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THE RISTORY AND SCRIFTURAL BASIS

COF THE DOOTRINE OF CRRIST'S DESCENT INTO HELL

It Mes bevn remerked by ome of 2ur paastora that 1ittle is known
ahbout the dootrine oFf Christ's descent iato hell, even by miaisters,
and mach thzt ls taught by than on this subjest is trong.* Wa have
little doubt thet this i3 = valid appraisal of the situstion, for it
scoas that because of its relative uninwportance this dostrine hags
bsen shunted 13 the roar of teslogical dissourse, and as a consequence
hzg often hoen neglected eatirely. Illowever, the pastor, as a dilizent
student of Jorinture, stould becime femiliar with the historieal, and
Particularly, wlth ithe Seripivrel bockground of this, as well as other
doctrines, and he ghould u0i be unduly digwwrbed by Luther's acosl
upon. the cuceting soul when ite sayer

"Algo hie, wenn e“e hbrt, dess Christus zur Holle gelehren ist,
£inrt sie zu und will's svbeld wusepeklterel, sle ¢a sugegangen
sei, und macht viel weitiduftiger, unnitger Frzgen: OUb dle Ssele
ellein hinuntergefeliren gei, odcr ot die Gotthelt bel iar gewesen
gelj ltem, wrcs er duselbut geten hebe, und wie er mit den Teufeln
umgegangen sei; und dergleichen viel, davon sie doch nichts wissea

kenn, "2

ssPecielly vhen Iuther himeelf sdmits ¢f the eedes doctriaas,

1« P. L, Bornhoeft. Lytheran Witness, vol. 46, pe 1:*.
2. Hartin luther, Sermen st Torgeu, Voa cder lollen chrd

quoted in Qomgordis Triclotta, P. 1959



I Pet. 5119-21: "This 1s a strange text, and a more obscure passage,
Perhaps, than any other in the New Testament, for I do not certainly
know shat St. Peter means."? Nor is he to be cowed by the judgment
of Augustine who says: "Wer anders also, als ein Ungliubiger, kbnnte
ableugnen, dass Ohristus in der Unterwelt gewesen aolr'k‘Zg'or surely
there are meny like ourselves, who, upon confessing in the Apostles’
Oreed, "He descended into hell," have wondered whether Christ descended
figuratively or literally, and if the latter, shere hell is located,
what Christ did there and wh:t purpose he accomplished, and above all,
have wondered where all this is taught in Scrlpt,uro?/\ﬁs

Surely the only way to "grow in knowledge" (II Pot..juB) and
"be ready always to give an angwer t0 every men that asketh you, a
reason of the hope that is in you' (I Pet.3315) is to adopt a acbolai-ly
"shoy me" attitude toward Scripture, and by "sola Scriptura® detsrmine
for onegelf thait lmowledge of God and His way of salvation. A thorough
exegetical study, therefore, of the sedes doctrinae, I Pet.5:18«20, and
other Passages Proposed in support of this doctrine, will constitute
the major portion of this paper. \’Inasmlwh. howmever, as it often 1s
helpful in determining the meaning of Scripture passages, t0 see how
the fatherg of the early Church interpreted them, a very brief pre-
sentation of the opinions of the fathers of the first three centurles
ig foered.‘_} In order to complete the higtorical background or this

doctrine, a necegsarily brief overe-view of the con-

L4

3. Martin Luther, Commen on the First Epistle General of
St. Peter, Gillett translation, p. 188.

4, St. Augustine, Ninety=Nine Letters to Euodiug, from letter
57, as quoted by J. L. Kbnig, Die Lehre yon Chrigti HBllenfahrt, p.119.



fessional pogitions of the Oatholic, Reformed and Lutheran denomins-.
tions ig also presented. Moreover, %0 establish a clear besis for
some Of the lseues discussed, it was felt advisable to add the chapters
on eschatology and on :Sheol =nd Hades.

The purpose of this monograph is:toc present a study of The dogtrine
of Ohrist's deggent into hell both historieally and exegetically.

It may appear t0 the reader that this paper has been written from
a Prejudiced viewpoint. DBut the writer maintaing that a stout and
honest effort wes made t0 study this subject with as open and unbiasged
a mind asg possible. But the conscientious gtudent can only be as
unprejudiced as truth itself is prejudiced, and with Daniel Defoe we
say, "He that hath truth on his gside is 2 £0ol as well as & coward if

he ig afraid to oen it because of other men's opinionsg.*?



OQHAPTER IX

In presenting the position of the early Chrigtian Ghurch of the
Tirst three centuries on this dectrine of Christ's descent inue kell;
1% will be Doagible within tho amall comPess of this Peper to eite only
a few representative foihors, cnd fop the resh ihe remdcr much rely
upen the anelvzes and qonciueione of guch studenis of Lhe subject &s
HuSdekoner, .’;{f':r..g, Plumrtye and Knox. ¥orecver: there sre two yital
Ohpervetions to be made &« ke ocutpel. The firet ls stotsd by Huide-
kopexr:

"On Jleaving the 4posiclic sge we almost 1oy «ight of the
Chrigtians in en higterisel chsgm of elxty or eighiy years. Easa
they reabnear o8 lne Plilier wide O Lty we Tind, oo fur ag their
records enable us Lojudge, taet, among &ll ike partice inte mhich
thoy are divided, theoupgh with Sue zZodificatidGe . & boliel hua
become firmly estedlishicd that Ghrist pericined a missicn in the
Undereorld. The werlety Of dipoucsions as ic its uature prove s
universality of belief in the supposed fact of the migsion Ltself.®)

The other obgervetion is made by Xnox:

“The 'wmyth* of o divine being whs descends intid hell and roturns
in triwepe appeere t€ g0 back o Jabyloai&n religlon; possibly it
ie derived from the sharacter of Marduk (crigina’ ly Tomuz) as a
vegetetion Ged (Froli, @ott und Holle, Pe 227/ 1The waus sotlfl
appaava in Egypt a5 & desceat oF Whe gun~god laio the darkacss of

¢ vadervorld (ib. 183tf.] Ths dua'zstzc “rld-w!e'?j:r:amote:isho
of Iranien-Chaldcam religion, salsh iafluenced t.he g:.m:m:. Hallen-
letic outlock in vhick Uoristisnlily grew uz, suds tad £ar the
degeent of the gdvioreg2d into the lower world htu dﬁscmt through
the grheres of the dlansts inta the neterial c2snos. s

*7 Qor. 2:8f Thet ths 'rulers? ecrucified Jesua bagause they did
not imow who He wue suzzesis the native of the vedsensr aha passes
through the various deors of the plazotary sPheres uurecognized.
This i very commonly found iun the Mandean snd Gnosiic litorature.®?

1+ Frederic Uuidekoper, Qhrigt's Migadon to the Undermoxld, Poed-4.

2. Wilfred L. Bnoz, 5. Faul ang e vhurch o thy Gentilon, Hote
1¥, “The Descent of the Redesmer," p. 22V.

3+ Ibid. p. 220,



"The development of the myth 1s traced by Kroll. It is clear
that i% appears in a fully developed form in the Apostolic Canons,’
but it does not appear in the credal form of exorcism in Justin
Martyr ... One is tempted to suspect that the story mede its way
from popular religion into liturgical Christianity with the help
of the isolated allusions in Scripture which sanctioned or seemed
to sanction it."“4

Taking cognizance, then, of the "chasm" in New Testament history
and of the ancient and Hellenistic background of religion and philosophy
of the early fathers, we shall review the statements of writers repre-
sentative of the wvarioug schools of religious thought shich developed

in the first centuries.

One of the first “sects" to develop was that of the Gnostics, and
the Marcionites constituted a prominent branch. Harcion, though leav-
ing no extant works, is réported upon by Irenaeus and Theodoret to this

effect:

"Besides (Marcion's) blasphemy againat /the JewishJ God, he
added this, receiving indeed a mouth from the Devil, and speaking
all things contrary to the truth, that Cain and those sho were like
him, and the Sodomites =nd Egyptians, and those who were like theu,
and in fact all the Gentiles who had walked in thorough wickedness,

were saved by the Lord when he descended into the Underworld, and
that they had hostened to him, and that he took them into his king-
dom. . But Abel and Enoch and Nosh and the other Just Men, and those
who belonged to the Patriar¢h Abrahem, with all the:Prophets and
guch as had pleased God, did not, according to the preaching of the
serpent in Marcion, participate in the salvaticn. For since, he
said, they knew that their God wes always trying them, and suspected
that he was trying them then, they did not hasten %0 Jesus nor be-
lieve what he announced; and therefore (Marcion) said, their souls
remained in the Underworld."?

And_Irenaeus himgelf ag one of the Catholic fathers and an "ultra

anti-Gnogtic" presents his op:osing viewss

&, Ibid. Pe 225, note 1.
5. Iredeus, Qontra Hoereg. I, 27, 3 (I, 29) quoted by Huidekoper,
OPe Citep, PPe 5=G.



"Therefore the Lord descended %0 the reglons under the earth,
Preaching to them also his advent, the sins of such as believed
on him beinz remitted. But all believed on him who were hoping
for him, that is, sho had foretold his coming and obeyed his skate
utes, the Just Men, and Prophets, and Patriarchs, t9 whom he re-
mitted their sins in like mamner as to us."$

Representative of the liberalists among the Catholic fathers is
Clement of Alexandria, who attempted to defend the good neme of the

Gentiles in the Underworlds

"To those who were just according to the law, faith was want-
ing. ... To the just according to Philosophy, not only faith in
the Lord, but abstinence from Idolatry was necedful. Wherefore
the Lord preached to those in the Underworld; for according to
the Seripture, 'The Underworld ssys to Destruction, ¥e have not
indeed seen his form, but we have heard his voice.' (Job.281221).
It was not the place umhich, after listening to his volce, spoke
the foregoing, but thogse /without distinction of race/ who were
in the Underworld. ... These are they who attended to the Divine
voice and /manifestation of/ power. For what reasonable man would
brand Providence with injustice, by deeming the souls of Just iHen
/from emong the Gentiles/ and sinners /of all nations/ under one
condemnation? What) Do not the Seriptures manifest that the Lord
preached the Gospel to those who perished in the deluge,--or rather/
to such as had been bound, and to those in prison and custodgy It
has been shown /by me) in the second book of Stromata, that the
Apogtles, in imitetion of the Lord, preached the Gospel t0 thoge
in the Underworld. For there also, as here, I think that it be-
hooved the best of the disciples t0 be imitetors of their teacherp
that the one should lead o conversion of the Hebrews, and the
other the Gentiles; that is, such of both as had lived according
to the justice of the Law or of Philosophy, not perfectly indeed,
but imperfectly. ... If then the gole cause of the Lord's descent
to the Underworld was to preach the Gospel, --as décend he certainly
did,=~ it was either that he might preach it to all, or to the Heb-
rews alone. (But if to =211, then all who believed will be saved,
even if they should be from among the Gen(.i.lea, seeing that they
have already heartily confessed him thereQe T

A ganple of the exalted metaphysical speculation of that group of

6. Ibid. IV, 27, 2 (IV, 45) qu.ot.ed by Huidekoper, op. citsy pP. 7.
7. Huidekoper notes here: MA gelf-correction. Clement intended
to appeal, not to Peter, but to Is. 49:8,9.%
8. Glamen‘l‘.. _sm. VI' 6' ppo?éa.j‘ quated by HuldOkoperp
OPe cite, PP. 1J=14.



the Gnogtics known ag Valentiniang is taken from a collection of

writings known as Dogtrina Orientalig:

"The Savior as he descended was seen by the angels /of the
Hiddle Space through which he passed/; on wmhich account;they
Proclaimed the glad tidings of him (Lk.2113,14). But he was also
seen by Abraham and the other Just Men who were at rest in the
right hand /i.e., in the heavens of the Jewish God/, for Christ
said (JIn.B8156) 'he rejoiced uhen he saw ny day,' that is, the
day 8¢ my advent in the flesh. Whence the Lord on rising again
Preached the Gogpel t.s}t.he Jugt who were at rest, end removed
and transferred them., For the Savior's presence there is the
ghadow of his glory with hig Father. And the shadow cast by
light is not darkness, but en enlightenment."?

For the gake of completeness we should also include the views
of the Manichaeang, a sect mhich arose in the latter half of the
third century. Faustus, an ogponent of Augustine, writes on Mt.8:1111
"Grant that they (Abraham and the Patriarchs) are now in the
kingdom of the heaveng,-- that they are in that place in which
thoy had no belief and for which they never hoped, as isg evident
from their books. Yet what is written concerning them is cone-
firmed even by your confeassion, that, liberated after a long
interval by Christ our Lord--namely by his mystical suffering,--
from the dark and penal custody of the bower Regions, shither the
degerts of their life coerced them, they attained to this place,
if indeed they have attained to it."W
Thege quptations should suffice to give at least a general impress-
ion of the views held in the esrly conturies of the Christian ers. <?t
is evident that a doctrine of belief in Christ's descent to hell was
universally accepted, but meny details of this belief were as divergent
ag the imaginations of the leaders in thought could make them> fiquot

homines, tot sententiae" is very aptly applied here. True, the universal

idea prevailed that Christ preached the Gogpel, but as we have geen,

9. Dogtrine Orientslig, c.18 cited by Petter in his edition of

Clement, e 773, snd quoted by Huidekoper,0Pe cit., PPe22-23.

10. PFaustus, quoted by Augustine in Augustine contrs Faustus,
XXXIII, 1,2,3, vol.VI, p.1Y6, EHK., as quoted by Huidekoper, op. cite,

P 28.



some maintained thet He preached to the Patriarchs alone, mhile others
juat as vigorously contested that the Gentiles algo heard the Gospel
and were saved. Thig belief in the liberation of thoge in the Under-
world was particulax{v effirmed by Origen, Olement, Tertullian, Marcion
and Cyprian, while the Shepherd of Hermas adds that Christ first had to
baptize those confined in the Underworld before they could be released.
Huidekoper seys of the liberationt
"Looge methods of interpretation rendered it essy to infer

from passages of the Old and New Testaments (Hosea 6:2; 15:14;

Pg.68:18; Mt. 27:152,5%; Eph.4:7=11; I pet.4:5-7, etc) that such

a Liberation had actually accompanied the Savior's resurrection,

and there was the greater inducement t0 this use of the Old Test-

ament as the Christiansg thereby found their storehouse of argu-

nents againgt the Jews much better filled." 11

Origen, the only writer of this early period to leave any extensive
comnentaries on Scripturs, adduces in gupport of this doctrine a num-
ber of passages from Psalis and Old Testament apocryphal writings. He
is also the only writer of this period to refer to I Pet.’:118-20 in
support of his views, since, according to Huidekoper, "its appearance
of favoring heresy muat have precluded it from being much used."12
Plumptre aléo concurs in this evaluation: th has &iready been shown
that the traditional form of the Descent into Hades seems 10 have had
its origin and growth entirely independent of this memorable passege,
and that there is no exegetical notice of it in the earlier fathera)ﬁ
Origen 2ls0 geeme 10 have been alone in eniertaining the theory that

Christ needed such Precursors as Abraham, Isasc, Jacob, lMoges and

Samuel to prepare the way for him in the Underworld.

11. Fe Huidekoper; Q2 Oit-. Pe b?o
12 Ibid. p. 135. '
15. E. H. Plumptre, The Spirits in Prigon, p. 113.



Hogt of the early fathers regarded Satan ar the Devil as the Ruler
of the Underworld, as well as the Rrince of the Powere of the Air and
God of this World, (i14), although some found difficulty in recomeiling
the necessity o6 Christ's descent in order t0 conguer Saten, with the
opinion that Sate.n]nas right here on esrth. All wmere apparently agr;od
that Christ wae victorious in the confllct with Saten, end emerged
victerious end unscathed from hell, but according to some, Christ only
achieved victory by the deception of concealing His fdentity from His
opponent, (15). Nor did Christ rise from the struggle without peying
& rangom of His blood to the Devil, according to Origen (i6), or to
God, according to others.

Meny end varied were the conceptions end confusions of the Under-
world, of Tartarug, Hadee, Elysien fields, Paradise and Heaven. (Bio;at
of the Christien writers sccepied the Greel and Roman ccnception of
the Underworld or Hades as the abode of the dead sad which mes divided
into two compartments,--Tartsrus, & place of torment for those who had
lived evil lives, and the Elysien Fields, a/;alace of blesasedness for
the good. But most psople went to neitheri g'oing rether to Hades as a
third or intermsdiate place where there mas neither excessive torture
nor continual joy, but rather a vague nebulous existence with little
activity. Regresentative of one trend of thought are the views of
Tertulllan. When his opponents agked what difference is there thenm

between Heathens end Chrigtiansg if the sane prison awaits both, he does

not attempt to discriminste between their reapective ahodes, but argues

s

14» F. Huidekoper, Op. Citep Do 62,
15. Ibid. P. 92,
16. Ibid. p. 6.



@

that/martyrs\only enter Paradise, and concludes: "Recognize, there-

fore, a difference in death between the heathen and believer in case
you lay down your life for God ... not in gentle fevers and in bed, but
in tortures.” 1/ Tertullian#urther leys douni

"that every soul is sequestrated in the Underworld until the

day 60 the Lord. But martyrs go to Peradise in heaven immediately."18

S-(.ger'ﬁt"a {) R
He fails to state, who utilizes his FParadise on earth which he places

south of the torrid zone, and regards as "a place of divine pleasantness
destined for receiving the spirits of the seints.®1y
On the location of Paradise, Huldekoper makes these observations:

"Paradise in heaven is at the present day regarded as the intere
mediate abode of the righteous until the resurrection. If any trace
of this view can be found in the second and third centuries, it
muet be by inferesnce, zud that a very uncertain one, fron the writ-
ings either of Tertulllan or Cyprian. The Gnostics and such of
the Catholic Christians as agreed with them in gending departed
souls inmediately to heaven, had no idea of ever bringing them
down again 1o be uanited to their bodies. (They denied the general
regurrection). «.. Tertullian would almost apPear to have gone a
st®® further, and t0 have concluded that, if peoc)le were heresafter
to be raiged out of the earth, the only method of gecuring this
desirable end was by keeping them under it until the appointed
time."20

——— £
It was the comaon opinion that before the descent of Christ every-

ong good and bad, went to the Underworld, but subsequent to the descent

all Christians are exempt from that place, and only the bad go there.

Now where do the Christians go? "Perplexity or uncertainty as tam )

whither goulg ghould go at death is apparent in their language; nor

does one of them gtate a distinct locality 2s en intermedizte abode

for the rizhteous."21 Justin Martyr says: "The souls of the plous

abide gomewhere in a better country, and the unjust and wicked in a

17. F. Huidekoper, op. cit., Ps 110, guotes Tertullian, Ds Anima.
18. Ibid. p. 117.

190 Ibido P- ‘17.

20. F. Hialdekoper, op. cit., PPe 114=115.

21. Ibid. p. 121.
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worge, awaiting the time of judgment."Z2z Irsnaeus writes of an
“?nvisihle Place,"€1 Barnabas of the "allotted place,"@ and Polycarp
of "the place vhich was due them /ﬁhe Apostles/ with the Lord."z3
<ihe fathers were not only indefinite as to the location of heaven or
Paradige, but it geems few were agreed as 10 the exact number of
heaven€7 Some maintained there is only one heaven, others that there
are two, and they were 9ppoged by yet others who contested for the
existence of three heavens, Or seven heavens (24), or even eight places
for God and His elegt.2d

At the rigk of further taxing the patience of the reader and ex-
tanding this treatiss beyonqL reagonable limit, much mors evidence
could be cited in illustration of the divergent opiniong, and of the
inconglgtent and inferential reasoning (26) based on the tenets of
traditicnal and contemporary philogophical and religious thought whicgh
gave thea birth. !imaginaaion elgo plays e gignificant roie in the de-
velopment of the dogmas of Christ's descent as is evident from ita
fantagtic elaboraiion in the apocryphal Gogpel of Nicodemus (Fart II)
which Plumptre cells "the play of an over-luxzuriant imaginaiion seeking
to penetrate into the things behind the vell."a'l\/\

Finally, ag t0 the reagons shich originated this doctirine and

cauged it to take such deep root in Christian theology, Huidekoper

22. Justin Mertyr, Dialozues, ¢.5, P.197, D, quoted by Huidekoper
op. Gito. De 122.

23. Epistles of Barmabag, ch. 18,12 (XIV,3,9,6,) quoted in
Huidekcper. OPe cite, Pe 127.0

24. F. Huidekoper, op. cit., Note 0, pps132=139.

25 Ibid. p. 139

26. Of the developmeni of the doctrine Farrar writes in Hercy
and Judgment, p.859, "wost regis solely on inference--egually true of' no
gmall part of the details of scholagtic theology."

27. B. He Plumttro. OPe cit., p?'fa"'81'
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Propoges this analysist

" 1) A wish to solve the gquestion of shet Christ did in the
interval betwsen hic death ond reaurrection. 2) The neesd of
accouating for ihe life~glving power of Caristianity, or of
explaining the victory vhich CGhrist had won for his followers
over Death. 3} The eifort to discover a dignified object for
hie sufferings. 4) The desire of Pinding in ths 0ld Testement
proof-texts ageinst the Jews, which should imply his death.

 9) The benevolent purpose of saving the departed without endan~
gering 2 doctrine on shich the Early Christisns found it conven-
lient to lay great streszs namely, that no one could be saved withe
out becoming a Christian."23

Of thls last mentioned "benevolent universalism" we shall have more
to say later. Such then, ig the background, taken from the initial and
most significant ers of New Testament Church history, of the doctrine
of Christ'e mission to0 the Underworld. One has but to superficially
compare the pProduct of the patristic minds with the present orthodox
Lutheran statement of thig dogétrine to be convinced of the impossibility
ef substentiating the validity of the latter upon the basie of the former.
We hold with Prof'. Fox thats

“No article is t0 be accepted or rejected because it was held

or not by the UChurch of the first three centuries af'ter the apostles,
but alone beczusge it is taught or not in the Word of God."22

28 F. Huidekoper, op. cite, pe136.
29. L. A. Fox, "Descensus ad Inferos," Lutheran Quarterly, vol.14,
P. 3903,

e



CHAPTER I1II

No particular zttempt will be made in this chepter to catablish
any premises Tor the thesis under diegcuasion. It is iacludsd rother
for the goke of providing a somewhet more complete vicw of the hig=
torical developmuent or tresatment of the doctrine of Cnrist's descent
into hell. Although the Ante-Nigene fathers, as we have geen (1),
were fairly sgreed upon the genersl tradition of this teeching, it
remains for the great teacher Augustine to stari the revolt snd geek
in Scripture the basis for the dsscent. ile encountered the psassage
of I I’ét..jn&--z”. and accarding o Flumptre:

"He expcunds the theory that the words of St. Peter had nothing
to do with the degoent of Christ into Hades, but referred to His
Preaching in the spirit in the daye of Hosh ag He preached afier-
wards in the flesh in Galilee. ... TO0 him the Article itself, and
the thoughts which it suggested, were manifestly distasteful.

Onge more ouly does he rafer to it, and then it is t9 place the

opinion that thcse believed through the preachiung of Cariat then,
whe had not belioved before, in his list of heresies."&

Jeroug, Cyril of Alexendria and mogt Sthers of later centuries ——

continued after the old tradition, however. In the creeds of the
fourth century snd later we find an indication of the reception accorded
this teaching. | Pagtor Burfeind notes that the Article of the desceand
t0 hell weg not found in many of these creocds,/for examples

* 1) In der rbmigchen Form des Symbols nach Rufinue; 2) ia
der griechischen Foru des Glaubensbekenntnisses des idarcellus von
Ancyra (337); 3) in einem griechischen Formular aus einer Hand-
gerift des achter Jahrhunderts nach Jacob Usher; 43 in sinen
lateinigchen Formular aus einer Hendschrift des siebenten oder

ie R. B. Welch, "The Higtory of the Dogtrine of the Intermediate
State," Presbyterian Heviem, vol.8, P.311, says: "By s large generali-
zation, reaching ingo the fifth century, we find one view may be styled
the prevaleat, though sceresly the uniform, certainly not the universal
view of the Christian Fathers."

2. E. H. Plumptre, 0op. cites Pe 93.




achten Jahrhunderts nach demselhen."?

Pox states that the Article:

"Makee itas first epyearance in history in Arisn creeds,-—in
thoge of Armin&a, and Sirmiua (359)., It appears {irst in the
orthodox Church in the creed as usedat Aquileia in 390. When,
by whom, or why introduced, is unknésn. It was there previous
to that time, for Rufinue saye he found it there, and atates
further that it was neither in Roman nor Oriental creeds."?

And Dr. Xretzumann observes that there is no mention of Christ's
descent in our oldest creed, the Nicens. Even 0ld confessions of the
Church Fathers have no mention of it. HNot until the final form of the
Apostles® Oreed (adoptsd 469) are the worde, "He descended intdo heil®
found.”

A pertisl explensticn of this situation in regard to the creeds is
found in the obgervation that the crseds developed throush the c“nturies.
and not in any one generation./ Moreover, Huldekoper says:

'The evidence of ite /the Article's) gensral reception is far
gtronger than if it were e mere doctrine of the crsed, for articles
of the creed have in neerly every lanstance been opinions which weres
not generslly received, and to which the stronger party therefore
gave a plece in their confessionsg of faith as a means of defining
their pogition."6
This lagt mey explain the inclusion of the article in some of the

éreeds; for ie kriow thet at least Rufinues held the heretical view thst
Christ's descent and His burial were idanticai.f Thiz same opinion was
echocd by Duns Seotus end his pupils of the scholastic period, Pikus,

Durandus, ond Xausanas.8 Homover, since the tine of the Reformation the

Thomigts have evidently prevailed in Roman Catholic theology, and thus

we find the patristic view accepted t.odayl-'hy Pohl e=Preusss .

—

3, Burfeind, "Die HSllenfahrt Christd," Lehre u. Wehre, vol.z0, 9.15.

%o hie A. Fox, ©pe cite, DPe 594‘}03-

5. P. E. Kretzmann, Note in Concordia Theological Monthly, vol.7.
PP.S1=52.

6. F. Huldekoper, op. cit., pPe 15?—1?3-

g Burfeind, op. cit., 90160

B, J. L. Konig, Op. cit., P. 191.
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"The Fourth Lateran Council (1215) teachea ... explicitly:

'He desoended into hell, ... but He descended inm goul and arcse

In flesh, and agcendsd egually in both.' P.91 (from Denzinger~-

Eoonwart, Enchiridion, n.429). «.s The d9zua. of Christ's descent

into holl iz clearly contained hoth in Saered Seripinre end Tradi-

V jon. (Ps.i16:19; Acts 2:31: 151593 EMh.4:19f: I Pei.511882. Irenaeus,
Tertullian, and Augustine.) ... The only place to shich the sould
of Christ can have descended during the triduus is the limbug
setrus, someilmes £lso celled "bogom of Abrshem.® ... We know no
more about the whereabouts of hell than we kaow ahout the lcecation
of what wes once the limbho of the Fatherse ... Christologicelly our
Lord's descent into hell must be conceived as an intermediary stege
bebrneen glorificatlon and chasements ... ¥We may safely sssume that
Hig descent stood in goms sort of relatlion to the redemytion @ the
human rece which H: had just accomplighed. It must have zimed at
,whelr bsatification, for the limbo contained no reprobatése eee

V /referring to Paul's reference to Ps.07:19/ Ascending into heaven
Christ leady awey =ith lim those who had been imprigoned in the
lisho. /Citcs the Qoteghigu of the Council of Trent, FPart I, ch.6,
(Gusg. 0.9

", The lutheran Church also adopted esseatislly the pairistic view,
although in recolling from ithie Roman Uatholic tesching of Purgatlory i%
changed the article in reaspect to the logus snd purpose of Gh;ist'a
desceint. The confesaionel bazig of the Luthersn belief isg found in
Art. IX of the Thorough Declaration of the Formule of Concords:

"And since even in the ancisnt Christiesn teachers of the Church,
agz well as in sone among our teachera, dlssimilsr explanations of
the article congcerning the descent of Christ 2 hell are found, we
abide in like nanner by ihe simpliclty of our Caristian faith /com-

Jpriscd in the Croed/, to which Dr. Luther in his semmon, which was
"/ delivered in the casile at Torgeu in the year 13335, conceraing she
descent of Christ to hell, hag pointed ua, where we confesst I
belisgve in the Lord Chrigt, God's Son, our Lord, dead buried, and
degcended into hell. For in this /Confession/ the hurisl and
dosgent of Ohrlgt L2 hell are distingulizhed as ¢ifferent arviclss;
and we simply believe that the entire person, God and man, after
the burigl deasceaded inio hell,; conguered the devil, destroyed he
pomer of hell, and toock from the devil all his =ight. We should
not, howsever, Lrouble ourselves with high and acute thoughis aas
to how this occurred; for with cur reason and our five senses this
article gun be comprshended as little apg the preceding one, how
Christ is placod al the rizht hand of the almighty power end
majesty of God; but we are 3imply to believe it aond adhere to the

9. Paohle-Preuss, Soterinlozy, d.. (=27
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Word /in guch mysteriss of feith/. Thue we retsin the substance
/8ouni éscirine) and Jtrue/ eongolation thst neither nell asr the
devil can tee eaptive or injure ns end 211 who believe in Christ.”10

In basinz this article eatirely upon the sermon of luther delivered
at Torgzn, little recognition is made either of Luther's owneguivocal
attituds in his writinge, or the varled opinions expressed by his Luthe
eran contemporeries such as Aepinug, Flaceius, Agricols, Hunniug, Brents,
Csiender, Gartz, and Parsouonius. True, the Epitome seems to make some
provision For thoge who caunnol see eje t0 eye with luther in this
matter. HFox sayst

“Chrigt, after hig body had been reanimeted in the gravse, went
in hig entire DPerscn into ihe place of tormenis, noi for the surpose
of guffering but of showing himself victor over deaih and Setan.
It is to be obaerved that a distinction is made betwzen his re-
vivification and his resurrcction. By the latter ia underatood
hig reappearance auong men. This has besn galled the huthersn
interpretation, yet it is to be remembered that it hssg never bben
mede g confegsional srinaipla. The epltome nmentions wmithout any
expression of condeanation these questions: ‘Hhether in goul
only or in tho divine naivurs only or in body end scul Ohrist
descended, whether i{ was dono spirituslly or corporeally, shether
tiiis zrticie must be reloerred Lo his Jasaion or to his gleoricus
vietory and triumph.' It is not Lutheran in the sense that one
migt helisys it bsfore he can be an aceradited Lutheran. 1t muat
bs reasnberaed alzo, that thare has never been psrfect agresmeny
among Tatheran theslogians in this interarstation.™*11

Anong ths Lutheran theologlans sincs ths time of Luther who have
not agreed with this "Lutheran interpdretation® are Hosheim, Hoffiann,
Nitgch, Martensen, Norasr, Brentz, Scholz, Delitsch and Julius Hiller.
And even Luther did not agree with himgelf on this subject! 1In 1523
in his expoeition of Genesis /t1, Luther refers thus to I Pet.3312,20:

“Eine solche schreckliche Strafe hat St. Pstrum auch bemegt
und verursacht, dass er wie ein wahnsinaiger cder besessener

/K%nig sevg heret “men traut geinen Augen kaum,®/ Mensch nit

golchem Yorten hersusfihret, die wird noch auf diesen Tag nicht
verstchen kdnnen; dean so sezt ert (I Pet.’:17,29). Dieses ist

‘1' L. A FOx, OB Git., PO"jQ
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gowisslich ein wunderlich Urtheil und schier &ine thdrichte
Rede, demit der Apostel dieses schreckliche Spektakel dargethan
hat, wie es sich anschen ldsset. Denn Petrus zeiget eben mit
diegen Vorten an, dass etwas eine ungllubige Welt gemest sei,
welcher nach geinem Tode der verstorbene Christus geprediget
habe. 8o das also whhr ist, kbnnen wir nicht zweifeln, Christus
wird zu denselben Gefadpnen im Geffngniss such gebracht haben
Hogen und die Propheten, dass er aus dsr ungliubigen Welt eine
neue und gliubige machte; auf diese Meinung lsuten eigentlich
St. Petri Worte, wiewchl ich davon ilichts Begchl@igslicheg reden
will. Dennoch ist's auch kein Zweifel, dass die, welche er eine
unglliubige VWelt nennet, nichi gottloge Verfichter und Tyrannen
sind, von denen man gewiss sagen kann, dess sie verdsumet sind,
80 sie in ihren Slnden unkommen sind. Es ldsst sich 2ber angehen,
dass er die jungen Kinder und andere, welche ihre Einfdltigkeit
zu glauben verhindert hat, eine ungliubige Welt nennt ... und preiset
doch daneben die Geduld Gottes, dass or die des selig machenden
Worte nicli beraubet hat, die zur selben Zeit nichi geglaubt haben
oder nichthaben kbanen glauben ... Eine solche Offenbarung ist
dieses auch von Christo, dass er die Seelen gelehret hat derer,
die zur Zeit der Stndfluth umkomaen sind. Dareuf nicht fibel kann
gezogen werden der Artikel im Glauben, dess Christus zur H8lle
gefahren gei."12

In the same year luther also wrote his exposition of the Pegrine
epistles in which bb hag thig to say on I Pet.Ji119-212

"Thig is a strange text, and a more obscure passage, perhaps,
than any other in the New Testament, for I do not certainly know
what St. Peter means. At first sight, the words import eas though
Christ had preached 40 the spirits,=--that is, the souls which were
formerly unbelieving at the time Noah was building the Ark; but
that I cannot understend, I cannot even explain it. There has beeu
no one hitherto wsho has explained it. Yet if any one is desposed
to maintazin that Christ, efter that He had suffered on the Cross,
descended t0 thess souls and Preached to them, I will not dispute
ite It mi-ht bear such a rendering. But I am not confident that
St. Peter would say thig. Yet the words may well be understood in
thig gense,--that our Lord, after lils ascension into heaven, came
and Ppreached in spirit, yet so that His preaching wes not in the
body. For He speaks not with bodily voice; He does no more mhat
pertains to the natural functiong of the body. Whence it must also
follow, ss it seems, that inssmuch as He preached to the spirits in
that same spiritual body, suchjpreaching must zlso be a spiriwual
preaching, so that He did not go there in body and with orel preachipg.
The text doecs not require us to understand that He want down 10 the

12. Martin Luther, Samtliche Schriften, VWalch ed., 1739, vol. 1,
ppo 309-8 100

1
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sPirits and Preached to them at the time of His death. ... How

He csrtainly could not have gone 0 hell, after He had tsken to
Himgelf such a new cxistence; wherefore we must understand that

He has done it after Hig resurrection. ... But with the word
Preached He comes Himgslf, and is spirituslly preseant there,

and speaks and preacheg t0 the people in their hearts; just as the
Apogtles spesk the word orally and in body to the ears, go He
Preacheg to the spirits that lie captive in the prison-house of
the devil. So that this sled should be understood spiritually,
like the preaching. But here the expression folloms,'to the
sPirits which aforetime were unbelieving, etc.' We should obgerve
in accordence with the divine account, that in that state of
existence in which Christ 1s at present, those who have lived
aforetime snd thoge that are living now, are alike to Him, for
Hig control extends itself alike over dead and living: and in
that life, the beginning, middle and end of ihe world ere all in
One. But here on earth it has properly a meagure, so that one age
pagses on after another. ... But ag/to God, it all stands in a
moments For with Him a thousand years are as one day, &s St.
Peter says, in the next Epistley” Thus the first men is just as
near to Him as the last that ghall be born, and He sees all at
once, just as the human eye can bring together two things widely
separated at a single glance. S0 the gense here ig this, that
Christ preaches no more in persom, but is present with the word
and dreaches 10 spirits, spiritually, in the heart. ... This at
least I can scarcely believe, that Christ desccnded to those

sculg and preached to them; while the Scripture is against it,

and declares that svery ons, when he arrives there, must receive
sccording as he has believed and lived. Besides, while it is
uncertain what is .he state of the dead, we cannot easily explain
this passage ds one that refers to it. But this 1s certain, that
Christ is present and preaches in the heari, mherever a preacher of
God's word speaks to the ear. Therefore may we safely draw to this
conclusion: let him to whom 2 better understending is manifest,
follow the geme. Thig is the summary of the senss wshich I have
exhibited: OChrist hag mscended to heaven and preached to the
spirits,=-that ig, to human souls; among which human gouls have
been the unbelieving, as in the times of Noah,"12

It is interesting t0 abserve that in a general way Luther's |-
thinking on this subjeci at various periods in hig life follows the
historical periods of this article's developments In the early period~—"

around/yﬁég:Luhher geens inclined t0 sccept the traditional visw, =nd
g

13. M. Luther, Commentary on the First Epistle General of St. Peter,
E. H. Gillett trenslation, pp. 188=-192.
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like the fathers, shies from seeking Scriptural support. In the next
Period, identified with the sermon at Torgeu in 1333, ‘Luthor becomes
more certain of his poe(t.lon and attempts 10 bagse 1t mOre securely
upon Scripture. This is comparable to the period of the 17th and iSth
century dogmaticiane who attempted to place Patristic theology upon =
more Biblical foundation. The third period comes at the cloge of
Luther's 1ife and, as is maintained by some scholars, exhibits the
tendency of gome 17th century lutheran and Reformed theologians toward

a modified univeralisn based on this article of faith. Ia 1545 Luther

wrote in his exposition to Hogea 6:2, with reference to I Pat.3118£f: /

"Here Peter clearly teaches not only that Christ appeared to e

the departed fathers and patriarchs, some of whom, without doubt,
Christ, when He roge, ralsed with Him to eternal life, but alaso
Preached t0 some who in the time of Noah had not believed; and

who waited for the long-suffering of God, that is, who hoped that

God would not enter into g0 strict a judgment with all flesh, %o

the intent thet they might acknowledgze that their sins were for-
ziven throush the gacrifice of Chrigt. Therefore the proghet in

this place has in mind the Chriatian Church =f all times, that is,
not only that which was under the Law and after the Law, but also

that which existed before the Deluge." 14

It may well be that this noteworthy Passage from Luther is simply
a result Of a slip of the pen, and in the light Of its use by such
universalists as Kdniz and Flumptre, we might well remark that there
is alg0 here the posaibility of a glip in interpretation of Luther.
As far as we know, Luther noshere else gives definite expression to
any belisf in universalism. Be that as it may, however, our purpose
in citing these pPassages was simply to indicate the indefiniteness of
Luther's own pogition on this article. A study of some of the “dog-

matic" assertions of later theologians will enable the reader to

4. M. Luther, “Auslegung des Proshet Hosea," Walch ed. vol.6,
Pp.i797-1798, as translated by Flumptre, op. cit., P.110.

L7
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appreclate a comparigon with Luther.

LWhat. now, is there to be gaid for the recent history of the
article of Christ's descent? As already noted, thoae wmho have been
}/dhiefl,y interested in this docirine are some Reformed theoclozisns who

support it as a basis for their modified universalism. It hes been\‘“‘-\

\\

Obgerved in the second chapter that universalism has been associated ‘ ,

/

with this doctrime from the very begimning. | Among the most outstanding |

X s ———— ‘/
of the early universalisis were Origen and Gregory of Nyua.""'li;ram their

-

tine through the entire higtory of the Christian Church there have been
Proponsnts of this heresy, and never more 89 than in the past century.
Plumptre cites Bighops Newton, Ken, Butler, Cardinal lManning, Jeremy
Teylor, Farrar, F. D. Maurice and many other churchmen inelined to
fmiversalism. He even goes afield ‘to bring in Virgil, Dante, Hil ton,
Dryden, Pope, the Kaddisch of the Jews, etc., in support of his views,
and to establish the prevalence of the ides of universalism. A statement
chosen at rendom from Plumptre will suffice to indicate his own attitude.
It ig taken from the first paragraph of his chapter entitled, "The Sal-
vation of the Heathen:"

"The thouzit that the heathen as sugh are under a Divine education,
and ars not excluded, if they have bsen geekers ai'ter God and have
followed after righteousness, from the blessedness of His kingdom,
hag become g6 much the dominant thought of the time in which wme
live, that we scarecely recognise, for the most part, the slowness
with which that victory over the traditions of mediaevalism and
dark thoughts of God has been won, how those wmho fought for the
truth which is now acknowledged by well-nigh all men have had their
neme cast out as evil and borne the reproach of heregy or unbelief.{3
A contemporary of Plumptre, Dr. J. S. Kedney, writes in the saue

vein on I Pet.3118=20s3

150 E- H- leptre. °p0‘clt-. Po 161'
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"The pneumatic ones are they in whom the inherited disorder
of humenity hes begun to be cured, who have borne rightly thsir
earthly srobation, and commenced their upwerd career, though they
be at different polnts on the way, =nd though there be only ane

PN TR s e (A P o e
even that all the faithless ones in the time of Noah were hope=
lessly disobedient. Jesus mede himself and his loving work known

to thoge of them who were pneumaticsl, not to condemn them, but

to supply what was needful for their inward symmestrization snd their
resultant perfection.? 10

Not only the English divines, however, but even our German scholar;‘
1
Jo Lo Kﬁnig. who establishes the orthodox Luthersn view of Christ's

descent upon the combined testimonies of Scripture, the ancient Church

and the Lutheran Symbols, is thoroughly won over to the side of uni- L
versalism. The fourth gestion of his work on t:ls doctrine ireats of

it4 "infinite importance and manifold meaning." He then proceeds to

offer fifty-two pages of univefalist implicetions, and then, sluost

as an efter-thought, just four pages on the doctrine's significance

in showing the destruction of the power of the Devil, the victory

over hell, ete.! Just one passage will suffice %o present his posi=-

tions

“Dass nun sber die Heiden und die nightchristlichen V8lker,
denen Christus noch nicht auf der Erde oder in diesem Leben war
gePrediget worden, keinesweges schon deshalb als ewig verloren
oder ewig verdaumt zu denken geien, schoint sich mir mit Noth-
wendigikeit aus der Lehre der heiligen Schrift zu ergeben. Nicht,
dess es mdglich wdre, ausser Christo selig zu werden; nimmeraehr!
Das ist das ewig Wahre in dem Satze: ausserhall der Xirche ist
kein Heil. Aber Christus wird jenseits denen noch geprediget,
die hier suf Erden nicht Gelegenhelit gehabi haben, ihn kennen und
ligben zu lernen; und das ist gerade die Hauptbedsutung oder der
Hauptzweck seiner HBllenfahrt: auch ihmen ist damit die iibglichkeit
gewdhrt worden, sich flir oder gegen Chrisium, flir oder gegen die
Wahrheit zu entscheiden, sich erlBsen zu lasgen oder in der Slnde
zu beharren.*17

16. J. S. Kedney, Chrigtian Doc trine Harmonized, P. 408,

17. J. L. KBnig, op. eit., pp. 213=214.
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4nd why should not K8nig take this stand when he has such out-
standinz "lLutheran," or at least conservative theologians behind him

as Bengel, Mogheim, Meyer, Hahn, Julius lfiller, Weizel, Lange, Olg~

hausen, Steffens, and Nitzgch? No wonder that Pott calls this doctrine

a "mere ecclesiasticun"(18), and that it is freely asserted that this
doctrine has resulted from sn apotheosis of huaan speculaiion.
Appended here for the sake of a more complets historical survey

are the confegsional statements of a few Protestant Churches.

German and Dutch Reformed:

Heidelberz Catechigm (1563), Question 44: "Why is there added,
He descended into Hell?" Answer: "That I may be assured and wholly

comfort myself in thig, thaut my Lord Jesus Christ, by his inex-
Prepsible anguish, pains, terrors, and hellish agonies, in which he
was Plunged during all his sufferings, but especially on the cross,
hath delivered me from the anguish end torments of Hell.®
-~ A _Compendium of the Chrigtian Religion, Question 32: "What
then hath Jeaus Christ done to save us?® Angwer: "He has suffered
for us, wes orucified, and died, was buried, and descended into
Hell; that 1s, he suffered the torments of Hell, and thus became
obedient to hig Father, that he might deliver us from the temporal
and eternasl punighment due to gin."

Prench Calvinistg:

John Calvin, Ingtituges, Book II, ch. 16, sec. 8: "But it is
not risht to omit his 'descent into Hell,' shich is of no small
importance towards the accomplishment of Redemption. ... It was
necegsary for him to contend with the powers of Hell and the horrors
of eternal death; ... he was made a substitute and surety for trang-
gressOrs, and even treated as a oriminal himself, t0 sustain all
the punish:ents which would have been inflicted on them, only with
thig exception, that 'it was not possible that he should be holden
of the paing of death.' Therefore it ig no wonder if he be said to
have descended into hell, since he suffered that death which the
wrath of God inflicts on transgressors."

Episcopal or Anglican:

The Third Article of Thg Thirty-Nine Articleg: ™"As Christ died
for ug and was burled, so algo it is to be beliewed that he went

18, Pott, Qatholig Epigtleg, on I Pet.33:19, p.282, quoted by

Kbnlg. op- cit-, p.1°c
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down 0 Hell." In the first edition of the Articlesg in 1552

this explanatory clause was added: "For hia body lay in the
spPulshre until hé$ resurrection; the Spirit which he gave up wes
with the spirits who were detained in prigon, or the loger reglons,
and preached to them, as the passage of Petor tsstifies, e%c.”

In the days of Queen Elizabeth thie sxplenstion was delated.

Algo under Article III, over the Apostles’ Creed siands the
direc?ion. “Any churches may omit the words, 'He deacended into
HClln

Presbyterian: : _
, In explenstion &F the clauge, “He descended into Hell®, mhich
~appears with the Apostles' Oreed at the end of the Shorter Cat=
" echiam of the Wostmingter Confsgaion, is £ wﬁma note: “That
is, continued in the state of the dead, and er the power of death,
until the third dsy."1?

17« All of theme confessional statements ere taken from F. Huide-
koper, 035. cite, DP2e 173=175.

J. H. Ford in the Lutheren Gomanion, April “2, 1922, pp. 29¢ ssys:
"In our Swedigh translationdf the Apostles' Creed we confess that 'He
descended into Hades (dgdariket)- ses We hope to gee this inconsistency
corrected in our ritual /in English/." '

World Hergld of Omaha, Neb., June 16, 172%, reports on thse Augue=
tans Synod convention in De Xalb, Ill. ¢ “The wmord:"hell" in the second
article of the Apostles's Creed was dropped snd the word “hades™ sub-
stituted in its stead by the Augustana Synod meeting here in its &3th
annual convention. ... It was made clear that action of the synod does
not imply repudiation of the existence of hell, but relates only to the
state of Christ following his corlécifixion and death. The change in
confession of folth was made durling consideration of the revised lite
urgy of the Church. The report of the liturgy commiitee was presented
by Dr. Ernest Hohlbad, president of Bethany college, Lindsgborg, Kan.,
and substitution of the word "hades" was advocated by Dr. ¢. E. Lind-
berg, desn of Augustana Theological Seminary, Rock Islend, Ill. "Ne j
should not confeass in our churches every Sunday that Christ descended \/"
into hell when he didn't." declarsd the Augustens deen. "The word
hades means realm of the dead, while hell implies a place of punish
ment. We know that Chikst did not descerd t0 such a place.” :

(The lest two notes were teken from the files of Dr. Th. Graebuer

of Concordis Seminery.)
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CHAPTER IV

A vlew deserving examination is based ohiefly on the Bachelor
of Divinity Thesis of Deen R. Jesse, The Trighotomy Angording to
Sgripture. One difficulty confronting us in our endeavor to schieze
e thoroughly Scriptural end logical view of the dostrine of Qhriat's
descent into hell is found in the relationship of time to eternity.
Augustine was perhaps the firgt to obgerve that time ig totally
digsimilar to eternity.! Eternity is "an evebpréaent now® with mhich
we cannot agsOciate ths idea of duration. <It. seems that most dogmati-
ciang have confessed to a limitation of mental pomers in this respect
and have not c¢ongidered the implications of the “timelesgsnegg" of
eternity-%} Dean Jesse statest "A sequence of events is an imposs-
ibility in & timeless world.") The full significance of this spothem
leads to @& position differsnt from thet of the Ante=Nicene fathers and
all dogmeticiang t¢ thig day. We are here merely stating it, hoping

to give it more complete examination and study at some later date.

1. St. Augustine, as spummarized from his writings by Flumpre,
OPe Cite, PP.379-371% "The digtinction between past, prescnt, and future
wag one of the conditions of human thought, but mas not to be tramsferred
to our conception of th: Divine eternity. That wes to be thought of as
an everlasting Present, in which there is no succession and nothing
transltory, the "today" of the eternal Father and of the Qo-etsrmal Sonm,
begotten, not in time, but before all time. In thet fixed end stable
eternity, which was thus one with the light, truth, love of the Divine
Nature, men might find a refuge from the mutability of time. Compared
with it all the ages in thelr limitless sucscession are as nought.*

2« E. E. Plumptre, op. cit., p.368, gayst "I find it impossible
to conceive of 1ife, either human or divine, apart from the idea of
duration. This may, of course, be 2 personal infirmity of brainepower."

50 R. Jessa, Ope. cito; Pa Iéo
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Before proceeding further with the concept of eternity, we shall
first approach an application of this concept and slear the ground for
a detail of exegesis in Chapter VI. The writer concurs in the conslue~
sion establighed by‘g(:; Jesse, that dichotomy offers ihe only Borim-/
al view of the nature of man. He says that man is & material-immater~
lal creature compoged of body end spirit.# His composition can be
stated in s simple formulat body plus spirit equals soul, or man.
With reference to Gen.2:7 3:; Jesse writes?

“The motionless hulk that had stretched its lifeless lemgth upom
the parent earth, became now instinect with the thrilliof hife, and
man, the union of two essential parts, assumed his rightful place
in the greative gcheme as the first living goul belonging to the
genus homo.*d

4
In defining the pertinent terms, Skt Jesse says that*Pgyche is
the New Testament equivalent of Ngphegh, and both ere used of man as
a complete living being,—-an individual. Pneums is the New Testament
equivalent of Ruach, and mesns the vital pringiple by which the body
1s animated.” He further sayst "Both worda:refer to life within the
body, but Nephegh means properly the life which ome ig, while Ruach
designates the 1ife which ome hag.® This dlstinetion is important
in golving gome of the apparent exegetical difficulties involved in

q

apPlying dichotomy to some Seripture passsges.’

4. Ibid. p.4.

5. Ibid. p. ¥=5.

6. Ibid. p. 3

7. Ibid. p. 5£f. Difficult passages expleined in this work aret:
Lko"“é‘u?l‘ 1‘02659‘ HDb.‘HiZJ I m..'oslv'
Pagseges in which dichotomy is particularly evident: Gen.1320;217;
Ecel.1217; Job 34314,15; Pe.73126; 84153 104129,
Mt. 101283 Lk.8155; 231465 Jn.19139; I Qor.7:34; II Cor.4116; 731
Eph.414; Jam.2126.



26

Further, on the immaterial part of man he writest

"The original and the highest conception of the imaterial
is that of the life-principle. This conception is termed the
spirit, the Ruach, the Ppneyma. It is that without which the
body is dead (cf. Jam.3:26). It is the absolute conception of
the immeterial, the animating agency congidsred apart from the
body which it vivifies. There 1s no other being with which it
has to do, save God, its Maker. It is thet aspect of the in-
corporeal which exists in golitary state, turned ever from the
world of physical things, and forever tosard its God."8 9

On the relationship of consciousness t0 the spirit, Dean Jesse

elucidates?

"Congciousgness itself depends upon ihe close relation of the
animating principle and the physical organism. Disturb this
delicate relation and consciousness suffers an eclipse. «..
Congciousness is itself, then, dependent on the life-principle,
end is surpessed by the same. The former we can but vagusly
conceive of; the latter escapes us entirely; exploring intro-
gPection itself returns empty~handed, as from s Thule insccessible.
Thig gpirit ig es inconceiveble as the timeless, spaceless world:
which ig its proper home. Ve can but affirm the existence of this
impalpsbility.* 1V

Whet hapoeng, then, mhen death enters upon the acene? The desths
of Christ (Jm.19:130; Lk.23:46) and Stephen (Acts {199) besutifully
illustrete the separation of Lody and spirit, the latter returning %o
God who gave it. LAfter three deys God restored that spirit of Christ.
Likewige 2t the resurrection God will restore thet spirit to the
material bodies and men will again be living souls. The theory
assumes that at death, then, all consciousness, and in fact all i
exigstence ccases for the goul,-~for man. <‘Ihore isg therefors an
interval between death and the Resurrection during shich the decessed

is non-oxlotent.‘.j;‘_ Most f.heo].’él.ana. 80 it is charged, have consequently

S

attampted to f£ill this interval wmith an intermediate state and with

fgoule® in a semb-conscious and nebulous existence. But here, according to %is

8‘ Ibldn PoSn -

9. Qoncordia Cyclopedia under "Soul," p.710, says: sugi;.i when
consldered separately, may signify the principle of life. ... 80
always refers to the essential nature, the sssence of man's being."

‘0' R. JQBBQ,. GDe clt.. p-?.
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thecry, - 1s the fallacy, for all statements in this paragraph have

been written from the view-point of gime. S

-

Suppoge that we regard man at death from ‘the view-point of God

in gternity. Bewm-Jesse has this 10 say

*If we apeak from the viewpoint of the spirit, exlsting ina
world both gpaceless and timeless, we must grant that interyeaing
time gannot exigt for 1. A sequence of svents is an impeggle
bility in e timeless world. It (the spirit) is therefore alresdy
joined again to its body, for Resurrection Day ig alyeady upon it
at the ingtant of its departure from the world of iime to that
which is timelesa. Iiore properly, snd strictly, speaking, thers
is, from the timeless Point of view of the spirii, no seperation

iteslf from tha body at all, for the ssquenge of eventa re-
‘Presented by disjunction end reunion cannot exist simulianecusly,
end if not simultaneously, thea not at all. This belng truse,
thers is no negessity for the cessation of the gpirit's mani-
festation through the body, and the soul enjoys, therefore,
uninterrupted tenure of office in 1ts capacity as the manifegta~
tion of the epirit."tt 12

Of the paradox which thia view introduces, Bsen Jesse writest

“Ne labor under the insuperable handicap of being forced to
deal with the infinite by mesns of a finite brain. We are forged
to gonceive of timeless and spaceless sonsepts in terms of goncepts
cast in molds of bhoth time end space. ¥e are then consequently
forged to0 a choige--sither madness, Or a reeognition of the
futility of the attempt. If we are wise, we choode the latter, -
whigh cholige doeg n however, inyali Sur maintenance of the

fact, deapite cur edmitted feilure to undergtand it."13

By way of reiteration upon the time ooncept, wé return to our

authoritys

11. Ibid. p.16.

12. The Qoncordis Qyclovedis confirms this gonceptt "Since with
death 21l expericnces of time and space gome t0 an end, the interval

between desth and the resurrection dogg not exigh for the soul.® Under
"Soul-sleer," p.716.
15. Ro JOBBG. OPO clh! P"?‘
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"As far as the world of time is concerned, the body is still

in the grave and in that world of time, and will 30 remsin until

that world of time comes t0 an end. Even mnen the body is raised,

it will still require, from the temporal viewpoint, God's great

Power 10 reunite it to the spirit, for whilse laws of time endure,

the body can not make the necessary transition from the temporal

to the timeless world. Time intervenes an ingurmountable barrier,

the leveling of whigh will reguire lts Oreator's own omnipotance."i4

15
Our Savior while on earth gave expression to both terms of this
/

paradox. 16 Qgrem the human, time-limited viewpoint Christ called death
a “aleep.“\ In human sleep, as far as the sleoper's consciousness of
8slf is concerned, the sleeper no longer oxists. ioreover, the moment
the sleeper is removed from the presence and sense perception of ob-
servers, he no longer exists for them either. Thus in employing the
term "gleep" Christ attempted, so this theory holds, to put over the
idea that from the human view there is no congciousgness, not even ex-
igtence, after death and before the Regurrection. Yet remarkesbly
enouzh, in this same term of "sleep" is embodied the viewpoint of
immortality and eternity, for in human sleep, despite the temporary
loss of conscicusness, the sleeper is obviously alive, al though God
may be the only one conscious of that sleeper's existence. Therefore
Christ seid of Jairus' dauchters "The maid is not dead, but sleepeth,"
agsuring her parents of the immortality of the individual. Thus in
the designation of the state of death as “sleep" Christ affimmed both
the apparent non-exigtenge snd the actual existence man after death.17

(cf. I Thess. 4113=18).

14%. Ibid. p.17.
15. Oonstable: "In death, the spirit is withdrawn, the soul

vanighes, and man becCmes non-existent." guoted by R. B. Welch,

Presbyterian Revigw, vol.8, p.516.

16. Mt.9:24; 27:523 Jn.11111. OFf. algo Acts 133563 I Cor.19:129,31;
Eph.5:14; I Thess.4:14.

17. Of. concordance for numerous examples in the 0. T. of the

Phrage: "glept with hig fathers."

o4



But exclusively from the viewpoint of timelessness, the Savior,
80 it is vieved in this theory, hes given us the best synonym we possess
for eternity-<"Today" (Lk.23343). He gave the malefactor on the cross
an sternal promige of eternal 1life to be carrled out in eternity, and
thus He "dated" it "eternity." The malefactor had little time and no
desire to speculate on the time-eternity concept, but without a doubt
he undorsto;ad Christ correctly. He knew that he would be with Christ
that very day in Paradise, and if death, several millennia, the Resur-
rection and the Judgment had to intervene, then as far as he and his
consciousness were concerned, they would all transpire in that one
fraction of a day.1®

Beyond this tesaching of Christ we know nothing of eternity, and
with cur finite minds we could comprehend no more even had Chriat made
the attempt t9 feach us. MNoreover, as Bean Jesse remarked in en
intery‘e= upon thig subject, all the conclusions in this chapter ars
necessarily inferamces from Scripture, but they ars the only inferences
upon this subject which are logically permissible and Seripturally

acgeptable.

18. R. Jesse, OP. ocit., p.19t *Scripture teaches that eternal
punishment Or reward is received by the lost or redeemed sinner ag a
map, as an individual, as a soul, and at the ingtant of death (Lk.231%),
"thou," es an individual, not "as to thy spirit;* *todey," i.e., manl-
festly, immediately after death.)"

L



CHAPTER V

This gedond chapter in our exegetical study carries us into a
brief analysis of the terms Sheol (O«Te} end Hades (N.T:) as prere-

quipite for a proper understamding of subsequent argument in the

It is maintained by many exegetes

—

that Sheol and its New Testament synonym, Hadeg, are employed in

féllowing chapters of this paper.

Seripture in either of two meaningst 1) to figuratively designate’
the abode of the dead (both good and evil dead), or 2) to literally
designate a place of tormeni or everlasting punishment (exclusively
for the evil dead).! f .

On the contrary, however, we maintain that in no instance does

the context of Sgripture even suggest, much less definitely indicate,
a dual meaaing for these terms. Rather are they uged only in the one |

senge,~ as a figurative or metaphorical designation of the state or

abode of the dead, and therefore, ggtually ag 2 gynonym for death
(Meyeth, Ihenatog, ets.). Dr. Pearson sayss

"To the Hebrew mind Sheol was simply the state or abode of
the dead. It wes /probably reference to A.V., of. footnote 2/
not the same as the grave, though it was 20 translated in some
of the older versions. The grave was the resting place of the
body from which the spirit had departed, while Shgol was the
resting place of departed spirits, or personalities.”>

1. H. E. Temme, in "Sheol--Hades--Hell--Bhati®,
Mesgenger, vol.8, p.98, sayst "Sheol sometimes means simply the
grave, or the state of death without regaerd to the goodness or badness
of the persons (Gen.37:1353 Job 14113, etc.). It has also various other
meanings. But for the purpose of this doetrinal erticle, we are oonurnyd
only with thoge Pagsages in which sheol does not and cannot mean mymin;.
elge than the pPlece and gondition of suffering of the wicked after death.
2. In the A.V. Sheol 1s translated 31 tinmes with "grave," 31 times

with "hell," and three times with "pit." :
3, P. B. Pearson, "Sheol and Hades im Old and New Testament,

Review apd Egpogitor, vol.3S, p.3%.

L]
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Particularly in the 1ight of the eschatology of our foregoing
chapter, and in a.greament.b with Gegenius’ we affirm that there is ns
Sppential digtinction (though edmitting = possible literary u.#ms:u)
between Yayoth ("death") and Sheol (*plece of death®). One of the most
important arguments for the essential synomymy of Sheol and Mayeth is
the paralleliamus membrorum in which they ogcur. No gtatistical survey
of all Occurrences has boen attempted, but we believe that the instances
are gufficiently numercus t0 adquately support our gontention.5 1I% ia
cur gonviotion that most interdreters of thls term Sheol have beem
migled through thelr diarcgard of this, to the writer, most evident
Parallelign. We agree with them that the context i1e the only indication
of the meaning, but we do wish that they would restudy that contemt!

loreover, as we 2ls0 have noted in the preseding shapter, the Jiw;i
of the Old Testement had the same oonception F death as that taught
by Christ in the New Testament, (of. the expression “glept with his
fathers," which ogcurs 49 times in the O.T.). This gonception of

place of
death or Sheol as G-AIICOP or Plage of rest 1s also presented in
Job.3313,173 14112,15. Thet Sheol was regerded as a place of "gesea~
tion" (Pe.391133 Is.38:11) end ebsence of oonsciousness (Job 10121f;
Pg.613; 88110-12; Egel 913,63 Prov.21:16) is definitely established.
The only apparenily imporftant argument which Pastor Temme m

edvence for hie dual interpretation of Sheol is the following:

4. Wm. Gesenius, Lexigon, Hebrew and Engligh, p.1922, g
“As to etymology, Sheol comes from Sheal, and is "a cavity, a hollow
subterranesn place," of. Germen HBlle, Greek Koilog.' What better:
synonym for "grave" could one desire? e,

3. Cf. II 8am.2216; Pg.1614; 11033; Prov.518; (32{i 212214

13.28115,13, ets.
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"Job 24119, "S0 doth the grave (sheol) consume those whigh

heve sianed.' The previous verses speak oi thieveas, rebela,

murderers, adultorsrs, ots. Thba text could have no meaning

if sheol ueent glmply the greve, biecause thoge who are not

wicked, unbslisvers, go into it t90. ... (Similarly on Prov.315;

Pge?117; Ig.938=14) ... Thege and other threats of curge and

condemnation ond punlighment for the wicked mesm nothing, if hell

ip only the grave. Waet foree or deffrant effect has & ihress,

if all pedple, good and bad alike, must experlence it? The very

idea of e threat is t0 warn people sgeinst that punishmedt."6

1% evidently did not occur to Pagtor Temme thet capital punishment
{eimply death without a threat of punishment hereafter) is the severest
threat and deterrant thet the clvil state oen wield against the erring.
\Horecver, is it suppoged that the unbellever would fear hell when he
dogs not believe in the exlstencs of the aemei) But let us hear mhat one
of thees unbellavers has tc eay for himgelf and his brethren regarding
death alone. Aristotle sayet *Death is the most terrible of all things,
for it is a limit, and it is thought that there 1s nothing good or bad
beyond t¢ the dead."7 And Dean Jeoge eloguently states: ‘“ian must suffer
the gupreme mdrtal punighment —- totel disintegration of individualiuy,
the dread oz?(nhlch Dorever stends like a hooded sPectre at the fringe
of unregeaerated congciousnesa."®

-fit geetlg that Pasicr Temme overlocoked the real difference betwesn
death for the wicked and death for the Ohr.lst!.uy Pearson says: “fhe
Israclite's faith found the soluiion of the problem, not in the hope of

seParation from the wicked in Sheol, but in the hope of deliversmnse

Prom Sheol (immortality.)"?

6- H. B. Temne, oP. Qltn.' 9098-

7. Arlstotle, quoted by $m. W. Molone in Homileglc Review, vol.24,
Fu E%.

B. Re Jepse, 0D. citee D 9.

9, Fe. B. Pearson, 0p. cite, 2.JYS.



23

In entering upon a study of the term Hades in the Hew Testsment,
it 1s well t0 recall that fact which we have noted in the first chapter,
and of which Mglane and Pearson remind usi

“The Platonic doctrine of the soul's immortality, end the Greek
nemes and conceptions of Hades, Tartarus, and Elysium have exerted
a oonsiderable influence upon Christian thought.®10

“Was Hades comsidered a place of two compartments, one for thi
righteocus and one for the wicked?! ... In the early Hebrew periocd
Sheol was not thus divided, but in later times both Jews and Greeks

believed in a two-compartment Hades. It can hardly be questioned
that this idea was almost universal in the time of Jesus. It is

exceedingly doubtful, however, that such a view is taught in the
New Testament. ... The New Testament Scriptures cannot be shown
to teach e local Hades where dead believers abide until the

Regpurrection.” 11 585

We must therefore carefully divorce Hadeg from its eclassical heri-
tege (from shich it was evidently taken by the Apogtles) and determine
its usage and meaning in the New Testament according to Seripture itself--
according to context. But if we have established our case in regard to
Sheol, we would be justified in resting our case also in regard to Hadea,
for Pastor Temme and others of his perty are agreed that Hadeg is the
New Testement synonym of the Old Testament Sheol. This synonymy is
further verified by the fact that the Septusgint invariably translates
Sheol with Hades.

@mnr. for the sake of thoroughness in securing our proposition
we shall briefly demonstrate the fact that in all eleven ingtamces of
the oosurrence of Hadeg in the New Testament the context supports the

1

[ —

definition of Hades as the abode of the dead and € its use as a

synonym for énth> He first of all obgerve in every instance the use

19, H®. ¥W. lMglane, Op. cit., 3'3010
11. F. B. Pm.on' 0P cit., P.}“o
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of the Parsllelismus membrdtm. This literary parallelism is most
strikingly evident in six of the passsges: Lk,16122,23, “died and
was buried, and in hell" (Apothnesko -= Hedeg)s I Oor. 13155, *death
seegrave" (Thanatos -- Hadeg)s Rev.1:18 'MA&' @W-\

_Hadep)s Rev.618; 20113,14 "death and hell® (Zhematog - Hades).

In Acts 2127,31 "hell ... corruption® (Hadeg -~ Diaphthora) simply
& oommon synonym of "death® is used es & parallel with Hpdeg (ef.
Pg.1618=113 Job 2616; Prov.15111, ete.) In Mt.11125 and Lk.10113
Capernaum, which is t0 be brought down to hell (Hadeg) is compared
with Sodom which had already been geatroyed. Here Pearson says,
"the use is metaphorical, simply indicating the coming hunilht;ion
or destruetion of Capernaum."12 In Mt.16:118 the parallelism is not
as clearly stated as in the other passages, but it assalls ocur intellect
with full force when we grasp the qlgniﬁoame of the Rock, -=0f the
eternal character of Christ and His Church which neither death, nor
the elements, nor time can destroy. Christ 1s Viotor over death.
(0f. "Gates of death® /Maveth/, Job 38117; Pe.9:13; 107:18; “Gates
of the grave" /Sheol/, 1s.38:10).13

We suspeot that most of the fallacious exegesis in regard to

Hadeg is attributable to hermensutically unjustifisble inferences
drawn from the paruble of the rich man snd Lazarus (Lk.16319-31).

In this cztended motnpho:- of Joaua the present life is ocompared with

2. F. B. Pearson, op. oit., p.j°9.
15. Ibid. Pp.399-310t "The gates of Hades,' found in Mt.16118,

i a proverbial expression, used froquontly in Greek literature, also
in the 014 Testamsat and im the Apocrypha.”
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. the next life, and the tertium compasrationis simply presents the
impogsibility of conversion after death. Any doctrinal inferences
beyond this tertium are drawn in defiance of mccepted rules of inter-
Pretation. As far as we can determine, Christ figuratively portrays
life after the Resurrection (from the time-conscious view), although
we must ignore the detail of the brothers still living on earth.i4
But we reiterate that no doctrine beyond the tertium can be validly

supported by this passage. . /
|

It must not be inferred from the presentation thus far thet we
reject the doctrine of hell (a place of eternal mishmnt). This
doctrine is clearly taught in Scripture in the word Gehenna and many
other expressions like: "Everlasting fire ... everlasting punishment®
Mt.25141,46; "furnace of fire" Mt.13:142; "eternal damnation® Mt.’:a?al
"shame and everlasting contempt® Dan.12:12; etc. Here we are concerned

with the significance of the words Sheol and Hades.

-

We trust thet we have successfully ghown, upon a Soriptural basis,
that Sheol and Hadgs ere pPractically synonymous with "death,® their
consistent use in Scripture being that of terms denoting “the abode

of the dead."

14. This is the view of Dean R. Jesse in his B. D. Thesis.

15. For a more extended treatment of the subject of this chapter
the reader is referred to the B. D. Thesis, vol. &,1, of Louis C. Meyer,
"The Use of Hadeg in the New Testament.!




CHAPTER VI

L!'or some theologians the article of the Apostles' Creed, "Je
descended into hell (Hadeg)," simply expresses the belief that Christ
died and in g0 doing removed the permanence of death for all manklnd
(definitely taught in I Cor.15:54-57, etc.). Thus this statement of
the Apostles' Creed causes them no difficulty. But what of the view
of thase who teach a literal descent of Qhrist to a literal place of
tornent ( a "descensio vera et realis"1), and that upon an interpre-
tation of the sedes dootrinae, I Pet.3:18=20, of which Luther, Stlck-
hardt and others say with Pearson, "The passage is ome of the most
obgcure in all the New Testatment and I have found no reputable scholar
wno dares to interpret it with certalnty“!ﬂ There we are challenged
to continue cur exegetical study t0 determine the validity of a "dootrine®
which in its very baslis has one count agalnst it. To gome obgervers it
may appear thzt if Peter in this "orux theologorum® intended to present
a doctrins taught nomhere else in Scripture, then he certainly did his
utmogt t0 obscure it in cryptic language. To begin the discussion,
let us note the comment of the great contemporary of Luther, Johann

Brentz, who represents the view of a number of theologiangs

10 P- Kﬁnlg. "Qhrlst'e Deaoent .lnt.O aﬂll." G. T. M, 70105' P.Sjl-
2. F- B-)~_Pear8°_nl OP' cit’" p.}i)?.



1

"Denn dacs Petrus gpricht, dass Ohrists, da er gctsdtot sel
gewesen nach dem Fleisoh, sel hingegangen und had den Gelstern -
inm Geflngniss gepredigt, redet er daselbst nicht vom Chrieti
Abfahren zur HOllen, sondern thut sine Predigt daselbst aus dem
6. Cap. des 1. 3. Mogi... und Petrug vergleieht dle 8ffentliche
Predigt von der Buss, die da gur Zeit Noah geschshe, mit der
8ffentliohen Busspredigt, dle in der Weli goschane zur Zeit
Chrieti des Sohnes Gottes, nachdem er von den Todten sufersienden
war. Dena wie der Sohn Gottea vor Zeiten, zu der Zeit Noah, nmach
den Geist, d. i. durch seine geistliche Predigt von der Biss, und
die Gelater, die im Geflingnise waren, 4. i. gottlose Leuts die im
Gefdngnisg ihres gottlogen Wegens und um ihrer Slnden willen dem

"~ Tod und der HbBllen unterworfen waren, zur Buss berufem hatte.
Denn Petrus eine eben golche Wels zu redem brauches, wie Zsalas

@. 42, welcher die Gottlosen nemnt gefangen und im Eerker der
Finsternigs sitzend."3

With but slight changes which we shall note as they are eancountered

in our exposition, the Authorized Version glves us en excellent literal

trenslation of I Pet. 3198201

15. "For Onriet aleo hath onoce suffered for sins, the just for
tho unjugt, that he might bring us to God, being put to death in
the flegh, but quickened by the Spirit;

19. By which also he went and preached unto the spirits in prisen;
29, Wnich sometime wmere disobedient, shen once the longsuffering
of God vaited in the days of Noah, while the ark was & preparing,
wherein few, that 1s, eight souls were saved by water.®

The first serious exegetical difficulty we encounter, and cne
upon the interpretation of which depends the remsinder of our study,
is the meening of "Thanetotheis men sarki, zocpoietheis de pnoumati®
(ve 18b). There are meny interpretetions of theee participiel cleuses,
but we shall limit ourselves to presenting the only grammstically and
Seripturelly accedteble exegesis. Of the two model detives, Sarki

and Pneumgti, Dr. Dau sayet "We must know thet the datives are the

same, heve the gamo force in both ceses) egaim, that they are not datives

3. J. Brents, Qgteghigmug, Beyer's German translation, p.93, quoted

by F. H. R. Frank, Die Theologie der Qoneordienformel, pp. 448-449.
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of instruusng, but of referense.” The parallelism of oonstruction
here indlsates the datives to be the same. The oontext rules out
the Possldility of thelr belng datives of instrument, for Ghrist's
flesh gould herdly have been respomelble for ite omn demige, We
obgerve here immediatoly, moreover, the Occurrence o the two goa~
stituent parte of man, body and spirit (Qf. chapter IV), which are
2s mich the eonstituent parte of Ghrlet, the God-isn, as they are of
any huven being. Whet then does “being put to death ia tho flesh"
mean? Of Thanstop, Thayer says: "1t meens Properly ‘the death of
the body,' 1.e., that separation (whsthor natural or violeat) of the
soul from the body by which the 1ife on earth ls ended."S The act
of "putting to death" therefore involves a separation of spirit from
body, both of thege congtituente thereby Leing affected. It mes
Christ, the entire God-Man, who wes pus to deathy and on this point
zogt of the lstor ccmmentstors agree. Wlesinger says:
"Subjekt zu Thenatotheig wie Zoopcietheis ist Christue, der
Ganze Christus nach Seele und Leib... Dem Fleische nsch, fleisch-
lich ist er getddiet, sher dem Geiate nuch, gelstlich wieder
lebendig gemacht. Nimlich "Fleisch® und "Geist® sind hddr, wie
Rom. 3iJ; I Tim. 816, nach Huther's richtiger Bemerkung, nicht sls

Chrigto persdulich zukommende Bestimmungen, gondern slso *alle-
gemeine Begriffe" wie 4:5 gebraucht.'®

-

Apd Schoti alsc sayast

“Christus, der eine, untheliibare, gottmengshliche Chridus ist

ebenso getBdtet, wie Iobondi.g gemacht worden, das sagt hier Petrus,
wit ihm das ganse N. To und mit diesem ungere lutherhﬁho Kirch-

snlehre.” ... "Ingofern scheint mir selbst die Fassung nicht gens

geunbgend, dess mit Thenatothelg der ganze lengeh Jeaus gemoint sel:
der ganze Christus,,oder wenn man ein Attridut hingusetzen will,

der ganze Gotimensch Jesus Caristus ist getbdiet worden ..(thcotn;oa).'

~ ke W, H, T. Dau, "Lestures on Graebner's Outline of Dogtrinal
Mm quﬁted by P xbnig. Op. °1t-. p.B&B.
9. Theyer, Grgek--Engligh Lexicon , p.282.
P s Pe234.

6. J. G. A, li.os!.nger,

7. Theodor Schott, Der Ergte Brief Petri, P.217.
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Then why does Peter say that Ohrist was put to death *in the
flesh," if both flesh and spirit were affected by death? REvidently
the Apostle here simply uses the trope of synecdoche, and for the
scke of contrast writes of the flegh as that part of the whole Christ
which was most evidently affected by death. <Ih0u who orucified Him
wore apparently able to destroy His body, but they could not destroy
His spirit or the life-principle which returned to God. Actually,
of course, they permanently destroyed nathi.ng> Pastor K8nig says:
“In His fleshly form of existence He lived a number of years; in that
woy He was put to death."S .DeamJesse expresses this view 2s to the
significance of death for Christ:

On Jn.10311 “As far as the world wes concerned, and as far
asg Hig own human relation to the world went, all that was to
represent Christ, His individuality, 211 that was peculiarly His
own as a man, He gave up, suffered its vanishing. His spirit was
in the Father's handss His body a corpse within the tomb; His
soul hed vanished from the world, had ceased as far as men were
concerned; and all this was done as a voluntery sacrifice that
the gouls of men might continue forever above, and not below."9
Christ was not left in the state of death, however, for He was

fquickensd in the gpirit." It ig to be observed that both participles
involved here, IThanatotheig and Zoopoistheig, are in the passive mood.
Ohrist received the action of both verbs. It was God who guickened
Onrist, the entire God-man (I Pet.1:21; Rom.4:17; 8:11; I Tim.6:13),

but this *making alive® was particularly evident in respect to the

8' Pn Kanlg, opc clt., poaaei
9. R. JOBBQJ Op. cit., 9.20.

I
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sPirit, the life-principle, which has its source in God and who alone
can bestow or restore it. It is the spirit end 1ife which Peter here /t
vividiy contraste with flesh and death. Dr. SiBckhardt says:
“Zoopoiegig, Lebendigmechung ist, wie I Cor.15122-36; Jn.5121.
Ist der Tod Trenmumns Lelbes und der Seele, go die Leberdizrmaciung

Wiedervereinigung dor Seele mit den I-olbo. Gott hat Caristua
lebondig gemacht, vom Tode auferwecks:"

The relative pronoun in veree 17, "ga ho," i:c the next term at
which many execgetes have met their Nemesgis.'l Prof. Poz ¢ffers us a
worthy suggestion a2s to the antecedeat of the relaiive *ho." He sayet

"One finds the antesedeat of “ho," not in eny particular word,
but in the preceding olrcumstences, and would render it: 'By whien
reviﬂricz tion He (Ohrist in 8is coxplete humanity) weat and

Preached.' Buttmann lays down thls prinoiple, and furnishes ex-

amples: 'The rslative gometimes rofers %0 am extoeedent which 1s

only implied in the sense of the main gentense.' Kuhner says,

'ihe relative is put in the neuter when it is referred not so much

to the substantive alone as tjl'_u the shole gentence.’'¥12

Te

Brentz and others 8% tnat the dead and resurrected Ohrisi, the God-
man of the completed atonement, but evident particularly in the spiris,
i.e., without a visible body, but living and sble to spiritually
“quicken whom He ®ill" (Jn.5:21), *went and preached to the spirits
in prigon." Thig was the Pre-existent Christ who preached through |
Noah, the "Preacher of Rightecusnese® (II Pet.2:5) and the other
Prophets of the Old Testement in whom dwelt *the Spirit of Chriet®
(I Pet.12110,11). Lightfoot says: “Manifestum est, Petrum hie loqui

de Ohristl praedicatione per Spiritum suum, ore et minigterio Hoe

agenten, ut aligubi loouw hune expogui.*t3

10. G. Stbcknardt, Xoumentar Suer den Ergten Brief Petris P.143.

11« ¥e ghall iznore any textual oritieism in this paper, for the
only sgignificant change in the Nestle text that has been suggested is
the inclusion here of "Enoch" by Schulz and Rendel Harris, and adopted
by Goodspeed in his Amerigan Tranglkation. The adopiion of this change
is not sessntial to our thesis.

12« L. A. Fox, op. oit., 29.318-519. Cites Robingon's Buttnum'
Greek Grammar, P.>93, and Kuhner's Greek Grammer, p.323.

15. Je Li.ghtftwi. M p‘760.
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(l"\l\m teaching of the pre-existence of Christ is briefly presented
in a recent article by Pastor Temme.t4 He points out that particulerly
John 1sceager to instruct us in this matter from the first verses of
his gospel (Jn.i131=2) "In the begimning was the Word, snd the Word was
with God, and the Word was God, the same was in the beginning with God.®
(Jm.1214,15,30; 6:62; 8138,96,58; 16128; 1715). But the other Apostles
1ut.12:8; Lk.4334; Acts 2127; 3314; I Oor.19:14; Heb.1112; 15:8) and the
Prophets likewlge testify of the existence of Christ before the incar-
nation (Is.2:63 43). BSpecifically of the preaching of the God-man through
Noah to the Arite-deluvians, Dr. Stdckhardt aaxa>

“Dies sind an sich genz richtige Gedanken. Der ewige Logos

ist schon durch die alttestamentliche Heilggeschichte hindurch-

gegangen, hat durch die Prophetén, auch durch Nosh geredet. Und

das Verhalten der Mengchen gegen diese Predigt Christi, Gehorssm
oder Ungehorsam, Glaube oder Unglaube, war entscheidend flir ihr
ewiges Geschick."15 '

We encounter another fork in the road of interpretation when we
attempt to determine the identity of the "spirits in prison.® Some
interpreters maintain that they ars the disembodied spirits of the
Ante-deluvians in the place of torment to whom Christ proclaimed His

victory over sin and death: Apart from the apparent or alleged

" incongruity of a victorious Lord making a sPegisl descent to His

conguered foe's realm to there celebrate His triumph (16}, other

argusents are advanced againgt this interpretation.

#. H. E. Temme, "The Pre-existence of Christ," in Queengland

Mgggenger, vol.iC, pp.i122-=124.

15. G. Stdckhardt, op. eit., p.190.

16. Ohrist's ultimate triumph over Satan and his evil forces
will come at Judgment, but this triumph of Christ at His death, to
which Paul refers in Co0l.215 was enacted in Christ's ogn kingdom, the
kingdom of grace, and not im hell, His enemies' country. Cf. the
description of a Roman triumph by P. L. Bornhoeft, op. olt., p. 194.
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The firet argument deals with the meaning of the word "prison®

(Phulake). According to Thayer, 1t is derived from the verd Phulasgo

which means "to guard, to wateh, $o keep watch." The noun then means

"a watching, a keeping wateh, a guard," and then by development "a

Place of confinement, a prison."17 We observe that of the fortyesix

Ogcurrences of thig word in the New Testament there are none which

ognnot be correctly translated by one of the foregoing expressions. That tnot.i;
/ft-i-'. hell; quite effectively eliminates the translation of Fhulske with /

"hell® or "a place of torment." True, one passage, Rev.20:17, says

thet "Satan shall be looged out of hig prison" where he had been

eonﬁt-( for a thousand years, but it is designated es hig prison

with no other occupants implied, end by contrast with his later

Punighnent in ®"the lake of fire and brimstone" (v.19), mno torment

of any kind is indicated in hig prison. loreover, thers are na

synonyms of Fhulgke in the Old Testement which can be translated

"a place of torment." There are tt;_,lmt four passages in the Old‘

Testament, however, which do employ synonyms of Phulake for the human

body with its sinful inclinations as & place in which the gpirits of

men are confined. Is.6111 "The Spirit of the Lord God is upon me;
becauge the Lord hath anointed me %o preach good tidings unte the meek;
He hath gent me to bind up the broken-hearted, to proclaim ¥iberty to
the captives, and the opening of the prisonm to them that are bomid,*
(cfe Is.4217,223 Ps.102120). Dr. 8t8ckhardt concedes the possibility

of that interpretation in this passage?

17. Thayer, op. olt., P.659.
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"Wir geben zu, dass der Satz ("preached to the spirits in
prison") nicht notwendig im sich schlieszt, dass diejenigen,
wolche die Predigt Christi hbrten, zur Zeih dieser Predigt sich
schon als Geistern in der Haft befanden, dass sie auch nach ihrem
goegenwdrtigen, durch den Ungshorsam gegen die Predigt veranlassten
Zustand benannt werden konmnten.®18

But the exegetes sponsoring Brenz' view are positive that this 1s
the only view to be taken here, and in proof one or the other probably
would be willing to go back to the account of the creation of memn
(Gen.2:7) and there observe that God placed the spirit within the
confines (prison) of the body of man.19 Of the relationmship of body
and gpirit in sinful man Dean Jesse says!

"Man, the composite of these two parts (body and spirit), sins,
for the body, created originally sinless as an essential part, has
become tainted with sin, and by inheritance all flesh today is
corrupied. Since thig corrupted body of his is vivified, every
manifestation of man's vivifying spirit through the body must be
a corrupted manifestation."z0 :

That is the tregic plcture of 211 mankind, but it is, g0 it can
be argued, particularly a picture of the Ante-deluvians, the classic
example cited here by Pster of the spirits of men held in such close
confinement by the sinful flesh that even the salvation preached by

Christ failed to free any but a emall remnant.

18. G. Stdckhardt, op. cit., p.130. -

19. Examples of the prevalence of this figure of expression in
Peter's own epistles arei I Pet. 239,113 314; II Pet. 134,193 2118,19;
and gleaned in casual reading as evidence of the universal use of this
figure throughout literature are the following:

"Speaking of Orphic doctrine: 'These reincarnations of the soul were
regarded as an evil, because the body was thought of as & prison-house
of the soul.'¥... *Redemption in Pagan Religion:* ‘According te Flato,
the body is evil because it is materlal; it is the prison-house of the
aoul."' Ja G. Machen. :he Otig;n of P&gl'g Ml, 3 PP-2I7: 275'

“It was an easy matter t0 equate the light of the knowledge of God
as revealed in Jegug, or the Spirit, with that divine element which in
accordance with the traditiom of popular philosophy, was imprisoned in
the worthless and burdensome vessel of the material body." ... "The only
real reagon shy the soul was an exile in this 1ife mas that it, or the
highest part of it, wus of divine origin and, altho a celestial being,
imprisoned in the material world." W. L. Knox, op. cit., Pp.133 & 146,

2°¢ R. JesGO. Oop. cit., P-ls.
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The question is whether that view holds. One other argument
remaing based on the view of man's status between death and resurrec-
tion pointed to in Chapter IV, that no::aﬁ{a. Possessing consclous- -
ness and individuality, can exist without bodies in which t0 manifest
themselves. Therefors these spirlitis must have been in bodles end 15
formed living human beings at the time they received Christ's preaching.
Moreover, it is contended that there is no intermediate stete at all,
elther from the time or time-less viewpoint! Besides, shat ar’ those
dogmaticians, who lnsist thut Uhrist went to & literel hell, going to
do with a hell defined by sozﬁe of their own number like Prof. PF. E.
Mayer as "the conscious experience of @od's just and holy anger over

sin® (21), and by Frank as a "sensus irae Dei" (22), e hell which Christ
surely experienced for us on thc crosst (Of. Mt.a?:%)./ This ends our
Presentaticn of the view holdlhg that the preaching of Christ spokea of
Ocourred before the flood.

The question will be msked: "Is tials view consistent with the
context?!" This feature is called into guestion by Fox:

*The other interpretations suddenly arrest the discourse and
ingstead of telling what he did after his restoration to life point
t0 what he did through Nosh thousands of years before, and then af'ter
this long ezgursus brings us back 1o the ascension. Does any good
writer, any sound thinker make such digressions?®2>
It ig angwered by advocates of the theory under consideration that

the Apostle Peter 1s both a good writer and a sound thinker and doga not
bring in here any sort of a digression from his train of thought. Dr.

Kedney eays:

21. F. E. Mayer, "Atonement Notes" p.10.
22. F. H. Frank, op. cit., 9.421-
250 L. A, Fox, Opo. cit., 9-5190



“Now tbe power of the presching of Ohrist erucified cenm be
felt. B8t. Peter had hed experience of the power of this preaching
on the dey of Pentesost, when thcugands confessed Ohriet before
men. That he should have mentelly econtrasted this preaching of
the gospel with zll former preeching of rightecusness weg natural
end inevitable, and it was neither unnatural nor unlikely that
there should have come into hip mind the preaching done by HNozh,
rather almost unevoidable. The situations weres not dissimilar,
but in 8%. Peter's thought greatly alike. Evidently he was
acoustomed 1o dwell much upon this oriels in the ancient history.
He alludes to it again in hig second epistile, and dwells upon the
resemblances. That was a very remarkable emergeney. The world,
80 far =g St. Poter knew of it, was threatened with overflow, and
thoge of its inhabltants, of shom he had heard, with destrustiom,
yot when & rightecus man like Nosh endeavored to warn men to avoid
a denger that did not to them seem, phenomenally judging, probable,
on the ground of their religious faith alone, he was met by in-
eredulity, and found but eight belleving gouls, and them Lis own.
fanily. St. Peter thinkg that e similar emergency has arrived now,
that the final day is Or may be near at hand. ¥While nigiaken in
this respect, it ie true gtill that such an event is to oscur,
and ghould be kept in mind. In the gecond epistle he notes the
physical resemblances that are to be, the overflow by fire, instead
of weter,~~the suddennegs of the tempest im either case. In view
of such sn event he thinks that the men of hle time should hasten
their repentonce. He warns them more than cnge to live in expecta-
tion of its possible arrival, end in view of that,,adviges them
not to mind the deprivations and sufferings thet might come to
them in the intervening time, end that not only for this prudential
reggon, but for the higher one, in order to imitate Christ, whose
exanple he addfices. There sPrings up in his mind the gontrast
botween Noah's preaching, and the preaching uhleh now may be.

He emphegises the fewness of the saved in the former case, and
the miltitude saved in the latter."24

The Apostle is writing in this passege of the suffering Christ,
uho guffersd not cnly for the sins of Peter's generation, but also for
the sing of all monkind, even the worst of them,~~ the Ante-deluvians.
This seme Ohrist suffered; died and rose again not only for Peter's

contompozaries (ef. “"that He might bring ue to God* v.18), but for all

2h. J. 8. Kedney, Cpe olt.,s PP.#QM%.
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men of all time, even tﬁ;se Ante-deluvians away back in history
(ef. kol v.19), who would be least regarded as objects of Christ's
atonement. The universality of the Gospel is théis emphagized (I P‘t.
1325; 416; II Pet. 218). Moreoyer, observe the parallelisms with which
4 thig passage is replete. Peter says that as God raiged Christ from
death at Easter and saved Noah ffun death in the Deluge, so He would
have saved the Ante-deluviaa spirits in bondegs to the flesh, and still
offers 10 save men today from eternal death by His Word and S8acraments.
% The Apostle is hef?ethrtlng his readers to & stronger faith, as ho

does throughout his epiatles (I Pat.1:7,9,13,21,23 etc.) and here

- (v.21) t0 a faith designated as "the enswer of a good conscience toward
$ God." He particularly desires their "obedience," end as "obhedient
. children" (I Pet. 1114) ho compares them with the "disobedient" of

Noah's time (v.2?) and of their own time (I Pet.2:7,8). Peter furjher
urges them to meekness and Patlence in the foce of persecution {(ve.i13=17),
s even as Chrigt patieatly bore the ecrogs of His enemies (v.18; 1:11), and
- ag God patiently endured the wickedness of His maligners et the time
of Noah (v.29). 5y
¢ Furthermore, Feter leaves little room in this passage or the rest
of his epigtlez for speculation on an intermediate state, for he rether
points to the c¢limax of all Christian teaching, the resurrection of

.-/
Christ end the consequent resurrection of ell bellevers in Him.  Here

AN

is his succingt chronology of Christological events: suffering --

death -= quickening -- resurrsction -- agcension -- reizn at the right

hand of God;7rAcc0rd1ng to the view which we now discusa he meations no i
pd {
\

descent into hell any more than do the Evengelists or eny of the other

writers of Scripture. As far as the work of atonement is concerned,

B
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there is no essential difference between Christ's quickening and
resurrection (25), and therefore no plausible interim during which
Christ mizht have visited hell. Moreover, it is urged, Peter makes
no mention of Chrigt's descent after His resurrection and before His
agcension, according Lo the theory of Professor Fox.26 Rather Peter
continually directed his readers forward lt.o the -hope of resurrection,
not to0 a vague intermediate state; and such expressions as: “in the
last time" (I Pet.1:5), "at the appearing of Jesus Christ" (117),
"at the revelation of Jesus Christ® (1:13). "end of all things is

at hend" (417), "shen Hig glory shall be revealed® (4:113), "mhen the
chief Shepherd shall appear" (5:4), "looking for and hasting unto the
coming of the day of God® (IL Pet. 3t112), Occur in his epistles with
alanogt redundent frequency. In view of the remarkable nonder in
which thig interpretation of the passage fits into the context,

its proponents take the liberty which Professor Fox and other exegetes
assune, and claim that theirs is the only valid interpretation in the
light of the rest of Scribture. The writer is aware that most exegetes
Prefer a different interpretation. The view of exegetes not referred
to here like Huther and Kuehl in Meyer's Commentary and Wohlenberg in
Zahn" @ommentary, not t0 mention Weiss, Bigg and Mayor, will have to
be given special study, which, God willing, can take place at some

later time.

25. G. StBokhardt, op. cit., P.190 sayss "Zoopoliegig ist von
Anagtagig ebensgo zu unterscheiden wie beim Schlaf das Erwachen vom
Aufgtehen.”

26. L. A. FOx. op. cit., 90519-
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GHAPTER VII

In thie last chapter in our exegeticel survey of the dogtrime
of Christ's descent into hell we shall take a comparatively brhf. but
1.0
1'03;I purpoge of our thesis, adequate view of the other passages of
Soripture adduced in gupport of this doctrine. Of their relative
unimportance Prof. Fox writes: “The sedes dootrinse, as they ealled
it, 1e I Pet.3119,20. They interpreted other passages im the light
Of this. The other passages were used as in some degree confirmatdry
and elucidative, and not as primary sources."! Singe Kbnig appears
to line up the most impoging array of passages in the first part of
his work (2), we shall sssume that he has discovered them all and
set our course sccording to his chart.

In our Chapter V under the discussion of Hados we have already <~ 3
regerded Pg.16110; Mt.16118; Acts 2127,31; I Cor.15355,57 and Rev.1117,18
as referring to Christ in the otlthf death, and not to His desceant.
Lk.23143 we have fully discussed in Ghapter IV. Moreover, the conser-
vative Prof. Schaller effectively eliminates I Pet.416 and Eph.419
in this notet

"I Pet.416 is often quoted as referring to the same event as

I Pet.3319, and 1s even given as a parallel passege in many Germsn
and English Bibles. But the only similarity between the two texts
is in the verb, "preach"; in all other respscts the two passages
differ. In 3118 Christ 1s the preacher, the gpirits of thase who
believed not in the days of Noah are the hearers; the contents of
the proclamation are not mentioned, nor is the purpose defined,

or its effect noted. In 436 however, no preacher is named; the

hearers are the dead, not of a special period, but of all pest

time; the oontents of the preaching 1s the Gogpel, and its purpose
is salvation. Being engaged in an exhortation to holiness of life,

1e L, A. Fox, OP. .1top p-)‘ls.
2. J. L. K‘nlg, Op. 6ite., ppc1°-6’.
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Peter here had just deeclared that those who rejest the Gospel,

mugt once give an account to the Judge on the Las$ Day. Then

he adds v.5, t0 emphasise the fact that all who ever heard the

Gogpel on earth, had full opportunity to escape condemnailon in

the final judgment. Eph.419f does not refer to the descent in

hell; the words plainly contrast earth and heayen."3 :

Mt.12:140 *For as Jonas was three days and three mights in the
whalde belly; s0 ghall the Son of man be three days and three nights
in the heart of the earth." The expression "heart of the earth® surely
heans nothing more than the grave, and only a stretch of the imagine-
tion can comprehend in it the commotation of hell, We agree with
Lightfoot who sayst "Ubi erit Infermus? non éolm quiden seire
ubi sit, sed gbgurdum certe est, et ratlioni contrarium, cengere, id
esse sub terra hac.%4

Acts 15136,37 “For David, after he had gerved his own gensration
by the will of God, fell on sleep, and was laid unto his fathers, and
saw corruption; bdut he whom God raised again, saw no corruption." This
Passage is adduced to prove that David went to an intermediate abode of
the blessed which Ohrist also visited after Hig death. Bui that "falling
on gleep and being laid unto the fathers" wes simply a euphemistio ex-
Pression for death we have already demonstrated in Chapters IV and V.

Rom.1036-8) "But tae rightecusness which is of falth speaksth om
thig wise, Say not in thine heart, Who shall agosnd into heaven? (that
is, to bring Christ down from above:) or, Who shall descend into the
deep? (that is, %o bring up Christ again from the dead.) But mhat
saith i1t?! The word is nigh thee, evean in thﬁ'y mouth, and in thr'y

heart; that 1g, the word of faith, which we preach.® The key word

5. J. Schaller, Biblisal Ghristology, Note p.71.
4. J. Bightfoot, oP. oit., po76°o



here is "deep" or Abuggog, which is suppoged to be another term to
designete hell. In the seven ocourrences of this word in Revelation
it night poanlblpjionceded, as a figurative term for hell. Evidently
that, too, is the meaning of this word in Lk. 8:31t. In this Romans
Pasgsage, then, it may also mean hell. But the context, it will be
noted, speaks of demons, not human beings, as possibly beinz assigned
to the abyss.

Rom. 1412 "For to thig end Christ both died, and rose, and revived,
that he might be Lord both of the dead and livimg." It is maintained
On the basis of this pessage that the dead must be in some internbdiate
state in which they are conscious of the sovereignty of their Lord.

We agree thct these “"dead" are conscious, and in fact, fully alive,

and able to respond to the will of their Lord, but the question is
whether they are in an intermbdiate state, for this is a view of mankind
from the timeless prospective of God with particular emphasis on the
Regurrcction and Judgment. (cf. v.192f). "The dead snd living® (of.

I pet.4:5 "quick and the dead") may possibly be regarded as simply an
all-inclusive expression for mankind of all ages, and in that case 1t

doss not imply an intermediate state. (This same argument can be
advanced for II Tim.4:%).

Pnil. 211,11 "That at the name of Jesus every knee should bow,
of things in heaven, snd things in earth, and thinge under the earth,
and that every tongue should confess that Jesus Christ is Lord, to the
Glory ¢¢ of God the Father." The center of interest in this passage is

the hapaxlegomenon, things under the earth" {(Katachthoniog), which
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agoording to Thayer meanst “subterraneen" and synonymous with the

Latin 'lnt-rnm'ﬁl This term would therefors be syncaymous also with

Hadog, and we oould settle the lssue by referring the reader agaln to
Chapter V. But the:view:has!to ibe .examined :hether or not the term is simply
Part of an expression by which the whole of God's Oreatiom is desig~

dated in one all-inclusive gesture without sny reference to a pl,a;u

of departed spirits. (Of. Rev.513,13).

Col. 2115 "And having spoiled prineipalities and powers, he
Bade a show of them openly, triumphing over them im it." This passage,
agide from I Pet.35118=20, is perhaps the most important which tha
supporters of thec dsscent have to offer, yet like the rest im this
group, we Observe no direct or implied reference to Christ's supposed
descent. In final rebuttal we ask only this: what did mrlati- A
seorifice upon the sross of Calvary lack that sdescent to hell sould
make up? If the entire work of our Savior's atonement alons, withous
the descent, was ingufficlent t0 demonetrate His overshelming vietory
over "principalitles and powers" before all the world for ell tims,
then it was a poor work of redemption indeed. We can only concur in
the expressions of Lightfoot, Henkel and Dr. Behnken on this matter:

*Non opus fult Ghristum 1d ad ipsughuntism ferre eumque momere,
se ipsum gubjecisse. Triumphavit Christus ds Diabolo virtute et

officacia mortis suse, non vocali aligua deslarations, ad Diabolum
ab anime Christi, dum & corpore separata fuls, delata."s

T "I claim that He conguered (hell) mhem He fell a vietim, whether
you view Him dying on the eross, or after expiration. It was through
death that He destroyed him that had the power of death. ... It was
a death which delivers out of death--dslivery from bondsge."7

2. ‘ﬂmy&r. QP cit., Pe jao
6. J. L’.&htfoat. op. oit., P0765.

7. F. 0. Henkel, Jhrigt's Degeent into Hell, p.11.
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*In thip oonflist, Jesus Christ led captivity eaptivet
‘And delivered them...' dnd thhe eot of Christ's trivaph is
2120 in ite eongummaiion, in redemption's seheme, carried out
to full manifestation and eompletion in His resurrection and

egoengion t0 heaven."d

"Ohrist's death wes a majestic, a lordly, a vietorious death.
And just think of it, this is our vietory over the grimmest foe
on earth. By falth in the Redecmer we now challenge death: ‘0
death, where is thy » t O grave, where is thy sietory1'"y

8. P. 0. Henkel, op. cit.s P.13.
Prige, P.38.

9. :0 ‘. BOhnkGa.
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CHAPIER VIII

In bringing this paper to a cloge we observe in retrospect and
by way of recapitulation that the doctrimeof Christ's descent into
hell as taught by the Ante<Nlgene Pathers showed strange, untenable
features as adapted to their theolozicsl systems and embellished by
their imaginative thinking. The later exegesis of Scripture often
was fanciful. In the confessions of the various denominations many
different views are Presented. And our examination is not yet

completed.

The implications of our paper (unfinished as it is) in the field
of Christian dogmatics we prefer to leave 10 the judgment of the reader.
Homever, we st_mll reveal thisg convio@lqn. that, although the article
in the Apostles' and Athanasian Oreeds and the Ninth Article of thes” 2
Apoldzy are innooi_xoua enough ag far as thelr impression upon the major
part of Protestant Christendom is concerned, in view of the offense
cauged by thc abuse Of thesge articles by Roman Catholics, universalists
and synergists, and as a testimony to the unity and "urity of Script.ure
d0ctrlne as taught i.n our I:utheran Church, tha.v should reeelve moat 7
oareful at.udy. pr. Pé;;son'}nainulns t.h_t. if this doctrine is to be
taken literauy. it is -not. ﬁue. and 1f 1*.‘. is to be taken allegorically,
it ig irrelevant.i® That is a challenge to engage in further investi-

/
gation./ Huldekcper concludes:

19. J. Pearson, Expogition of the Oreed, quoted by R. J. A. Doerr,

Ine Pregbyterian, Sept. 14, 1910, p.8.
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"Would it not be more to the oredit of Garistians, if, instesd
of reteining as a part of thelr oreed, and eadeavoring to explsim
the avove elduse/Article of the Oreed/, they were sandidly to
aduit, that it originated im the now untensble ides Oof an Undere

_worlds and thet, 80 fer from being a necessary arilele of faith,
1t 15 a tenet wiich every intelligent Charistian, who does not
wigh t0 make a mogkery of Christianity or to trifle with hig om
cendor, ought t© recoil fram subsoribing ar uttering?®iy

Let that view be carefully pondered by all sho love the Bible

and the Luthsran Oonfegsionsg!

SOLI DEO GLORIA!

t1. P. Huldekoper, oP. 0lite, P. 177
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