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received " .,._,op tp'r-" �~� o'u A 6 u "the form ot a servant. 

Phil.· 2,7.7 

In addi·tion to say that man was created after the divine 

image of C~ist contradicts the order of the divine de­

crees. The decrees concerning the forming ot man accord­

ing to the '' imago Dei 11 preceded the decree of sending 

the Son of God into the flesh for the renewal ot the 

lost image. Theref ore, the Son of God, who was made in-

. carna te later, was not able to be the model of the di vine 

image of man, who was formed before. 

Even when the mission of Christ is considered. it 

points out a differe~t purpose of the "imago Dei · than 

Osiander. Scripture gives the reason for the incarnation 

not as the r ealization of the "imago Dei",. but for the 

blessedness of man as I Tim. 1,l§ testifies: "This is 

a faithful saying and worthy of all accept.ation, that 

Christ Jesus came into the world to save sinners." Os1ander 

says that Jesus came only to make it possible that the 

"Imago Dei" might be realized in man, which would make 

1 t possible for man to be made righteous• 

In contrast to OSiaJlder's view of the imag• of God, 

Scripture also reveals to us, that the "imago DeiH not 

only consists in the possession of knowledge and will or 
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in that man i s one person., but before all things in 

the perfect state of will and understanding, namely. in 

that man with his own understanding knew God and with 

his own will desitoed only what God willed. This assumes 

the knowledge of God and the holiness upon the side of 

men.8 This contents of the image of God is taught in 

l1he Ne·w Testament in Col. 3.,10 and Eph. 4.24. In Col. 3.,10 

and in Eph. 4.24 as: 

Accordi ng t o these passages the 11imago De111 is the righteous­

ness and holiness of the .Triune God., not only of Christ. 

Therei'ore , uhen Scripture teaches ,:;hat Adam was created 

after the i mage of God., it states that Adam was made like 

God in His holiness- and righteousneS'S, not as Osiander 

teaches with the essential righteousness dwelling in h1m. 

For this reas.on Adam was holy and righteous. Through 

the Fall Adam lost this holiness and righteousness., as 

well a,s the per fect state or lmowing God and only doing 

what God desired.9 

Justification., ·then, is the restoral of th1a lost 

holiness which man had before the Fall, not the restoral 
f , 

of th~: essential righteousness ot Christ (imago Dei) • In 

8. Pieper., op.cit. Vol. I, p.618. · 
9. These views concerning the image ot God are found in 

Quenstedt's Opinio or1e;1n1anorum et Osiandri. In Pieper 
op.cit. Vol. I.,· p.618. 
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other words , jus~ification after the Fall consists 1n 

God declaring us righteous through the righteousness 

which Christ has earned for us, and no,t by 1he restoration 

of the 11 i mago Deil! (the infused Christ dwelling in us 

and making us righteous) • 

.v"" ' The ·second error in Osiander•s doctrine of Justifi- -

cation is i n his conception of the forgiveness or sins. 

Accor ding to his teaching the active and passive obedience 

of Chris t did not merit for us the forgiveness of sin 

or the ~ansom for sin, ·on account or which man receives 

grace and reconciliation with God • . This reconciliation 

and r edemption:, however, is not our righteousness, for 

they only form the basis for the r~alization of the true 

righteous ness in t he individual, which is the righteous­

ne·ss of' t he indwelling Christ. Thus we are not declared 

righteous in the sight of God by the righteousness of · . . 
Christ for us, which He earned by His active qnd passive 

obedience, but through the infused righteousness of 

the di vine nature of Christ, which makes us righte.ous by 

His .. indwelling .10 

Against this doctrine of Justification. we maintain 

that the ~orgiveneas of sin, which Christ merited for us 

tru.~ough His active and passive obedience., is the righteous­

ness of God which is imputed to us by faith. On a'>count 

of this righteousne.ss ·of Christ, God declares us Just• 
· 11 

This is complete justification or the forgiveness of sins. 

10. 
ll. 

Seeberg1 ..QR_.cit. p.498. , 1 t c 
Article Ill Tthe "Formula of Concord 'in Trig o ...,2!!-
cord1a1 p.915.6-16 in wblch the active and passive 
obedience of Christ is discussed. 
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As t'le ej~amine Oaiunder's thes13 we find that bis 

first errolC' cons~s in h:1.a false conception of the active 

and pas.sive obedience: or Christ~ 1,rhich in the forgiveness 

of' sins or the r:tgb.teo,usness of Goo.. The vicarious 

work r. ~ of Cm:-ist inclUdcs. besides his suffering 

and dea th (His passlve obedience,), His fulfillment or 

the di v ine l aw in {;he place of man. . In other words, in 

01•der to satisfy divin~ ;Justice Christ not only bore the 

penalty of .. 1an's dlsobedienoe to the ln1,r, but also 

r e ndered :tn His holy life that obedienco, uhich man is 

obligated. t o .2."'ende1~,. but does not render {active obedience 

of Chl"is t ., 11 obedientla cllris·t1 activa"). OSiander con­

sidered thi s obcd1qrice of Christ only as a ransom for ./' 

sin, o:c> the ba:no roL"' his justification. Theref'ore., he 

denied thn:t; the active a11d passive obedience or Christ 

·gained f or us t he rovgtvencss o~ sin, which is the 

righteousness of G~d .12 

The Formula 0£ Coticord, however, teaches clearly and 
.. 

distinotly that Chrlst's ao·tive an:l passive obedience 

is the rorGiveness of sins and the rightoouaness ot God. 

In Article III t·re find this ract stated in the following 

manner: "Since Christ is not man a lone, but God and R1n 

in "ne undivided person~ He ,,as as little aubJect to the 

law (that i s obligatod to keep the Law 11leg1 aubiectus") 

because }le is the Lord of the· Law. For this reason. then. 

12. Article III of tho upor.mula or Concord" in Triglot 
Concordia, p.919, 15-16. 
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His obed:J.ence, not only in suffering and dying, but 

also in this~ that · He ia our stead was voluntarily made 

under the Law and fulfilled it by His obedience, 1s 

imputed to us for righteousness., 89 tba,t on account of 

this complet~ obedience., wh.tch he rendered His heavenly 

Father i'or us by His d.oing and, suffering, in living am 

dying., God forgives our sins, regarding us as godly and 

righteousness and eternally saved us. l3 

Scripture a lso teaches this truth that the active 

obedlence of Christia the forgiveness of sin. In 

Galatians 4~4-5 Paul says that Christ was put under the 

Law, 't·thich i1as given to men, s~ that He might .fulfill 1 t 

to redeem ina1'lldnd.~ 14 stoeckhardt in his conanents on 

this passage s t ates : The Law to which Israel was subject 

is the sum of all that God would ha.Ve man do or omit. 

And this is the Latt under which Christ was also ·put. 

And Christ assumed. the obligation, that is, He fulfilled 
' . 

all the conuna.ndments or God. And it was precisely this 

obedience 1·1hich made for our redemption. 15 Matt. 5,17 

is another proof .text for the active obedience or Christ. 

15. "J.ehre and Webre", 1896, p.137 in Erlgelder "The Active 
Obedience or Christ in ~-~· p.811. 
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Accord111g t o this passage Christ came not to "kll\tv-.. A~o-c:..i. 
, 

V o,-10 V n tor us. 

This .fulf'illing of the Law is our righteousness which 

Christ imputes to us.16 

This fulfilling or the Jaw forms not only the basis --j;? 

for Ol.t'!' righteousness, but is our righteousness itself. 

In Romans 5,18-19 this truth is brought out in the ~ords: 

"The ref ore a.s by the off enae of one• Judgment came upon 

all men to condemnation, even so by the righteousness 

of one the free gift came upon all men tor justification 

of lii'e . For as by one man's disobedience many were made 

sinners ., so by the obedience of one shall many be made 

righteous . 17 Here St. Paul points out that Chr1st~s 

obedience is our righteousness. over against the 

"TrC1Jpa,,rT i:, 4 11.. -to.s 11
., the transgression of Adam., is 

placed the ". 6 L k Q. ~"" .... 1 Q\ 
11 , the righteous behavior of 

Christ., that by which Christ., unlike Adam, approved Him­

self righteous., the obedience of Christ ( trr<7\ Ko"' ) • 

This righteousness of Christ shall come itpon all men and· 

make many righteous (the righteousness of Christ's active > 
obedience). 
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Furthe1., p1.,oof that Christ •s active obedience is our 

righteousness is brought out in Romans 10.4: Christ is 

the end of the law for righteousness to everyone that 

believeth., i.e. Christ's fulfilling of the law is the 

righteousness., which God accounts to us.18 Stoeckhardt 

comments on this passage are: "By virtue of Christ's 

fulfilling the Lat-1 and thereby bringing it to an end, 

there exists righteousness., a perfect righteousness, for 

everyone that believes. Man needs but to take over by 

faith., the fuli'illment of the law, the obedience of 

Christ., this righteousne~ which is a finished product." 

Quenstedt., as quoted above: 11Since man was · not only to 

be freed ?rom the wrath of ,God, the Just Judge but also 

needed 3 in order that he might stand before God a righteous­

ness, which could not be acqUired except b7 the fulfill­

ment or the Law~ therefore Christ took bot? upon Himself 

and not only suffered for us, but a1so satisfie~ the 
. . 

Law in every way in order that this fulfillment and 

obed~ence might be imputed to us for righteousness. 1119 

Therefore., ·we ca1i conclude with Paul t~t Christ through 

His active obedience is made unto us .r Righteousness. I Cor. 

1,30. Thus tu His active obedience Christ procures for 

us a righte·ousness in which the guilt of sin disappears 

as night flees before ·the rising sun or ma.n's shame and 

18. 

19. 
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nakedness are covered With a spotless robe~O This 

righteousness is the forgiveness of sin. 

Purthermore, Christ's passive obedience is also our 

righteousness •. Osiander•s error 1n regard to the passive 

obedience did not eonBist in his denial of a ransom 

:~md:~h:e:::t:n~~i;:c~~~ ~Yd:~::t:~:~~:ing,~ 
ransom was part or the righteousness of Christ in our 

justirica t i on. Again the Formula of concord testifies 

that Christ's passive obedience is our righteousness 

before God . It states¥ therefore the righteousness, 

which is imput ed to faith or to the believer out of pure 

grace i s the obedience, suffering, and resurrection or 

Christ, since He has made satisfaction tor us to the Law, 

and has paid f or our sins".~1 

Scripture also contirms this truth that Christ's 

pasa1ve obedience.is our righteousness. In II Cor •. 5,21. 

St •. Paul says: God hath made Him to be sin of us• who 

lmew no sin., that we might be ma.de the righteousness of 

God in Him { f; <-KM O (T; V r.; e E. 0 n ) • 
Christ was made a" ii..A1rrif't~a.-.1 vTT'Ef :i,A1~'1 ~-'1CTlft"~" 

means that He h~d to suffer and make atonement for our 

sins on the cross, so that we might be made the righteous-

ness of God in Him ( e,, ~~-r~ ) • Christ then by His 

II 

20. H.E. JftCObS ·As~ of the Christ:Lan Fa1t11,r1~~~-
p •. a1s :tn tngel "meJmtite Obecf;ebbe 

21. Article III of the "Formula ot Concord in .!m.•.ill• 
p. 919.9. . 
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passive obedience baoolles the r-1gl1teousnesa. which is 

imputed to I Cor. 1,30 also testifies to this 

truth. I n this pass~ae Paul emphasizea that Christ is 

made unto us. Righteousness ( ~,l<1t.Lo tr~v"' ) nnd Redemption 

{ ano>.~t"ptJJtn5 ). Tl'lUG the passive obedience, Cbrist•s 

redemption., is connecrted v1i th His z•igllteou~ness. 23 Romana 

3., 2~·-25 sheds furthel? light upo~ this fact in the words: 

Bein.g jus tif l ed f'2?cely by His grace throuzh, tho redemption 

uhich is . i n CJ:U"ist Jc sug, whom God hath set forth to be 

a P:ropit :.tation t hrough faith in His blood; to declare 

His (cru.~ist ' s) right eousness for the remission of sins. 

Thus Pa t,1 a~ain conncc·,s Christ 1a ! edemption and the 

atonom1.~nt by t he shedding of His blood tfi th Christ• s 

rishtcousnees $ which is the remiasion &f sins. 24 There­

f'ore ·chc complete passive obedience ~ Christ is also 

ouz• Righteousness. J~~. 23,6.
25 

?he complete obed~enoe or Christ ( obedientia active/ 
and passive) is the l'i hteouaness of God., which is 

accounted to us for r ie;hteousness. The f"OJ.'giveness of 
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sin 1.s not only the ransom for sin, as 081.ander taught, ;>( 
but is the righteousness of God. Thus complete Justi­

fication is the act by which God grants to us the for­

giveness of sin or the merit of Christ's active and passive 

obedience by faith and on account o:t this. declares us 

righteous . Theref or el' justification is the forgiveness 

of sin or t he receiving of the righteousness or God. 

Osiander •s thi~d error regarding Justification was~ 

that h e i dentified. it with mnct1r1cation. To justify, 

he says , means 11 to ma.lee a just man out o"f an unjust one, 

that is t o recall a dead man back to lite -- ex impic 

iustum facere , hoc est mortuum ad vitam revocare. 1126 

Thus ,' according to his doctrines justification is a 

continual pr ocess, in which the fulfillment of the law 

effected b y Christ and the remission or sinS pre~e for 

the divine nature of Christ, which is the essential 

righteousness of' God. This divine nature or Christ enters 

and abides in us by faith (which he interprets as an 

infused quality), enabling us to a.ct righteously. 27 

Justifica tion according to Scripture does not consist 

in sanctif ication, that is, Justification 1s not essentially 

a change by which man is made just, but a change whereby 

26. Seeberg, .2E.•.ill•, p.499 

27. Schmid The Doctrinal 'l'heolE ot the Evangelical 
Luther~n church, Phliadelp~: Lutl_ieran Publication 
Society, 1889, p.441. 
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he is declared Just on account or the perfect righteous­

ness of' Chri st, which he appropiates by faith. The 

change which f ollows justification is the fruit of faith 

and proper ly belongs in the field of sanctification. 28 · 

Throughout both the Old and .New Testaments justifi­

cation denot es. t he act by which the sinner, who is 

responsi ble f or guilt and liable to punishment (reus 

culpae et poenae), but who believes in Christ, iB pro­

nounced j ust by the Judge.29 To justify. then, means 

to 11decl a1 ... e r ighteous!' or "to absolve or to declare free 

from sin11
• 30 The two words, wlich are used and de-

f'ined 111 ·i:;hi s manner in Scripture, are " 

and n ( · I( " 0 1 a..<.. ov v 
11 .31 Nowhere in the entire Bible 

!f 

do these two t erms, even when not used in reference to 

the jus t ification of a ~izmer before God signify justifi­

cation by the infusion of new qualities (such as the 

essential righteousness of the divine nature of Christ), 

but whenever they are used of God Justifying the wicked 

bef'ore His t r ibunal, they have a :forensic meaning.32 

Paul also everywh~re describes justification as a 

28. ·Mueller., Christian Do™tics, St. Louis., Concordia 
Publishing House, i9~p.375. 

29. Br. Baier (574) in Schmid., .22.•.211• p.432. 
30. "Formula of· Concord" in ~.crt. 921.,17 • 
31. Stoeckhardt, Commentar uel>erden Brief Pami an~; 

Roemer, St. Louis, 1907, p. l~f. Here oec ., 
gives a beautiful discussion of the meaning of P }~'sI 
and ~, I(~~ o "j "' in both the Old and the New Testament• 
Quen. III,515 in Schmid, ,gp_.~. p.433 32. 
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forensic and Judicial ae~. :;tn Romans 5~21 he uses the 

word II f, ·1.. I<. o.. lfo~ v n in this ~nner.33 To Justif'y 
. . 

) here signifies "to acquit" .a guilty one 

alld declar e him righteous, but on account .of the righteous­

ness of another., namely Christ., _ which righteousness of 

another, namely of Christ is cominunicated to us by ; aith.34 

_Again i l'l Romans 3., 24.,. Paul states that we are " 61.K01t. ov.A.f :11Dc.. 

r · · · ·, -r" °' -1- ,._ ' .i--, l' t" , ::> '-t:· ' t"' ,,. __ X +" :it " 
<:> '-'J f £.rJ<v./ "~ ~v·t..ou i41p 1..1,_t ; ·ol'1\ •· f"S, ~TI'Q_I\V pw<r'~W,S. · 11.5 £v pt.oj~ftl · n.a-ou • 

(declared · jus"i:; i"r e e ly by Hi s e;race through the re~emption, 

that is in Christ Jesus.). ~oughout his Epistles to 

the Romans ., Galatians~ and Corinthians this forensic 

meaning o.r &d<a. L;'.; v becomes a "terminus technicus" .35 

This justification does not depend upon a faith (a quality) 

which unites us w:I.th the divine nature., the infinite essen­

tial r ighteousness of God., but upon the _faith. which appre­

hends the meri t s of Christ. In other words. we are not 

justified by Osian.der•s conception of faith.~ quality 

~hich is within us., but by the f'a1th. which trusts solely 

on the merits of Christ.36 Accordingly. justification 

is to be regard~d throughout as a free gift of grace on 

33. ~omans 5:21: c~vr-. ~rrtfc.f e~~r~>.ruo-t~ it ~4"'">pt(.(J\, iv:;, Bo..v;t:'1J 
(l~"tw.s Kfh ~ ~ X~oL.s .(3fh(t'"t)t~o-c,0 "'6°1..Kfht.OO-LIVl\...5 E:l.S .{wn.v C:.:.1..wv~o\) &1..0. 

.:, ,- , .. ).. 

Il'\.o-o~ Xp 1.0-to O Ku pi oo "'""f""" · 
34. "Apolog:y of ~ Augsburg Confession

11 
• Art. III. 185 in 

.QI!.• C 1 t • p °';205 • 
35. s-t"oeckhardt • .21?.•ill• p.135 

36. Bente. ilistori cal Introduction" in .2R.•ill.• p.155 



the part of God., 1·1hich is ottered to us gratn:taritely and 

\iii thout requiring any condition to 1 t on our part., and 

which can be received and accepted only by faith., as 

1 t is expressed in the dec.laration that we are Justified., 

~atuitouslyJI by faith alone., am tor Christ's sa1ce.37 

An examination of' the Scriptural usage of faith will 

reveal to us that faith is never regarded as a quality 

i~n, but as~ trust in the merits of Christ, which 

receives t he f orgiveness of sin. In Romans 4.,5 faith is 

designat ed as the trust in Christ., which appropiates the 

righteousness of God to himself.38 Again in Romane 3.,28 

f~ith is pointed out as the means by which a sinner is 

Justified 0 not as a quality. In this passage all works 

or qualiti es upon t-rhich justification might depend are 

eliminated and only faith is left to Just1fy.~9 Thus faith 

can be defined as th~ receiving means (medium 1.1'1,nia< 0-1 ) 

by which the believer appropiates to himSelf'. the merits 

of Christ offered to him in the means ot grace (media 

b O t ~/( ~ ) . 40 

The Formula or Concord and the Augsburg Confession 

also confirm that faith Justifies not because it is a quality 

in us, but because it lays hold ot and accepts the merits 

37. Schmid, QI?.•~ p.43lf ~ , 
38. Romans ¥, :5: t~ ~~ ..Af',.. &fr"'lO.A(f.VC, TT,~-t,~ovtt.. oi ~17~ -t~v ·a1.kf1\,()(;V-

"tov io--..8~) )\6~~{et(l.1. ii, -rrZo--t1..s <1\t'tou- E:,l.S i1.KQ.1.0o-~v~v. 

39. Romans 3:28: /\o~~~o,4eea. o~f &1.k.c1..1.oucr6(1.l -rr-ia-tf..1. ~vepw"lloV 
::,, 

e fb°'"' v 'Y ;.-<t o II , 

4o. Mueller., .2£·~· p.374. 
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ot Christ on the promise or the Gospel. In Article III 

of the Formula of Concord we find expressions such as 

these: "Faith alone is the sole means and instrument by 

which and thr ough which we can receive the forgiveness 

of sins., which are offered to us 1n the Gospel! 4l "Paith 

justifies not f'or this cause and reason that it is so 

good a work and so f'air a virtue, but because it lays 

hold of and accepts the merit of Christ on the .promise 

of the Gospel " . 42 A1 .. ticle IV of the Augsburg Confession 

als o contains similar expressions: "Also they teach 

that man can.~ot be Justified before God by their own 

strength, mer its., or works., but are freely justified for 

Christ's sake ., through faith., when they believe that they 

are r eceived i nto favor, and that their sins are forgiven 

for Christ ' s sake, who., by His death., has made satis­

faction f or our sins. This faith is imputed for righteous­

ness in His sight. Romans 3 and 4." 43 

Furthermore justification is not a process, which 

makes man :righteous., but is instantaneous and complete 

the moment Christ's righteousness is received by faith • . 

Scripture never teaches Justification as a process .. but 

always as an instantaneous act. David assures us of this 

fact in Ps. 32 . .,1-2 in the words: Blessed is He whose 

transgression is forgiven .. whose sin is covered: blessed 

is the man ur*o whom the Lord ·1mputeth not iniquity and 

41. "Formula of concord" Article III .. 30 1n ~.cit. p.925. 
~2. "Formula of concord" .Article III .. l.3 in .21!·~ P•9!9• 
-t-3. "Augsburg Confession", Article I1ll" • inop.c.1."• P• 5. 
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1n whose spiri t there is no guile." According to this 

passage a per son is blessed as soon as he receives the 

f orgi vene'ss of sin. Jesus Himself also assures us of 

this very fact in llis words to the man sick of' the palsy: 

"Son, be of good cheer: thy sins be forgiven thee. 0 44 

This man was jus tif ied immediately by Christ's declaration. 

Paul also confirms this .truth in Romans 5,1: 11Being 

Justif i ed by faith tre have ( £'Xw/lft" pres. subj.) peace 

with God . 11 45 Paul also teaches that as soon as we 

accept t he f orgiveness of sin.Ju tai th we are justified. 

Therefore , j ust i f i cation is not a process which makes us 

righteous ., but i s an instantaneousa forensic act. 

The wor d " & ( k a.(. o ~ ..,, "also expresses this fact. 

Dr. Mueller expresses it as follows: "That the verb 

-p 

"means "to declare righteous" and not to 

"make righteous" is incontestably proved not only by its 

·consistent usage in Scripture, but also by the exclusive 

particles (particulae exclusivae), which in Scripture are 

o:>mmonly jol:1eo. in this term, Rom. 3,23-28; 4,5-8. These 

show that justificatlon is not a healing or sanctif'ying 

process (actus med1c1nalis) by virtue of which the sinner 

is enabled to merit salvation by good works., but rather a 

forensic act., by which God for Christ's sake declares him 

to be righteous. Romans 4.,2.46 

4
44. Matt. 9,2,. "' ~ t ~,.. l 1<. rr~o--CE.w..s 
5. Romans 5 1: Ad< o...(.w c;:, u fc.S 

O
"' 

., ' C: " "1 ~ 
"Tl"p~.s "t ov ef.°'aoJ &(.~ "to~ KufLOIJ n.-tt"'"' l'I.0-0 

:) , ~, 
£,pti_..-~v €.x.w....,e v 

X,o 1.. a--to () . 

46. Mueller., OE.cit. p.371 
47. Br. (Baier ) (514) in Schmid, .!m.•ill.• p.432. 


