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II. Antithesis: Oaiander 

In our f irst chapter ,o attempted to give a brief 

outline of t he doctrine or ju~t1f1cat1on as it was tnught 

by Luther and expresned in the first Contes!l iona of the 

Lutheran Church. It was the cl.ootrino that we are ju~titied 

by faith, which is the hnnd grasping f or the righteousness 

of Christ; this r 1ghtooueness God forens1cally imputes to 

us as our own, ev0n though it is a foreign righteousness. 

As well as he r ecognized the truth of this concept ot 

juRtificat i on, Luther recognized that those who 1ould fol­

lov, h1T'I mi sht--in .fact, probably would--pervert this doc­

trine, ns t hoy rl1d so many. He put this recognition in 

thfl f'o r m of H prophecy. J\nd this chapter 1a the story of 

h0\7 Luther' a prophecy came true, in a .far worse way than 

he could have known or even i magined. It cam.A true in the 

life and teachings of Andrew Osiander. 

Andrene Hosemann, though kno".,n more cominonly in his­

tory ae Anrlreas Osiander, was born a few years a.fter Lu­

ther, on December 19, 1498. Although his opponents insis­

ted that he had translated his name into Greek ( " Mann" is 

"aner, androa"), he stated that his grandt'ather, Conrad 
1 

Oa1ander, had employed this form. The son of a blacksmith, 

1. w. Moeller, "Andrea• Oaiander'', Real-P.noyklopaedie 
!!!!!: proteatantiaohe Theologie !!!!,!! Kirche, XI, 120. 
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Osiander found life difficult because of t h e financial con­

dition of his f amily. In addition, he Ma y have been par­

tially of Je ~ish extraction; thi s , too, may have mnde hj_ s 
2 

youth bitter. 

Somehow, Os1ander manaeed to overcome these handicaps 

and to secure a fairly decent education. He attended the 

schools a t Altenburg, Leipzig, and Ingolatadt. It has been 
3 

suggested tha t he also went to the University of ~ittenberg. 

But thi s l s h ar d l y likely since he did not meet Luther un­

til 'fa rbur~ in 1529 and since, moreover, he did not have 

any a c ndem1c dngree when .ho became profea s or at Koenigs­

be r g ; ns vill be mentioned later on, this l a tter fact had 

some conne ction with Oeiander•a controversy. 

At the ag e of 24, 1n the year 1622, he became a pas­

tor of St. Laurent1us Church in Nuer nbArg . Ho not only 

served ns p r i est in this fre e city, but he also taught 

Hebrew in the Augustinian cloister. In the arune year, 1522, 

he displa ye d hi s ability by publi8hing an edition or the 

Vulgu t~, correct8d from the or1P,inal and supplied " 1th ex­

planntory notes. It was also in 1522 that the papal legate, 

2. This is conjectured from three factoras first, hia 
somewhat s warthy appearance; second, his predilection tor 
the s tudy ')f' Hebrew; and third, the f'nct that he wrote a 
defense of' the Jewsa "Ob ea '1ar vn glaublich aey daaa die 
Juden der Christen Kinder heymlich erwuorgen, und jr blut 
gebrauohen ein tref'fenl1che aohrirtt autf enea yeden vrteyl 
gestalt. Wer Menachen blut vergeuazt dee blut sol ouch ver­
goasen werdn." Ibid. 

3. Johann Georg Walch, E1nl.e1tu~ !.!l die Rel1g1ona-Stre1-
tigkeiten der Evangeliach-Lutherisc en KI'rohe, IV, 141. 

r 
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Ch1eregnt1, criticized him for the apparently "Lutheran" 
4 

tone o~ hie sermons. 

After a you th .t'Ull of d1f.t'1cul tiea and trials, Oaian­

der had finally achieved a poe1t1on of some importance. 

Vi thont an a ttempt a t peychoanalya1a, ,ve may '\"Tell under­

stand his fr,une of mind after auch a victory. But he had 

d1f.f1culties in Uuernberg, too, even before the Augsburg 

Interim; t hi s is appa~ent from a lettar he ,.,rote to !uke 
5 

Albert o f Prussia. Hie ministry waa, however, a success-

ful one, a s 7e s ee .from the tact that he won Albert tor 

thA CR.Use o:f Lutheranism. Re also administered communion 

under both k· nas to Queen Isabella ot Denmark, the sister 

or Emperors Cha rles V and Ferdinand I. As pastor tor 26 

years, · 1'1rst alone, later with the aasietanoe ot Veit 

Dietrich, 0Aiander wielded a great influence tor the Re­

formA.t1 on in the city of Nu_ernberg. 

Osiander•s activities were not confined to his paa­

tora). a ctivities at Nurnberg. In 1529, at the inYitat1on 

or Philip of H0sae, he attended the Marburg Colloquy; here 

he met many of the Wittenberg theologians and also made the 

peraon~l acquaintance of Luther. He took part in the Diet 

of Augsburg in 1550, attended Smalcald in 1537, and Hage-

4. Moeller, loo. cit. 
5. Wilhelm Pr0ger, Matthias Plaoiua Ill7rioua und seine 

!!!_!, I, P• 209. 
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n AU And \'/O l'"J'l13 1n 1·540. 

In 1548, .hon the Augsburg Interim was toroed on the 

eouthern c1tioo, Osinndor protested and so had to leave 

hi s char ge i n lJuo r nborg . Ho immediately thought of h1a 

friend , IAllco Albe rt or Brnndanburg, and aakeo him for help 

1n i' oourin(Z; a pos1 tlon. JAake Al.be rt then nnd9 hir.:i s uper-

1ntehdent And p ro.foa s or nt Koenigsberg. He nrr 1ved on 

J anuA.ry ZI , 1549 , und oec(unft prot'oa Hor pr1crnr1ua nt the 
ti 

Univers ity of Ko o nigt~berg . Because ot this position, ho 

na turnlly became t he obj 0ct or n good deal ot resentnont 

on t ho p ~1rt o.f hie ooll eap,u e s, particularly because, oa 

hen h0~n r ,~nt!oned abc,ve, Osiunder held no noadem.1c title. 
7 

Dr. ento io p rob11 bly right when ha at a tea 2 

Tho d1saat1sfa ction whioh thia unusual preter­
men•i; cat1 oed uroong h i s oollee.guea, Briossman, Hege­
rnon, Is1ndor, And J,oerlin, soon doveloped into de­
cid e d 'Hlt1pat hy agflinst Oeiander, especially because 
of' his ovo r bearlng , domineering ways as well as his 
1 ntr 1{l;U1ng met h ods. ilo doubt, th.1 s µeraonnl e lnn ent 
o.dd <id l ru: g ol.y to the un1mos1 ty nnd vlolonce ot the 
controve rsy that wna s oon to .tollow, and d uring 
which t h <J professors in Koenigs berg are said to 
h Rvo crn.r•ri e d f irea rms into t heir a oa d eJT11c ses:110ns. 

Osinnder d id not live to .foel th1B rooontrnflnt very 

long ; t or he d i orl on October 17, 1562, and was burled \.fi.th 

h i gh h onors 1 11 t h e Old Ci t ;r Church in Koenig ; berg . 

6. Wal.oh, .2£• ill.•, p. 141, says that Oaiander was a 
p astor a s well nnc.l that, after t h e old bishop, Dr. Oeorgiua 
von Polenz, hnd died, Os1ander took over hia position, too. 

7. ''HiAtor1oR.l. lntroduot1ons to the Synbol1oal Booka o~ 
thP Ev un p;ql1oa l Lutheran Churoh", Concordig Trlglotta, p. 163. 
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An understanding of the Oa1andr1an Controversy 1a al­

most i mpossible without an understanding ot the character 

and goneral theol ogical system of Andrew Oaiander. And so, 

before goin~ into hie doctrine and the controversy which 

it c aused , it may be well to charncterize him as a man and 

aa a theologian. 

As even our opening biographical sketch indicates, 

Andrew Osia ncter was a man of quite definite personal cha­

racteris t ics, eha racter1et1oa which were sign1.t'ioant in 

t he con troversy which embittered the last years ot hi.a 

life. Pe rhaps the rirst striking personality trait is his 

intelle ctual ability. Thia is apparent tram hie writings, 

which cover a wide :f'iffld of human knowl~dge. We have al­

r eady mentioned his edition of the Vu1gate 1n 1522. In 

1537 he published a harmony of the Gospels; . this he did 

"~ at the sug est1on of Cranner, who was 1n Germany to dia-
8 

·cuss the divorce ot King Henry VIII. In addition to his 

theologica l writing~, more of which will be al.luded to in 

the followi ng disousa1on, Oa1ander also delved 1nto astro­

nomy_. He read proof-sheets and wrote a p refa ce to the work 

ot Copernicus, "concerning the Revolutions o~ the Heavenly 

Bod1ea 0 
(~ Revolut1 on1 bus Orbium Coeleatium). Thia book 

wa~ later on put on the Roman Oatholio index. 

But, as h appena so orten, Oa1ander•• intellectual 

br1111anoe was combined with arrogance and pride. 'l'he hard-

a. Moeller, .2.£• .2!1•, p. 122. 
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ships of his e a rl7r lite have already been mentioned; we 

oan easily unde rstand that when these had turned to suc­

cesR, the result waR an overbearing conoeit. Thia conten­

tion i s oup oorted by deacriptions we have of him. Melan­

chthon writes of Osiander that he would often study from 

nine a t ni gh t until one or t wo in the morning; he adds, 

however, tha t he did not get up early in the morning ei­

ther. When he did get up, juat before the noon meal, he 

'70\llcl come d own the stepR carrying his trousers. This is 

a sign o f h i s p ride and inconsideration. Re is said to 

have wa nted to drink with the Prussians and to have had 

othe r i mmora l habits. Nevertheless, in an evaluation ot 

Osi a nd er' s chA.r a cte r, the point which Walch makes is very 
9 

well t aken: 

Al.l s orts of other things are related about hi.m, 
\7hicb have , ho,~ever, no foundation. He had his no­
t able failing s; but these vere not ditferent from, 
but r a the r in conformity with those ot the times 
in which he lived. 

Luther is s a id to have predicted ot Osia nderi "Osiander 

hat einen hochmuetigen Geist; nach meinem Tode wi r er in 

der Kirch·e grosse Unruhe erregen." 

Keeping Oilander• s personal c:naracte?istioa in mind-­

on the one hand, his brilliance; and on ~he other hand, 

his inordina te pride--we oan proceed tt> fill &v1,iluatlon ot 

Osiander as a theologian, and tram uiis to an analysis 

of his peculiar views on just1t1cation. 

9. Wal.ch, .2.E.• .£!!•, P• 142. 
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Ba $ically, Oai a nder•a entire theology ia a protost or 

revolt agu~ns t what h e considered too cold and 1ntellectual 

a theol ogy, n amely, that of Ph111p Melanchthon. Osia nder•a 
10 

approach to theology has well been summarized b y Dorner: 

' Whilst Uolanchthon contented himself with treat-
ing Luthe r'a doctrine ot faith in a more popular, 
er1p 1 r1cal, a nd practical .form, Ooiander early evinced 
an inclina t i on to penetrate to its de eper roots, and 
s p ecul a tive ly to reconstruct; the evangelical system. 
In purs uance of this design, ~he naturally formed a 
t erminology o f his omi, and thua exposed himself to 
much misinterpretation. Osiander•a opposition to 
Hela nchthon's me thod and system did not arise solely 
from .1ealousy or the high esteem in which that theo­
loRi an wa s held; but from his accurate perception 
th a t Melanchthon • s formulas embodied too little o.f 
the vita l e l oment of Mystioiam, and that, on the con­
t r a r y , t h e r a tional divine ·substance ot Christianity 
waR r a t her dis s ipated by the aharp d efinitions and 
c a lcul a t ion s of Melanohthon•a understanding. 

. -
As to the sourc es o.f Osiander•s theology, v a rious pos­

sibili ties h a v e been sugs eated: 
I 

1) Occ runi am. (But ap p arently thi s did not a f f ect 

his thinlcin,; very much. ) 

;) 

2 ) Pla tonism. (There is a strong resemblance be­

t we en Pla tonism a nd Osiander•s view or tho image or God , a 

concept whi ch will be treated under justification. Ct. p.18.) 

3) Medie val Scholastioism • . (Osiander•a ralation 

to the Roma n Ca tholic theology is a problem also to be 

discussed; see p. 38.) 

10. History or the Development 2!. ~ Doctrine 2!. ~ 
Person of chria't; i5fvis1on Second, II, p p . 108-109. Dor­
ner•s view• are, or course, colored by his o wn opinions; 
such ,vords a s II a c cura te" above bear that out. Nevo rth eleas, 
hi s summa r y s ots Osiander in his correct historica l p l a ce. 



4) Lutheranism. (It !a tho opinion of sa~e ~r1-

ter:J t h at OsiandP.r was never a real Lu t h aran, but there 
11 

were influonces navertheloss.) 

Ilocause of its bearin8 upon a true evaluation o.f the 

doctrino of justifica tion 1n Oeiander, one rather minute 

detail or his system daservea attention. It 1• his doo­

tri~e or tho Antichrist and, more generally, his view o.f 

the Roman Ca tholic Church. Osiander was very ntrongly ant1-

R0r.tan and to ok ovary opportunity to point out that the / 

Pope of Home 'las the true Antichrist. As early as 1524 he 

wrote " Ein El:U t Unterricht und getreuer Ratschlag aus he1-

11g0r s oe t t l l cher Schr1ft, wesz man aich 1n diesen Zwie­

truchten undern h e1ligen Olauben und chr1stl1che Lehre be­

tre.ffend , halten soll; darin, was Oottes wort und Henschen­

lehre, vas Christus und Antichrist sei, f'uernRemlich ge­

handel t wird." In 1527 he joined forces with the .famous 

German poet. Hans Sachf!, to put out "Die rrunderliohe ,i'eis­

aagung'', an interpretation of old anti-Roman pictures in 

' the sen3e of the Rerormation; in the same year he published 

the prophocies or St. Hildegard. In 1535 he attacked Roman-

1sm, p articularly Eck, in hia '1V$rantvortung <les tluernber­

g1schen Keteoh1sm1."And, finally, in 1644 he wrote his 

11. These possibilities have b~en taken .from O. R1tschl 1 a 
Dogmengeach1chte des Proteatantismus, II (Erste Hael.fte), 
pp. 466-46'7. -



Con1eoturae d e ult1m1s tempor1bus, an apooalypt1o diaous-
~ 12 

s1on or t h e Popo as Antichrist. 

What i s Os1andor•s peculiar doctrine of justification? 

It 1s a c~~lica~ed and confusing set of pr1nc1plas, and an 

attempt to present those 1n a systematic way misses s ome­

where along the line. Neverthelese, it can be understood 
13 

only if t akon point by point; and thus we shall consider it. 

The f irst concept to be considered in an evaluation ot 

Osi ander is his doctrine of tho Image~ !!.22.• This phrase, 

which is Bi bifeal, hns caused a good de~l ot trouble in the 

history of the Church and has called forth an snormous 11-
14 

terature . It 1s being discussed even today. IVe can see the 

eoncept '11m.age of God" in Osiander• s thought from a correct 

angle only 1.f .we consider Luther's doctrine. In hiA Commen-
15 

tary 2!1 Genesis, Luther sayss 

The image of God created in Adam was n worlcman­
sh1p, the most beautiful, the most excellent, the 
most noble ••• h!s intellect was most clear, his me­
mory mo s t complets anrl his will the moat sincere, 
accomp~nied by a most charming security, without 
any faRr of death nnd without any care or anxiety 
whatever. 

12. Moeller, .2.E..• ..2!.!•, pp. 122-12:5, has aet this up. 
13. I have tol"rowed the outlina ~1•en by Thomasius in 

his -Die Chrietliche Dogrnengeach!ohte al.I lmtwicklungs­
Gaschichte d Ga k1rchl1chen Lehrbegrit?i; II, PP• 251-258. 

14. Even""lteinhold Niebuhr has a treatment of it under 
. ' the chapter title, "Man as Image of Ood and as Creature', 

The Nature and Destiny of ran1 I, PP• ~C0-177. 
---is. Quotecr-1bfd., p.--Y-6. 
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In contrast to this, Oeiandar taught thnt the lmage 

or Ood in man was the Son ot Ood, and the Verbum 1ne~rnan­

~ at that. It was the man Jesus, in whom the ful.ness of 

the Godhead dwells bodily (Col. 1115; 219). Thia image ot 

the Son exists in God'A Spirit as an idea, s1mil1tudo, and 

"the divine de~tiny of man is to set ~he image of God 1n 

its true and t'ull sense, 1n other words, to become the t"nll 
16 · 

indwelling of d1.vin1ty and hurtanity." In this idea Oaian-

der appea r s to be r.elated to Or1gen; for thin early heretic, 

too, taught that Adam was creo.ted according to the image 

or Christ's hwnan nature. Scripture ia clear on this point. 

It midnt a ina tha t; man was created according to the image o!' 

the Triune God (Oen. 1:26-27), that Christ 13 the last. ma?) 

and thn t Adrun ,7a~ tho first (1 Cor. 15:45 tt. ), and that 

Christ as sumed t h o flesh and lJJ.ood of man, not vico versa 
1'7 

(Heb. 2:14}. U evertheleas, it was Oa1ander•s vie,v that 

man 'las creat0d in the image or the Son of God who '7as to 

becomo t'lesh. 

In Adam the 1muge of Ood ,.,as realized and destroyed. 

In his state of innocence, Adam · had enjoyed t'Ull pftrt1c1-

pat1on in the r1ght,.wuaneas ( 1us~1 t1a) not ot the entire 

Trinity, -but of tha Son of God who was to become incarnate. 

13ttt when he fall into sin, Adam lost thiB part1o1pat1on; 

16. 't'homas1us, .QE.• cit., p. 252. 
17. This critio!sm ~taken trom :Franz Pieper, Chriat­

liohe Dogmat1k, I, pp. 617-618, note 1534. 

'\ )) 

' 
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tor ,vhen he turned a vay from God, GoC:. turned a\l'ay frOl':'1 him. 

And the only ,·,ay this could be restored wae tho way Ood • s 

1J'llage was to h2..;re been completed originally, na.rnely, by 

the incarna tion of the Son of God. 

~he second premise of Osiander•s doctrine was hi s view 

of the~ of God. This concept is a weird combination of 

mystical and Biblica l ideas. For the phrase "word ot God'' 

in Os 1ander 1 s writings means three things, very otten all 

threo a t th~ srune time: Jesus Christ, the ~inner word", 

and tho 11 ex t ('3rnal vord. 11 

Oeiande r toyed around very much with the Logos or St. 

John. In f'a.ct, he saw the es s ence of all of Christianity 

not in Romans, as Luther had, but 1n tho p!"olog, sixth chap-
18 

ter, ann las t d iscourses of St. John'• Goepel. or course, 

thi s is in keeping with Oei ander•s vie,v or the incarnation 

of the Son of' God as necessary for the re-establiah111ent of \ \ 

a connection between God o.nd ~an. 

To this idea Osiandar adds his v1e\4IB of the ''inner" 

and "outer'' \VOrd. Tie seems to identity with the Inca.1'nate 

Word, ·vhich is eternal; the external word, the "outer", 1a 

the word as preached b y r~n, and thererore a hwnan word, \ I 
and therefore transient. It must be prenched so that men 

18. o. Ritechl, .2£.• cit., p. 45'7. 
19. Thomasius, 2£• cit., PP• 253-254. 

)_ 
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can, through it, c ono into possession or the "inner" word. 

Oe1ander 1 e terrninology in his discussion o~ the "word" 

1a vague and. very con:f'ue1ng, a1nce 1 t is so rornign to our 

wholfl wa y of th1nk1n~. lfenco, 1!' Dorner' a view is correct, 
20 

1t o~rLR.1nly helps to cleo.r th~ngs up: 

This outward actuality through which He is ap­
proachable to ue, continues to exiat for us in the 
preaching of the outer word. '!'ha outer word 1s not 
empty sound, but the manifestation of the "Verbum 
inte rnum": the latter comes along with the former, 
and enkindlas t h e light alAo in Ruscoptible hearts. 
It 1R t rue , t ho Christ who 1n veiled under the ex­
ternal word, as nn inner word, can only be reoog­
n 1 z ed by t h o s p1 r1 tual eye: 1.f we lay hold on and 
bA11e ve the inner word, that lford \fhich is true 
God anc) true man abides in us. 

Subjec tivfl .1 nst1fication, which we shall discuss in more 

drtnil ~ 11ttlo 1 1 ter on in this chapter, la effected, so 

Osland.er t a.,:igh t, vhen in the word of the sermon the Logos 
21 

ente!'a u s o.nd. b ri ngs !11 s blessings with 111m. Somehow, · 

Osiand?.r managed to maintain Luther' a doctrine of the Sac­

ro.ment, t~achi ne that Christ 1s present 1n it. s-~t hare, 

too, hi ~ pe c uli a r v i e ,,s play a part; for Osiandor taught 

that in the Sacr ament o.f the Al tar we receive the assurance 

that Ghri~t truly dwells in us and wo become t'lesh of flis 
22 

flesh. 

20. J. A. Dorner , .2.E.• cit., PP• 111-112 • . 
21. R. Seeberg , Lahrbucflde1' Dogmengeschich~ IV, 2. 

Haelfte, p. 500. 
22. 'B'r. ;~ . R. PranJc, 12!!. Theologie dor Concordienfor­

!:!!!., II, p. 21. 
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The t hird, a nd yet t he bas ic point in Oaiencier • s the­

ory of justifi c a t i on i s his view of righteousness. L!k9 

the preced inu , t h i s is d1ft1cul~ to place, tor Os1ander 
23 

ia no vh0re very d e f1n1ta on this. In ono place he says, 

Di -e Gere chtigkeit 1st kein Werle, ke1n Thun, 
kein Leiden, sondern 1st die Art, die diejeni­
g en , de r s i e belcommt und hat, gerecht macht und 
roch t zu thun und zu le1den bewegt, und musz al­
lei· Ding e zu vor da sein, ehe denn die werke und 
Fruechto der Gerechtigkeit herausbrechen und 
wa.ch sen , wie aus dem guten Baume die gu.ten FM;ech­
to. 

This quotut1on is f ound in his main wr1t1ne;, "Von dem 

E1nigen U1 tler ~Theeu Christo vnd Rechtfertigung des Olau­

bons." 'l"h~ treatise contains his ma.in ideas; and tor n 

presonta tion of Oaiander's views, it mn.y be best simply 

to 11st or to outline his doctrines as presented 1n this 
24 

book. They have been summarized 1n nineteen points. 

l. The off ice of the J,!ediator consists in two acts: 

a) that he make a gracious God for us, who will accept us 

as His children; b) that he make us righteous. The first 

act 1e r0d emp tion, the second is Just1ficnt1on. 

2 • .2!:!. Redemption. Because we can neither bear the pu­

nishment or ~ins nor ful.fill the law tor ourselves, the 

sole 1.1ed1ator stepped into our place and, first of al.l, 

23. Quoted by 'l!nomaoius, .2£• cit., .p. 264. 
24. This excellent overview ist'al~~n over, except when 

otherwise 1nd1eatod, from Preger, .2.e.• ~., pp. 211-216. 

/ 
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took upon Himself the sins ot All the world and so auttered 

everything which :10 h a.d deserved .for our sins; secondly, 

He ful.filled t he l o.w purely and completely tor us, so that 

we would . not have to bo cursed .for not tultilling the law 

completely in thi s 11.fe. 

3. Throu6h both, through the tultilling ot the law and 

throup;h Hi a 11 ving and death, the Mediator has earned that 

grnce for us f rom the Heavenly Father, that He not only 

forgave u n our sin and took the unbearable burden o.f the 

la,T f rom U 8 , but also wants to justify us through tai th in 

Christ, ~ha t i s , wnnta to make us righteous or in.fuse 
25 

righteousne as. 

4. ~Justi fication.Therefore, the other part ot the 

otf 1oe o.f J esu~ Chris t 1s, that he now turn• around to u)) 
and deals \'11th us poor sinners as with the guilty party, 

that we r e cognize suoh great graoe, accept it gratetu.lly 

by faith, s o that He, by faith, makes ue alive out ot the 

death of sin, and that the sin, which is already .forgiven, 

but which still dwells in our flesh, is completely des­

troyed in us. 

26. In another place, his treatiae D1sputat1o d e 1ust1-
f1oatione, thesis 73, Oaiander aa1d1 "Olaoie ?rigidiora 
<locent, noe t antwn propter rem1aa1onem peccatorum reputari 
1ustos, et non etiam propter 1ust1t1em Christi per f idem 
1n noble inhabitantia." Quoted in Seeberg, 2£• cit., p. 497. 
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5. The Savior first has the law preached to ua, ao 

that by repentance we become hungry and th1raty tor right-
26 

eousneas. 

6. After repentance the Lord Christ haa the Ooapel 

preached to us, in which we should believe. 

7. God decreed from eternity that He would relieve 

us of the curse of the law through the obedience ot Hi• 
'Z'7 

Son. ~hi s eternal d~cree of God 1• an inner word and 1• 

God Rimself, and that God who became m,m, and 1a Jesus 

Christ our Lord, true God ~nd man. And this Bia inner word, 

which is God Himself in Himself and was born true man from 

the Virgin Mary, God put into the outer word and had it 

preach~d to us by His prophets and apostles through Christ. 

The inner and the outer word together 1s the Gospel. 

8. The correct, true Christian faith, which Ood works 

1n us, grasps the Gospel, the way a goblet surround• that 

which is to be drunk. 

9. Where there is such a . faith, there the Gospel ahowa 

its divine power very mightilys 1'1rst it bringa us, in the 

outer word, the ineffable treasure which Christ ha• won tor 

us through Hia tult1111ng of the law, His suffering and 

26. Oaiander was nn ardent supporter of private absolu- . 
t1on and fought general absolution. Moeller, .!!2_.oit., P• 122. 

27. In 1550 Oaiander wrote a book entitled~-,;f11ua De1 
.t'uerit Incarnandua, si peccatua non 1ntro1Yisaii in mundwil'; 
ln which he maintained that the Son ot God would hnve been 
incarnate even 1~ Adam had not sinned. It 1• summarized in 
Albrecht Ritsohl, A Critical H1storI ot the Ohr1at1an Doo­
trine o~ Justification and Reoonollfairo~pp. 216-21v:--

~ ~ -----~~~~~-
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dying, by which we are saved an<l reconciled, nBmely, that 

we, being made free from the law and the ouree, have for­

givenes s of s ine. 

10. Secondly, in the outer word the holy Ooapel brings 

us the inner word of God the Father, which 1a also true God 

and Ood Himself, but not entirely, the way He ia Himself 1n 

His divine n a ture (for so wo could not grasp Him), but aa He 

became man and is our dear Lord, Savior, and only Mediator, 

Jesus Christ, God 's Son and J&ary•a, tl"Ue God and man, who 

died fo r our sin and ,vas raised again for our righteouaneas, 

who then live s throue;h fai th in our heart, soul., and spirit, 

a, truo God und man. And therefore the Gospel proves its 

power f u rther in this, that through the word, that 1a, the 

divine na ture 1n Christ, we become alive out o~ death in 

sin, and enlightened again. ait when we eay that the word, 

that 1s, the divine nature in Ohrist, ia our 11~e, we do 
28 

not want to n~gloot t h e human nnture of Christa 

••• even a s the entire vine oonstitutea the bran­
ches one nature with it, and enable• them to bring 
forth fruit. For in the vine alao there are t wo na­
tur es, of which one is wood, which ab1dea even though 

_ the vine its elf would wither, the other is comp1etely 
hidden, bears truit, produces grapea. Mow, aa the 
Vine could not be of a grape-bearing nature it 1t were 
not wood or the wood o~ the vine-atook; even so we 
cannot be come partakers of the divine nature unleaa • 
we are so incorporated with Him by faith and baptism, 
as to beoome tleah, blood, and bone ot H1a fleah, 
blood and bone. 

28. Quoted and translated in Dorner, ~-~·, p. 112. 
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And .1uat as w~ P8<!o1v" c11v1no 11ft, tron Clod in the word by 

th11 humo.n nA. t 11 re of Chr1 et, or "'h1 ch WI) rtre Mom bore• BO we 

l'f'co1vo o.lao d1.v1no light, 1-yhich le tho Vffr:1 &Rt?~ 11r-, and 

Wt>~ of' God, G-oc~ Tiir1sel.t', tlnd through 1 t we n re •o enJ.1ght-

9n<. ci t hroug h .fa ith v~ see, trl. th our ftp1r1 tual eyaa 1n the 

same l ight, 1• ha.t God 1 o , what re dttmanda ot ua, etc. 

1 1 . Third l:r. a.a the Oospel b:r1ngs the word or Ood. 

~hich 1a Oo~ i i ms0l f. a nd wan born ot the pure Virgin Uory. 

b~car10 floRh . Jf)~1uo Chr!nt onr l,ord nnd 8nv1or, to our 

heart. nou.l, unc1 ~plr:\t thr.OUW1 faith, AO that. awakened by 

1 t, Wfl flL: in 11 v in Oort n.nd. by tJoda ao i t ohowa 1 ta powo r 

ruz.ther a nd G.l. Do junt1r1ea u.tt, that 1a, L"lf.lkcs us righteouo. 

l?.. 3ol y 3cr1 p tur0 opeaka o: R. righteousnoa::1. ot ta1 th. 

Some th1nk it is tho ~ ore faith 1n 1te8lr1 som~, truat in 

the r1orc7r o f Clod; aor.io, only the 1"oi-g1vAneaa ot sina1 Bome, 

thnt Ooci r~co1vea uo into eto.rnal 11.feJ eomo, the righteoua­

neaa of 'lorl outa1de of U tJ a eor,e, the obttd1enoe ot Chrlat. 

t,hich h a 11 fl O\ve d out or Ria rlght0ou11neaa; sOllln think that 

1 t 1 n thom~r1t of tho obedience ot Chr111t which 111 the 
29 

r16htnousneas or Ood imputed to ua through tai.th • 

. 13. nut some. :1truok by the Holy aorlptura, oonteaa that 

-------------
2fi. In accordance with h1R rejeot1on ot al.l theae vie•• 

on thft "rightoou11neoa ot Ood" and hla acceptano0 ot the view 
to follow, Oa1Mder r&jeoted r..uther•a translation ot d1ka1.o­
~ tou Theou as "die O'erecht1gkelt, die vor Gott gilt." 
l!iittliii phraa9 1a the oriala ot th• Lutheran doctrine ot 
juat1t1o~t1on. w • .Jllert. Uorphologle ~ Luthortuma, PP• 96-7. 
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Christ Himselr 1 s our r1r htoouanees and is in us: but thoy 

do not 'I.Yant t o leave JJ1m as our righteouones s ncc01·ding to 

His divine n a tura, but rather divide the divine nature of 

Christ f'rom His human nature in just'-f1cat1on. Because theee 

men d o this , they err greatly, bo1ng un11ble either to say 

or to k now wha t there is about or 1n Christ that they should 

set up as our ri ghteousness, one says, 1t 1s a work of God 

which Go d work s in Christ; another says, it 1s a middle r1ght­

oous nes s , ne ither the divine nor yet the hume.n righteousness; 
30 

nnother s ays, i t is the blood of Christ; another saya, the 

eR senti a l ri ghteousnes s of God creates a new creaturely r1ght­

aou nneas in us; another say~ another thing. 

14. These men err terribly: first, 1n that they under­

stand ancl 1ntarpret the word "justify" only as "to consider 

and ciaclare ns righteous" and not to make righteous 1n deed 

and in truth; then, too, in that they make no d1at1nction 
31 

between red~mpt1on and justification; f'u.rthermore, in tha t 

30.0siander was probably thinking of the familiar idea 
e -,pressed in the h 7nnn1 

J e sus, 'lby blo'Xl nnd righteousness 
My beauty are, my glorious dress J 
Midst flruning worlds, in these 8.l"rayed, 
With joy shall I lift up my head. (I 371.) 

31. " When Osinnder, ete.rt1118 from a systematic order of 
ideas, sharply distinguishes the effect of Christ's work 
upon God from that upon man, his meaning 1s, that the for­
mer, which has been accomplished more than 1600 years be­
fore, might well be called our redemption, but not our jus­
tification. For to justittcat1on our faith is neces ua~; and 
to be lieve; ono must exist. But we were not living then; and 
therfftore we could not be justified by Christ's t wofold f'u.l­
filment of tho la,1." A. R1 taohl, ,22• ill.•, P• 217. 


