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vordict of juat:if:’.cation).-.32 3ut according to I’.bll; tho lab-
ter phrass revroduses Iubhorla thought nore o:.:u.et‘.ly.33
Zho fast thot In Romong Iuther toaclhiss an snalysic ver-
dict of justification on (odl's nart is furthor vroved by the
mmbor of nlacea in which ho statos shat God forpives mon

foor tho sake of Colth,"34 fact, Imthor can oven swoak

of wrofacbug :?.'.'.e":’.fica*.:ionis.35 a Juatiflicurd napis ok it T i is
36 '

or atimic,”" of a grezesro of gratiae These towmms do nob,

howevar, dencte an inerensed infuslen of graco btut a dcoper

32¢¢ 15 clon» thet this tomminology, taken fram Albrochb
Ritschl, maans thal God doclaros as ri Afoous the man who ace
trally is pightoous; f.0., Cod foresees that the men sctual-
1y will ba wightoous. This fubure condition of man is al-
roady vromont for the timolezs God. Hovertholeas, it is in-
torosting o note that Albrocht Ritachl belioved that Luthor
toushs o smbhotic verdiet of justificotion on God'n part (so

Otio Ritaschl, Dosmongeschichite dos Probestentimms (Leipalp:
Js C. Hinwlscholdache bW chhonaiung, 1912), II—-,I'J-, T17, Ne 1o
33011, one gibey TP 1245,

31"‘.'.‘[::‘!.'.1., pe 126-71 IT 105, 20 £3 "Brgo sibd ipsis et
in voritato injusti sunt, deo avtam proptor hanc confesalonam
poceati cos reputonti, iusti.® II 118, 30 £z "Por nonim-
vutationam del proptor hwmilitatom ot pomitum fidei,™ IX 65,
I £F2 "Tuabificatio dei passiva ot achlva et £ides seu cro-
dulitas in ipsum sunt idem, - Quie quod nos eius sormones lus-
tifiemma, domun ipsius oins, ae nropter idem donem inse nos
justos hobob 1.0s justiriocat.™ Accoriing to ibll the exprose
siohs "pronter fidem; vropter confossionem, prorier hmilito-
tem" are on the smae level with "propter inseptam curation-
am," aince God, who IHmself has workod in man the gifts of
falth, mmility, mnd contrition, looks uron them as boing al-
roady porfocted and thus ean forgive the sing which romain.

3533 o8, 10.

361 15, 23,
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understanding of God and e streugthening of tho rolationship
to Hime?

Holl smms up his argument thus¢ the fact that God oro-
abos i‘eilo\;mmp with the sinner is a deed of froo grace ab
which man cen only wondors Bubt God can do so without violat-
ing Iis holineas; osince the fact that God has vut man intko
fellowship with Himuelf onable Him to recreate man norfoct-
13‘533

Acooxding to Holl; lelanchthon nerverted Iumthor's doce
trine of justification. For Melanchthon did not considor
the now 1life of the justified sinner as the conbtinuing work
of God, !Nz did not establish an Inmor ooz.maotion betareen the
now life and tho verdisct of justificationy; and he thus donled
the all-oufficloncy of God, liolther did lelanchthon consider
faith ag the wark of Cod: he rathor made falth a merit. Wy
does God unot impute the morit of Christ to all men? Docause
only somo nen hellieve. Thus men's ovm worlk, his faith, bo-
comes the voason vhy God can- forgive tho man with faith-”

Tho second part of Hollls ossay; which treats of justi-.
ficasion in Iathar!s Romang as the experdence of men, does
not econeern us direotlys But wo shall give an overviow of

ite In this portion of tho essay Holl directs h!mso‘.'u' to

373-"'{011, OPs Cites PPe 127-3.
38114, , pe 128,
39111d.; pps 12894
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answorling the queostlon raised by Loofs and Ficker a3 Ho who-
ther Tumthor's Romons teoches the possibility of obbaining
certalnty of salvabion.

Thers can bo no doubt that Imther teaches in the
porgonal assurance of jusbificabtion or of the forgivencss of
sins, %he bollevor ymst have thls porsonsl essurange., "Tan-
tum imbazw.zus, quentum eredimus ot snovamus®, 0 mut 13 this.
assurance of justification jdentical with "sssurancoe of sal-
vation?" Astually for Imther the assurance of selvation in-
cludes 1) the assurance of arriving at ethicel perfectlons
2) the assurance of gaining oternal lifas To be sure; whon
one gulmits himself to God's vordict of judgemoent and justi-
fication, he is inwardly changed. He finds himsolf in a new
relationghip to God in whigh he loves CGode This relation-
ship is capsble of an ondless developmente Eut Luther also
sbatos bthat the corbainty of justifiocation wust always be
held in o gertnin tension by tho beliovors .For he strosces
that the old ovil niture continuoa to be a part of the Chris-
tian. The essence of thls evil nature is self-secklng, which
in its most pious moments tries to wse God as a tool for its
. OVl pUXTO80S.

Since this is ao; the now 1life of tho beliover camot be
the basis of the baliover's assurance of justification. If a

men relics on his own feolings and motives, ho coannot bo

h'oi{.l_\‘, IIT, 180, 26:. Ibld.,; Pe 13!!‘! Ne 3o
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cortaln of Torzivenmens, All of tho passagea vhich Loofs

and Ficler eii:al"l to prove that ILuthor did nol teach the
possibility of the mssuranco of salvation in Rompna have

this moening and only this méaningal"z Evomhero Tuther op~
rogos hingol! to that typs of assurance oi‘ salvation which
i3 based uwpon thoe actual righteoousness vhich the believor has
attalnods ILathor says that not oven St. Paul conslderod him-
golf justified, that is actually righteocus before God, even
though he was conscious of no sin-.ha Thoroforo man must
tmmi_: in the righteousnoss which he finds in God's gracious
will, and he must boliove that he will atbtain his own actual
rightocusness in the fubure. So the beliecver must bo in a
continuong atato of ropontanco, evon when he i3 aware of no
sine Ho wust consbtantly place himsolf bencath the two dia-
loctically roloted verdicts of Gods o is to consider him-
solf both paccator and M.M*

But doos this process causo the believer to reagh & real
cortalnty of salvation? Lubther speaks of the "royal rosd"
bobweon fear and hope which the Christian is to follow'and by
which ho 13 5o avoid both smug complacence and deapalr. He

P 3ee gupra, pe 3ls

‘2'-[0113 ORe Gi'b'oy Pe 1!!-0- ¥ o

m_..i_c.l.il PPe 11].0"1, II 69! s IT 89 132 Miihil mihi
conscius sum, sed non in hoo justiricatus sum."

ll‘l;[_[_,_-__;__g_" Ps 1’-!-'-!-.-
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is to hope oxeluslvely in Godls mercy to the ond thaot he nmay
attain o complote union of his will with God's (for this ig
truo ﬂulvn*.;:lon),l!s not that he might gain hia owm Surnm
bomm, The believer 13 to fear the judgemont of Gods togo-
thor with this Toor {he baliover mistrusts himsolf end all
hils om doingze Dot ot tho samo i'.ir.;a ho is Gto look upon him-
gsolf as comnloboely well and ‘::tc«m;:l.ovil.,”"6

At thip polnt Tuthor ralmes the cuestion of thoe ‘posi-'
bllity of gaining the cortainty of oloction, In Romons, ho
saye; in general, that corbulnby of eolection can be Imovm on-
1y by & svecial rovola‘-.‘.ion.l!'? then ho cumoz to the oxrosi-
t:l.'on ¢ the passagos in Romana waich troat of oloction, he
places cortainty of glection on Lwo lovola. lio encourages
‘ahos:a. who are troubled by doubts beceuse of thoir election
to bolleve fimly that God has olectod them: whoevor gan
Pirmaly bellove that he is cleot im roally predestinated.
This adviee, howovor, iz given only to tho weak Christians,
Of the strong Christians Lubher demondad that thoy earnestly

consider the pos2ibility of belonging to the *rapm'bato.lf'a

Ls ! 5 b tem sapiunt,
Ibidles e 1UHG, N 2;. Il 217. 233 Hoo autem 0 3
quia msci!m‘; .Pqumfﬁ;it beaturr et salwnm essc,; nial 8Ce volup=
tarl ot benc habere secundumm phantasiamm suames Gon 51T hogl
esse boatum, voluntatem dei ot glorimm eius in mgni‘bus velle
ot summ nibll ovtares neque hic neque in fubturoe.

k6 Pt 3z certa promissiono -
Tbhid.; pe 146 II 108, 3% "Sanus e certa pro
moedicl ocul o;egit.'i'ﬁ 1T 176, 16¢ "Inchoative ot in spe sani,"

Yna., p. 2485 T 81, 19.
!ISM" pe 19,
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If this should bo Godls wil:_l.; thon the stronz Chvistion
ghould rooign hingell to 1%, for this constituboz ultimato
and complete love Lo Gode Bubt whon Imbhoer considors thoe
posnibility of being rejected, he camnot follow his thought
to its ultlmate oonc‘;'.uﬂion._l!'q To Hhoso who could wish to be
damed according to Godts will, holl would no more be hells
for oven in holl thoy would beo united with tha will of Gor.‘..so
S0, says Holl, Luther is forced against his will to toach

the cerbaolnly of salvabtione

Wmig., pe 152,
5 3

"g:[bid., e 1523 IT 223; le "Si enim vellent, quod
vult deous, etiausi damnetos et reprobatos vellaet, non habe-
ront molimis cula vellent, qued vulb deus, ot haborent in se
volubatom del por patientiem."



CHAPTRR XIX

HOLLYS INTERPRETATION I CONTRCVERSY DEIIEEHN
WALLTER ANMD IOLL

Wilholn Walthor of Rostook ontarc;d a vigorous protest
apeinsy Iolll's inGornretation of Iuther's doctrine of Justi-
ficabion and thms bogan a controversy which has nrovoked
diseussion in thoological clroles the *sjmrld overs

In his firsgt article againat Holl ,1 Walthor talkes issue
with Ioll's internretation of the gr!.tioul rassagos from Ia_:l.-
shor noted in tho nrovious chapter; notebly Rocmerbrilof II,
103, 3 ££.% ona _t_!_\_ VI‘I; 109; 26 £f,, which Walthor considars
the only nossages that actuelly seem to uphold E:o:_l.l's thealis.
According to ‘-.‘iali;‘:mr; blll's viev that in II, 108, 3 ££, Ia-
thor posits justificatlion ds an analybic judgoment of God de-
pends uron tho use of gula, which Holl himaself underlines.
Welthor, howover, maintaina that Luther uses this gquia only
in his analogy of tho good Samaritan and the sick man, DBut
vhon Iuther applios the analogy to Christ ho aults tho words

Ymiia cerius quod sanabit oum, quia incepit owm sanare nec

Ly Halther, joue Konstrukbtionen der Rochtfertig.
ungslohwe fathags i Hitue Kirchiichs Zoitgohrifs, XOLV (Jamu-
axy, 1923), 50-0l. Tthis artlolo. Walcier also Eub.joci:g
Reinhold Socborg's interpretation of Imther!sa doctrine of
Justification to oritiloclsm,

2olmaror Augzabe (henceforth shbreviated as HA)s LVI,
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Imputavit ol ogritudinem ad mortam., In other words, the
quoation as to why the dootor already considers the patient
well does not beolong tc the torblum comparationise Tho ac-
vual comporison is thist  just a3 tho dostor considers the
vobileont well, so God conasidoxs and dselaros tho simmer right-
Qo8 o3

In the socond plaoce, Iloll interprots the whole passage
aa docserintive of tho initial mccopntanae of the simer by
Gucl.b" Dot actnally tho pessago speaks of the coz;lzlition of
the zick man vhom the doctor has glroady begwn to ‘mml,.5 In
this nascogo Lubthor seosks to comfort justified sim;:em who
aro concormed boecouse of the sin that still remaing with th
them, 'Thay hove tho pramisp that God will one day complctoly
romove thelr sinfulnoss and that until then ho doos nob count
this sin against them, Thersfors this passage doos ostablish
a coneentlon of justificabion which "leads back to a concept
of God wosting on an othical basls." Thot Tuther ia hove
spaaking of justification frum the viewpoint of man is provod

6

" by tho initisl words of the gquotabion inm question.

3,

Walthor, one oibes Pe 520
I!‘Gi‘ tho "ausonblick der Rechtfertigung.™
swe.ltimr, Ope Citsy Pe 532 YInsepib ewn sanare,"

TUEL s s NI ‘ ,_ x

Thide, ™Mis int Finlich wic mit dem Irankon, dor dom
Arzt, x*.relch;r il cufs pestimmbesto Gosundholt vorapricht,
Glaubonschenikt, ..Ar 1ot leonk in Wirklichkols, eber jeound
nach dem sichoron Versnroghon Ges Arzbed, dem er gleubt, dor
ilm schon wie oinon Gesunden beurteilts’




