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e J. D. G. Dunn, “Once More, IIIETIE XPIXTOY,” Pauline Theology, Volume
IV: Looking Back, Pressing On, E. E. Johnson and E. M. Hay, eds. (Atlanta: Scholars
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K. Stendahl, “The Apostle Paul and the Introspective Conscience of the West,”

W. A. Meeks, ed., The Writings of St. Paul: The Revised Standard Version Introductions

and Annotations Critical Essays New York/ London: W. W. Norton & Company,
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39) oA, o] A& A& A2 M. A. Seifrid, Justification by Faith: The Origin
and Development of A Central Pauline Theme, NovISup 68 (Leiden: Brill, 1992);
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Anthropological Approach (Atlanta: Scholars, 1995), 67-75; C. L. Quarles, “The
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<Abstract>

Paul and the Law: Paul’s Understanding of the
Law Commonly Delineated in Romans and

Galatians.

Prof. Jin Seob Lee
(Ezra Bible Institute for Graduate Studies)

It is difficult but important to think of Paul and the Law
together not only because the scholatly evaluations of Paul’s
understanding of the Law are various but also because nomism
debate in Pauline scholarship is intense. In this respect, this
essay deals with Paul’s understanding of the Law commonly
delineated in Romans and Galatians.

Paul as a Jew thinks of the Law positively. According to
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Paul, the Law makes us know the norm of God(Rom. 2:6-11,
12-15), condemns those who do not comply with the require-
ments of the Law(Rom. 2:12-16; 3:19-20; 3:31; 4:15; 5:20; 7:7-12;
Gal. 3:10-11, 19), and finally leads us to Christ by pointing
to the Him who rescues us from human plight(Rom. 7:13-25;
Gal. 3:21-25). This functions of the Law, ie., norm, con-
demnation, guidance, are nicely carried out. In this respect, the
Law is holy, righteous and good(Rom. 7:12-13). Thus, Paul's
opinion on the Law is positive.

However, Paul's opinion on the contemporary Jewish nom-
ism is negative. Jewish nomist believe that the Law can make
people alive and bring them the restoration of Israel. Jewish
nomism tends to put the Law to the position of Messiah. This
line of thought started to be shaped on the background of the
Mosaic covenant and has been brought up with legalistic fore-
ground by inappropriate zeal for the Law. However, the pivotal
axiom to lead this nomism is the conviction of the life-giving
Torah(Gal 3:21; Rom. 5:20; 7:10; 10:5), and consequently the
appropriate term for this nomism is not ‘covenantal nomism’,
nor ‘legalism’, but ‘constitutional nomism’. Paul, by opposing
this constitutional nomism, contends that the true function of
the Law is not to make people alive but to condemn them,
and that one should not bow to the Law but adore Jesus Christ
who gives us life.

After all, Paul’s attitude for the Law is positive, but his
judgment on the contemporary Jewish nomism is negative. The
constitutional nomism is wrong, but the Law is good enough
to reveal the norm of God, to make us realise human sin, and
finally to lead us to Christ. The wrong understanding of the
Law is dangerous, but the right understanding of the Law be-
comes the basis of the Gospel. This is the instruction which
Paul teaches us concerning the Law.
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