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Introduction 
 Have you ever wondered things about the OT like: What does it mean?  Why is it 
there?  Do I have to really bother with it?  Well I think many Christians have these kinds 
of pseudo-Marcionite thoughts from time to time.  You all know who Marcion was, 
right?  He was the 2nd century heretic who argued that the God of the OT was different 
than the God of the NT; the God of the OT in his estimation was the Creator God filled 
with wrath and contradictions, but the God of the NT was the Redeemer God filled with 
love and grace.  And so he cut out the OT entirely from his Bible.  The Church 
categorically denied this position and we know in our heads that it’s not right, but I 
wonder how many of us are practical Marcionites? 
 This is my Bible from high school.  My parents gave it to me for my 16th birthday 
and it was the Bible that I used as I was first starting to get serious about my faith and 
about studying God’s Word.  You can see that it’s tattered and worn.  The marks have 
faded a little bit over time, but if you look carefully you can still see that the NT portion 
(the last 1/3) shows considerably more use – my oily fingers thumbing through the pages 
left incriminating evidence of my devotional habits.  There’s also a little darker streak 
right about the Psalms.  I have to admit that even now I have to force myself to go to the 
dense pages of the OT for personal reading and study. 
 I wonder how many of you have started a read-through-the-Bible-in-a-year plan 
in January and by late February/early March it’s fizzled out as you got stuck at the end of 
Exodus with all the temple specifications or if you’re really good you’ve made it into 
Leviticus before you gave up.  I always cringe when I hear about a new believer, excited 
about reading the Bible, who starts in the OT, but I have to remind myself that it is just as 
much God’s Word as the book of Philippians or the Gospel of Mark. 

Well this is the topic that I want to take up with you this afternoon.  Using Luke 
16:16-17 as our starting point, I want to answer for you the question, “What’s the proper 
Christian view of the Old Testament?”  Specifically we’re going to see how the OT has 
been replaced and yet at the same time how it endures.  Those two statements may seem 
contradictory at first, but I hope by the end of our time you will get a better picture of 
what I mean by that and in turn a better understanding of your Bible… from cover to 
cover. 
 
Let’s pray… 
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The NT Replaces the OT 
 
 It’s hard to fit these next three verses of Luke into the overall flow of thought in 
chapter 16, although there are some likely proposals out there.1  To me they seem 
primarily to be included by Luke here as just what the NIV labels them – additional 
teachings, somewhat random teachings of Jesus that serve to break up the two parables 
about rich men.  And when I look at vv. 16 and 17 I see a broad theological statement on 
the relationship between the Old and New Testaments.  Verse 18 is the Lucan version of 
Jesus’ authoritative teaching on divorce and remarriage (we will look at that in depth 
after the New Year, January 9th). 

So since it seems like in Luke’s mind he includes these verses as somewhat 
disconnected teachings on certain topics my sermons on these verses will have more of a 
topical feel to them.  In other words, I will try to bring in other relevant texts that touch 
on these issues in order to ensure that what I say about the OT (and what I say about 
divorce in a month) is something that the rest of the Bible would agree with.  So get 
ready to do some jumping around. 
 But first, look at the first verse of today’s text.  Verse 16, seems to assert that the 
OT has been superseded, that it’s surpassed, it’s antiquated, it’s a thing of the past.  It 
says quite literally, “The Law and the Prophets [a way of referring to the whole OT] were 
until John [referring to John the Baptist], but since then the kingdom of God is preached.”  
To Jews then and today, the Scriptures were broken down into three parts: the Law (this 
simply meant the first five books of the Bible, those that Moses wrote), the Prophets 
(books like Isaiah, and the 12 minor prophets), and the Writings (things like Esther and 
the Psalms).  This corpus that we call the OT, was called simply “the Law and the 
Prophets” for shorthand; sometimes just “the Law.” 
 So Jesus says the OT was in place as the controlling revelation of God, the final 
guide in faith and practice right up through the time of John the Baptist, but now 
something has changed.  Since the ministry of John the good news of the kingdom is 
proclaimed and the NIV says “everyone is forcing his way into it.”  I’m not going to 
focus too much on what this means here besides to say I think it could probably be 
translated, “everyone is urgently invited into it,” or as Darrell Bock puts it, “all are urged 
insistently to come in.”2  This fits better with the context, but whatever you make of this 
phrase3 the main point remains on the radical break between the era of the OT and this 
new era of the kingdom that Jesus is bringing (we’ve looked at this topic of the kingdom 
of God several times already in Luke – it is here, even if only in seed form; cf. 13:18-21). 
 This is telling us that generally speaking all of history can be seen as belonging to 
one of two epochs – either the time of the Law and the Prophets or the time of the 
kingdom of God; B.C or A.D.; old covenant or new covenant; law or gospel.  There’s a 
definitive break at the historical figure of John the Baptist.  John was the last of the great 
OT era prophets who came in the spirit of Elijah to pave the way for Jesus, the Messiah.  
Jesus says in Mt. 11:11, “I tell you the truth: Among those born of women there has not 
risen anyone greater than John the Baptist; yet,” he goes on to say, “he who is least in the 
kingdom of heaven is greater than he.” 

The dividing line for all of salvation history runs right between the ministries of 
John the Baptist and Jesus Christ.  Mark tells us that “After John was put in prison, Jesus 



3 

went into Galilee, proclaiming the good news of God.  ‘The time has come,’ he said.  
‘The kingdom of God is near.  Repent and believe the good news’” (1:14-15)!  He was 
proclaiming the arrival of the kingdom and within a few short years the kingdom of God 
would be fully inaugurated with the death, burial, and resurrection of Christ.  Jesus 
brought something new, something different – the OT was in effect right up through 
John, but with Jesus something different has replaced it.  One of the primary implications 
of this statement is that Christians are no longer bound by the OT rules and regulations, 
specifically the Mosaic Law. 

Although I don’t think most Christians think through this in such a rigorous and 
biblical-theological manner as they should, this is the reason why we are not required to 
comply with such OT laws as, “Do not wear clothes of wool and linen woven together” 
(Deut. 22:11), or why Hobin and Helen don’t have to evacuate their house and have a 
priest come and inspect it to see if it must be torn because of the mildew in their living 
room that we found yesterday at prayer meeting, or why I could still go to chapel at a 
Christian college despite the black stuff growing in my dorm room toilet and shower (cf. 
Lev. 14:34-57).  The OT system with its codes and laws was binding up until John the 
Baptist – it was the terms of the covenant, it was God’s revelation to his covenant people; 
but now we live in a new era and we are no longer under the OT, at least in the same 
way. 

And it’s not just the civil and ceremonial aspects of the OT that are abrogated 
while the moral aspects still apply.  It sounds nice, but you can’t do that.  You can’t 
divide the OT up this way because nowhere in the Bible is it even hinted at that this is the 
case.  Such a tripartite division is entirely arbitrary.  The Law is a unified whole and you 
either have to obey it entirely or cancel it entirely.  Not even the Ten Commandments are 
authoritative for the new covenant believer in and of themselves, but only as they are 
repeated and reaffirmed in the NT.  I know that this rigid distinction between Old and 
New may sound a bit foreign to some of you or even a bit uncomfortable, but I really 
believe that this is what Jesus is saying here. 

When we look at other NT authors we see similar teachings.  Heb. 7:12 tells us 
that “when there is a change of the priesthood, there must also be a change of the law.”  
Paul speaks frequently about believers not being “under law” (i.e. Rom. 6:14; 1 Cor. 
9:20-21; Gal. 5:18).  He uses that phrase 11x to describe an out-dated stage in salvation 
history.  In Matthew’s Gospel we find the repeated teaching that Jesus has “fulfilled” the 
Law and the Prophets (cf. 5:17); Mt. loves this word - fulfill.  The point I’m trying to 
make is that Jesus brings a new covenant and as the writer to the Hebrews states, “by 
calling this covenant ‘new’, he has made the first one obsolete” (Heb. 8:13). 

There are many more verses I could cite to demonstrate this understanding of two 
distinct periods in salvation history with two distinct governing authorities (law of Moses 
or law of Christ), but let me just show you one last passage.  Turn with me to Galatians 
3:23.  Paul’s talking about the gospel of justification by faith alone and we read there – 
“Before this faith came, we were held prisoners [or kept in custody; NASB] by the law, 
locked up until faith should be revealed.  So the law was put in charge to lead us to Christ 
that we might be justified by faith.  Now that faith has come, we are no longer under the 
supervision of the law.”   

The language here is reminiscent of a minor child and a tutor or a guardian.  
Listen to the ESV: “the law was our guardian until Christ came, in order that we might be 
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justified by faith.  But now that faith has come, we are no longer under a guardian.”  The 
law, the OT system was put in place by God as a “servant who closely supervises, 
monitors and watches over a young child,”4 the young child being God’s covenant people 
during the OT era – Israel.  The OT was in charge to supervise God’s people for a set 
period of time, but when they turned 21 so to speak, that is when Jesus came at the 
fullness of time (cf. Gal. 4:4) they were released from that tutor. 

So the OT does not have direct and final authority over Christians today.  Just like 
Paul in 1 Cor. 9:21 we are no longer under the OT law (although we are not free from 
God’s law but under Christ’s law; viz. this isn’t an excuse for moral anarchy).  Jesus said 
the Law and the Prophets were until John, since then the good news of the kingdom of 
God is preached.  There’s a good reason for this dividing page in our Bibles dividing the 
OT from the NT.  So does this mean that we toss the OT out the window, that it is now 
useless and to be ignored?  By no means!  May it never be! 
 
The OT Endures 
 
 “But,” v. 17 goes on to tell us, “it is easier for heaven and earth to disappear than 
for the least stroke of a pen to drop out of the law.”  This is just a fancy way to say, “Not 
one single word of the OT will ever disappear/will ever become useless.”  The OT 
endures.  The OT is an abiding part of God’s Word.  It will never become unnecessary.  
Jesus says in Mt. 5:17-18, “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.” 
 So the Bible seems to be equally clear about the lasting validity of the OT.  
Numerous other passages could be cited that point to the OT’s enduring validity.  Paul 
says, “the law is holy, and the commandment is holy, righteous and good” (Rom. 7:12).  
Elsewhere he says, “We know that the law is good if one uses it properly” (1 Tim. 1:8).  
So the question is, “How does one use it properly?” 
 There are several ways, actually.  One way is to see what it tells us about God.  
The OT, while it was for a certain period of time, still reveals the timeless character of 
God.  The God of the OT is the God of the NT, contrary to what Marcion and countless 
men and women on the street think.  His OT commands and prohibitions are particular to 
a certain time and culture, but they still reflect the moral attributes of an eternal and 
universal God.  Sometime we need to think hard about it, but many times it’s really easy 
to determine how certain OT passages are expressions of moral truth that easily transfer 
to today.  And most of the time these principles are echoed in NT commands. 
 For example, 9 of the 10 commandments in the Decalogue are specifically re-
stated by Christ or his apostles in the NT.  The only one that’s not is the 4th 
commandment, the Sabbath commandment, which I believe is slightly altered and 
applied now to the 1st day of the week instead of the 7th in order to commemorate the 
Lord’s resurrection; Sunday instead of Saturday.  So while there’s clearly discontinuity 
between the testaments, there’s also a noticeable continuity because one and the same 
holy God is God of both.  This isn’t a good analogy in all respects so don’t take it too far, 
but the difference between the OT and the NT is like the difference between Windows 95 
and Windows XP.  They’re different, yet the same.  There’s discontinuity and continuity.  
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You can tell Windows XP is made by the same makers as Windows 95, but it’s a 
completely new operating system. 
 The OT tells us about God and who he is.  It also tells us about man and the 
nature of faith.  There are great stories of OT saints that had a relationship of faith with 
the same God that we know.  Due to progressive revelation we know certain things that 
they didn’t, but we can benefit nonetheless from looking at their lives as recorded for us 
in inspired Scripture.  The faith of Abraham, the integrity of Joseph, the leadership of 
Moses, the confidence of Elijah, the faithfulness of Ruth, the contrition of David, the 
boldness of Daniel, the common sense wisdom of Solomon – these are great men and 
women of God and we do well to study them, “for everything that was written in the past 
was written to teach us, so that through endurance and the encouragement of the 
Scriptures we might have hope” (Rom. 15:4). 
 There are also some other uses and purposes of the OT, but none of them and 
none of these that I’ve just mentioned is the primary way to understand the Hebrew 
Scriptures.  The primary raison d’etre for the OT, the reason why not even a tiny stroke 
of a pen can ever drop out of the law is because the law points to Christ – the grand 
centerpiece of God’s saving activity in the world.  Always has, always will.  Everything 
about the OT stage of salvation history was set in place, as that passage we looked at in 
Galatians told us, to lead God’s people to Christ.  And those of us who have obtained the 
righteousness that is by faith in Christ need to look back and see how the author and 
perfector of our faith was prefigured and predicted and foreshadowed and foretold in the 
OT.  We need to see that God has been working all along to set the stage for the ultimate 
act of salvation – the cross of Christ. 
 This is how the OT endures – it’s an enduring witness to the awesomeness and 
magnificence of our salvation in Jesus, the Jewish Messiah.  If you think of it this way 
then I think the OT comes alive as never before.  Let’s look together at that famous 
Pauline statement about the law in Rom. 10:4.  Paul states how he really wants his fellow 
Jews who are still trying to live under the antiquated system (and a warped perversion of 
the system at that for they had pursued their relationship with God as if it were by works 
and it never was)… how he wants his fellow Jews to put their faith in Christ. 
 He desires this so strongly because he knows how zealous they are, but how 
mislead they are because their zeal is not based on knowledge because they have not 
understood who Jesus was.  And then Paul says, “Christ is the end of the law so that there 
may be righteousness for everyone who believes.”  This word – end/telos – has the 
meaning, “point of culmination.”  In connotes that “Christ is the one to whom the law has 
all along been pointing – its goal,” so says Doug Moo.  “But now that goal has been 
reached,” he continues, “the regime of the law is ended, just as a race is ended once the 
finish line, its goal, has been attained.”5 
 Here we see that the OT law “has ceased to have a central and determinative role 
in God’s plan among his people,”6 but we also see how the OT is to be understood – as 
pointing to Christ!  The Jews who were so zealous about the law should have recognized 
Jesus as the one to whom the law had been pointing for 1,500 years; the fulfillment of all 
that God had been doing in and through them.  This is exactly what Jesus says, is it not, 
when he chided the Jews in Jn. 5:39 – “You diligently study the Scriptures because you 
think that by them you possess eternal life.  These are the Scriptures that testify about me, 
yet you refuse to come to me to have life.” 



6 

 The OT bears witness to Jesus; it was put in place to lead people to Christ.  
Everything about the OT is an elegant and splendid way of setting up Jesus.  Christopher 
J.H. Wright describes accurately this principle when he states, “Not only does the Old 
Testament tell the story which Jesus completes, it also declares the promise which Jesus 
fulfills.”7  It is clear that Jesus must be understood as the culmination of God’s acts in 
history to redeem his people; the New Covenant is meaningless apart from the Old that it 
supersedes.  The history and hopes of Israel, then, become the touchstone for 
comprehending Christ’s significance. 
 Listen to Col. 2:16-17 – “Therefore do not let anyone judge you by what you eat 
or drink, or with regard to a religious festival, a New Moon celebration or a Sabbath day.  
These are a shadow of the things that were to come; the reality, however, is found in 
Christ.”  Similarly, Heb. 10:1 states, “For since the law [w]as but a shadow of the good 
things to come instead of the true form of these realities, it can never, by the same 
sacrifices that are continually offered every year, make perfect those who draw near.”  So 
the OT with its dietary laws, its festivals, its celebrations, and its sacrificial systems was 
meant to foreshadow Christ, our Passover lamb that was slain (cf. 1 Cor. 5:7). 
 Now let’s go back to Luke.  Maybe you’re getting dizzy from all this moving 
around, but I want to make my point clear from the Bible.  Turn over a couple of pages 
from where we are in chapter 16 to chapter 24.  After Jesus had died for our sins 
according to the Scriptures and was buried and was raised from the dead on the third day 
according to the Scriptures (cf. 1 Cor. 15:3-4) his disciples themselves still didn’t fully 
understand what was going on.  Then we have two wonderful statements from the book 
of Luke about how Jesus himself used the OT: 
 

1.) Verse 27 – the resurrected Christ joined two disheartened disciples leaving 
Jerusalem and going to Emmaus.  They don’t recognize Jesus at first and they 
voice their disappointments and then Jesus [I love this] “beginning with 
Moses and all the Prophets, explained to them what was written in all the 
Scriptures concerning himself” (24:27).  What they had just witnessed over 
the past 3 years and especially the past week in Jerusalem was the direct 
fulfillment of the Law and the Prophets. 

2.) Then, the very next account is of Jesus with the Eleven and the other disciples 
and in v. 44 “He said to them, ‘This is what I told you while I was still with 
you: Everything must be fulfilled that is written about me in the Law of 
Moses, the Prophets and the Psalms.’  Then he opened their minds so they 
could understand the Scriptures [the OT]. 

 
I could cite other examples.  My point is that the NT seems clear that the OT 

remains as a lasting testimony to God’s actions in history to elucidate and validate and 
anticipate Christ who came when the times had reached their fulfillment (cf. Eph. 1:10).  
As you study the NT you will notice that it is meaningless apart from its context in the 
whole Bible, apart from its meaning as the fulfillment of all that the OT looked forward 
to.  You’ll notice it’s thoroughly Jewish in it’s mindset and it presupposes a working 
knowledge of the OT.  You’ll also notice that the NT authors filled their writings with 
allusions to and quotations from the OT. 
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 You’ll notice that although it is a compilation of 66 books written over a span of 
1,400 years, with 40 different authors, in 3 different languages, from 3 different 
continents it is ONE BOOK, with ultimately ONE AUTHOR and ONE THEME – Jesus 
Christ!  I’ve heard of one teacher who, for dramatic effect, took that dividing page 
between the OT and the NT and tore it out in front of his students to show that there is 
great unity in the Bible.  I thought about doing that, but I think you get the point without 
me defacing my sentimental Bible.  There is discontinuity and continuity. 

Because of the OT’s continual use in illustrating how Jesus is the culmination of 
God’s work in history it can be said that “it is easier for heaven and earth to pass away 
than for one dot of the Law to become void.” 
 
Conclusion 

I don’t know about you, but this makes me excited.  First of all it makes me 
excited about the OT.  The relationship between the testaments, specifically the NT use 
of the OT is one of the most fascinating areas of study there is.  Augustine put it this way: 
“The New Testament is in the Old Testament concealed, the Old Testament is in the New 
Testament revealed,” or sometimes you’ll hear, “The New is in the Old contained; the 
Old is by the New explained.”  And it’s fun to see that.  That should get us digging 
around more in the OT. 

And these two verses in Luke give us a nice segue into the Christmas season and 
our advent preaching series.  Today we’ve looked at a general overview of what the 
proper Christian view of the OT is.  The next two Sundays we’re going to unpack this 
even more as we look specifically at two ways in which the OT pointed forward to Christ 
– what’s called typology and predictive prophecy.  I’m looking forward to this as we 
collectively look forward to Christmas Sunday on December 19 and celebrate the long 
awaited coming of Jesus to earth and how the “hopes and fears of all the years were met 
in him that night.” 

But it’s not just an academic exercise.  Ultimately this gets me excited and I pray 
it gets you excited about who Jesus is and what it means to live in the kingdom.  That’s 
what I hope this Christmas season can be for us – a reminder of who Jesus is and how he 
is the spectacular fulfillment of all the OT – and that this will lead us to worship him 
more.  So lets do just that as the Worship Team comes forward to lead us in worship of 
Christ the king. 
 
Benediction 
“The law was given through Moses; grace and truth came through Jesus Christ” (Jn. 
1:17).  May you walk in his grace and truth this week.  Amen. 
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find fulfillment for their hunger for beauty, meaning, and eternal satisfaction in the glory of Christ alone. 
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