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Foreword

During my years at Westminster Theological Seminary, Philadel-
phia (1976–79), I became aware of the sharp divergence that Dr. 
Meredith Kline had with Professor John Murray on the subject of 
the covenants. For Murray, the succession of covenants in the Bible 
(including the Mosaic covenant) was “a sovereign administration 
of grace and promise.”1 For Kline, law rather than grace was foun-
dational. The Mosaic covenant in some sense included a “works 
principle” which was, in Kline’s mind, essential to preserve the dis-
tinction between law and gospel.2 Therefore, the real issue was the 
nature of the gospel. It was shocking to hear Dr. Kline say publicly, 
“John Murray’s view of the covenants makes the gospel mush.”3

Now fast forward to the present. The volume The Law Is Not 
of Faith,4 a collection of essays dealing with issues related to works 
and grace in the Mosaic covenant, was published in 2009. With 
contributions largely from faculty members and others associated 
with Westminster Theological Seminary, California, the book de-
veloped and expanded Meredith Kline’s ideas regarding the Mo-
saic covenant. It popularized the view that the Mosaic covenant 
was, in some sense, a republication of the covenant of works. Since 
then a minor torrent of articles, interchanges, and debates have 

1. See Murray, Covenant of Grace, 31.
2. See Kline, Kingdom Prologue, 352–53.
3. Spoken by Dr. Kline in his Zechariah class, Westminster Theological 

Seminary, ca. 1977/78; heard firsthand by the author.
4. Estelle et al., The Law Is Not of Faith.
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fueled the controversy—a controversy in which, it is claimed, the 
very integrity of the gospel is at stake.

Which brings us to the study before you.
The brothers who have produced this book have helped us 

immeasurably in getting a hold of contemporary teaching on 
this subject (much of it coming from Westminster in California). 
Growing out of a discussion and debate in the Presbytery of the 
Northwest of the Orthodox Presbyterian Church, this book is an 
exposé of the way Meredith Kline’s ideas about the Mosaic cov-
enant have been developed by modern proponents of the “repub-
lication theory,” i.e., that the Mosaic covenant is, in some sense, a 
republication of the Adamic covenant of works.

I found the study to be both fascinating and distressing.
Building on ideas offered in some of Meredith Kline’s later 

writings, I was fascinated to learn how some modern proponents 
of the republication view have developed a two-tiered approach to 
understanding the Mosaic covenant. On one level, there is a prin-
ciple of grace, but, on the other level, there is a principle of works. 
As the writers of this book show, this leads to a bifurcated form of 
spirituality for the old covenant people of God. This hardly seems to 
fit with historic understandings of piety in its Old Testament form.

I was distressed to read how some modern proponents of the 
republication view now speak of a form of “merit” in the obedi-
ence of Israelites to the Mosaic covenant. One is at pains to find 
anything like this in Protestant theology. Further, as the study 
shows, the “republication view” can only by smoke and mirrors 
be made to fit with the doctrine of the covenants as developed in 
the Westminster Standards or, for that matter, with any other Re-
formed doctrinal standard. This is distressing, indeed. The propa-
gation of these views is something that should deeply concern all 
churches committed to Reformed doctrinal standards.

And keep in mind that this study brings to light the views 
of those who hold that not to accept the republication teaching in 
some form or other is to pave the way for serious erosion of the 
gospel. The editors of The Law Is Not of Faith make this patently 
clear when they write, “In short, the doctrine of republication is 
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integrally connected to the doctrine of justification.  .  .a misunder-
standing of the Mosaic economy and silence on the works principle 
embedded there will only leave us necessarily impoverished in our 
faith. We will see in only a thin manner the work of our Savior.”5 In 
a similar vein, one of the endorsers of that volume notes: “This an-
thology argues that the Mosaic covenant in some sense replicates 
the original covenant with Adam in the garden, and that this no-
tion is neither novel to nor optional for Reformed theology.”6 Those 
within the Reformed community should be justly concerned that 
a view which begs for tolerance and understanding actually carries 
with it a conviction that to reject the view is to actually impov-
erish or even undermine our view of the work of Christ and the 
gospel. If you read the study before you for no other reason, read 
it realizing that this is what at least some “republication” advocates 
believe. The issue is not to be taken lightly.

I am thankful that the authors of this book have raised im-
portant biblical, historical-theological, confessional, systematic-
theological, exegetical, and eminently practical issues advanced by 
modern expressions of the “republication” view. I laud the authors 
for pursuing these things in the church, and not in inflammatory 
blogs. I greatly appreciate their thorough research in materials 
most of us will not have the time to read. I am thankful for the 
gracious spirit with which they write and treat the brothers whom 
they are critiquing. And, most of all, I welcome their bringing to 
our attention things that must be studied and debated within the 
context of historic Reformed orthodoxy.

For now: Tolle lege! Take and read this rich study. Let the reader 
judge whether the current “republication” views are in accord with 
both the Scriptures and the historic confessional standards of Refor-
mation Protestantism. Like the noble Bereans, may we “examine the 
Scriptures” whether these things are so (Acts 17:11).

William Shishko, Pastor
Orthodox Presbyterian Church, Franklin Square, NY

5. Ibid., 19, emphasis mine.
6. Ibid., book endorsements, inside front cover, emphasis mine.
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Preface

How did three graduates of Westminster Seminary California, 
former students of Meredith G. Kline, come to write a book criti-
cal of his system of theology? After all, we are all fellow ministers 
in the Orthodox Presbyterian Church and at one time believed 
and taught many of the things he taught us. As fellow ministers 
in the Orthodox Presbyterian Church, all three of us have great 
appreciation for much of what we learned from our late professor, 
though we now see clearly serious flaws in his formulation of the 
covenants.

In the spring of 2011, we became more aware that Professor 
Kline’s view of the Mosaic covenant was at the heart of a growing 
debate about the doctrine of the republication of the covenant of 
works. In 2009, a book was published entitled The Law Is Not of 
Faith: Essays on Works and Grace in the Mosaic Covenant (TLNF). 
It vigorously advocated Kline’s view of republication as the his-
torical Reformed position. This book contained articles by men 
whom we respect both as professors and writers, including some 
who were our fellow classmates at seminary. The same was also 
true of those writing critical reviews or articles on the book. Some 
of these were men under whom we had studied, along with others 
we knew personally. We had high regard for men on both sides of 
this growing debate.

We realized that we needed to get a better understanding of 
the theological issues involved. What was this debate really about? 
As we read the introduction to The Law Is Not of Faith, it became 
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clear that the editors of the book believed the doctrine of republi-
cation as taught by Dr. Kline was not just a side issue in Reformed 
theology—rather it was essential to a clear understanding of jus-
tification. They challenged their readers to consider whether their 
own teaching and preaching could maintain the doctrine of justi-
fication and a proper view of our Savior without holding to their 
view of the doctrine of republication. They were hopeful that their 
book would “encourage and catalyze discussion about what we be-
lieve are important issues for the doctrine and life of the church.”1

Thus, the three of us chose to take up their challenge. We 
began to study The Law Is Not of Faith carefully, as well as various 
critical reviews. We then turned to the original sources and other 
writings referenced in the book, as well as the creeds of the church 
and, above all, the Scriptures. As we studied, we slowly became 
more and more troubled by what the book was setting forth as 
biblical and confessional. As ministers in the OPC, we have an 
obligation to speak up if there are teachings in our denomination 
that are potentially in opposition to our confessional Standards. 
We debated how best to do this. After careful consideration, we 
determined to present an overture to our presbytery requesting 
that the General Assembly of the OPC form a study committee to 
examine these teachings. At its April 2012 meeting, the presbytery 
of the Northwest determined not to vote on our overture, but to 
refer it to a special committee of four men who were instructed to 
assist the presbytery in its study of the issue of republication of the 
covenant of works.

The present volume is our contribution—among the contri-
butions of others—to the work of our presbytery in studying these 
theological matters. As you read this book, keep in mind that it is 
designed so that each chapter can be carefully read and digested. 
For this reason, we acknowledge that there is some redundancy, 
especially the overlapping discussion of the ideas of merit and jus-
tice in the Republication Paradigm of chapters 7 and 11. Neverthe-
less, we felt that the repetition is necessary because these chapters 

1. Estelle et al., The Law Is Not of Faith, 20.
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focus on the heart of the issue. Thus, they require the most careful 
reflection and analysis.

At its September 2013 meeting, the Presbytery of the North-
west (OPC) held a pre-presbytery conference on the doctrine of 
Republication and voted to ask the 2014 General Assembly of the 
OPC to establish a study committee to examine these teachings. 
We hope and pray that this volume will assist the reader in exam-
ining the contemporary “Klinean” doctrine of republication that 
is a growing cause for concern in our denomination, as well as 
others. May the Triune God grant peace, purity, and unity in our 
presbytery, our denomination, and the Reformed churches with 
whom we are united.

We would like to take this opportunity to express our sincere 
thanks to the respective congregations we serve in Port Angeles, 
Oak Harbor, and Kent, Washington, for their prayers and encour-
agement in our labors, and to Jan Shreve for her extra assistance in 
preparing the manuscript for publication. We are especially grate-
ful to God for—and appreciative of—our families, and their lov-
ing, faithful support and encouragement throughout this project.

Andrew Elam, Robert Van Kooten, and Randall Bergquist
March 2014
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Introduction

The publication of The Law Is Not of Faith (2009) produced no 
small stir in the Presbyterian and Reformed world. Reviews were 
written and further theological discourse has ensued. What is all 
the controversy about? The concerns are focused on the book’s 
central thesis, namely, that the Mosaic covenant was to be con-
sidered in some sense a republication of the Adamic covenant of 
works. In theological shorthand, this view is often referred to as 
the doctrine of republication. While this view can take several dif-
ferent forms (even in The Law Is Not of Faith), the controversy has 
become focused on a specific version of republication articulated 
by the late Professor Meredith G. Kline and more recently by oth-
ers. This view involves more than what is traditionally taught in 
Reformed circles, namely, that the moral law given to Adam was 
reaffirmed—summarized and republished—at Sinai.1 In the version 
propounded by Professor Kline (hereafter, Klinean), the nation of 
Israel is viewed as undergoing a merit-based probation with respect 
to their retention of temporal blessings in the promised land. This 
probationary arrangement echoes or reenacts the arrangement 
first made with Adam, and is analogous to the original covenant 
of works. More than republishing the same law that Adam was 
given, the covenant of works itself was republished in some sense at 
Mt. Sinai. In this construction, Israel becomes a new Adam figure 
in her national capacity (a “corporate Adam,” as the defenders of 
this view express it). In the original covenant of works, Adam was 

1. Strimple, “Westminster Confession of Faith,” 4.
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required to fulfill the stipulation of the covenant in order to merit 
eternal life at the hand of God.2 In the Klinean republication view 
of the covenant of works under Moses, Israel was also called to ful-
fill the stipulations of the covenant through her national obedience 
in order to merit the retention of temporal blessings of the land. 
Thus, in this view, the obedience of Old Testament Israel differs 
substantially from the obedience of New Testament saints, who 
have been freed from this works-arrangement through the death 
and resurrection of Christ.

The three editors of The Law Is Not of Faith (hereafter, TLNF), 
Bryan D. Estelle, J. V. Fesko, and David VanDrunen, are all OPC 
ministers and serve as professors of Westminster Seminary Cali-
fornia (WSC). This book is targeting the ecclesiastical world of 
the Reformed church in general. However, a good case may be 
made that the book is uniquely relevant to the Orthodox Presby-
terian Church (OPC), to which the editors and three other con-
tributors belong (a total of six of the eleven participants). As was 
mentioned above, Meredith Kline (also an OPC minister) clearly 
stands behind the formulations in the book. His teaching may be 
identified as the primary source for the editors’ own understand-
ing of the doctrine of republication. However, the book also pays 
considerable attention to the theology of John Murray, one of the 
OPC’s founding fathers. The editors have determined that he is 
particularly responsible for much of the resistance to this doctrine 
of republication in our denomination and beyond. They fear that 
this resistance may lead to the total loss of the doctrine in the Re-
formed churches.

In this book, we propose to set the context for the present 
debate in the church, as well as introduce the reader to some of 
our concerns about the republication doctrine. In part 1, we will 
seek to show that the TLNF-Klinean version of the doctrine of 
republication is the result of a modern-day debate concerning the 
doctrine of justification which began at Westminster Theological 
Seminary (Philadelphia) in the late 1970s. In our judgment, this 
debate ultimately resulted in a reactionary pendulum swing against 

2. Westminster Confession of Faith (hereafter, WCF) 7.2; 19.1.
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the teaching of Professor Norman Shepherd. Shepherd’s teaching 
eventually deviated from historic Reformed covenant theology in 
that the doctrine of the covenant of works was compromised. This 
ultimately led to a deficient view of the doctrine of justification in 
which the imputation of the active obedience of Christ was explic-
itly repudiated. In response to Shepherd, Professor Meredith Kline 
sought to preserve the church’s teaching on the covenant of works 
and justification through Christ’s active obedience. However, 
Kline did this by making several of his own modifications to tradi-
tional Reformed theology, especially the doctrine of merit. In the 
end, we believe both sides have embraced and affirmed concepts 
that significantly differ from the confessional Reformed tradition. 
It has also become apparent that TLNF reflects and continues to 
promote the Klinean view of republication.

In part 2, we will seek to show how this pendulum swing 
resulted in a redefinition of the traditional concept of merit. This 
redefinition was first applied to the notion of Adamic merit in the 
original covenant of works. In the development of Kline’s teaching, 
it also came to undergird and shape Israel’s “typological merit” in 
the republished covenant of works under Moses. This reformu-
lation of merit is further connected to the nature of the Mosaic 
covenant as it is separated into two levels in Kline’s system. On the 
one hand, there is a grace level for the eternal salvation of the indi-
vidual. On the other hand, there is a national, meritorious-works 
level for the retention of temporal earthly blessings. It is these 
ideas, which resulted from the pendulum swing, that the present 
writers believe undergird what is presented in TLNF.

In part 3, we will seek to show how the redefinition of merit 
and the division of the Mosaic covenant into two levels leads to 
an unstable theological paradigm. Not only do these new defini-
tions fail to harmonize with those contained in the Westminster 
Standards, they create a “Republication Paradigm” which may lead 
to other systematic changes in our confessional theology. Ironi-
cally, the republication teaching, which was intended to preserve 
and protect the doctrine of justification, may (when consistently 
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worked out) actually undercut this doctrine—the very doctrine by 
which the church stands or falls.

Finally, in our conclusion, we will rehearse our concerns in a 
summary fashion to support our conviction that the church needs 
to carefully evaluate this doctrinal formulation and consider its 
repercussions.


