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that this anthroi)ololY is in error and mar1•s spiritual nature is more than 

j ust a product oi naturo, then the entire doctrine o! the raeans ot grace 

would have to bs r edetinod. Certainly Chri stian doctrine must. have a more 

, .. li able foundat fon t han philosophy which i f: constantly subj ect to chan5c. 

Last o.i.· a.11, ·thiF ant hropologt must be critici zed 1·cr it~ un-·~i ~lical 

dichotonw. I•'or the . cript ures man consis1.s of body and soul. A ·i;hird part, 

the mind, may even be nL;ggested. Hoiicver, t he dichotomy ol' Romanticism is 

no"t; i3i oli cal . It ma,ces t,he spiri tual part of man a product oi his nai.ur1:. 

The relationship of bapti ~>m t;o t ho spoken word 

i. s ccond impor~ant. cl ement in 'lihis concept o~ baptism was the rela­

t i onshi p o..:' this sacrurnont to the word. 'l'he Erlaneen theologians unlike 

Lut her di d not teach that the gi f ts oi word and the sacrament s wer e the 

sam•:.105 l:apt ism actual],)r bronnnt grace to the individual. Hhoever was 

baptizad had Chrisii and the Spirit within his nature. The nat ure of t he 

baptized person waa brought int o a direct rclatio11$h1p with God. ·l'he 

preached wor d ol'i'er ed salvation to the individual, but did not actually 

convey it t o his person so that he could claim it as hill o .. m. This does 

not mean tha·t t.i.ie word was entirely without effect. It did cause knowledge 

oi' salvat fon to spring up in the mind; however such knowledr,e did not save 

unless bapt ism had been adminis·~ered. 'fhe difi'e1·eooe between bapliism and 

the word was not one o · .i'orm, but or essence. Japtism contained an 

l0.5The theolog:i.ans who taught that u.,.ptism had a di i'i'erent el'.1.'icacy 
l'rom the word al so taught that t he Lord's Sup!)er had dii' l.'orent e.i.'l'ccts. 
Just as baptism brour,ht t.he person's nature into direct contact with God, 
so t he .Lord•s Supper was direct l.l'1ion with God. How dii'f er ent t,;1ie was 
from luth1.::r• s doctrine wi1ich ta1.1gnt that th~ gii't or proprium oi: the 
Sacrament 0.1.· t ho Altar was that of the ~ord also, der totue vivus Christua 
!!!. sei!!!!: r,ottmensuhlichen Person. Peters, �~� • . cit.,~-;----



absolute e l'i'ioacy within its essence in so far as everyone who waa baptized 

receiv~d certain gifts wi thin hu; nature. The word broucht no cuch. &ifts. 

It was onl y infor rr.:at,ion about the gifts. 

:ili't,h t h:i.s underetar,ding ol.' the meam; ol' grace, both oaptitim and the 

word ~,ere macie impo'\jen-t in c ertain ·areas. Even though baptiflm brought 

Christ t,o the individual, it could not work tht1 knowledge which is necersar­

i.ly i nvolved in J e.ith . Therefore baptism work ed a reeer.eration without 

f aith. H.e r,.eneration without ~:·aith is no reeeneration. The preached word 

was in r eal ity not even considered a means of grace, since in reality it 

di.d not c·onvl:l'J ur.,y grace to anyone. There ware cases thou{:;h nhere baptism 

alcn~ was considfircd to ce complete in itself. Bapth=m t1as considered 

s ufficient r'or childr en O.El long as they remained children. Hc.)wevar, in 

no c a.s es was t ho s poken word considered sufl'icient. The bP-lievinc adult 

withouT. baptism still lacked f ull r egeneration. 

'JY dogr adin~; the posi'liion o.t.' the preached word in relation ·l;o bapt.isin, 

the pos i tion 0 .1.: f a i th was also lowered. Baptis1s1 was tht: decisive factor 

i'or memoare:hip in Christ's body and tor possession of the Spirit. · .... a.pticm 

and not .fai t h det ermined who would po~sess grace. Thus child1•en who were 

baptized and who nevertheless could not believe we1·e includud . amont; the 

reg1:;nerate . On the other i1and believing adults without baptism were not 

considered in this group. Delitzsch cal'ried this dol.)trine to its logical 

extremes b7 includi ng baptized Sociniane and Unitarians in the body oi 

Christ.106 

l06I n the mat ter o! the Lord'e Supper, Peters shows that here also 
the &langen thoologians did not. give raith its proper place. Peters 
explains the dif ference between Luthor o.nd the Erlanecn thoolot:i&ns. "Hohl 
ficht Luther daruu, dasz der Geist nur 1m !usseren Hittel Wirken will, wohl 



153 

Connucted with the 11natura11stic11 concept of baptism was a de!ini to 

,-~oncept of erncc . Grace wa.s not considered the siP1ple proclamation of 

God's r rac ious o.ttit ude t o men beca ,tse ot the death or Jes\:s Christ. Such 

proclamation war: powerless in transmitting grace. For the Erlan1:,en theolo­

e;ians, !,:r ac e in conrwctfon wHh baptiem was not so· much an attitude on tne 

part 0 1 God as it was a qnantity t-1ith an objective impersonal existence. 

The i'r:racc oi.' bapt.ism wan the actual impartation ol° Chri~t to the na.liure 

of man. This i mpar'liation did not involvo man, ., s pirit or his mental atti­

tude. 1'o have gr ace wa.s not to be under and aware of Clod's c;racious favor, 

but it was ·to possess something. Titc concept ol.' grace here i s similar to 

t he conce9t oi.' gi,.:ts or graoe given certain persons in th<~ Nc:-1 Testament. 

For example, t.he ~i r't oi' tongues was not the gracious attitude ot God, 

but H waFt a de iinito gift eiven to particular pe1•sons. Her e the resem­

ol .:ince S"tops . 

Connected with tho concept of grace in baptism was a complete un­

bal ancin? of the proper r elationship between the Lutheran principles or 

s alvation, s ol~ c;r at ia and aola i'ide. Thi2i was especially true in recard 

to children t·;her e grace was applied· and salvation initiated without faith. 

According to the Lutheran doctrine, grace can on:cy, a personally appropria­

ted through ·.caith. i·iith the understanding that grace was a t iven quantity 

'l.o the na·l;ure 0 1· J'lle.n, fai th w&.s madt? unnecessar.r. It is true that according 

streiiiet er wider alien Spiritualismus i11r den •Deus oorporeus, 1 aoor von 
einor besondoron Betonune: unseror Leiblichkeit, wie Pie mit den trlangcn 
Theolof;an auch in die ·Abend1llclhl6lehre Ei~ang b"6fundon hat, isl; er weit 
ontiernt. ii'Ur ihn ist der totus Christ.;s mit r'leisch und Jlut sowohl im 
Herzen wie i.in Leibe gegenwllrtir;. Die Gegenwart des Herrn ~um Leibe, d&s 
Proprium des i,.oendmaliles, wird nicht der Anlasz, die Leibeeite zu betonen. '' 
~., PP• 1J8f. 

'fhis critique could also be made a,~ainst the Erlangen thoologians in 
r egard to baptism. Just because baptisn is an application 01· physical 
water to our phys ical bodies does not permit us to emphasize al\Y' material 
operation apart from faith . 


