnessed an almost overwhelming number of
significant studies of Paul’s view of the law alone.? When confronted with
so vast an issue, and given limited space to write about it, one has two
alternatives: scize on one tiny piece of the puzzle and [it it precisely into
the larger picture, or suggest some general ideas about the shape of the
puzzle itself, with necessarily limited argumentation and scope. I have
chosen the latter course. Many pieces of the puzzle are ignored in what
follows, and even those that are mentioned are not treated in depth.
Specifically, we intend to focus on three points that are central to the
question of the degree of continuity in the law between the OT and the
NT: what Jesus meant by claiming to “fulfill” (rAnpdw) the law and the
prophets in Matt 5:17; the significance of Paul’s claim in Rom 10:4 that
“Christ is the télog [end, goal?] of the law™; and the significance of
Paul’s claim that Christians are no longer “under the law” but under the
“law of Christ.” Taken together, these three pieces of the puzzle suggest
that a clear note of discontinuity must be sounded as a basic theme in this
discussion.

“I Came 1O FULFILL THE Law AND THE PROPHETS” (MATT 5:17)

We begin with the teaching of Jesus and his programmatic announce-
ment, “Do not think that T have come to abolish the Law or the Prophets;
I have not come to abolish them but to fulfill them” (Matt 5:17). Decisive
is the meaning to be given the word mAnpéw (“fulfill”). Matthean usage
of “Law and Prophets” as well as the context, which focuses on the
relationship between the OT and Jesus’ teaching (5:21-48), demonstrate
that Jesus is speaking to the way in which his teaching relates to the
demand of God in the OT law. Advocates of a strong measure of continu-
ity between Jesus’ teaching and the law argue that Jesus’ fulfillment of the
law consists of his “establishing” or “upholding” the law, giving it its real
intended meaning in response to Jewish attempts to evade its full signi-
ficance.* But while minpdw could mean this, and the contrast with
katodbm (“abolish™) would be a natural one, this view suffers from two
key difficulties.

First, the context does not support it. In the “antitheses” of Matt 5:21-
48 Jesus does not simply reestablish the true meaning of the law, as if he

























































