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CHAPTER I
HISTORY AND TRESERT-DAY RELEVANCE OF QONCEET CF NATURAL LAW

Thie vaper will attempt to investigate elements of
vatural Law which are genereally slleged to appear in the New
Tastenent. Thus 2 historleal discusslion of Natural lLaw sné
the indication of the importance of the topie for current
theologleal discussion are in order.

‘atural Lew 1s the tenet whileh poslis the existence of

2n objective order of ethlical standards of right and wrong,

rocted in the neture of the universe. [an con discover this
objective stendard and apply it to his individuel needs. A

theory of Hatural law 1s very often asgoclated with the

a
b

belief i

»

':i
i3

ietural theology or maturel religion, l.e., that
man on hie own initlstive can attaln knowledge of Gods
Throughout hletory the theory of Natural ilaw has takon
on many 4ifferent interprectations esnd has been pul to many
differing uses, The resson for this confusion in inter-
pretation and use of Natural lew lies in the confusion in

meaning of the words “nature" and "law” end in the ambigulty
involved in comblning these twoe "Reason and the concept of
nature are entengled in history and in the infinlie varia-
billity of humen deslre; tﬁus they reflect the changing

1
sonsitlvities 2nd insensitivities of man."~ 1In fact,

i " T Hoture: Some General
James lLather Adams The 1aw ©
Considerations," Journal’gg religion, XXV (1945}, 90
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"resson"” con “rationalize” the existing order snd rois
ebrolute zood cut of the relative good of the exiasting order.
It ean even sanction the evll that "good" men do. Natural
Lew mey be used as a weapon of self-interest. "What natural
law ie at any »articuler time denends, then, upon who is
using it and for what purnoae.“2

Thue 1% will be useful to present a brief overview of
the development and wse of Hatural Iaw in human history,
particulerly in our Western tradltion. Ve begin with the
Gre@k8.3 The charscteristic feature of tha Greek voues
concent is Lis foundation in religion; in the most anclent
tines youes 1is understocd as & oreation and revelation of
Zeus Pacidess ¢ In the Pifth century the suthorlity of the
réues wos shaken through the Greeks' acquaintancs with reuo:
0f ocLtrer kinds in the world and through the prowing auto-
nomoun self-nssertion of the OGreeks as manifested, Tor
examnie, in the Peloponneslan ¥War. The Sophliste began o
teach thnt there was no objectlive divine law and hence that
there wers no godss Over ageinst them Socratee and Flato

ingleted thot theore were laws rooted in nature, According

to Tleto, the viues springs from a universally velid

®Ibid., 94

BFor the material on Greek Hgturnl law I am indsbted to
otto Fiper, "mat ie Natural Law?" Theology fTodaye 11

L8 ]
January, 1946), 459-60, and Xlelnknecht, omos, _
: Pl rterbuoﬂ zum Neuen Tesctament, hercusgegeben

Theclonisches ¥
Ton Cemrara TiTtol (Stuttgert: verlag von . fohlhammer,
ﬂodo), IV,‘ 1016 ff. b
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orinelple, the veds , Aristotle held that natural low
orinciples can be learned by obesrving the very nature of
sociel relations. It 18, however, with the Stoles that the
prineisle of Watural Law comes into ite own. The Stoles no
longer cell political and soelal laws vowec ¢ The true vouos
12 %o e Tfound only in the cosmos: it ia the universsl
rengon whlch determines human moral actione In fact, the
Wf/uas ie eguated with dess & By wirtue of the rods or Acpes
dwelline within hin, man can recognize the véixos and order

hie 1liTe according te 1te Thuse man comes to know himself

-~
{3}

end wine his freedom. OFf course, the immanental, ontologleal

£

haracter of Lhls roues robs the divine of iis transcendent

2 -
neture. = Roman Jjurisprudence edopted this Stole view cof

The thecloglens of the Eastern Church held that the

Loges of the Ttole philosochers is the Son of God, who

Py

therefors kallows man's reasons Thus the Romen law of the

td

yzantine Tmpire, tased on Stolc Natural law, is also

hallowsd hy the Son of God. Thls fact led to the closs

aesoaiation of the Eagtern Chureh with the State.” In the
“estern Churech Augustine held with Ste Paul that the world

has a definite order becouse God has made 1t as 1t ls. |

A G L A 3 s
e ! cIvange w : il
anlutarch, Ad Frinocipem Inerudltum 331: o roues o mer-
Etatund o 7 . b ’ L)
Twr Bacideds OvaTdr re st iﬂ-(r.a’rwr,: So gy ,:IT',VS‘Q"i. (LA Sz e'ﬁ"‘"”
§w rorewpmirors 008 Tios §ohets, ddd SuWuyos wr sv VTV Adros, <cd guy-

\ A} 2 A i L
kS kxl mapLdulirrwr wel pondsTOTE ThY &,szl,y o7 tenmor ﬁ”—g/qom.d:,

SREA R

5?17,_:-\-3:', 0De Oltey 462-3e

T aad




4
Nevertheloss; his deeper understanding of =in causcd hin to
see 1life outside of the Kingdom of God as the "very
perverslion of the true lifa."s Yet the Yestern Church in
time coascd to view Liself as the goal of an eschatological
progess, as wlth Augustine, and cane to regerd ltself o8 one
soceiclogical body among others. Agquinas' fristotellan
dichotony betwesn the natural and the supernatural is the
baals for the hellef that the believer and unbveliever allke
1ive according to the Natural lLaw. Cod's revelatlon,

avall

o

ble only in the Church, merely sucplements the matural
order. 5Since wan's natural recson and will sre weakened by

Bin, modern Thomists conclude that the Roman Church must

gon trg.

sgeular 1ife in order to guide secular men's will
and roaacm.7 7
in general, the Reformers belleved in & God-glven
Hetural lLawe But they rejected the Thomistic dichotomy
betweon tho netural and the supernatural; for, they held,
everything in this world is "natural,"” l.@., created by Gode
Since God lg the only source of truth, the dichictomy between

8
“eenson” snd "pevelation” is also rejected. Iuther's

teaching conceraing Natural law hes celled forth & special

611‘31\'1 L] 46}‘" o

7Ibido’ 464"50
81pia., 466
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literature dealing with the question.9 Some interpreters
neke Iunther & tradlitionalist lan resneet to Vatural Lew;
others stete thet his treatment of Hatural Law is "incidentel
and curaery"olo Trosltech e¢leimed that Luther united the
Onristian and the Hatural law in & conservative ethlés of
eelling, family, and soelal relationships, "but thie union is
lancomnlete and ends in a patrisrchal concention of natural
law end glorification of state power on the one hand, and on

the other an lnner politioal and soeiasl indiffercnce." This

view hes heen vigorously combated by Xarl Holl and the

Swedleh Lutheran theologlanss According to thelir lnterore-
toation, luther sees the Netural lLaw as God's denand of loves

The natural law:ilisg not concelved by lather as a pari, S0
to spenk, of the inward,; psychologleal furniturs of
human nature, but as somethlng given in and;with the
*thecloplcal concelence,’ that is, the awareness of
being confronted, wii& a mediated lmmediacy, by the
1iving God Himeelf."

By means of the statlons or orders of 1llTe, which Luther

colle larveo Del, God iimselfl sonfronts men concretely, glves

them sueh "nstural knowledge” of Himself as they have {which

tneludes e consclousness of the Natural lav), and moves men

gFor a list of these hooks see Jegn To MoNelll,
"Natural Law in the Thousht of Luther,” Church History, X
(September, 1941), 216-Te

101pia,., 217.

A, i God. An Interpretation
hilip S. Watson, Let God be o (s
of the Theology of Martin luther “Tchiledeiphia: Muhlenberg
TPens, 1040), DDe LLie=De

|+ o bl .
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in these structures to help their neighbor.12

Thus, in
addition, these interpreters deny that Luther holda'any
Goctrine of natural theology, if by tnis term one mesns the
Thomistle and Arliestotelian rationalistic deduction of Ged'se
exlgteonce Trom the physieal unlverses ¥Me¥Weill holds that
Hatural Law hos no oloce in luther's religilous tencning
concerning salvation, but that it is "determinative for
Luther's political thinking."13 Thus for Iather the Christ-
ifan finds himsell in a dllemma, bsscause he wants to transe
form Lhe world by faith and love, but must also preserve man-
itind ond unhold the orders of creation¢14

Malsnehton Pinds thet Romene 1 and 2 recognizes Natural

15

Lawve 77is he saye already in the Loel of 1521. Yeti,

beeause of the Wally men do not agree to tLhe prinecisia nrac-

tica as they do to the prinecinla apeculativa.16 ¥ost of all

the Reformers, Zwingll subjects Watural Lew to the theology

of falth, sinece he malntains that grace was operative slso

lglbif_iq g BDe 110-6e

13ﬁcﬁei11, opas Clie, P27 See aleo the whole ssctlon
comnrising 220«7.

la?iper, oDe Clte, 456=0s
1530hn Te MoNeill, "Natural law in the Teaching of the
Reformers," Journal of Religlom, XXVI (1946}, 172-5.

lssee +he discussion ol Helanphton on thie noint in
the Apology of the Augshurg Confesslon, Congordla Triglotta
(Conosordis Tublishing iouse: Ste Louls, Noe, 1521)5 De 120,
Note the adcitions of the German to the Latln texte

s e vatdna ab

'-““"i’l e

S e

et e o s
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1
( Calvin, on tha other hand, mede &

among the heathen,
rather extensive use of Watural law, which he eleo finds in
Romans 1 and ?,18 Bince the knowledge of Hatural lLaw is
obecurad in ihe unbelievers, Calvin thought that a theocracy
is necessury in woich the believers, who fully know the law,
will legislate Zer all.lg

Haturel theology provoked a great deal of discussion
enons the theologians of the perlod of Crthodoxy, In this
areaz the Orthodex theologlang went baek beyond Luther to the
Aristotelian theology of the Middle Ages, for they derived
not onl: the method,; but also the content and the nmeaning of
the natural Imowledre of God from Aristotelian philoaophy.go
Cwins to the inseparable connection which sxlests bhetlween
neturel theology and Natural lew, we must concliude that
Crthodony's use of Natural Law was also nolded by CGreek
patterns of thoughtoal

It ig well known that the Falightenment laid great

17"*“'3111, "Natural faw in the Teaohlng of the

Aila iy

Reformers,” 176

lexbid,, 180~1, Like Velanchion, Calvin equates
kepSitis T 6F Rom. 2:15 with "intellect.”

19Pinsr, 9De gits, 466-9a

20Jaroalav Pelikan, From Luther tc Kierkegsard: 4
Study in the History of Theolony  (Dte LOULS ﬁo.g
ishl

fonaoriis ~ublianing House,; 0s1950),; De 68

?Lie, Joh, G. Baloer, Compondium Theolozime Fosltlvae
(St. Louie: Luthe Yoncordia-veriag, 1070)s Ly 15, waere
Demhansr is quoted to the effeect that the lex naturee ls
imoutehilis ot meterns.

PRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIERARY
CONCOMDIA S dALY
8T, LOUIS, MO.
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stress on both natural theology and Natursl law; this faet
is in keeplung with the delatlic phllosophy of the movement.
The absolute NHatural Lew was set forth as roationally gell-
leﬁentagg it was on this abeclute princlinle of Haturel
Law, In conjunction with the delem and the moral ostimienm

of the Eallightenwent, that the American republic wae

The ninoteenth and twentieth centurles have secen the
comnlate shandonment of the concept of Hetural Law by
profecslonal jurlists. ‘The Industrial fevoluticn snd the
meny otlhier nolitical and scelal ferments of the nlnsteenth
gentury led seholars to reexamine the case for Jatural Law.
finé so the nositivistle Gerwan dehool of listorical Law has
denonsirated to its own satisfastion the relativity of all
laws,  This nositivistic theory is now dominent ln the
law schools and legal theory of the United States; this ls
evident Irow the exnressions of the late Chief Justiace
lolmes nnd the present Chief Justice Vinson. In 1ts
extrems “orm this modorn deniel of Natural Law sanctioned

the lezi dceirine of Reechtht, whieh altogether excludes the

egwalter He Horton, “Hatural Law and International
order,” Ohrletendom, IX (1.944), 16-8.

gacf, the Tresmble to the Constlitution of the Unlted

Ztotens

EAHortan, opa Gites 1E8-80e

h o E ey s

S G T e bt

T P P o W T i W WAL D M S gt
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Lo A &Y A 8 25 . -
poseiblility of international law, e iUnited Nations ag
guch rejects onjestive intermaticnal law and recognlizes only
2
the nower of politicael sovereigniye 8
The present~day Ecumenlical movement is wrestling with

the problem of internetional discorder. This discuselon
inevitably leads the various clurclss to consider the
quostion of Hatural Law, the Bibliesl) basis for Fatural Law,
endt the vesvonsibility of the Churehk to procleim the Natural
Law 1o ihe modern distraught worlds In faet, this evalu-
atlon of the Biblical and theclogileal basis for Natursl Law
is one ol the most cruclal aress of debate in the current
scumenical discusaion. In general, three areas of opinion
mey bhe discarned in this debates A great many Awerican and
RBritish thesloglens hold that there are elements, equlva-~
lents, or adusbrations of Hetural Law in the Bible. For
exsnpls, Walter He Horton, whils admltiting thet the Lew of

Nature strictly as such is not present in the Bible, never-

basie: Xpdmy ond "the ideal of uulversal justice (Mishoat)
1molisd in the Law and the Prophets, summarized by Jesus 1n
the Colden Rule, and defined by Ste Faul in Romens 2:14:15n”27
Ee further ballsves that the Natural law espesct of Chrlstian

ethice can be rationally united with the Hatural Law

(=]
&

2Ivides
zﬁﬁiper,_ggp eita, 469-T1e

2T0ps olts, 20e

< 3 b




concents of Plato, Aristetle, and the Stoles and with the
Gorrascondlng concents in modern india snd Chinas 1In
comnany with theee non~Christian moral prineioles, Ynristian
ethice should dsfend the inalienable rights of "life,
liverty, and the nursuit of happinesa¢"28 Ge He Dodd, the
leading British New Testament sghwlar, helds that since the
God ol creatlon is ldentical with the God of redsmptiong the

"new law of Christ" ia identlical with the "law of creztion.”

f o T
thig lax

L

ol creation 1ls to be equated with the Hoachianm

b5

CSovenant of CUenesis O Thus 1t is the Chureh's duty not
only to establish a sneeifiec disglnline or gatechesis Tor
lts menbers but also "to pronounce in Christ's name moral
Judpgments unon husen conduct beyend the limits of its own
vk o WO
menvoranip,
"o second position is that of Eerl Barth, who
pasglonately rejects 8ll notlons of natural thsology snd
Natural Lewe Out of his Christogentric dialsctical
theology Parth heg developed a Christian ethnies growing out
from the cenler of the Biblical messages. In this ethis

Gornel and lav ere elosely connecteds Ohrict is Lord also

KSCf. aleo Tiner, obe gite, 459~T1l,

296. He Dodd, Cospel and Law: Ihe Relation of Falth
and Etnles in Berly Christianity (Wew York: ?dlumbla
University Tress, 1951), Ds « Alsc see Dodd's essay,
"The Relevance of the Bible," in Biblical futhorl&ghzor
foday: A ¥orld Couwncil of Churohes Symuosium om :
Fiblleal ANTHoFLLy Tor tho Ghurches' sooial an?'ﬁdif?ical
Yeaseme Today,’ edited by Alan Richardson and Loligang
Behwel tzer (fhiladelshie: Yestminster Press, 1951), Do
157“520
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over the vorld and the states Thue the Christiazn Church
proclaimse the Ilovdehip of Jesus to the world when it wants
to address it on ethleal lssues. This practicel apslication
has hesn worked out in Parth's much-digcussed recent

30

pampi:let, Chrlestengemeinde und Blirgersemelindes

The third positlon 1s represeonted by & nurber of
iatherens, of whom Andera Nygren may he taten to be the
epohegman, Thls tendency also firamly rejects any
traditional concentes of natural theology and Watural Law as
delstic in charscters™ It holds fast to the dlstinction
between the 0ld and the Hew Aeonsy which Barth's vositicn
sesnn to obliterate, and siresses thet the Christlan Gospel
sennot control nolities. These mon speak of the dovble role
of the Onristion in soclety, although they recognize tnat

this nosition when carried to the extreme can laad to the

anpersus “ecompertmentalization” betwsen Chureh and human

- fu
a4

1fe which wes evident in some Lutherans in Cermany during
the wer, TFilnally, the new impulses met in motion by Nygren
have nolt yet been developed gystematically.32
In addition, we might note that the lHeo=Tnoulel move-

ment in the Romen Catholle Church is also bringing to the

305; 111001 Authority for Soday, ppe 151-2s
31

&% bide, PPe 153~%e

4

s

£, Regin Frenter's essay in ibid., ppe 108~1l.

bd

|
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fore HNatural Law consideratlmns.33
With thle historical and contemporary milleu in ming,

we can vnroceed to iavestigate the Natwral law passages in

the New Teostament.

"R
“ITie use to which these Neo~Thomlatic conslderatiocns
pe! sut T have lndicated above on De He




CHAPTER II

T

EXAMINATION OF NEW TESTAVENT NATURAL LAW PASBAGES

We hove alresdy pointed to the clome relationship
between natural theology and Ratural Lew. Where one is
prasent; the other 18 inevitably found., Since thie is trué,
we shall investigate, in addition to the one Natural Iew

passace par excellence, Romans 2:14-16, three other famous

natural theclogy" pagsages: Lots 14:115~17, Acts 17:28-31,
and Homans 1:10-20.

The Mirstementioned pacsage i the impassioned speech
of Taul and Barnabas ot Lystre to the throﬁg who had mis-
talien the tweo migsionaries for Meroury end Juplisr alter
"pul had healed a erippled men. This speech is particularly
algniricant, since 1t is the Tirst formal approach of
Christian missionerlies to non-Jewish people recorded in the
Wew Testament. A brief outline of the adiress may be given
as Pollows: 1) exnortation not to worship Paul and Barna-
bes, for they sre only men, Ve 153 2) the good news that
the ILystrans should turn from their idol worshlp to serve
the living Jod, the Crestory ve 15b; 3) up te the present

time tho living God hos elicved all the natlons to welk in

<

their idolatry, although ¥e had given testlimeony to Himself
in natural phenomena, vve 16=17.

The fect that the word sa.:"d.q’ajum in used in v
15 is significents It 1 the only time ln the HNew
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Testament that this verb is followed by an infinitive. This
misggionzry torm poilnte to the now nossage which it 1e the
purnose of Paul and Barnabes to srocleim. For the nhrase
"men of like nature as you" eompare Aots 10:25, In I
Thessaloniens 1:9 there is an nimost exa2ct parallel to v,
15bt kwe WEs 6 NeCTPs YurTe medg 70r Osor xnmd +Or <idddwr
Sovldsie, Oedd Gurrs gud -Z’.\o,&w@ o 'The a.narthrdue 8805 €y
2 thls vphrase almost equivalent to a oropere name.l in
fact, Bs0s Gav wes originelly used motonymically for
“Jehweho "  The description of the Oreator is a guotation

dus 20:111ls The obvious varallel to ve 15 is of

r
g
2]
i
o
-1

course Acts 17:30, Thet these parallel verses do not
contradict what faul says in Fomans 1:18 £7. we shall point
out ? "z‘,ema In ve 17 & nusher of literary weords and
flgurees are ussd: the litotes oo ZpeeToger 2nd the words
épeuersy and kdemodopovss IHere eaeh of the three parti-

. 4
¢irlee is subordinated to the one precsding it. God

Lot P ) in Theolog-

Cite Bauernfeind, Dle Anostelseschiohte, in Theolog
isoher Yandhommeonter zum Heuen 1o8LOMONT pzlgt Ae
Delehertschs Verlagsbuchhendiung, s Vs 183¢

21’»‘., Jo Poakes Jackson end Kiraopp lake, The B%‘ winincs
of Chrigtienity: Part I: The Aoits of the Aposﬁesl ionden:

P el

Ien and Goey 1933), IVy 1606e

35 518¢ "B lavit unaguasque
See m « Ofes 4 Egra 3:8: "Et ambula qu
gens in ‘:oizintzgte eue,” quoted by He Je Holtzmann, Apos-
telaeschichte, in Hend-Commonter zum Neuen Testament
{Dritie, ginnlich umgearbeltete Auflege; Toblngen undl
Lelpzig: Verlag von Jeo Ce Be Mohr (Paul Slebeck), 1901),
I~2, Gk,

“xbid.

Rt 2
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ereates joy by sending raln; this sending of rein in turn
appears o8 o gpeoies of the genus o’trac 900«!-?#‘ e
The comparison of this speesh with the longer perallel
in fete 17 suppests that Peul and Bernabas meent to continue
with & messace about the present end the future, pointing te

Shrist (efs vals Trae WX MEr IS rzru.?'s ¢ and aloo the con-

A P ~ v 2 ~
nection in I Thense, 1:9=10, Sovdeden Osd Gl rr Ket <Anbire

K<l PR pLEVELr Tov Ucov «0Tod EK of.}e.zk.ﬁr 4

The fact thet the apcstles here proclaim a “"revelation
of God in oreation” le quite obvioua; yet this 1z not the
game as the tradltionsl notion of "metural theology." This
noticn nolds that men find the true God in creation by the

enaleogis entis, by inforring the Creator’'s exlstence and

power Irom the phenomena of ereation. Z2Eut Acts 14:16 does
net state thoet men infer the (reator from the creature; bul
thot Ged witnesses to Himeelf by gliving raln and fruitful
secsons, Seeond, this speech doss not at 2ll say that men
received the wiiness of God in crestionre It rather says the
very cososlte. ¥en had turned tcjuéruacn The fact that s
anostles nreached to them the good nswe that they should
turn (EmoredPecr p210) from the u<r«w to the llviag God is
the aleerest possible indication that a rift exists between
dreator and creatures In faect, all the statements of the
text--that the Gentiles worshiped various delties (Jupiter
and Mersury), that God had up to that time permitted them 1o
wall in thelr own waye, thet He nevertheless had not laft

Wimsolf without witness, end that they were now to turn 0
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the living CGod--irrefutably proglaim that the revelation in
ereation had been srurned. Then why dld the ssostles even
mention the fact that Cod had not left Himself without
witnoss? Fo shov them what the,uxevueéc wag which they had
not aceanted and as & besls for telling them now who the
true God ise.

The longer rersliel to this brief address is St. Paul's

fano

et

ug snasch 8t the Areopagus in Athenss In his dlscuseions
in the moriet and nla conversstlons with the Epleureans and
Stoles lie hnd aroused curlosity by his preaching of Jesus

and the resurrectlon. Thelr inordinate desire for new and
gtronse relliglous information caused ther to take him to the
end to give & full excosition of hls viewss

Although the authentlelty of this speech has often been

@
o
o
o]

cked, even Lake staies that even though he hlmeelf can-
not resch e final decision as t¢ the suthorship, it commends
ilteelf oz 2 genuinely nistorlcal narratiive because of its
gorroct local detalls and ite desoription of the Athenlans
which agrees vory well with the testimony of other writers
of the timeas
The address can be outlinsd as follows: 1) the An-

¥l funesounkt (Ser et moreoripous) and the text (Aprderw

SLake, ops elte, 2123, concludes that thie was not the
hill northweBT ol The Acropolis known as the Aﬂeopagus but
the ccuncil known as the Arveopagues which wes the chiel
police commlasion.

S1013., 208,

E
i
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8:3), vv. 22-03; 2} the wrongness and folly of idolatry:
for God is the Ursator of all things, 24-25, and has made
men to seek Him, 26-27; since men are of the Ysl_ro.s of God,
He cannot be llke a product of humen artifice, vvs 28-29;
3) the eall to repentance end falith in Jesus and the

T

announcanent of tha judgzment and the resurrection; vve 30-32,

[ e ]
3
o

@ following evidences of the literary quallity of this
eddress, in addition to the use of quotations from Greek
noets, show Taul's ability to sdapt himself to a Jentlle
avdlonce: the use of the neuters 8 « « o r0™ 5, Ve 23, and
o Qslor g Ve 29; the uce of st or infreguent compound
perticles of pi g Ve 273 the parancmasia in Gunv k<l Tvonr
Ve 253 frequent alliteratlon; acourmulation of forms or deri-
vatives with mas; repetition of Jr.c’e?rwr {vee 285 275 29)%
the idlomatic phrase vﬁrru'ﬂ¢e{xu9og

The eomparative Si‘WJ“/u""‘"T"P""‘ of 7. 22 18
elative and equivalent to a superlative. It appears that In
iteel? the word 1e neutral in tone color and suggests

neither suorobation nor depreciaztions Its use must he
' 9
determined in each particular context. Here "superstitious
is probebly too strong, but it is probably not neant as

eomplimentery. At beat the word connoles "peliglosity,”

?We shall not concern ourselyes with all ef the numer-
our textunl varlants in this speech, especlally thone of

the Weatern texXts
Bl.ake, ope cite, 209
QA‘ Va
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not "religion."lo The altor inscrlption which Paul quotes
haes causoed a'grant deal of invesdtligation and dlscuesions
It ie true that no investigation has yielded dlscovery of
an actual Athenian altar with this insariptlon.ll Qf course,
the faet Lthat we have ne record Irom antiquity of such an
ingeri-tion ig no proof that t-dis exeet inseristion 4id not
oxiste © o0r «preolrrss ¢uoeMecTe 18 to be translated, "It
18 what you do not know but do worship thet o ."12 Vo 24
is a pertlael quotation of Isalah 42:5. Ve 25, o0d: omo yec-
edr dvlewrwr «TA.  pinds g parallel in the Eniouresn

13

doctrine of the "autarchy" of Gods & noteworthy textual

(S

) s 14 y
variant ie s§ €Evos Ll uuTos IN Ve 260 But ths best

10

3 S
“1?cv the moet gomniete dlscussion of the matter see

ihld., “Note XIX: The Unknown God," V, 240-6, which
uhecusess the heathen anclogies to thls insoription and an-
eient Christlen exergeie wi.ich touches on it. Iske oon-
eludes that the writcer of Acts knew the altars wnich Dio-
gones Laertlius dezcrited as TW meorhkorT/ Gew o which words
may have heen used on indilvidual sltars meaning, "To the un-
Enown God who is concerned 1n the matiers” Aprderw ﬁif
would e a "looss but not very inaccurate peraphrase,” 242,
For a concise summary of the evidence ses Fe Feo Erucel ihe
fete of the Arnostles (London: The Tyndale Press; 1951),
DTre 5%"51

inke, ope glte, 214, although the interpreters differ.

Lakeg 9_?_‘4 Qit.; Iv, 215.

13 : “Di naturs e o
Ianeretius, De Rerum Natwra, 2:650, vom na .
o nihil indiéa néa??i." Cited Dy Holtzmann, ope Sit., 111.

14, 1 {(the ¥western
This readling is found ln Codex Bezeao
text), many unimportant unciale, the Byzantine traditigg;
and the letin trancletion of Irenasus. On the other s ul’
Codlees Sinaiticus, Vaticanus, and Alexandrinus, minuscule
13, other minuscules, and the Vulgate read simply s§ £r0S »
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attested text reads, "He made of one person,” namely, Adam.
In opposition to the Athenlans® theory that the Greeks were
-(:v'ro'h' Beves , Paul stresses the unity of the humen ra.ce.15
Yet hls real ourrose in mentioning thls fact ia to show that
Just as 2ll men have one origin, sc they all have one 5031.16
Retween the one origin and the one goal sach people has its

17

own time and space limitationss The limitations are

imrosed on them to make it possible for them to ssek God.la
This ig & poscibllity because God 18 00 maredr «ms Eves
CkaoTo0 RuGr 22 me iv «irw of ¥e 28 is equivalent to "in
the power of," "by."20 The worde iv «97@ yee GOmér wN«t

Kivodus@u Kt ’sa-,us'r » are probably the work of Eplmenides; a

> 1 SO _
Holtzmann, ope cltes 11ll-4e

-

10Hermann Wolfgang Beyer, Die Apostelgeschichta, in
Deg Neue Testament Deutseh (6. Auilage; ttingen:
Vandenhosck & muprecht, 1951), Ve 107.

1?’:}91"119.93 the meevrrs r«r,uz'rm x.ueaJs of Ve 20 refers
to the Denielic view thet each nation has its own appointed
periOdu Gfa Da-no 8:10 and llk. 21:24. Lﬁkep 9‘.0_. -0_1_-’17..’ 216.

18}393;@, Ope Glte eopetr 5 Ve 27p 1& 2 loose epexegei~
lcal infinitlve, a8 18 probably ««rocrelr OF Ve 265

19Here the idee of immenence is added to that of
divine transcendence, Ve 24. Holtzmann, 0D elt.

20p o e. 217, "Dag 'in ihm? von V. 28, das
nan a.uc‘inaiaf ér'?’gitg%u;‘oh Zhn' tibersetzen annt.ab, hat kei?:en
tiefer mystischen Sinn als eben den echten des w'iﬁaene um
die v811lige Umschlossenheit alles Selns von Gott," Beyery
.9.9_. cit', 108.
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half-mythlicel filgure in Gresk histcry.?l This stetement
Faul substentiates by a direct quotation from the Stolic poet
Aratus’ poem on astronomy, Pheenomena (8« 300 Be Cs), line S,
in order to show the speclisl relationshlp in which men stand
o cham The argument in ve 29 13 that since men are the
Yf'ros of God, ro 85Tor connot be like sold or silver o
soulpture, which are the produst of human skill and belong
to a diffevent rslros .

"he trensitlion to the third section of the speech is
formed by Taul's declaration thet Gcd hae overlocited the
times of ihelr «profes (2f, Acte 14:16 and Romens 3:25,

Sk rhr ﬂeiefo',r Twy TTeof s Y"’""’“"’ i/"‘er"/"zrwr tv.7a &'.7{5
100 Bde  od now wishes to forgive the past, and that nesns
2lec the zreat and glorlious pest of the Greeks.% How is
the 4ime of decieion: eoither for the living Cod or sgalnst
Hime 7Tiis God will met er e/ & Spwrr o The judguont by

P 3] <2
the Man whom God hao set spart for ithat purpose is "a Judg

ment of the world in righteousness” (Faalme 96:13 and 9816).

Ploce Laka, ope Oite, Vs "Note XX: ‘vour own FPostsy'”

Vy P46-51, for the rather compligated discussion of SouUrce.
¥or & good, ocneise summary of the evidence, see Bruce, ORe

Bits, Do 238,

=2 $ a2t the
The Tirss 0F To 28 may indicate elther that
suthor intended to refer to both the preceding (npimeni%g:%
and the following (Arstus) quotations, or that he n;c:rs s
the words in the latter h:d been used slso by Glaaxige
hie "Eymn to Zeus," line 4e Lake, ope Glte, 1V, 215
23
Inide

24B-ay‘er, ons Gltes 108.
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The et thet thia Judgment € le“w""n willl e effected
by “hrist, who has been ralsed from the desd, v. 3lb, now
calls for {alth and creates the possibility of repentance
end new 1ifa,23
Cur eonclusiocus a8 to the possibility of & "matural

"

theology  In this psssacge are gimilar %o thoge which we drew
from 14:15-17, for this passage 18 only a fuller development
of the earlisr speech. %The fact thet Ged made 211 men that

they mizhi seek Hi . find Him and that He ig nearer to

et
©
=
=8

each one of ue than own inner consciousnses 1s nct

%

coumterbalanced by Peaul with the conelusion that therefore
2ll men percelve MUim in the creations ©On the contrary,
thoush God hee slven men the posslbility to seek and {ind
¥im, man has done vrecligely the onnosite. e has turned his
worship to images and idols devised by hls own artifices
The very foot, emain, that Paul preaghes usrirecw ﬁreﬂuuﬁuseﬁ
thet men are turned awey from Gods The very fset that the
Men whom God ordained is risen from the dead presupcoBes
the fect thet Tle cams to turn men lu thelr -’trvo"-t back to
Gode

Pefore we turn to dhe examination of the speciflc
"natural theology” and Natural Law passages in Homans, ve
oughi te devote some stbtentlon to Faul's teachling about
réuos « Tver since Origen the opinlon hes been eurrent in

the Ohurch that Teul meant to indloate the Mosale law by his

*O1pid., 109
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use of the artlcle with voues and that the anarthrous Paul-
ins usege of réues posits & genersl Moral law, thet is, that
moral @ectlon of tho Heosale law--the Ten Commendmente~-which
ie known by all peorles outelde of Israslt in other words,
the Watural laow, 20

In order to understand Paul'’s usage of roiuoes we rust
study the moaning of the Hebrew word Torah (791f) and the
usage of rdues in tne Septuagint, which translated the
former with the latter. The original idea of the word
Toreh is that of a divine suthority; whether tlat be in
legel, cultic, political, or other forms, WFrom this orligin-
2l root the meaning brenchsd out in iwo directions: 1)
Toroh cnme to be the expression for the cultlic instruction
of ths srieste (Hage 2:1L, Mal, 2:167Ff), and 2) canme to mean
"instruction” in general, especially in the book of ¥roverbse
In Deutercnomy the meaning tends to becgome more restricted
to the idea of & written law, but neverthelees the note of
"instructlon” remains. In the later Pselms and in Chronic~
les the entlre Pentateuch is meant by _’_I;q_z;@'_h‘.e? in rabbin-
ieal Judaism Jorsh means onlefly 21l the Mosaio law as lowe

Torah aleo is used for the Desalogue, and also means all of

26y wWilliam Sendey and Lpthur Ce Eeadl&m, A Sritical snd
E‘%"et" ca.-. Commentary on e.ha E’Jiotlﬁ'} 4o the homens, in the
: 8. uri ticel U Tory  (New York: charies

Eseribner'a Gon8, Nele s Do 5 .

) walter Gutbred, “Nomos," Iheologischos wtiﬁerbueh
Zur Neuen '.I‘estamant hoy: ‘uaa,ag’eben von Gerha Kittel
{(Stuttzort: Fr"ag,von 7, Tohlhemmer, Reds)s IV, 1037=0e
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the Pentateuchs In most cases 1t is di7Tloult to distingulsh
betweon Toreh ns "law" end as "Pontateuch." Haterdally,

e

Torak wescnez "law" by addressing itself to the humen wills

The extra-entatsuohal books of the Cld Testament wers
regarded ag valid and cuthoritative only in so far as they
explnin the Torah {(Pentateuwsh)s God Himself is viewed as
bovnd to the Torshe Blnce the purpose of the Torsh 1s to
show mon that way of life by whieh he can gein God's approval,
and slnce zan cen have life only by doing the Jorah, the
study of casulstry becomes impartaﬁtaes At the time of th
translation of the Septuagint the Hebrew word Torsh had
eequired this meaning, ©0 that the word rowes in the Septua-
gint alwaye neens Torsh in the semse that the rabbls gave

e

.
hie

., then, ie the basle meaning of rouss for Faul:

e

Toreh as the nost-exiliic rabbis interpreted it. Furthermore,

a number of examnles show that for Paul there was no distine
otlon between roues and S voues ¢ In Rom. 5:13,20 enarthrous
vouos must refer to the Mosale law, whioh entered ths world
ot a sartieuler times In Gels 3123, 24 first riuos ig used

and then $ rowes s With no dlstinctlon in meaninge The

28 pid., 1046-51

23 h1d., 1039-40s
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seme phenomenon occurs in Rom. 2:23.30 The lagk of distinot-
lon botwoen the two e porhaps most readlly asparent in Rom,
2:11l2-14, where those who are ¢r vduw ave obviously Jews, who
have the fosale Tow, wherens ri uy viuer iyorre are the (8w
Hevertheless, these who do not heve voues do by nature 7«
TOS rouev 931 “aul hed good precedent for the anerthrous
use of vouos in the Sentusgint. In most pleaces Torah refer-
ring to the Mosale low Lo translated 6 rouss o But viuos

32

occure in many nloces.

30;-;‘1:3,@—.:;’-& Grafe, Die Paulinische Lehre vom Gesetz nach
den vier Ppuptbrlefen Zwelte vorpessertie Aﬁ?‘f&ge; el e
vurg 1, B, und Lelozig: Alndemische Verlagsbuchhandlung vom
Je Co ¥o Mohr (raul Siebsck), 1893), nbe 4=5.

31"5:’,;1 besahten let dieser Tatbestand [i.:a,-, that anar-
throus vdues does not mean "a" law whereas ¢ riues would be
"the" law] stwe vel der Auslegung vom R 2, 12 £f. Srec ir rduw
Wuderor aind nleht eolehe, die unter Vorhandenseln ir- -
gend elnes helleblgen Gesetzes haben, sondern sind, im Go-
gensatz zu denen, dle Arduws Jueeror (Vo 12a), Leute, die
des elne pdtiliche Cesels kamien u. dogh sitindigten. Die
Feliden 1 2: 141 vduor uy fyorrss 5 kennen dec bestimmte
8te liche fGegetz nlchits. Flr den Cesichtskrels des Pls gab
o8 wohl kein Volk, das nleht irgend ein Gesotz, wemn nicht
ger eln rel sanktioniertee Oeseln hatte. Wenn diese Helden
von Netur, dh also chne das effenborte Gesotz su kennen, Ta-
ten Wollbringen, die von diesem gevoten sind, damn sind sie
demilt fxvrols roumos 3 plieh selbst nieht "ein® Gesetz, son-
dern ‘dos' Gemeis,  Wirde hisr roxes ohne Artk eine Verall-
semelinerung des Cesetzesbexriffs ln sich sehlieasen, 8o
Tiole der Cedenlengang suseinander,” Gutbrod, ops Sits, 1062.

32}?01' paasages in which voxes ig used hoth with and
‘__car}’l.tzzmlt the article cf« Joshe 8:331; 32, 343 J?si lig;erg.ggx‘.
4114153 Dan. 9:11. Jesus Sirach uges romos 1n i
to the Eﬂ-:ésaic Law *.-:i;,hout the article: 19:18, 21:11, 31:8,
32:1, 35:15, 23; 36123 45117, See especially 3613 for
both with and without artleles Grafe, ops Gite, PPe 6-Te
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Paul never uses viues In the plural, as did Hellemistis
Judalem, since unot every moral or scolal=-political regimen
of a peocnle hes for him the charaster of the vouss .33 Thus
Paul by remes and § romos momng the Law of Moses. "Das
mesalache Cesetz ist dan gdittliche Gesetz schlechthin, also
das allgama.’ma.“% Of courses in Rom. 2:20 £f., 77, and
1318 7., vewos is equivalent to the Desalogue, but Paul
males no fumdamental dlfferentiation between the Decalogue
and the remaining 014 Testament law materiale35 However,
Paul's usase of vdues differs from that of the rabbis in

thl

i

s that Cor Paul vemes ig g living will which demands the
actions of men, and so one "does" the law (Roms 2125, ef.
Gales 5:3 and 6:13)s Above 8ll, Paul sees in the lLaw the
living, demanding will of ded; the Lew is not an abstract
prineinle betwsen man and God, to which God is bound. Thus
the law ppeaks (Rom. 3:19)3 it works (Roms 4:15); it has
power (fome T:l)s One could even say that voues 18

eaulvalent to (God ng He reveals Himseolf in the Lawe

313 Rome 5:13, 14 Poul says that viues @Gid not exlist
between the time of Adam ond Mosese This shows that the
only viues Taul kmew was the Hosalo codes

Daﬁmfag DDe Clle, De He

LR ' 1eo true that at

Guibrod, one @lte, De 1061, It i8 aleo tru

timos vewos mesns LOF Faul the rentateuch: Gale 4127, 19(1
Gore 14:%4, Home 3321, In 1 Core 14:21 vouos 1B even used
for the entire ¢ld Testament. In Rome 3127, T2, 234 73
82, 9:31 vomes hnes the meaning of "norm". Crafe, OD. gltey
PBe T=lle

35Gutbroé, one 8ite, 1046130

v g
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Finelly, “eui does not distinguish in his usage of
vomos betwesn an ethicel core and the ceremonisl husks. For
Paul the whole Mosale law wes given in all ite parts by God
(dule 2:12-15, 3:10, 5:3)037

We now turn to the oonsideration of the two great
"natural theology" ond Netural Law sassages in fHomans. .'zfe
begin with Romens 1:18 £f¢ In vvs 16 and 17 Paul had
ammowneed ihe thene of the Enlatlew=that in the Gospel the
righteousnaess from Cod is revealed, imew«dimrera: , from
falth for falth., But Paul esn speak of the revelation of
the righteousness of God only when he et the same time
proelaims thot the wreth of Gody spyy Osed o 18 revealed rfrom
heevsn against 2ll yngodliness and wickedness of men. The
rig;hteeusnéssbf Ged is revealed, for (r.’ec) the wrath of God
is revealed, Ye can summarlze the thoughfof 1:18-32 thus:

ls God's wrath iLs revesled from heaven againet the

ungodlinese and wickedness of men, ve 18
2¢ Thigz zotlion of God's is justified, because men have

e s

the truth but suppress it by thelr wickedness, Ve 18bs
3s  Thig truth,rs prwerer 7Tod Se0d  , God Himself has

revealsd to them, Ve 19

4 This revelstory process is mediated by the Toth puure g -

the thinge whigh God hop modes Through these mecjusr«
men can sradn (veelwcr« ) God's eternal power and

delty, Ve 208,be :

Se éz’:ﬁ haa uﬁmiawkahly revealed Himself ln the
areation for this express ourpose, that men might be
without excuse, Ve 200s _

6« That men a:'e without excuge ils shown hy the fast
thet although they knew God (from fils Uroff barung),
they did not glorify and thank Hlm 28 ¢ pre-
sucposition being that to ¥now God is to acknowledge
Him as sovereign lord)s On the contrary, although t.hgy
had Gedfe light, trey deliberately darkened thelr minds

37Grafe, ODe 0ltss DPe 11~-12.

0L iy

Tir
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and made themselves foolish, vve 21, 22,
Te ‘They showed this by giving the glory they owe to
lmmortal Cod to imeses representing creatures, v. 23,
s Therzlfore Cod's wrath delivers them over to per-
verslons, vv. 24-27, and to all manner of perssnal and
goolal vwiokednoss, vve 28«31, '
The faot thet nmen delibverately turn away froan God 18 re-
1aforeed in ve 28 {kw8ls odix iSowimucur Tor Otor Syeor v
) / ’ :
triprwoee }. and thet they are 1*’-&7"’)"/"1""‘ is gesled in

Vo 5Pa

Thus when one sees the Mull sweop of the namsage and
does not siuply concentrate on ¥We 19-20 stripped of their
sontext, one can roolise the faot that '?é.ul here tenches no
"natureal theology" in the semse in which we nave alraady
defined it. “oul does not deny thet Cod 1s known by mens
However, men do nobt agguire this kmowledge by themselves, by
thelr own ocowers of speculation. It is God Himself who
vreveals il «idios dovamis K<t O<eovns 46 mene Pubt men have
deliverately, knowingly porverted thie revelation of God and
worslhined the ereature rather than the Creator, v 25. It
is truo thot Cod »eanad over this humen perveralon of His

38 .
revelation in the time before Christs But now that Carist

has gone ond God's righteousness hes been revealad, His

3801\- Actg 12316 snd 17:30 snd the gxgositiar} above }m
DPe 14,28, Also fSome 3125, eis LvSec§iv 7y Siwwtoaorys «om
§|i T‘;r W,Eesq-,y 7-,:',,, -f/ud@T.?/,q.e'LWV éy ":‘lﬂ Jro;f‘q v 3590 °
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wrath lashes ocul over godless mengsg
Of course, 1t is true that vvs 19-20 bear a good desl
of regenblance to perallels from Hellenistioc and Jowlshe
Hellenistic ohllosophleo-religious writings, partieulerly to .
the proofe for ihe ekistence of God {from design or the

analogia ontls) in these writinge. Many comentetors there- .

forae asrort thet “aul here horrows from the Arlstotelian,
Héllen;‘v.:s-tin, and Jewish-Heollenlstis sourses and recognizes
the valldity ef Greek "natural theology." Sanday end Head-
lam state that ve 20 18 the "argun;zent from the nature of the
ercated world to the character of lis ﬁ,uthor-i"4o tne of the
Praguentiy elted purallels in the Apogrypha is Wiedom of
Solomem 1%:1,5: Mirdcor mir piap mirres drBpwmo Pore, ois

/ 1
Tw@Rr Tov Srre oUre Tols fepels TeocTixyorTes $WEprwa<r Tor Tey-
-~ & ‘
YiThr... ix l"le ,ugr{ fovs Kat KxAdovys knr/u.imr -(.V-L)urws o
rww,auprés woTwy  Bswpelree,
A1 :
Sandey ond Feadlem  also quote & gontence of Fseudo-Aris-

totle, = Stole of the first centwry after Christ, whlech is

2 '
geen in nesrly every commentary on the subject: « e wenros

39G‘f. clinther Bornksmm, "Dle Offenbarung des Zormes
Gottes," Zeltashrift fHr dle neutestementliche Wissenschafl,
AXXIV 119‘5?)";’"23?62, eonecinlly 2 ERnbe, WOere LL .8 con=

s ! A
oluecively sucun that the revelation of the opyn Oeov is mob

8 timalsks, enpeins sstien hut €@ esschatologlcel e.vant‘t.':mt
projecte itself lnto this, the indzelt, now that Christ has
coma., e Tt

40_(&2- Qit-, Ne 431

41

Ihid.

-
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am’ LUTRY Ty ’{erwr Osweel 7o Lé 0;,'5] pgm. 6 O B
Dodd.i!'g commenta: “There ie no other passage where Paul go
explicitly recogznizes 'matural religlon® es & fundameniel
tralt of human natuwres” ". ¢ o the oreated yniverse offers
sufficlent eovidenco of ita ‘dlvine Originael.'” Faul flthaus,
too effirme that Faul's oleture of heathanigz wae influenced

)

- - - - - é‘ - - L
not cnly by the o0ld Testanmt B out also by ilellenlstlic

h,

L

gudasiam, whiech in turn had aksorbed dlements ¢f Stolaitnm.
Heng Liotznonn alse lists & munber of parallels from Flatog
2y 1
“D

Philo, Cicero, otos
In his rrevicsusly mentlonecd essay Glnther Borniwzs
delineates that shain of thought ia the Hellenlatic and
Jowlsh~lelleniatic philosophiecsl wrliters which geems to
resemble thint of Paul's argumonistion. There ere four
stepss TFirasi, the structure of the world csuses man to ask

about ite srentor end by his reds %o deduse the creator's

42 ’ st
The Evpistle of Peul to Lhe Henens, in The Hoffett Hew
Pestement, Gornentary (New York and Lomdon: Herpsr anc
Brothers ULLLohors, NeGe)sy Do 20e

h= e
“Por v. 23 sec Pe. 106:20; For ve 21 sec Jere 2t5e

R SR )
Der Triof an dis PAumer, in Des Neue Testanent
Deutsoh (6. vorbssserte Aurisge; ocbseingen: vandenhosak
& Ruprecht, 1949), VI, 17«

5y oupt ry Taulus, in Eendbuch
DLz vier Heuptbriofe des Apostels Taulug, in ,
zun Neuosw [eatament |\ MUoingen! %eria yon Je Ce Be HODD
(Caul Slobeahy. 1010), III~l, 8« The latest editlon of ?w
Handbugh, which deoubtlegs contains a fuller gollection o
parallols, wap not availlable to mes AS & paralleol to"’lato’a
of Ve 20 Lietzmamm llsts tho rollowingmfromsa, :
R?publio (VI, 507:6)¢ r-z‘/‘.;r Sy spac b P prsv, rotichat ov,

¥
53 e L i(a) J
Tt S S’.{.‘: :.S;’a.s vosia Ot }‘-S’V, oe¢r.19c(( §’ov.
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power from the glory of his wnrk,“s This step corresponds
with Rom. 1:20. ZSecond, this Imowledge of tho ereator dces
not meen cnly ths theoretical scknowledgment of the exist~
enge of a Tirst ceuse, but also carries with 1t a lmowledpe
of the vemos «~corrossonding with Rome 1:21, yvevres rov 8sor
and 1:32, T Stkalwpma T00 B507 e provTes .47 Third, there=
Tore an ohedient 1life and the worshin of God belong to the

true lnowledsme of the oreator (Rome 1:21; ooy os Owor ¢855-

he
4“390 the paralleles quoted on p. 28 aboves OFfs 2lso

thilo, D¢ Speclellbus legibus I, 35: "For none of the works
of bhuman art is ﬂei?amace, and the highest art and knowledse
is ghown n this universe, so that surely it hes been wrought
by one ol ewxcellent knowledge and absolute perfesction, In
this way ve Lirve galned the conception of the existence of
God." Theme snd ithe following translations of Philo are

those of the Loeb Clessical Librarys

2

¥7fhila§ De rroomiis ot Poeniss 41-43: “Othors again
who have hod the sirength through knowledge to envisage the
Maler and uler of all heve in the common phrase advenced
from down to up. Matering the wordd as into a well-ordersd
Cliy o « o otruck with adniration and astonishment, they ar-
rived at 2 concention according with what they beheld, that
surely all these beauties and this transcendent order has
not core inte being sutomatleally but by the handiwerk of
en arcritect and world maker; also that there must be &
providence, for it is & lew of nature that & maker should
take cars of what hos besn made. « « These no doubt arse
truly admirable npersons and suserlor to the other claseess
They have ~s I sald advanced rom down to up by 2 sort of
ledder nnd by reason and reflection happily inferred tha
Greator Trom His works." Also De Opifioclo Mundl, 3¢ His
[oses’] exordlium, &8 1 have 8aid, 46 one that oxeites our
admirvation in the highest degres. It conslsts of on ac-
aount of the creation of the world, implying that the world
is in hermony with the Law, and the law with the woprld,
and thot tho man who observes the Law is constituted thore=-
by o loyal citizen of this world, regulating his doings by
the nurbose and will of Nature, in accordancs with which

=

the entire world itself alsc ie administered."
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) iZX“€/}770dV' Yo Pourth, the refusal of ths true
knovledge of God leads te idol worship and a dissolute life
(Rome 1:2% ££.).0

GFf eourse, averyone aduite that the uliimete presuppos-
ltions of the Hellenlstic theoingy are at varlieance with those
of Yauls The god at vhom one arrived by traveling ke 70 Ber e
Lvw is the 1ife nrineinle of the world, the viues wxecrss 4
the living rowor whieh 1s preised with wonderment and awe
appreeching eesinsye Furthermors, the Stolc view hos it
that when man cones 10 knoyg@oﬂ and the Lew, he comes to the
inowledge of himself, which means that mén nerges himself
with the harrzeny of the "A11," For Philo, the Ftole Suodo-
yoopirws 714 fovet §ir  hag its Tides in communion with
God, in the é};p)ort’oa Tor ;e.n.} ﬁllol’ 73.:;5«15. Gonsequently,
1dol worshis =nd immorality are the result of & lack of
"underatanding” =nd "mowing" God. Thus in the Jewish-
Hellenlsetlc view the alm of philesophico-religious teaghlng

i8s tc leed mon Trom ignorence to the true knowledge of him-

48 - > . ® ey 156

“hilo e Onificio Mundi, 172: He that has begun
by lsarning %&éﬁ@'%ﬁ?ﬁﬁE’ﬁi?ﬁ"ﬁiﬁ underatanding rather than
with his hesring, and hes stemped on hie soul impressions
of truth go morvelons ond priceless, both that God is end is
from eternity and thet He that really is is One, snd thatl
Ho hns m-de the world end has mede it one world, unlque 28
Himself ls unique, end that He ever exercises forethought
for ils orention will leed a Life of bliss and blessedness,
besause he hes a chapaoter moulded by the truths that plety
and holiness enforce,”
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self and of the divine eoamas,49
Prom this explicatlion of the ultimete presupnoslitions

of that otoin of fecote in Jewish-Hellenistlc literature

which seone fto be simllar to St Faul's cheln of argumentat-
ion in Romong we can now point out sharply the besiec cleav~
eges bebtwoen the Teuline and the Fallonle-visdom pattern of
thought. Flraot, 1t 1s the purnose of the Hellenlstic~Jdewleh
theolegy to break down the irrwvf* of men and to swaken in
men the Imowledge of God which they already have in prineiosle.
Thie ie done hy megns of the arpgument from design and the

anslogle entls, which ia one of the deoislve polnts in the

philosonhilico-rellglous literature of Hellenlstie Judalam.
But for "gul the knowledge of God ie not a possibllity open
to man, o choose for or decide against as he pleases, bub
1t is the iuemorable reality under which the whole world
stonds. "Hleht die dprweiw 80 igt dos Zelchen der gott-
losen wWelt, sondern das Wissen um Gott."go Since thoe know-
ledze of God is 2 demending reslity for all men, Paul does
not at 211 ecnges: himself with the question of how this
knowledge eomes inio being. le does nct find the reason for
the revalation of the Creator in this, that the cosnos i8

the ¢lwdr OF God Fimself, but in that God has so willed 1t:

#gThis paragraph 1s a summary of Eorniamm, QBhueitéﬁ_
245-8, wisdom 13 also contains statements on the oo
ness of ldol worship snd the judgment of God whiceh 191
Vielted on the heathen in the very midst of thelr ido
worsghlp.

50

Bornlamm, 00e Clbes 249

m————-
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6 Bsss pug «omls Efuriowser 5 e 19. The faot thet God's
invieible quallities are glearly perceived in the things
that are made does not point to & speculative deduetion on
men's pert but only the recognition by man of God's power
and delty which are mediated through the TrOU;ﬂd.ToL .51

Second, 1t ls significant hat Wisdom 13:6 ££f, hesit-
ates between exonerating and blaming the heathen for going
aétray in their search for Gods At any rate, their error is
one of intellect and judgment, which was to begin with onm
the right track. But Faul does not see the reanson for men's
godlegeness in that they erred in knowledge but in this,
that men fell away Trom (God although they knew Himy prorTss
Tov Gsor o Thus Uaul frees the arguments and concepts waich
he has taken Srom contemporery philosophy and theology from
the presus-ositions of Greel thought and applies them in a
manner that 1= completely unlaues Thils is elear also from
the fagt thot, in sdditlon to Stole words and eoncepts, 1:18

52
ff. 1 filled with specifically 0ld Testament concepise

Sl'lhe word veosmsro doed not connote "the eyes of under-

atanding" in the Tlatonic sense. Paul does not speak of
Platonie Ideas but of events and phenomena which God's power

causss, Adolf Sehlatter, Gottes Cerechtigkelt: Ein Commen=
tar zum Rémervrief (Stuttgart: dalwer Vere!nsbuﬁﬁﬁe.ﬁarui_g.
57, Ds BH. 566 also the comments of Anders Hygrenty LERS

_'mienﬁar¥ on Romans, translated by Carl C. Rasmussen rhil-
elnhiat  Tuhlenberg Yress, 0,1949),; ppe 102=0.

S b Ol g vy 208 drirars edle | (ac rods )y Ve 23
& KT iass ve 25 [not meyrims 5 Wisdon 17:1 or pevscioveros
13:5); it v:raa previougly montioned,; De 22, ua\a.t ogg’c:l.in oid
Testament pzessages sounded through 1:2), 23, 25« kamm,
OD» mtp 250=1.
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The statement of Bormkamm ls significant:

Micnt um die Gotteserkenntnis sls Frage und erschliess~
bare lbzlichkelt geht es ihm, sondorn um dle Prage, ob
diese Erienninls bewHhrt sel (1:28), ob die Wahrheit
Gottes Wohrhelt geblieben und ihr Maght gelassen sel
(1:1&, 25)« So geht es ihm Rme 1:18 £f also gar nicht
ur dle Enthilllung des gbttlichen Seilns, sondern um die
Aufdeckung der menschlichen Existenze Diese 1st in
Grunde verkehri,; well der Menaseh Gott nicht gedankt und
ihn nicht geprdeseén hat; darur ist ihr Herz der Bitel-

keit der Godanken und dersginatemls des unverstindigen
Herzens verfallen (1:21).

& third dlfference lles in the positions teken by Fhilo
and Taul as tc the place of thanksgiving and pralse to God
in the religious 1lilees ¥hllo holds that preise of God 1ls the
finel stege ol religlosity to which man can attaine The ég-
opmodopnTines Teomos ig completed in eestasy. Bub sly«eco-
TeTr  and Sof«{zv for Paul are the practical implementat-
lon by man of hls knowledge of Gode

A fourth difference lies in the attitudes of Faul and
the Jewish-Hellenistic writers toward heathen idolatrys The
Hellenletic eriticlism ealls heathen idolatry foolish because
it ie unressonoble. Bubt Paul sees the error of idolatry and
polytheiem in this, that they are the result of men's rebel-
lion ageinst God. Deceuse man has rebelled against GCody he
makes the eresture Creator and the Oreator oreature, rom
this also comes the anarchy of thelr moral 1life. Alt.hough
men changed the truth of God into a lle, nevertheless the

truth of God remains standing over egainst the world. It is

B 1v1d., 251
54

Ibids, 252

e et .

1
i
i
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glear, then, that Yeul does not sneak of the truth of God in
order to lead men to strive for 1t, for it is the very truth
of CGod which delivers men over into thelr own smelf-chosen
perversions Paul's preschment of the revelation of God in
oreation is the assurance that man is completely 1051'.-5 2

We hove alresdy had ceccosion in our investigetion of
Paul's uze of voues o touch upon Romane 2:14—16.56 In the
first ehapisr Taul had lashed out at the godlessBness and
ldolatry of theo heathen Gentiles. In chapter two he direots
himsel? to an imegined Jewlsh edversary who prides himself
on his inclusion within the chosen peowle snd his knowledge
of the Torahe In the Tivet eleven verses Paul shows that
such pride is out of place, since God will render to every-
one sccording to his works (ve 6); for there is no partial-
1ty befors Zod, vve 10-1ls Vve 12-16 moke this pronounce-
ment more exnplicit and concretes ¥hat counts in the final
Jjudgment Lo whethor people~-Jews or Greeks--have "dome" the
Lawe Only the doers of the Law will De nronounoed righteous.

Mere ianstructicn in end lnowledge of the Torah meane nothing

Cfa above, De 24
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(s 12414) 7
Vvs 14 =nd 15 show why Feul can include the Gentiles
under the category of mewnrai rduov ¢ "When the Gentiles who
have not the law do by nature what the Law requires, they
ere e law to themselves, even though they do not have the
€6ry ip onarthrous becsuse Paul ls not making e

59 g/Td r nsans

eategorical statement about all Centiles.
"whenever.” Thue Yaul is positing a limited fulfillment of
the Lew by the Gentiles. Ve have already seenso that the
first three usages of riwes in this passage do not refer to
some genersl "moral lew" but to the ¥osale Torgh. But a
great many exnositors see Faul adopting the Stole idea of
Ratural law in this peassage because of the words cﬂu'vu and
£wuTels €TV rouos {also wru’o‘qws in ve 15)s So, for

oxampls, Lietzmann, Althaus, Sanday and Heedlem, and Dodd.

Althaus'® remark is typical: "Es givt dort [.‘un Holdentum ]

570. Hs Dodd, ope. git., notes that scme trends in popu=~
lor Judaism held that 1t vas sufficlent to lnmow the lawe
"Mie rebbis discusssd whether the 'heering® or the 'dolng
of the law were more important. One rabbl ls quoted as
saylug, '"IT thou wilt hear” [Exod. 15:26] is the most
universal rule, in which the whole law is contained' (Rab-
bl Flessar of Modi'im, quoted by Strack-Billerveck on this
pasgsage)., Dut orthodox Pharliselsm unhesltatingly gave
Taul's ansewer to the question: ‘Not leami‘ng_ is the Leader
into ‘eternal 1life, but doing is the Leader (rabbig}o"
sommentary on Leve 1834, quoted by Strack-Blllerbec Je

Cfs also Viedom 15:1-2 and 123112,
58Revisad Standard Verslone
g&anda.y and Headlam, ODs Glle, De 59e

socf. above, De 24e
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einen natﬂrlighon Teieb sum Guten, der suf ein 'Naturgesetz'
zurﬁekwelst,"Ol in 2dditlon to the passages desling with
Natural Lavw whlch we have already cited, it micht Le useful
to add the following:

The eultlvatold and free-minded men will so behave as

belnge.p law to himselfs Aristotle, Hicomachesn &
1128.67 : » Hicomschesn Zthics,

« ]
0

Chryslppus says! v pee forir £opscr s stuf-uom;n,s <Adny “e-
21

3 . \ () ~ -
x.}r 008’ AAny yersoiv n 7ar }kl 700 An;.s.xdg v ix Ths Kocry
Poecws. iv7ei Osv e 60, ndr 78 ToU o Tov Tov sexyAr fystv, si

) -

wEtAdopmsy 7/ s90elr meet X puBlr ki Kukxav.’

Flutarch, De Stolcorun Rerugnantia.

Lex est rotlo summa insita in natura, quae iubet ea

quae facl _cz-mi.a'mmg#pmhlbetque contraria. Clecero, De

Legibus, I, 6:18,
However, in my oplnion, it is golng entirely too far to
squeeze {rom 2:14 a developed "matural theology" or Natural
Lawe, In the Tirst plase, the entire panthelstlc world view
of the fiolce, ascording to which deyes § duois 3 vopuos 3 vels o
and God blend inte ons another 1mper-oe;:t'.ib1y,- is forelipgn to
Paul's “ebrew concent of God, meny and the world. In the
second ploce, Paul eould well have consciously or unconscious=—
1y borrored the Stolc word #orec and yet filled 1t with
his own thought, so that Pioec can mean simply that Gentiles

do what the 'foreh_ requires by virtue of what they find in

6192. Cltey Do 21,

5201—t.ed by Doddy ope Glte, Pe 36. He in turn quotes
1t from Wettotoin..

szcit_ed by lietzmann, ope Sltey Do 14,

64Ih.‘ui..
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In the third place, Paul's statement that the

thenselves,
Geatiles who Qo what the law requires ape éxvrels -Va'/‘as is o
paradoxical statemsnt, since he at the same time maintaing
that they do not have the lawe I interpret this fourth
vopes in v3 14 to mean thisi “Although the Gentiles, wio do
what the Low reguires do not have the Law, nevertholess, as
far as they are gonceraned, they are the Law for themsslves.”
Thet 18, when they do what the lLav requires, they are the
LW.GG

The latercretation of verge 16 poses a dAifficult nrob=-

lem, for it iz not olear with which preceding verse this

=
“For this interpretation of Pirec sse Sehlatter, ops
8ltes Po S0« The following remarks are also pertinent: —
TDio berlogung, auf welehs ¥Welse dieser Yeide dazu kommt,
Gottes Villen zu erfliillen, lliegt bhier ferne. Durch das Pice:
Ve 14, coll cinfach Testgenageli werden, dass dle Erfllllung
nicht cul dem ez des geoffenbarten Mosolschen Gesstzes,
sondern azufl irgend eilnem ondern YWeg geschiehts Aber ge-
rade dleser andere Wez 1st nicht in elne Systematlk ltzinei'n-
zupreasgen, weder in eilne Systematik der 'matiirlichen' noch
olner ’antinatiirlicnen’ Theologle,® gmsuan uﬁguisrihr%%g
Gegatzeclchre des “culus nech ihresm Ursprun »
Entfaltuns: GarioLlont  (ZUPLoR:  Svangelischer Verisg he Ge
Zollikon, 16411, ©9s 38-9,

66, . 'y elde] iat auch
Sohlatter, one olts, D« 90¢ "Er [der Helde
nicht il f:.adere’o?’.%r war #fr alle das Gesetz, scndernm nur
tllr sich. #Hr sich selbst aber ist or es wlrklichi da er
sioh mit dem gBttlichen Willen o einigt, dass er ihm ge-
norehts" OFfs slso Maurer; ops Cltsy Pe 39, and Nygreu, Eaith
¢its, Dpe 123-4: “"¥hen he [the heathen] acis in harmony wIt
e lew, nis coliderity with the law 1g fully certifieds I
could not be said better or more Torcefully then Paul does:
He 18 2 law unto himself, Thet is not in the Jz2est to say
that he hag the law, Peul speclfically says he doos no?
have 1%, and that eo insistently that he does so twlce 1:11
verse 14 slone. Nor is Paul epeaking of a law written i
the heart; for then the heathen would indeed have the ’
and that in a more intimaote way than the Jow has 1%




29
degeription of the Tinal judgment by Ohrist is to be token.
Many exvositors connest Ve 12, of mommed voluov , diresotly
with ve 16, ¢r § 7umiex 7/ o Tnis solutlon, of course,
leaves vve 14 and 195 dengling in the pire It seenrs dlffiocult
to gonnect v. 15 with v. 18, since 18 anpoars to refer to
actions going on at the vresent time {crSeixvvrmut, couu<e-
TopedTns o etCs Jo You I believe the best solution lies in
taking them togethare The Gentiles will do these thingp—-
theee things will come to light--on the day of judmment
through Ohrist Jesuse The elmirss  of ¥ 15 i8 2 "relative
of quality" denoting tho specific antecedent {i.e., those
Gentiles who dc what is required by the Lew) and glving a
causnl tone to ve 15, The Gentlles are the law to themselves
elnece they shiow Torth the work of the Law written on their |
hearts » » « on that ﬂ&ygﬁ? It 1s to be gorefully noted
that Peoul docy not eay that the Law is written on their

hearts; he rather says thet the work of the Law ia written,

This feper doss not mean the "effeet of the law" or the
"trace of the law,” but the "ecncrete, specifie work demanded
by the Law in 2 particular situat.ion."ss Again it ie to be
rememboered that the entire point of departure in this con-

text is that the doing of the Law by the heathen 1s contrast-

67Cfo

68
Ofs Schlattor, ope Shles Do 0o "what is written in

them says: 'Do this: work. '

Sanday and leadlam, 02 Oltes De 46e
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ed with ths lmowladge of ths Lew by the Jw.ég Thie phrase
is eonvineing oroof that Paul dld not have in mind the Stole
Haturel Law. ©ince Tor "sul and the other writers of the
Bible God Ls the living, ever-sotive God, the re-m”'*' does
not refer to s2ne timeless ;principie which 18 inserived "by
neture” or "by birth" on the heing of men. Rather, it is
God Himself who has written the ;'er" 720 rduev on man's
heart. Thus, the Uentlile ‘ves not draw on some abastract
meral princlnles when confronted by the necessity of an
ethlcal chalcee, but God Himself has wriitien on his heart
what he ghould do in thet pertieular situation, It should
aleo be noted that the 'E"pyor 700 viumev ig Fexm ror 2r -r-c?;
K< Siwis , not on the veds or the imo-r';',uv; + In faet, it is
not surpriging that it is the xweS/« ip whieh Cod's will is
witnessed to the heathen, for in Elblieal usage the heart ls
the invost vart of man end the polut from which springs hils

70

action, weeSie and "men" cannot be sevarated. If the

g(’Y‘”’ is written on the eSSl , this meens that man as &
whole, from inside out,; &s called upon to do God's will,

The genitive absolute of ve 15b,0 deseribes in detail
what happens when that which is writtien on the hearts of the
Gentlles begones nanifests According to one luteroretation,
e eumuvpropoioys wbridr 745 auredyrews meens that the

———

BNygren, one clte, Pe 124,

7°For thie and the Cfollowing sentences I am indebted to

¥eltsr Gutbrod, Dio Feulinische Anthropologle (Stuttgart=
Berlin: ¥, Kohlharmor VoDPlog, 403%)s Pe (e
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santioted
ocnaaience of the Gentiles hears witness to and pubs

71 no £ind
the work of the Law written in the hearte Those ‘fﬂo )

Netural few in thls passage believe that the gonselence
bears wltness to and therefore proves the existence of‘_tha
Hatural Iaw in the heart. However, in thie verse the fuv-

i"*“ms iz -iotured as a witnese which is separated from the

self and which passas Judgnent on the actions of the selfs.

RS PN

gureldndsis iz "oo-hnowledge," "the knowledss or refleciive
Judgment which a man has by the pide of or in conjunction
with the original conneiocusness of the act."72 Taus the
gonacience L& not the source of morel obligation, as in
modern thoushte The words of Romans 9:1b show that tals ‘
deseriotion of quwrelfyors  As GOTPect: cumu«prvpelsns pusl

ThS curecSATEws mov Er mreiuur Splw 3 Whers the conscience is

-

portrayed as standing over &ghinst the egs of Paul.'?j
Although meny intervrsters believe that ths clause

meTe§0 o 8 3 Zmoldo rov/ki”’ﬂff refers to the conflicting

thoughts within an individunl person, it would aeem difficult

asct
for the sonflicting thoughts of pne conselence to &

hlstter
"betwesn one another," xsr«f dAdfder ¢ B9 Se

PR re pean tO
r-ama:e:cs.’m The following seatencs would therefo

Lo ot | : 5 2
“Be Sep Althaus, ope 8ites B .
2 _ :
7¢“5anda3r and Hoadlmm, 92¢ -g-%;-',f:,:;.,m ¢
dipcussion of the Bibliesl usSE ;
A ppe 9270¢
73(11'. Schlattery 92¢ gikes

.
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reproduce Faul's thought more closely: on the day of judg-
ment the Gentlles wlll glve voice to theip thoughts by
agcuelng or excueing one another, The neaning of verse 15
then ie simply thilas: on the lest day, in the judgment, the
Gentlles will show thet what the Law requires has bheen
written on thelir hearis when thelr conscience stands over
againet thelr own egzo end passes Judgsent on what they heve
dene, and when the dentlles accuse or else exonerate one
another,

Thus the Stole econeent of Natural Lew and natural
theolery e not to be found in Homans 1 end 24 This ie not
to deny with Kerl Berth eny revelation of God at all outsice
Jesus Christe For these chapters assert emchatically that
God 1ls ever-living and aotive snd eonfronte men with His
trath and is will et all times. iHowever, these passageg in
Romane 1 and 2 are integrel steps in the unified siructure
of this first great section of Romane, 1:18~-3:20. Beih
Jews and tentliles are under the judgment of God because they
have made of Yis revelation an intelleectualistic deductlon
from the nature of the universe and have not understocd it
obediently es His word directed personally to them. The
Gentiles hove dons this by exchanging the glory of dod for
that of the creature: the Jews, by making themselves the
Proud nossessors of the Iaw.Ts Thus the purpose of 1:18-~

3120 is to show that it is the revelation of God ln creaticn

7539rnkamm, one Slte, 258,
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and men's avareness of ro Fprov 700 viwoo pexmror Er TKEs
kegSlacs  which hold men down under the wrath of God, so thet ]
every wouth may bHe stopred and the whole world be held . *
accountable to dod (3:19).76 ‘

It would be beyond the acope of this puper to evaluate
in detell the Learing which thls investigation has upon the
views congerning Netural Law enumerated at the end of t.k"xe k
first chapter. But the following brief judgments could be '
nede, hovever tentatively. The New Testament psssages whilch
we lnvestiganted do net connect Cod's revelation in thse 1
greation with the Noachlan covene.ﬁt. In fact, the Hew Test~- i

ament does nol even spsak of & "law of creation.” Tor Jesus

end St. Poul vomss 1s the Mosalc code contained in the
Jewlsh sacred writings. However, the living God does con=-
front men in concrete situatione with the demand that they
do His will. But this does not mean thet the New Teatament ‘
enjoing the Church to proclaim God's will as Natural Law to

soeietyn‘ The New Testement view le that men do r_iot lack
"knowledge" of God's will but the inner relationship with ‘
God which is necessery to put this will into effect. Thus !
We £ind the Wew Testament writers proclalming romes so that |
men might "know" (Rome 3120, 7:7) sin in the most exlstential

: / 7
way and simulisneously proclaiming the $ 1Ko 10TVVY Beov

76 : 1 law in the Bible
Other attempte to discover Natura A\
have been mode, Some of these are suggested in thelti:‘]fl:f
an emsay by Amos W, Wilder, 'Equivalents of Natura eerd
;-ge Teaching of Jesus," Journal of 3eliglon, XXVI ( 0
5'350
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through faith in Ghr‘lstcw

77A prospectus of an important work dealing with the

subject of thls naper hag just been ealled to my attention:
Mex Lackmean, Vom Jehelmnls der Schonfu {stuttgort:
Evangelieches Veblagswerke)s The DOGE was published elther
in 1951 or 1952, According to the prospsctus, the author
offers 2 eritlical exemination of the history of the inter=
nretation of the four NWew Testanent passages treated in
thls vaver, The period of nistory eoxamined extends Irom
the sccond century to the beglinning of Orthodoxy. The
euthor concludes, according to the progpectus, that these
Wew Testament passageos point ummistekably to the self-
reveleticn of dod in ereatlon. HNevertheless, he malntalns,
this Pibllecal {eaching will have to be freed from certain
traditional thecloglesl Tormulations; and new formulations
will have to be devised. Thie book, it appears, wlll be
indispensalls for all future work dealing with the luter-
pretation of these lew Testsment passazes, especially in
thelr significance for pystematic theologye
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