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CHAPTER I
THE DOCTRINE OF JUSTIFICATION I¥ TIIE SIXTEMNTH CENTURY

The srbiculus iustificationis is the centor and core of
the religious Reformobion of tho 10th conbtury. It consti-
tutes tho fundomenital Roformation Insight, for it ambodles
and projocts a now concont of God and a now rolationship
betueon God and mans

¥or the young monk Imther, CGod was the supremely riphb-
aous, nioral Deing wio exercises Iis grace and rightoousnoss
In yecognlizing and Peva ding mman good and lashing out ab
humen ovil, Imthor sought to find this gracious God by ox-
hausting all the Imown avormea of anproach to Iims DBub no
sacramental infusion of graceo ox mystic absorption into the
doity ov subtlo theolozlzing or intonse solf-disciplinary
goal could nive him the assurence fhat o gracious God reoof;;-
niged his goodnoss: for behind all his holy atteuptes ho saw
his fundanontbal inebility to lovo God with all his might, o
love the Cod who holds mon mcaountable to tho law which thoy
cannot rogslbly fulfill and damns theu becnuse thoy cannots
Yot by way of studying Romans 1117 Iuther found tho gracious
God. But this was not the God whose rightoousnoss is to pun-
igh sinners and thus to vindicate His justice. Tho right-
eousnoss of God ho now sav a8 that action by which God ocomes
into ocontact with men, forglves them their sin, and places

theam into a new pelationship with Him, Iuther called this a
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ustitla passlve, and wndorstood the Dei in lustitla Dol as
a genitivo of authorship rathor then of nosseasion.t

Dut just what did tho concort of justificabion monn to
Luther after hic dlscovery of tho mosning of Romang 1:17%
Was it tho act by whioch Cod wrimarily forzives sin.s s O nri-
marily tho act by vhich s mokes man a now creabure? Pro-
cigely whot iz tho rolationship bebtwoon i‘o'rgivenoss end tho
now lifo In tho thinking of Iuthor? ind on wvhat grounds can
thn holy God enber into a rolationship with sinful mon? It
is arownd these throe quest:lom; that a vigorous con‘_arovoz'syl
has erisen during the twontloth cenbury, Karl lioll, the
npionsor Inthor scholar of this century, dovelqpa-'l an inSer-

nrototion of Imbthorts doclrine of justification which

-' -
“Adolf Hewel, Dor Jungme Iuthor-und Augustin (Gitersloh:
Vorlas C. Dorbolgmamm, :!.Qii?), Tl, 5, M 1, & herc sourco is
given (Tischreden of 153U)s "Illud vocabulum iustitie Del
ist in meynem herizen eoin donmaerschlog gewesl, nma quando in
papaty logoram? 1In fustitla tus libora me, in veritate
tua,! (Fs. 30, 2), mox pubaban illas iustitian vindiocanton,
furoran scilicot divinac irae. JIck wor déem Paulc von hertzon
foindb, ubi lepobans 'rovelabur fustitla Dei nox ovangoliwm.!
(Roma. 1, 17) Sed rostea o consecuontie vidorem scilicob
sliout seorintum esty ‘'Jusbus ex fido sua v:!.vot_' et insupor
Augustimm consuleren, da wardt ich frolich. Ubl iustitia
Dol nmisericordim: iustos reyutantom cognovi, ibi afflicto o-
modium conbipit.” In Imtherts proface to the comnlete odi-
tlon of his works published in 154Y Iuthor tells of tho dlf-
ficulties he had with tho concopt justitia Doi in Rom, 1317,
but "bi iustitien coopd intollipero omi, qua iustus dono Del
vivii, naupe ox fide osso hane sontentiaa, revaln;.::‘!. per oven-
golltm fuctitima Doi, seilicet passiveam, qua nos Dous misorl-
cors iustificat ver fidua, sicut scriptum osts !IuatufsT ox
Lide vivit.!'" @uoted in ibide, Pe 9 Soo also tarner Elort,
1501"‘?:'1016329. dos Imthortums (munchont C. e :Sooi:' gche Vor:
Tegabuchnaniiung, 19310y 1s 05~0s 00. For tho. analysis of
Iuther!s condition before his discovery of the Reformation
insight, ‘sse iatson, Lot God Be CGodl (ziuhlenberg Preas:
Philadelphia, 1949), pos 15=27e
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Aiffored radically from tho traditional view and rﬁ'ﬂch oTNOg-
od itsolf particularly to lelanchton's syastomatization of
Lutherls doctrino. Wilholm -Walthor, anothor aminent Imthoran
theologion, was the first to subjeet Hollls reinternretabion
tc a thoroughgoing criticiam. There onsuod a shoryp.oxchango
‘of oosays which hwvoe bocome ranowned in the thoologlesl world
and have provided the basis for much discussions Thia cone
troversy concorning Iambther!s doebtrine of justification hag
most mofound Implications for the religious foundation of
2ll ovangolical Cawristlaniby.

in tha following chantors tho course of this controver-
:-.3; wlll be ¢raced, an investigation of cortain eritlcal quo-
tablons from Iosher will be carried out, and some definite
coneluciony as to tha chief avoas of dlsagrocment will be
roachod, In order to achieve the pronor historical nersrec-
tivo, wo shall trano in this first chantor the devolopment of
the doctrine of “justification in the sixteonth contury as
set forth by Iuther, Helanchthon, the Apology of the Augs-
burg Confossion, Gsiander, and the lFornmla of Concord.

Sineo Imther's doctrine of justificatlon will be treated
at considersble longth in the following chanters, wo shall
have to content ourselves horo with tho brief swumary of
iSberlo.2 Iuther's chiof emchasis was that God mccounts mon
righteous. Iut he was also influenced by Augustine and the

2Ad.oli‘ Kdberles Sihe li; for Holiness (:innearolis?
Angsburg Publishing Houso, , EXCUrsus, De 93.
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mystics,; who emphasized the effective aspects of gracos
Tuathor alwava nlnoas the strictly fmpubabive chavactor of
Justificetion Into close rolabtionanip with tho nrogrossive
ronowal of lifo, but forgivoness ranls above Ll ronowals

Throe steges may bo traced in Imthor!s devolomments In
the oerly perlod ho intorchanges poputard with efficl and
evou spenis of a magls ob magls iustificari; tho lecturo on
Romans is usually included in this poriod, Ia the sacond
poeriod, the omphasis falls more strongly on tho Christus nro
nobisg which, though predominanty is conbined with the Ghris-
tus in nobis, Koberle considors this synthesls as not forth
in Luthor's commontory on Galatisna of 1522-35 as tho high
point of Imthor's creativity., In tho latter nart of his
1lifo Tmthor rlaces more and moro emphasis on the iustitia
aliena in contrast with the renowal in life. ¥Yet it i3 cer-
toain that Imther at all times during his life malnbained the\a
ossential immor oonnection between forgivoncss of sing and
the new 1ife whilo thoologically disbtinguishing betwoen the
two congontses

Heidnhhthah 1s plmont universalily portrayed as what tho
Cermang would call an "Epigons®, a pupll who considerably.
wealkonod the groat motifs of his heroic teachor, Illinger

gives o typical estimate of Btelanohthonih whilo Molanchthon

3thia,

e . ! v in Ceschich-
vg TMlinger,; Miclanchthon®; in Religion
o En&%@gﬁn%rb 'j_‘iz‘hngens Verlag von '.‘l'a."ﬂg"B':' Hohr (Paul
Siebeck), 1927), Zweite Auflage, ILI, 207l~82.
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at Tiret conaldorod justification as a commlete ronowal of
mon,; his views bogan to chenge from 1530 onwards Thase
chenges flrst boooms shorply delineated in his commentary on
Romens of 1532, in which the cmphasis no longer lies on man
but on God, who justifies man in a forensioc manner, “ms tho
forgivenoss of zins is divorcod from men's nownoss of 1ifa,
and the Chrriatiom 1ife tends to bo o mere exrression of obad-
icnhee to Codlz lowe. Mollm:d,s whoge study of ielanchthonts
thoology is the most complete that we pnossess,; shows thut tho
two stendard modern writers on Melanchthon's tlzeal::,gyﬁ hold
thot in Holanchthon's wribing prior to tho loel of 1521 jus--
tification i1s nothing more then tha Angustinian-Thomigtic

£ LY n -
malitos in aumgg.{ On the othor hand, he showo that 1t is

the univorsal judgement of modern thoologlona that Holanch~

thon after 1530 divoreed justification from regencration and

szinz\a Bnzoelland, Molanchthon, Glauben ur;é. Hondoln (Ifin-

chien: Chr, Kaisor Verlagy
61iar1=1inger and Otto Ritsohl,
72,50, the Inssitutio of 1519 snd tho Iucubrabionss.
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nade Ghom Ywo Soparasve ao'ts.-.B 9
According to tiw Noroung" Holanchthon'® Carict's work in
expiating God nroducod a twofold gifte 1) novmeass of 1ot

- 12
and 2) forgiveness of singe™® If Chelst earnod both ronowal

,Gfmoxﬂing to Bngellond, one oile; ppe 532-5, Karl Ioll
ond Hmomiel Hirseh have moat Violontcly attacked ielunchihon's
viow of justificabion in recent times., The othor writors who
hold %o the rurely forensic view in the later llelanchthdn are
i« Bonwobach; Dorner, Ellingor, Gass, Py Gennriech, Cundeort,
Herrlinzor {(who noveytheless holds that iolanchthon, undor
tho influeonce of Oszliandor, later cunnectod rogeoneration with
Justitication aa the "psyeholosicnl-gthical result of iusti-
ficaiio", ] Kivmsz, Koborle, gps oit., Excursus, ps 92, Lip- -
aslud, Loofs, lagol, R, Secbavg, "roltsch; Wernle, iHegand,
and Tollin., Wiegand in Dosmenmeschichbe, (1919), ppe 1206-7
stabes: ™ol lelanchihon La"'E % angeliwa, Gloube, Gnode, \
Rechtlortimmy:, asich su bloson Verhelasungon vorfliichtist,” |
EilgOl:.!.:L"!d, Olle 9..%1’:.‘0 Pe 5330 i

(3 i
n the following nregsontation of Helanchthonts Ueaching
of Justar e e O Tt haatn ol Tagatiandes
ronanboring that ko views Helanchthon sympabhotically and in
offoet olaims single-handedly to rofuto all the proviously-
hold views of lolanchthonfs doobrine of justilficatione

10?30fore 15224

lltmgollnn&, Ope OlLey Po b1l: @orvus Reformmatorum (henco-
forth abvrovicked as ORj XiL, 51; ﬂp’x%—b!s’é‘ is 35‘ dls ahswer -
to the "anxiwm vobum diarmu mentium" who in their helplesa-
noss wolt for the new 1life, "suspirant, ut suppeditet Dous
spiritun purgentom, illustrontem, iustificantems Dous onim

in tevrac Xerrer nisit, gul morte sua sabisfocereot wro diloc-
tis nostrio et emororctur sviritum iustificantom, hoe ost in-
novanton alfectus nostros, ob gui inbimaa proponaionan pocca-
ti mutet, ut ipsum gul credorunt osse autoram lustltlae, 1%-
lorum poceate nbolerentur, ils oriritus lustitise darobure

221 1a.. CR. e 958 "Cim dolictum fuorlt, millis operi-
bus trmuquﬁiaﬁ'z‘; gonggientmn, sod sola et yura fide in Chvis-
tun pacaboris, qua oredis inlquitates nogtras insum tullsso.
Holanchthon jolng both gifts together in tho Institutio %
(1519), OR, p. 56: "Crode Christo, invoco Ohristum por fidem,
fam ar_:;.rft?ﬁa justifioetor ob purgabtor adest! Imm pax datur
conaciontine, iem mortis cedlt horror, iom inferni nminae
claugoo aunte!
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vl forglvenoss in that ordor, then God in justificetion
must give mon these two gifts. According to Ttho Inatitubio
of 1519 justification first bLringo roncwsl and thon forzive-

noss of sin.’> Bub tho Iusubrationes and the lLoel of 1521

roverse the ordor of theo two glfts of justification. By
1521 Holanchthon veeognized thab in Juastification: the terri-
Piod consclenco mmuat firat of all be anst.'ared-.lls' By now for-
giveonoean 13 go amphasized that- 1t appoars &5 be the sole con-
tons of thoe Coaneld “Evanr,_;e:_l.imn eot vromissio remissionis
POy Ghri.stw::".w The Gospol; "quod ast simplicitor com'mm;
tio neccati ner chx".*-.si:m seu prasdicatlo.gratise’; 1s to bo
found Chroughout the onblre Scriptuz'a.']‘s But Ro:irﬂmld .;300-1

bux's;17 nobwithstandiing, the gilt of ronewal does not play a

: 13_—..""'-..:3911&:1«'1, ope cibe, Ppe h2-lse
11!1*01&., pe blis Tnoubrationes, CR, XXI, 35t "Dous pro-
misit soiutem ver Chrisgtim 51 credas per illum condonerl poc-
cabum oo Tide saluus erds S1 crasdas por Christum tolli pecca-
tum, donawi spivitun vivificantenm Hortem vinei ea .*.':l.de“rmit-
tobur neccaturm, vivificaberis spiritus vineces moréan.

15rvads

16.. a . ;
Ibide, pe U5: Lool, pe 164 "Iustificam.,.cum mor-
tificat? ='a'o"x~"1§gm;15 resusdﬁ;mm vorbo gratise, quae 1lan Christo
prominsa esk, sou ovengelio condonante reccata ot i11i fido
adhaoremus, nihil dubitantes, quin Christl iustibia sit n?s»-
tbba iustitia, quin Chvisti sa‘ciai‘afgign sit e;m%giigo gg::rj,
slce Thisg iz avidontly a typograpiical OO ¥ o .
quin Christi resu:-ruc‘s:.{a nosbra 9it. Droviter nihll dubitan-
tes, quin neccata nobls condonata sint ot lem faveat et bene
vollt douze.<.olumiodi justitia est rovelata, quam dong 'gm“
iugbitia vorubet, nempe e, quae ost por fidem Josu Christi

(Rome L2853 Gene 1520). .

17 nichto, IV-2; pe 23, that

Who says in his Do 080, 0 2s P 9

evon this oa:.%.y Eelanohﬁfi%?{ %ﬁos Yorgivemoss of sﬁ?m GOE'
plotely indenendent of the experiencing of CGod's renowlng rowore

- I -
T YL M TAYN R FYNY, NN R Y [ % B
RITZI ALTE il W) b, LD AT
) A3 It LB L
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seeondar’ rolo 'm't. along with faith ic present as tha ui:ho'z-
18 In fact, for tho "young' iislanch-

thon forcivensss and vonowal (Fho gift of tho S-irit) ave

glde of justifications

one ant of Cim‘.l.l"?
Bagelland maiea tho yoors 1522-1531 tho socond period
ol Halanghthonts thoological devalommente During this period

llolanchthon most often describes the work of Christ with the

tomas sai::’.,ﬂfac'l:i.oao and wmeritwn, Christ givos mon twro giftas
forgivenena™ and ronowal.or the gift of tho Ily Snirite>s
Thus for.llolanchihon during this poriod justification in its

firvet asspect 1s yomissio peeeztorum, a foronsic act in which

'the riphitoousnosg of Christ i3 imputed to man: in Nonans.

52l Ifustificaro mosas "oronoi consuctudine...rowmi absolvore

ot vronuntinve iusthwn, sod nroptor alionsm iustitiam, vide-

licot Chwishil, auno alienc iustitia cormmnicctur nobis pex

18 c -
mgollond, op. cit. h6: Iumeubrationes, CR, XiI,
351 "5t law nomo (gum haeo s oy S stiotens Thet mate.
ritum instaurentom.” Iocl, pp. 101-5¢ "Coonta enim luatifi-
catio est, non consumotae eSrimitias spiritus accopizms .
(Rom. 0:23), nondwm docimuse”

o .
1’}}1{;03.1@@., one Cibes P IiTe

11d., ppe 109-11,

2 s Aot aem (1523), R
Tbide, Tre 111-23 Amobtabiones in Joannenm s OB,
XIV, 1128t “guod =it Caristi officlum, ex veroo oportet .cog-
nosoi cuod prasdicats Proedicab autom reminsiona: pecoavo-
it non condit logew allguam, sed so exhibot, promittens
rauisaioner peccabormm canlbus crodontibus U

o 113 ® ; detus ost, ut nrop=
Anology 1105 113 "Christus ad hoo atug ost, as P
tor- cum 'c‘lonoanw nobis roulssio poccatorum ot J‘:Héqm o
tus, qui novam gc actornmn vitms ot asternms fusuii-mi 1
nf)bis ﬂ&l‘ia’c;"
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£1dema "> Faith 1s accountod fow rightoousnoass “Hane fi-
dam Impubat Dous pro iustiela corem ipso, Rom. 3 o lpe n2lp
The socond aapect of justification for Helanchthon in this
period iz wonewal op Gho gifhs of the Roly ﬁmab.as Justifi.
cation 1s the new b:i.r‘ch.za Justificabion ig rogonera‘cion.zr_
FPaith is tho new 1ifet Migee fides cwa sit nova vita, noces.-
sarlo parit novos motus e% opora, n28

Helanchthon's final period of thoological dovelomient
oxtonds from 1532 until his decth. According to Holanshihon

233)1(1. 219. 305.

2,3‘Gon£‘assaio fuqustons, Arbtlole IV, Engolland, owe oibe,
De 111}-"9.

25 1 J Nt

Aonobablonos in Joannem (1523) Xtv, 10472 "Satis

st monevo, Z%Sfam 0380, M80 nmocipi% %ienda, Evangellun
@330 romigocionaa peccatorum ot donationgm Spiritus sanctl per
Cirictum," Disncsitio (1529), X ’ : 'ognotlos
gratvliac mentio I‘E.E, haec GuO Conm ect;.t:ur scrintura; remig-
olonam noccatorum ot donationem Spiritus sancti.™

26 j ks

‘ Engolland, ope @ite + 117-8; Ammotationes in joan-
nom, 9_13_?’3’{?:?, 10813¢ _"Fx-:i!mgg enim propositun est, nevicatou
carnis in totum irsmmdan osse, non posasa iustifiocari Eis:l ro-
natos, Han regoenerationem fiorl agqua, 1.e. mortificationo et
spiritu, qui vivificat, Deinde docot; ronasael id esso qua?'.
croders in Pilium, quain exeltari oporteat sicut serpentem,
"Christus justificationem dloit esse regenorationan, hoo ost
voro wmortificure carnem ot ronovard spiritu.

27 -

3}_ ; 5 Avolo in the rejectod nages, CR;, XXVII,
13.68, ll- Iiﬂ--:‘-., =p.“]€£§ggtg¥ :'eﬁ{ssionam agcntorum in nobls ease
iust;ificationen et rogenorationems" "Iustificatio ost regane-
ratio, ut Chwistus dodet Johan. 11i, Ifisi quis wrenatus ﬁuor;lt
otc. lion anim facimus legem nisi iustificatl ot ronati,” En-
golland also wuotoes soveral russgges from thoe Apology in
which ijustifiontio and rogoneratio are equatod. io ahall dls-
Cuas this question almrb%y- :

23&1)0108? » 209. 250-
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in this perlod two vords in chapter 53 of Isalch describs
the Hosaioh®s dood: gesiaro (Go boar) and gollere (to toke
Thkiie : > 39 . e : e
- awey)e Theveforo Klpwr-’ Ln St. Jonn 1529 has whe double

meaning of gustiners and guferro peccats mundi, Christ cams
not orly to satisiy and fulfill the law for man but olso to
effoct tho now obedlence in i;hem._.3° A4 hoec apperuvit filius
Deli, ut dostruat opors Diaboll. Hegoenorammyr igitur in ro-
eccneiliatione, ub nove obodientla in nobis inchooturs w3l
Therofore Uhrist is our righteousnoss in o two-Told manner:
Chrigtus eose nostran iustloiamy; quod utroquo modo
intolligatur, ot guic ipsiuvs iusticiz nobls donc-
tur,; hot eaty; proptor oum iustl ot accopti swws,
ot guia officit in nobis novom iusticiam ot vitam
eeolittiug iusticia tibi donatur,; ite, ut sis propter

ouwn ilugtus ot dccoptus; ob ne sit tanbtum inputatio
manento peccate ot morte; hic lusticlam ot vitom

Qg‘éh':g'olland opDe Cltes; Ps 30C; Ennrrotio in Josnmem
(1536), o, xv, 40, In Gz, XXV, 90, Tolanchtion onlargos W~
on this Tufosro: 'Anfort (sc. Christus) obiam, plocans nobls
potram SO0 Horito, ot imputans nobis suonm obadiontie: ot dus-
vitlamy donicue ot ve ipsc dolons peccabun of morbter, roddens
lustitiom ot vitam asbornam, Docot Igitur Johamos, non tan-
tus pascumm egse Ghvistun i rodemptorom, sold otiam iustili-
eaturua nos, ot sanctificatuwrum, ot tandem salvatumm, quisa
in has vita inchoatur tantun in nobis novites spiritunlia,
postor consuwmmabibuwre”

30131{;&11&1:&!, obe cib, e 302; Doclomotiones (15h7)s CR
Xi, 780: "pous ipoo inguit: vivo ego, nolo mortoun poceal aris,
sed ut converbabur ot vivabe Patefoolt so igitwr, dodit Tvan~
golli vocsin, migit £ilium, non ad hoo wnw Opus, ub argult
poccnita, sed proccipus ad huue finsuw, uk voca Bvangoliil &b
Spiritn sus sencio congsolobur ot origet poctore mostra, ot im
uobis lucem ot iusticiam aceondat, nosquo ebolito poocata ob

gy, ~

morta huercdes viios of aslutla defeornoe a:i.‘;f;ioiat %“ n'.L =
bi (ot GR, XVy 177: Chrlst is not only doc-
’E&% % ,.'f‘: =0 'dé%gg.ﬁg ; "5!';’.;@51:5:' 3% novao lucis ot vitagy"
VAo gives "Spiritwa senchum ot vifom aobernam.”

31§-méollmzd, 1%3. clbes De 30hs Loci Cormunes Theologiol
(15h3), OR, XiI, T



11
aebaorman in nobis oi‘f:!.oii:.32
Theroiors tho concopt of gratia includos both gifts of Christ:
Christus donnb nobis gratism, hoc esb, remizsionom
paccatorun gratis, ot officlt in nobis voram Del
agnitionem, verum omorenl, voram fiduciom, varsm
invoocatlionemel:

Suring this porled Helanchthon agein decleros that ius-

o

Lifionrd i1s primarily to be doclaved jua'b.-?'h dJustification

is on fwpubatio iustitice Chwisti. Ab times tho relotion~

oidp betwean justbification and rogonoration is oxpressod with

comdugera, conlborl, sogqud, nocodore, addi, priuug-- Sheaed?

2mnorratiio in Jommmem (1536), CR, XV, 355«

g 331'-'5:1.’;:011&‘-’-'-& ODe Clles Ds 306; Coumontarius ad Romanos
(15h9), ¢, X%V, 1 Ug s 029, : '

31"’::1:)::‘.:1., Pe 315; Commonbarius od Romenos (1532) om 2:l
ond 3:liz Prustificari proprie Signilioat iusbtum repusari,
hoe eal acceptum reputari; sic inbtolligatur relatiuve, sicub
in foro usurpatur Bbraica consuotudine; ifustificari pro eo
gquod est iustwa prommolard, ub si quis dicat populus Homan~
us iustificouits Scipionom: accusatum a tribumo plobis...iug-
tificari non significat proprio habere novas virtutes. Sod
relativs intelligatur de uoluntabe Del pro 8o ?uod. eat ap-
probori seu nccopberd a Neo," Bpistolag (1559), CR, VIIL,
573: "iuch heiozob das Wort :I.us:%ﬂ‘r——oam nicht innerlich
froms wnd vervandolt wordon, odoer immorlioch vepthtot worden,
wad also gorocht seyn; wie die l¥nche und Osiawler dichiton
wnd gehreibon, condsemn helsset in Paules ex reo non reum
fiori, das 1st, M Gott sngenshm soyn, als gorocht goachict
und agenontion werdons”

3benpeiland, ope oita Pe 3193 Bpistolas {1537}, L2,
113, .‘4.31:& "IustifI%aﬂ ss.énifio‘w‘.; cons w.m-:a;ioz‘}em PO
calommz, . cul coniuncta ost donetio Spiritus sunotl,’ —rose
Eilla Molonchithonia (1549 £5)y CR, XKV, 579 - "Iustifion-
tiontm sequibur sonctilficabtio ot novibtas." Confossio Aupus-
tana (15h0); gR, XVI, 3683 "Cwma neccesorion do $4d6 doow
tringn: et con'-s'aiatiomm HNeclesiis proponimus, additur ob
doetrinae do bonis opordbuss®
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But thors also remains the secoml aspeot of justificabione3d
During thic neriod rogonerctio has two asrects for Ha'.'..nmh-_-
thons: 1) the religious, involving the forgivensss of sing:
2) the othiecnl, involving the now 1:1.’:‘0.37 During thesze
yeers lelanchihon describes yvenovatic as both tho purnose and
tho goal of justification and as the content of juatifica-
i;i.can.-?!B But einco lelanchthon at times exprosses this tvo-
fold aprect of justificatlon with the word gimul, the two

agpects cannot be thought of as asenarabe and indopendent

. )
“6Ea1gc:i.lmd, one gitey Ppe 320«1; this is called "rege-

neratio; ronovatlo, nova vita, consolatlo; vita asterna,

iavocatio,” :

37%3.&3’.;:10:1@3 Academicae (1551), OR, X, 317: "Hogeno-
rabio utmmimie comnlactiture  Primm remissionem poccatorum
sou Impubabionen institlae, Deinde ot inchoationom.™

36 . | : :
Mpelloand, op. Gibs, PPe 327-=30; Commentariug ad Ro- -
menos (1532): "G iuﬁﬁ'ficgliz Dous, 1t Tootifieat, U5
nouan ulban, noas: saplentisn ac lustitiom afferat, et debe-
!'éms ohodicntlia: Deo, ei:im;} ﬁ'i %ud gnidc%;lmspmgoaui(g &BEzj'op-
or cquod Justoc pronmunelet," Faarrabio in Joanmem (L230),
CR, XV, 83: M"Hab. 2 fustl = acoeptl Deo rorutamr ob vivi-
iﬁ%’?" hoe ost, nova }'rli:%_' et %ugg induinar, K%ae gﬁt ix;'za 9%
avlo vitzo nolornac. isputablonas, R ? L2
mutom de Tustificationo loquimuy, noco.-ase"o';t heea t»ia com-.
plocti, renissionenm pecoatorum, of imputationmm justicioe,
ot donationom Spiritus sancti vivificontis corda fide, 14 ost,
fidvuefe modialoris, in guo mobtu vere £it hoo in nobis, quod
dicit Caristus: Spiritus Sanctus glorificabli me, Tunoc voro
'ngn%e:l.i'.ux- medlator, ot simul it inchoatlo novee obedionti-
80s -
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entitios .39 ¥aith, thon, is tho comnecbion through which
the pronise of Cod goos over into tho roclity of maentsz lifo
lifo.""n Faith i even idontiflod with the now 1ifo andl obor-
nal ‘.'.:!.fo.'ﬂ'

Accomling To Engelland, Ghon, Holanchthon malntained
the cszentiel connoction betwecen the twofold aspeats of jus-
tificntion all hisg 1ife, with varying degroos of omphasis.
Bat thoe focal voint was always imputabion of rightsousnasa,
I would tend to agroe with this conclusion at loast for the
period until the year 1531. But it appears that ldelenchithon
thoreai'ter becane nore and moro inclined to isolats forgive-
noss from the ronowal of 1ifey as is evidom_:ed by the relt;-
tionahip betweon then emmressed by soquitur, additur, ofe.,
although those expressions are in tonsion with or are ox-
rlained by those zhabemoents in-which the now life i= sald
to cane shxul‘qenqous’ly with forgivencsss AL any ralc, 1t

would seeon thebs the traditional modorn intorpretatiion of

B o T : s =
irollond, ove Cit.s PPe 3306-7; Fropositiones (1551),
CR, XII, )H.".ﬁ-?'r "iHe 1 quis dicit; nos tantma logui de ima-
ginavia imoutetiono, non de rogencratione, quae £it Deo in
nobis imputations, polam refubant ewa teatimonla annive Nog-
Lrarum ecclosiauie” Eagrrabio in Jommmom (1559); OR, XV,

¢ YCuw andicms nominerl ramissionan pecsaborum, sinmil
comploctoumir donationcm Spiritus sanobi, vitao actornas ot
omnes nromissiones ypropries Brvangolii, quod rocaevti a Doo e.;:-
andigmar, juvenr ot deferdamur a Deos Denique gmnia benefi-
gia- FEvonrolii comprohendunibur appelatione remissionis pecoa-

ommi e ¥

m%ellm‘l’ -O-?-" i&&.' PDa 339 and 3'.:1.
W,

T 3090909090
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Nelanchbthon's doctrine of justifiaation requiros consider-
eble rovisloan on the basils of tho research of Engellond,
Holonchthon's teaching of justifiocntion in the Apolozy
has beon the occasion for vho production of an extonsive
ha

litercture,’ Tho reason for this la that in tho Apclogy

Melanchithon fragquently identifies Iusbum ropubari with Zusbum

effiocl an? iunatificatic with popeneratio., Following is a

croos-aosticon of suoh nassagess

Jion aio de fide sentimug; sod hoc defendirms, quod
nronnle ae veore ipsa Tide propter Christun iunsbi
rorubonr seu accoptl Doc sfrms, 3% qui iustifi-
carl gignlficat ox iniuntis iustos officl zou rege-
noiravl, simmiflicat ot Iustos promwmbinrl scu repu-
tard, TUbromio onim modo loquituwr Seriptura. Ideo
nelmen volumug hoe ostondera, géad gcla fidas ox
iniugbo iustunm offégiat y hoo @8t, acoiplab ramise’
s8lonGy DOCCAuUOTTN. .

Consocul renissionom pocoatorm ost iustilicarl
justa 1llud, Ps. 3231 Boati, gquorum remigsco sunt
inigultotes. Sola fide In Christim, non por diloc-
bionom aut onera aox‘xsm:gu'ﬁ'um Tanlcsionan poccatormum,
otsl diloctio soquitur fidem, gﬁ%_it;d_z; dola fide lus-

$iPlcamir, intolligendo iustificationem, ex inlusto
ngm eificl sou regonorarie -

Hootonue satis copiose ostendumus ot tostimonils

Seripturae ot arpuentis ox Soriptura swaptis, ut
vog mogis fioret norapicua, cuod sola £ido consec-
quirmar renissionaa noccauomEn proptor Ghrf:.stu:n,_et
quod sola fide iustificerur, hoo 683G, OX iniustis

l"aIb:i_ﬂ-. s PDs 5k1-58 gives en extenalve roviow and sum~-

w0 i

nary of tho literature on this point,
3 , .- ” -
noordia Priglotta (St. fouist GConcordia Publishing
Houae, %3&_’5'1 T, Apoloay, Avticle IV, pe 1Dy 72, This is the
contral passage in dispute in the Apology-_

Wirpia., py 112, Arte IV, 76=8.
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instl officicma aon rnr;mlormmr'.c.,“"s

Friodeich Ioofa providad the ifurcbus for a long contro-
vorsy concorning justiliecation in the Apnloz;y.’*c‘ In thig
essay ho denarted IMru: ths tradibional omelusively foronsic
interprotation of iiclanchthon's pronouncenents an juztifica-
tion in the Avology. Taking as his starting noint thoe oriti-
elon of Albrooht Ribachl that lator concentlions of juetifica-
tion have often baoan read into tha older smmbols, Loofs at-
tannts {‘.c; rrove that "one has no right to olaln that the fus-

Eificatio of the loeus de luchlficabions iz an gobtus foronsis

for the older mmyuabola." Ho rojoots paszages fron the Apology
which: oxprrosly call Justifieablion a fowveinsic nctlﬂ a3 belng
olthar irroleovant or as not belonging to tho original toxt
and maintoing thab Holanchthonm treats justificabtion in the
Anology as meaning both to be declared and to bo made right-
cous, Ho elalms tha’ pavagraph 72 of Avticls IV of the Apo-
logr, musted above, consbitutes tho hoading and mumary for
the raiainder o thoe article; sr-eciﬂeally,. that in pora-

grarhs 75-123 Holanchthon moent to prove that sola fids ex

lﬁlbld., Pe 1ﬂl-’ Mg IV, 117Q

61 m ¥ ung htfortigungslehre
In his asa Die Bedeouting der Reochtlorcipung

dor Apologie fir g& Symbolik der lutha Kivche," in Thoolog-
isphe Studion wnd Eritikon (188L); pe 013 ff. mgeu"'.a*‘a- @, op.

eif., 7o, Slie-lle

!*‘7!?'01- exammle, Triglotba, Pe 190, Arte IIT (as Triglotia
has it), 131 and pe 20, 10U
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industo iuatwm affici, ond that paragraphs 3.22--1?.‘2""'a are to

prove that gsola fide iustum rembavi,

Alpori Blchhorn contimued the disoussion of this guos-
1;-.1.0:11"(J with on essay In vhich he bogina by stating his agree-
nmeont with Loofs! refubation of the tradibtionsl Interpreta~
tion of the docbring of juebifieation in the :t,vulog;'.so His
goal is to nrove that the lusbtum offici and rosutari of the
Apology exe not to be dlstinguishod concoptuvally but thab
Helenchbthon uses those formulas intevchangeably. o main-
beins thab paragraphs 75-85 prove guod gola fides ex iniusto
Justuwn efficint, and 80-110 that fustificari sipnificat of
fustos rprommnmtiari, levortheless he discovers bhas according
%o naragrachs 75-85 faith obtains forgivensss and to be right-
oous iz to be "ploasing to God," Dec asceptuse. Thorefore he
conoludes thai pogeneratic and iustum eifici in tho Apology
apply only to that roliglous altuabion bebiacen Gc;d and men in
which God declares man just, Regeneratio does mot apply rri-

merily to the new life bemun 1In the Caristlan but denotas tho

Wi p Do Dil
In Triglotia § raphs 1«60 in Article III, De Dilec-
tione. In reality, ptggagection entitled Do Dilactione was
not & separate article in tho original odition but a part of
Article IV on justification. However, in one of ‘ll?:m early
editions De Dilectione was entitled “.&rtiole IITI:;" this error
has boon perpetuatod by most of the editions of the Luthoran
symbols, including that of J. Te Hueller and tho ITriglotba.
But the recent critical edition of the mymbols pu'EI!EImE in
Germony in 1930 places Do Dilectione undor Article IVe

| 1'9"1)13 Rechifertigungslohre dor Apologle,” Thoologisohd
Studien und Kritiken (1887), Pe Iig £f.

SGEngelland, Ope oits, PP Shli=5e
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comforty Joy, and poace whioch ave a result of God's forgivo-
nosss Tima the efflcl is Lo be understood from the viewnoint

of tho Instuxm reputari, The rosult of his inveatlzation con-

tradicts his goal as announcod abt tho hegimning of tho essay.
According to Hngelland, tho lines usually followod in
the contwzovorsy concerning the Anology'a doctrine of justifi-
catlon are those sel dovm by Loofs and Bichhorns As saples
of this voluminous litorature I havo exmmined Carl Stango,
"Jber oine Stolle in der Apologle, n51 and Johannes Kunzo,
Die Rechtfortimmpalehre in der Apclag_ig‘sz Stange, in cri.-

ticism of Wichhorn and Loofs, maintains that all of para-
graphs 75-116 nrove only tho statoment, quod gola fide ox

infustils juabl efficigmur, Stange!s thesis, in onposition

to Bichhorn, 1s thab justiflication in the Apology moans to bo
made ecctually rifsllteuus.53 Tn addition ho noints out that
for tho proper understanding of the Apology it la necossary
to investipete the antitheses to vhich Holanchthon directod
his ramarks concorning justification in the Apolog:r.sh' Theso
antithosos wore not to be found in the Confutation, says

Stenze, but in the dogmabics of the time, particularly in tho

e e e Stae ( :s A, Deichort!scho
Thealonisohe AufoBtze (Lofvpzig? A
Vorlﬂt:sﬁxnxc.‘ﬂ;z.eﬂIou;@ ﬁ. Tornier Scholl, 1905), »pe 50-73,
oririnally having appoared in Ilove Kirchlicho Zoiltschndft
(1892)' T'e (31 TS i

saﬁliiterslohs ¢, Dorbelsmenn, 1903,
r’

= 3Stanfs<_'=, one Gites pne 02-lie
Blmia,, n. 67 286
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Fowbochen Thoologoy -(1528) of Borthold of Chicmsse. In this
trogtlse Dorthold says, "Falth 1a tho necosaary beginning for
man to obtaln grase, justification, ond salvation from God,"
The Szeremonts ore aldo necessary. He writes against tho
In 71 lclenchthon bogins his nolemies aginst the view
that foith is only the nocossary begimning of justificabion.
Derthold sava that faith i1s not sufficiont to mallo a jush
man oub of an unjust. The grace of God offects thisz chonge
Wsacramonta orgo in fide suscipiontibus pracstant iustifioca-
tionam, quee aliogquin sola fide non acquirdtur...et sic ox
Iniusto focit dous instums" Over against him Holonchthon in
72 contends exyressly thabt sola fides ox inlusto iustum offdi-
giogt. UWho pronuntiarl of .72 is also. ta‘.:c_m ovor from Berthold:
Grotlos Paulua do £ide soribis,; scapor intelligit
Toracom, formatanm ot operosal, cua m propensus
St oash niidlinus Fidea tustificst ob
gximi offochium ad hona operas - Yoe respoctu fides
as lustibiom ronubature.s3ic fidon ast initiwa sed
non counlementun lustificationise
Theso words exnlaelin not only .why lialanchthon used penubexni ab
the end of 71; but also why ho roplaced reputari in 72 with
tho mowre oxnet fommila offici, For tho Romanists olso wore
agrood to the fommlat guod ipse fide fuotl repubomur; bub
thoy wors oprosed o this, that gola ox dustun
faclat, llolanchthon hod to direct his argumentation ggainst

tho proof of this asserbion.
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Runze, > on the ofhor hand, maintains that tho Apology
teaches & conclistenly lmputabive viaw of justifilcations Tho
shoer statistical welpht of evidense is egainat tho effcc-
tive viow: rovuterl is usod five times before 72 In the
following article, Do Dilechlono Lopls, the formula iustum
rooutarl is uscd twenty-one times, but the formula effici
only onces In the ranpindor of the Apology one would look .
in vain for this fommila, "ebenso wio bei Iit.ﬂ:’nm:n.“s6 Yunze |
quotes fram Luthorls lorge commentary on Galatians to prove
that Luther also teaches a strictly forensie viow.57 unzeo
likowige shows that the Romanist opponents congidered jusbi-
fleation to be a process of ex infusto iustum gﬁ‘_i_;_g__i_.ss Pur-
therinorc, sven if theo Apology doos not glve two disbtinctive
meanings to the word regonoratlo, thors is novertheless a
dlstinetion Lo bo noted! first, it moans iustum repubards it
is algo used for tho beginning of tho motus gpirdbuales in
men.?? 8inco innze resorts o arbitrary changos of tho Gexb
in pavegroshs 72, 85, and 117 of Article IV, 1t would secnm
that he finde those peesagos in which tho lustum effici ls

strescod too difficult to reconcile with his conviction of a

ggmnze! one Clles De 120
561131‘210, TP 15-20,
57:1)16.0’ Dha a".6¢

56:‘9.".5.-‘, Pe ,«].0-

Sb3d,, pp. 31=Ts
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eonsistoutly forensic doctrine of justificotion in the
Apologye

Willheln ‘.‘Ja.ltlmréo naintaing the same noint of view which
Kunze holda, although ha rejocts all attemmts to alter tho
Goxb, TFelanchthon used tho iustum offici booense tho oppo-

nente explained iugbificari in this momner. Nelonchthoan him-

g80lf’ ammlaing what ho meoms In Iustug offleil in 72 in the
words, "loc ost, aceinere romissionem peccaborum,® With
this explanation ho contradicts tho definition of iustum of-
ficl as an effecbual now croation of man. For if God for-

ives man'a gin, it 1s no longor there. Coram Doo such a man
iz no sinner but actually made righteous. Walther, too,

maintains that regoneratio has o vmeculiar smbivalonce in the

dpalogy. thon lelanchthon snweads of rogenoratio in the roalm
of lustificatio, ho doss not thinlkk of it primarily as the
source for othical powors but as a soring of comfort, Joy,
and peacos Thovefore through faith, which grasns the for-
glvanoss of' oins, wo are born into a now mode of oxlatonce
consisting in rightecusness, confort, neace, and joy. Pla-

61

neyT gnd 1‘::1&1*1:62 likewizo maintain the purely foronslc

60 ; ' y
Lohwrbuch dor Symbolil (Loipzigt As Delchort'scho Vor-
logabuchhendiung Dre Worner Scholl 1%&?!;.), e 309, This
paragraph is based on ibid.; ppe 309-7l.

611*:- T is¢ Concor-
“Franz Piopor, Christliche Dogmatilk (St Louls o
dia Publishing House, 1017)s Ils 539, o5 m: 1499  "Die Goracht-
wmachung oder Wiodergoburt bezelchnet hier nmulich nicht cino

gittliel Eh:-neuegg}v, im l{ensohon, sondorn dio Annaime der Ver-
&0551_11%2&@‘: Sunden.

. Blevrt, On. cites PDe 85*6.
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interprotation of the dootrine of justifiontion in the
Apologye
According %o Schlink, whose breatment of tha Stheology

of the ILutheran symbols 16 thie moat vevent addition to our
litoraturo,m the fact that tho torme reminsio pogcatorws and
iustificatio ore intorghanged prominmcucusly in tho Iatheran
ymbols must be the . sbarting-peint for auy interprotation of
the dootrine of justifiecobion In tho fpologye Tho actual
theme of Article IV of tho Avwology is not the problem of
Yideal! vorsus Yeffective" justification, but the thesis that
: justification iz eoffected sols flda propter Christum, Any
attemt o ascortain whethor justification in Article IV is a
forensic judgemont or & renswing act of God will terminate in
a dobaclo, oz tho debate over this question has denonstrated.
Since it is the concorn of Helanohthon in the Apelogy to
stress tho justifylng word of God; he glves relativoly little
attonkion to tho dopmatic distinction bebwesn the offects of
this justifying words Schlink quotes W Ee Weber So the of-
foct thab tihe doctrine of justification embraces all the
gifts of the Cospel, but thore are tenalons among these gifts,.
Onn wust not abtomnt to resslive these tensions by atroeasing

only ona asnact of thdm.-ﬁ‘!‘"

63 hon Bolkonntnige
B&nnd Schllnk; Theoleopie dov 1utherisc
gohpifton (x&t‘i:mhen' &h:‘ Jaer Vorl ﬂ@s IW’ “’PT%G—T—

ENT'E’ 7, on which this paragrach and tho following ore
Bad.

61'?_;2-9-;9.: Pe 137.
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First of all, thon, tho symbols troal justilficabion
Trom the viownoint of Godls Torensic judgements this is true I AT :
also of tho Apologys Bub if God conslders tho simmor richt- 7 3
ocoug, thon he i= indcad rightooun, I .tho siansr vwho is deo-
clarod righteous did not thoreby bocomo r‘lghteoug s that would
be a surrondor of the truthfulnoss of God's word, in which he
pronouncas the alimar rightoous, Thorefore in Anclogy IV,

725 Nolenchthon can say that iustificsrd is ex industis ius-

tog efficl seu rogenoreri oz well as that it is jugbos pro-

mmilavi sou ropubtari. To be declared Jjust is equivalent to

being mado just, and Lo be made just is oguivelent to being
doclarod just, Therefors it 1s lmpossible Lo sonarate con-
cerbually or tomporelly the lusbos efifiei and the iusbos
orommbiari of Arbicle IV as ronresenbtative of two dAifloront
acts of fode Towover, oven herc tho lustos officl is to be
vnderstood fran the wlewpsint of tho forensic verdlct of God
and not vico versa. Thus in the ' judgomeont of God, and this |
means iv Lruth, tho simner whom Jod vronounces righteous is
righteque, even if ho cammot. begin to perceive the boglmning
of this rightcousncss. Hevertholesa, the foronsic character
of jusbification in Article IV io not hereby diminished. ST
My own conelusion in This controversy would tend to fol~ 7
low tho gonoral lines of Schlink's argumentation. In a de-
tailod analysis of Avticlo IV Mngolland also shows conclu-
Sively thﬁ’:. Molanchthon's starting-point and netif 1s thab of

gola Pide and not tho problom of the effeckive or tho foronsic
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nature of :Iustification.65 Hovertholoas, iolenchthon's con-
timious, almost harping insistonec on tho forensic choractor
of God's judgemont-~that it 1s forglvoness of sing, that wo
are aceowtted righteous govem Dgo=-is truly overwmoworing.
Yet lolanchthon's stobanent, "Igitur scla fide fustificomr,
intolligondo iuatificationem ox iniusto iustum offlci sou
regonorari™® and others 1ike 1t simply must be faceds Ib
scema Lo me a doubitful prosodure to ettamnt fo cii;:bin,:-,vinh,-
as Walthor doss, botwoon a twolold usage of regoneratio in
the Anolonye ‘hon Cod declaxos mon rightoous, man iz »ight-
osus, hwre thore is forglivoness of sin, thore is also life
and solvetion. And so tho foronsic judgemont takes tho lo-
»ieal nroomalinence, Yeb 1life and salvation are growuded upon
forgivencsns.

Vhaile Imther and Holsnohthon throughout tholir lives ont-
vhasized nrimerily Godls forenaic action of forgivencss of
gins, Oziander vevorsed the nrocess by concentrating on jus-
$ification as a —~rosess in man, Osiander's viocws of justil-
fication were inlluenced by "linguistic; philosophical Loges
aveculations of Cabalistic and Hoorlatonle sort, which ho

hed noquired partioulexdy from Reuchlin and Plao dolla

S5 imgelland, ope slbes DPs B-63.

66&*:-15 lottg, pe 12y Arte IV, 78,

T T R P
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Mirandola.™©7 The Biblical bagis for hia doctrine of Jushi-
Picatlon Osiander found in the Prologuc and chanters 6 and
=17 of St. Johm, His fundmaontel emphasis may bo swearize
od in tho statomont Sheb the Indwelling Christ, the ebernal

inner Viord of lod, activates in the hoarts of the beliovors

tho lmouledge of (odls grace and goodnesa as rovorled in tho
Gosuel, Por Osisnder, falth was vrimerily trust directod

toword Chxlst dwelling in the heorts Palth in tho atonenent

1s a fides hisborica., *huz Oslander came o think of the

68

rightoousnsss of falth es o gualites in snimoe

“he yress of controvorsy forced him to enlargs wron
thcse enrlicr views after 1549 s When ho becane nrofessor ab
¥onigsherge Christ was the medlator by whose death men have |
forgivoncss of oins, BDub forgivencas 1a only the basic pre- i
susposition fovr actual justiricahion, which eonsists In pos- |
seEaing the obernal rightocusness of Ood in felll By Gheo
preaching of the Youbor Word" mun bolleves in Chviat's aSone-
wmont snd ohhains m"giva".cas, bt ke ouber iWord is 2o

panied by the inner, living, ard abernal VWord of u:od-. which

67 L ThE
Loborle glbe, P ,3, rsugss The mast rocont
standard i'-n.eaﬂ:\z-g%;-.im ;rro..imdor 1s Tmnanmiol ni:-aeh, Dig -

Theolopioc -des. Amirea.s osiander wnd ihre goschichtlichon Vor-
18800 FunEen  (GooGGANGoN, ﬁﬂ)s which was not 8t uy o "P’su'
or obher 1isowvature on Oslandor seo Jaroslav Pq'!.il.um 11‘?““

Imbhor to Kierker anmlz Stut‘t m tha I:L'_t%% T_‘l%

(st T:o'.?f pucordia Pu & Houseg 0¢1950); Dne

uobos 10}__..13. or the follow...ng Iismtgsinn I have rolied On

Otto Ritschl, Dogmenpeschichiic des Iro -estan@. (&g ipsig®
To Os Hinrisenstachs PacHBendTungy 19 U566,
68

O« Ritachl; Ove _?_130) PPe h57'59' 1
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onters tho hearts of the bollovors as a divine power. Falth
in this imer Word brings tmue justification.

Den gerechtfertligen holat sigentiich, don menachon

von Sidndon froion, das er koin Siinds mehr habe,

gondern an der Stad dor Slinde Gerechtisloit habe.

Die (ereohtfeortiguny hobd an im Honschen; wan or

:::;gg%gg gtfabuthan, wnd wird volendt, wan er go-
In fact, jJustification 1s the entire nrocoss by which right-
cousness 1ls infused into men. thvough falth in Christ, Thio
rightooumoess is God Hmesell, the smme God who is love and
who bocame Incarncto in Christ Josus. From ebernity Godls
Wlord was predestined to become incarnate; oven had men not
failen into zsine In His exlistence bofore the croation of the
world, *ho Son was not only Gc_:d's inner tiord but also the
yrofiguration of Inman nature, which He was to appropristo
and gloriflye 7ho inmage of God in which man was oreatod was
man's likeness to the Son, the profigurstions Chvlst boomme
man to rodeom him from sin and to restore Lo him the image
of God, whlch congists in tho porfact indwolling off the Holy
'i‘:*iniiiy in the hearts of the beliovers.w

..‘!.'ra.f; the righteousness of the Chrigtian is the dlvine

nature of tho Word dwelling in him, but it 1s the divine no-
ture as incornato in Christ. Rightoousnoss which comes by
faith iz not falth itsolf but "Jhesus Thristus warer Gott wmd

Honsch, der durch don Glauben in unsern Hergzen \mh_nt."ﬂ Yat

9mutd,, p. 615 Progigh fber Rome Et5=7 (1553).
“M01p14., pp. 160-1.
Tlrpid., pe 4633 Yon dem Einigen Mittler (1551).
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besause Ogsiandor recognised that the Biblical meaning of ius-
tificoro is ab tlinea jiustum Eom___n;t:im., ho says that the
sins of the believors comitbed before their justification
are forgiven by tho righteousnoss given to them in jusiifi-
cation. Ilo evon taught that the sing which tho belisvors
gtill commlt arec covered by the righbecusness-=Christ ond iis
divino neture--vhich they alroady posansa. et this phase of
gsiandorts thought seoma to have no organic ralationmﬂn to
the whole of his i..haolcmr.‘?z

“he foceal points aboul which Haianchthonis reply to Osi-
andor rovolved wore the damand of certainty of the teorrified
oonscience and the proservation of tho honos Gwistis (> Ho
agress wisth Osimder that God is the cause of the now life in
the bolieveraz end that God Himself dwells in tho sainta. Bub
Osiander nasses 1lightly over forgivenocss. TForgiveness should
not be oxecluded from tho doaling of God with men, Oslander
destroys the comfort of tho saints by taking from thon the
corteinty of ths _.‘i-_tggp_i_._i_s__i_% Imputata. If the now 1ifa iz the
basie for justification, then the criterion of the law in-
trudes itself again into justifications Thms Oslanderts syo-
tem 15 o dootrina legls. But vhere tho low rulos, thore is

no forglvonecas, and evon tho rena.t:l wanain sinnors unn neod -

?2—bidl. P ll.{)2“6-

3por this discussion I depend on Engalland, opne oites
PP- 375-80 Gf. also Elorty one oibe, P 89 and Ploper, Ts ODe
[+] tl' m.. &
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renissio and impubabio. OChrist does not cease to be the
medlatbor for tho renatl also.

Article IIT of tho Formula of Concord doals spocificsls
1y with the views of Osiander concerning justirioa.‘aian.?ll‘
In opposition to Osiender tho Pormmle teachos that Cirist ig
mon's righteousness according to both s man and divine
natum.75 The beliovers' rghteousness beforo God consists
in God's forgivonoss of their sin and the impubation of
Carisits rightecusnoss Lo them, Faith, the mediwm loptilon
by which this righteousness la rooeivad:, is not a bare noti-
tio historice but a divine gift by which wo Imow Christ as
our Aedeemer in the yerbum svanzelii and truat in Him, JIus-

tiflcare moans exclusively Lo cbzsolve or doclars free from

gins, The words, vivifioatio and rogenergtio, used in Article

IV of  tho Apology in the realm of justificabion, ax-e'to he
understood in the forensic songe. Good works and love, di-
lockio, (o not bolong in the avrbicle concerning juetiftica~

tion, liovertheless, this saying of.Imthor's is quotod with
approvals - UDone conveniunt ot sunk connexa 1z§separab-ili.ta:‘-
fides of opera: sod sola fides est, quae approhondit bono-

dlotionom sine operibus, ot Lomen mmguanr est sola. 76 pa.

though it is true that Glio Triume God dwella by faith In tho

-

A : & that Garist 1s the be-
And of Stancarus, vho taugh o v ,
liever's righteousness only sccording to His fuman natures

91 75@ g"’lottﬂ., M" P 7911..7,‘ & ;!_1(1& Daolat‘;;‘hia, PPe
7""'379 : | 5

761]3&&6. J01a Dﬂﬂlgp Pe 929.
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bolievers, this indwelling is not %o be oquated with tho
ripghtoousness of falth, b

Eleort stoubly dofends the Fommulal'as distinetlon botweon
justification and ronovation. Howover, upon this distinction
the lator dogmatloinns based Lhair system of the gozdo galne-
Eis, .which, says Elert, “ean bo .locked upon as dubious." Tho
inportance of this conceptual differontiation was to safeguaxd
Tutherts fuadapmontel insight of the lustibia Deil, which 1s ac-
counted and Imnmutod to; but not implanted into, meni for oth-
ervige it would ndt bo o iusbiiia Dei, bub fusbibiae hominigs,
Thig distinctlion also served to uphold the honos mﬁv'}.sti.w

dgainst this background we shell be equlnped to under-
sbond wore fully tho issues at stole in the Ibll-ialther con-
troversy; in which the varlegated amphases of the sixbeenth-
cenbury doebtrine of justification form a si:mrﬁundorcu..ﬂrent.

Horl :-5011,78 1866-192,6; bocore & profeasor at thoe Uale-
vorsity of Borlin in the ea.ri:; years of this century and soon
distinguished himself by editing tho weitings of several of
the oarly Gresk church fatherss IHo booame capooially intores-
ted in parly enstorn monmoticime Hs teeining in the inves-
tipgation of the courcos Tor oarly church histexry thoroughly

aequippod hinm to work with tho source matorials for the

77"}1&1“5 ope 0ibties PPs 90-1. t'.'i’. also Kéberle, op. cit.,
iﬂa -and Walther, _R' ci a, Phe 277-' ®

TBG!.‘. Gustav .‘ﬁil:tohor "haz-l Holl¥, elmlon in Gesghich-
Eo und Gogenwnrt, IT, 199
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Roformation roriod, g.m\:-t:ldularl:f wilth tho oarliest wrltinga
of Iuthor, Iz ton essays and addrezgos on Imthor and
Luthor's thoology, collected in Gosmmelto AufsHtze zur Kir-
chengonchichte® Inthor, havo had tremendous influence on tho
Tuther renalssence in Gormany and Sweden during the nast
thirty wenrs. e has been the f:!.e:.*caﬂt. oritic of Tro&ltachla
intororetesimn of Lubther and the Refomatlon, The standard
cribicima of Moll 1s that his Ritschlian provensitics guided
him in the interpretation of Lubthor's oarlior writings, in
particular, ond that ho thus nwdemimé' Tuthor to an unwor-
rantod depros. :

Wilholm Walthor, ) 1046+192l, was a woll-lmoun Luthey
scholar, Luthoran thoologion, and professor of chursh hls-
Sory at tho University of Roastocks. Ib cdi.‘acd. volumes XIX and
AXITT of Lhe toimar edition of Luther's works, wrote many
boolts and monographa on Iuthorts thoology; and defondoed Lu-
thor against Roman Cothollc attacks (e.ge, Filr Iumther widexm
Rom)s e Ren considored him tho outstanding Lutheran proach-
exr of tho first quartor of the twentieth cen‘.:tu-y.aa Hisg
theologicsel position was conservative and finogitive™, In the
yoar of hisz death ha published his Lehrbuch der Symbolliks

Mpaud, Claue, Mfilnolm Walthert, Ibids, V, 1762

-803, nou, momil  ghe Tmbheran Book Con-
3. Rou, Fomiletiecs (Colubuss The
cern, 193L); l":‘our'%h' odltion,; ne 1026




CIAPTHR IX

HARL HOLLYS INTERPREVATION OF LUMIER!S
BOCTRIVE OF JUSTIFIOADRION

According to fioll, Iantherts looture on Romans of 1515
16 shows that by that timo his teaching of Justification had °
roached neburity.® Dut the two Protestent seholavs who in-
vestligatod the lecturo on Rommans befora Holl--Moker and
Looluw—did not boliove that Iuthor hod fully doveloned hig
doctrive of justlfiocation. Both Floker and Loofs dlssovered
o degrea of uncortalnty consorning jusbifi.cahioﬁ in this loc-
ture to the extent that Imther donied the postibllity of ob-
taining the assurance of salvation, according to thelr under-

2

standing of tho lootures™ Passages like tTho following seam

to suggost such an inborprotations Wimmo onim...omporitur se

11~:ar1 Holl, Gosamelite Aufafitze sur Kirchenzeschichtet
luthor., 2: "ic NeohtTerbipungsionre In LUtnors Voriosung

Bbor don Romervrief nit bosonderer Rilekslcht enf die Frage
dor Hellsgowisshell,” (Sechste Auflages Tibingen: Vorlag von
de Ce B, Liohx, 1932 s PDs 11l-

al'bid. s Do 112'
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esso justiricatum,"3 Thmoquam soire possumrns, an iustifioca-
ti aimus, an erodams, T2t vero [the truly juai:ii’iorl]
Ignorent; cuande iusti sunt, quia ex doo repubante lusti tan-
twmodo sunt, culus reputationom nemo novit, sed solvm pos-
tulave o snerare debei;.‘“s "aain siout dous ot consilivm
insing nobis ignoba sunb; ita ob fuszbitia nostra, W amig in-
torprotation ol Ioofs and Ficker offered Ioll the cccasion to

inventigntes thoroughly Inther's temching of justification as

dovoloned in tho loolhurs on Remans of 1G15e¢

Holl diacc‘rwa,‘ Tirat of all; that in tho locture on
Ranang of 1515 Lu‘aho:é congidors justifleation from tho viow=
roint of Cod and looke upon it as g deed of Gode Imther is
eertain that he is dealing with the trune;, living Ged, while
noruler catholic nioty has to do with a god fashioned accord-

ing to its ovm Imaginatlone Tubherts doatrine of justifica-

? L1
“foll guobtos from Imbhors Vorlesung ubor don Romexbrief, |
1515-1516, od. Johanfies ricier (Eipzfg, T909), 2 von'I S, in |
the lecture on Romens Iunther followeld The aho%aggic %f;‘:‘a‘“ |
o dividing the commentary into glogsas oarkl Scholile i

gloszoo 'ug;*a a brief omlgnation of tho words ol tho :Bihl:i.cnl

Toxt which the students wore to dopye -The looburgr then dle-

tated to Shaw the scholia, which wers longer thoologlcal com-

ments on corkein Imrorbant passagess Cfe Holmrich Boaglmar‘

Road Lo Rofowmabion (Thiladelrhia: Iuhlenborg Proos, _211.6,,

De 122, roncerortn "I' indleates fhe gage in FMlcker's

aditlon ond "II" the gebolis: I Shy LT

btz 69, 2 2.

511 16, 16 £f.

611 121, 20,

Trol1, on. oitsy PRe 112-3a
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tion leoads ©o a unifled concept of God whrich has an othical

baals .B In this lecture Lmther holds that juatificabion is

a freog act of God by whlech Cod ncdounts man r:l.z;hteous-g
This declaratory aet of God at tho samo time oroatos e fol-
lowship botweon men end God, and the man who is justifiod can
exnross his conditlon most powerfully by saying that he "has
God." Justification Zs a pure gift of Godls grace; aingo
there is aothing in man which would merit the bestowal of
justirtications This Imther maintained over againat the
Scholastic view bthat prior to tho réception of justification
man can mako eexriain preparations for it -10
Howovor, loll meintains that a certain apparent contra-
diction in Luther!s teaching concernlng justification con-
stituton the roal problem in this area of Imther's toaching
in tho locbure on Romens. God justifies only the man who is

11

g sinnore Yet alter Imbhor has said: 'Hon enim quia

B_J;b_i_.g_.,.. pre 113+l

91bids, pe 11k, ne 3; IT 121, 10 £f. "Tustitial ob
Vin 1usticia! mulbus alibers quam philosophi ot iuriste acei-
plunt, in soriptura acoipitur, patet, qula illl qualitatem
asserunt onimo ete, sod lustitia scrinture magls mnaeba_ah
imputatione dei, quam ab esse rei. Iilo enim habet Iusti-
tiam, non qui quelitabem solum habobs,.sod quam dougs..miso-
rlooritor renutat ot volult iustum epud-se haberit,

:'-G - 4 ™ 1% t ia Tyt i-
Thide; wre 11H-7. Dofore ono recoives the gra hab.
,t'u[ alls Gho much facoro guod in se est, must haye meritun
de congruo., Throughout the lecture on Romans Tuther vigo-

rously combats this view.

111q,, p, 1175 I 37, U "Iustificab...luplm 1.0
quil ex se non nisi impius est ‘corem dpo.
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justus ost, ideo rerutabur a deo, sed qui repubatur a doo;
fdeo lustuns ost," ho' immediatoly continmues? - "Hullua aubtonm
roputatur iustus, nisi qi logem opore .’:.m*.ile!:; nullue suten
* dmvlot, nisl qul in Ghristum oredite™2 T the Closasa,
cormenting on Romans 2813, Tubhor oxpands tho words of the
toxt thust "Factores (quales sunt soli; quil gratiem habont
volunbteslis mole victricom) logls fustificabuntwr = iugsil ro-
putabuntur coram doos™3 on the ono hand, then, Tather says
that God justifios only i:h_a unrighteous; meamriiile, according
‘fo thezo lotber quotations, he maintains that God justifies
only tho man who keops the lews According to ibll, the solu-
" tion o Lhis nroblem oannot ba found where scme have nrofes-
ped to Pind it, nomely, in Lubher's concoption of the work of
Christ. Although Inthor hed alroady dovelonod tho vosition

that Carist hoo sabisfied the law and although ho based the

possibility of CGodls forgiveness on this satisfaction, ho
dons not say with Helanchthon that God looks upon man's ap- G
rropriation of Ghrigtls vightoousness as the fulfiliment of

the Law.

Tho wroblom is rather to be avproached fron tho vlew-

. voint of he relablonsidn of justificublon and the now lifes

L

For Iuther justifieation iu the basis for the now lifo. Evon

20, 16.
131 20, 2 £,

Wy, 1185 o1l doos nob bolisve that the words
"l lus - sutan I:i:;.nlot , nisl qui in Christum credis® apply o
situntion,

ZLEI
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the Scholagties had urged thiss Bubt over ageinst the Scho-
lestics Tathwor envhasiged the fact that the onbire now life
from boginning to end is tho work of Gods Grace appliocs to
man a3 a wholo and daminates the ontire gourse of menls
111@.;15 Han approprigbos Godf's gra.qa in faithe PFor lLather
in the locture on Romans faith is the obodience of rian over
againat the divine will o fellowship as expressed in Todls
vordict of jttatif;ca!:icn.la This falth is a divino gift

which God brings forbh through His "promime,™7 Thus falth
placog nen inbo fellowship with God, Bubt sinco God cannot

ondure snybhing unholy in his »resenco; it s inconcoivable ‘
that God would estoblish fellowship with man without the ;
further intention of reuaking him.-la |

in. his leber wribings Luther spesks of the roncwal of

men as procoeding out of faiths Tracea of this ldea can elso

be found in Jomans, iowovor, in Romans Inther concsives of

B1pid,, pe 129 '

Wriias, pe 1195 ne 25 I 275; 231 "Pides nihil aliud
est qualh obodientia spiritus."

al . 33 ££,¢ "Quando enim
Tbida, e 119, me 33 IT 247, 33 £fyt "Quando e ,
dous veﬂ:%'m'-i':mittaﬁ,.'szo geots mit gowalty ut non Gambun mi-
008 ot apolaudontes, sed inimiéos et rosistontes convertata

18 - he
Tbide, pp, 119420, 1, 53 II 56, 13 ff.¢ ous ipsos
et ounes valﬁt gandaz‘;s.,iniustos, insipientes, infirmos pec=
eatores misorstus curit sus veritate, fustitia; saniontia,'
virtutae, lanocentia verascos, iustosjy aeplentes, forvos, in-
nocontes officere ac gi de mendocioy iniustitie, insiniontia, '
infimmitato, peccato liberare." o)

19 kT {iber den RSmerbrief of
Hencoforth Iather's Yorlesung den Romerbrlol,
1515-1513“1-;111 ba referrad H«s siny, :ri ‘as Homense

=
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faith chiefly as an act of underatanding or of pereoption,
vhileo ho ascribes the ronewal of the will to a second action
of G0d.20 Hoverthelass it 1s olear that-the dlistinetlon bes
twoon falth as widerstanding and love as renewal is only o
Jogleal ono, since Tuthor lived existentially in the stream
of ovonts. In fact; for Iuther tha gift of graco (or of the
Spirdt) is practically identical with the indwelling of Christ
in ¥ho bollever, Gheistus in nobis iz a poraonal will; a
personal, morol rwmmr.al For Iuther the concent "grace ig
the smae as Inbulitmma sup bonitabis; a contemplation of the
divino poodness., This bonitas is the only-m__g_q.y_a;_ yore convor-
teondi. lhion men beholds this bonltds, God draws him to Him-
soll, DBonilags effects a longing léwo toward Cod, vhich does
not remirs o grecific comuandmont: "Amor illo cania ewm

dosobit, 122

God by 1is graoe begins to renow msn in order that He |
might malkze man perfect 523 Although porfection ocours only in
doath,al- vihat is fmportant for Iuther is that 1t getually

ao- 3f : u - -’ s n .B
Tbides Pe 120, ne 33 IT 70, 17 £f¢7 "Intollactus.s.
eat ipsa i“ic‘le’aa‘.:.ni'f;eh:m :‘.mtmn sive royuisitus dei; ect %_psa..
charitaos riej.ﬂ facit nos vella ot mmaro, quod intollactus Ffooll
intellogera,

2 rhide, pre 120-1e

227bide, pe 12Ls |

23:Eb1ﬁ.-, Pa 121, Do 33 IT 9k, 205 ™"Inceplt [ne- dauSL
ut perficiat.” :

2"!'; bide, Pe 122, Na 13 II 73, 31¢ "Domec porfootl sa-
nentur, quod fit in morto."
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doos occwr, “ho goal which God has sot befcre Himself in
Justifying mone~to bring men to ecamplste norfection--io ac-
tually does bring abouts HNan will actually bocome righteous
go thei he cun stand in the final judgament bofore Gode. Thus
it night appoar that Imthor concoives of a two-fold justifi-
cation: 1) in the begimning whon God justiflos the ginner
and 22) tho aclmowvledgement by God in tho last judgemont thad
this man has becomo actually »ighteouss But thip 1s not the
case, for Lubthor aluays speaks of one and the ammo vordict
o jusi::‘-.!.‘:lcat:i.an.as

Tuther doos not spoak of a two-fold juatiﬂcation; since
Tor him God's declaration or wverdict that man is rightoous
and i1z purpose to ronew man do not follow in chrionological
geguonce hub coinglde simulitanecsusly., In Tfact, Cod'z purpose
to ronow moan is tht_: rosson vhy God can dogelars the simner
juate Por oxamnlo, Iunther compares God with tho good Swmmari-
tan (ox, at times, with the innkeepor). ILike tho Somaritan,
God talws charge of the sinner in oxrdor to_honl him, "Sicut
homo somivivas {:m-.iil.i_;ua stobulario indicab, qui alligetis
vulneribus non samus, sod cuvandus suscentus oz'-i;."aé "Dous

$1Twn aseumpsit perficiondwn et sanandum, sicut Scmaritanmus

ESIbi\ia 3 Do 1224
26,7 gL, 2.
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semivivin rolictume">T 2y positing suoh a rolaticnship bo-
twoen Codl’s werdiet of justificantion and His positive will
to remake man Iuthe» obviabtes tho mosi sorious cobjoetion that
could bo raised agalnst his doectrine of justification--thab
it vieclobtos Godts lwlims:;.. So for Iumthor Cod's grace and

iz rightoosusnoss do not conbtradist each othnw, Rather,

Godls grace is the noana by whilch His rigbtocusness nccom-

roncwal of men ag piready comnlsted for God in tho moment

that lo daclares the sinmer rightoous, for God io i:inzolens,ag
Ioll ig now reoady to point to the solution of the ap=-

verent controdiction in Imther!s dootrine of justilicalion,

In IT 103, 3 £7. Inther agein compaves tho simmer with an

2011d., ppe 122-3; IT 332, 20 £fy Thot Iuthor main-
tained This nurpose of Cod in justification all hic 1life LHoll
shows vy giving o mmbor of quotaticns; one of them from” Tu- .
ther!s dismutations: "Haoa' imnutatio non ost ros nihili; aed |
maior ost, qumi tobtus o»bis, ob omnos sanctl angell [dehe,
sle iot oinc wirkaame lvaft] [Holl] ...iilsericordia oninm del
irgnoscens st choritas remittens interim, of aceinlt dous
noceatuwm realiter ale, ut non mansat peccativm, cula materia-
liter incinit purgeri ot totaliter remltti." Panl Drows, Dig-

putationen Dr. Hertin Initherss: in ds Js 1; 35-15L5 an dor Uni-
Vorsitel Littonbor ﬁqﬁﬁo‘:ig (ciEEingons Vendenhoook vad Ru=
procib, 1095)s Pe Eg, quoted by fioll, one gits, pe 123, ne 1.

20 tiyag -1icher Wl
Ibicd 12 Tloll romarks: '"HEinheitllchex t
tiefer st &c’:rpf.;o*abg:;bagriff nie gofasst wordon, als oz hier
bel Imther der Fall isbe'

29ypia.. ne 124, ne 13 IT 1, 5 £€8 "G infimi esnow T
WIS BOCTEACREY tle:z:.apuglf’li;ot iom coram deo ossema in rrodesti-
anatione iusti. OQuia in predostinatione del omnig facta iam y

munt, que in vebus adime fubure sunbs”
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ai_:l.:?.*._'-.gg man whom God, the physieian, plels upe Pub says Ine
ther, tho slck men vhom God has talon charge of is ab the
ggmeo vime Il ond well, whicih: sooms conbradictory cnough.
“hon he addse
Bgrotus in rel voritate, sod sonue ex corta pro-
missiono mediel; cuil eredit, qul eum imn volut so-
mea roputat,; guls gertus guoed sanebii oum, quia ine
cepnit oum sanare noo lnmuboavit ol ogritudiven ad
morten, Dodean mode Samaritomus nastor Christua ho-
ninem semiviwviea ogrobum suum curandum susesnit in
stabulima ot lnmcepit sanere nromlass perfectissima
gsanitate In vitan eternmm, ot 3 Imputans poccatum
1.0 concupiscentias ad mortau,
Tms Inther stabos that as far as God 1a concermed the sick
men is alveady woll becouse God kmows: that He will be able.to
hoal, Mim, fhis solf-assurance of (od onables Hlm to forgive
the sinner his ;-;?.1:5.117.31 Sherefore Iuther ocan gay that Cod
justilfiies tho sinnor (Maynbhotic! verdlet of justification)

and siso vhat Ho justifios the rightocus man (Tamalybic!

30"‘T 2 1 4 o =aba (! s

I 108, 3 £f, Idontiead with .%oﬂmﬁ_mx_- Ausgabe (honco:
forth abbroviated as WA) LVI, Lp2, 8-TF, -in a footnote Holl,
Te Clbes Fe 12, ne 2 quotes ‘z‘iA,‘?III,- '.I_O'-'}é 26 £, as E:uather

ToatTmonial fran Lutheris "early period! to damonstrata that
Tuther wos consishent in this toachingt "Inborim favor del
nos guscipit ot sustinet, non Imputians ndkmmat:euit q.m::;t m}imi-
un oat pecentl in nobis, ligov vere pecoaciit s:'t.-: ob F'-a:,q.-.w |
rosait, dongo officimwr porfocte nova ereaturos ailh,im |
oninn purgationis patris mlserigordia reup&o_it, progvor guen
intermedias noocati immunditias stabult misoricgrﬂ%tor Eﬁ"

noscore, donee nenitus aboleaatur," According to Holl & -gds ‘
followlng conclusions are wmistelkably stated in thoae \-m-al.

1) Godls verdish of justificabion ig condigionod by tho goa’

Ho has in minds 2) this verdiat raprasofts a deoﬂ.n_io:':a a.}t act

of will in God, the basia for which i3 the "gloansing" of man,

which Ho foreseas,

33‘1&11 pomarks: "If God were not able to rensw man,; o
could not forgive him," ibid,, P 125.
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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’
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Likowise Yhe ypassazo WA V, 109, 26 £f.,; quotod by Holl
to show that the provicus section from Romans 1o not an uni-
o, docs not spoak of tho mament in which ‘1:}:9 simner ig
Jjustified bubt of those "wiw ave in Carist Jeous and wall not
after the flesh bub aftor the Svirits"! In peality this pas-
sage also asaorts thot God does not impute the sins of the
saints in this 1ifo, ILuther says that God in His wmoray looks
formrard $to the alnm and purpose of the cleoanging rrocoss ale-
roady begumn in tho az_iinta and has decided; in order to attain
this alm aud purpose, to forgive tho sin that remains until
that time. I addition Imther in this passage supplied tho
ground on whlch God gan forgive tho worson who has alrsady
boen justified: "loil aile durch don Glauben :l;'z Caristo Josu
sind, quo modiatoro ois irmosecitur® and "weil sic invitl
habont poccatum in sa, daher Gott sie pro non habentibus ha-
bet; non taeon nisi gratuite misericordia." Thorefore Holl's
Intexprotation overlooks the full import of the quotation.a

Walthoy now emawars waab he considers to be tho most un~
tenabls points in Hollls chain of roasoninge Holl statod
thet the aim or goal which God puvsues in justifying the sin-
ner is moral porfectiont "Goveohbaprocimng" is tims tho
mosns, "Gorochimachung® the goals Walther proposes that Codls
goal in justifying the simner is that the é-'.‘.nnoz- parsake of

7.1, bid : ne Bll, These worda of Rorms O¢l are cuobted by
Iuther m;aiﬁ‘:c%'.fonowim the ond of Ilollls cuotation,

BIb id ®
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gomploto fellowship with Himselfs tima "Gerechtmachung" is
not tho end but tho meong to tho attaimmont of abaolute com-
mwion with Gody; for tho 3in vhich atill inheres in tho
gaints in this 1life intormuwits exdl mars tholr écm:mnicm with
God.?

Furthermoro, iHoll's interoprobtation contradicts Luther's
toaching of election, If God declares man just beczuso He in
the futurs will actuully make him jusb, thon evoeryone whom
God justifies must roach the completion of Godls works Thus
evoryone who lmows that he now has aalvation through forgive-
nosn rued bo coritain also of his elastions Bub Ioll »ightly
sees theb for Iuthor cortainty of elsctlon is not equivalent
to cortointy of salvation, Holl'a view ti'w.i: God Justifies
nan because He !mows that Ho will perfect him can bo horymo-
nizod only with tho Reformod toaching that only those who do
actually ottain otornal blossodness aro just:lfied-_lo

Porhans tho wmost sorious objection which Walther ralsos
to Hollts "ngconstruction” of Imthoris dootrinc of Justifice-
tlon is thnt it dobtracts from the work of Chwist as Imther do-
volops it in his tomohing on justificatione According to

9Ib"'-1- e 55 t31i tabkion from Luthor |
Ibides; e Db, Walther utilizes a {uotaclo

to »rove hi.;. ::o:lnt; whatever is nogassery to the “a.ttaimn_gnt
of eonnloto fruition of this comaunion wi.t:h1 God, "allos, m;.b
durch unsorc [durch die Rechtfertigung geschaffene] Soligke
vollendet wird, folgt sobald mit mit dem Hauptsticlkr der Er-

18aung, der Vergebung der Sinden,” E:-'l%:ég? or ﬁ,us"a‘lza {nonco-
gorbh'abbreviaﬁgd as QL_) ¢ IX, 370s imlitnor adis tno words in
raclkzaets.

lomibiﬁ.-: PPe 55=5064
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Walther, Imther could nover mention justificatlon without
alluding o the proptor Ghrdstum in the gense thab "niemand
wird govoechit,; sellg, noch von Suendon lon; donn alleoin da-
durch, dnss Jdesus Chriptus golitten hat, gestorben und wvan
Tod wledoraufarstandon 1st, Dicser Gang macht gorocht und
gsonst nichba.™ . Tmon Holl says that God doos not ignore
morel requiransnta in forgiving, he ia corrcct, but tho moral
rocuirenent 1s aabiefiod in the satisfactio vicaria of Christ
graspod by faiths Accopding to Walther, Imbther would not
have rofusoed o say evan this® 1f it were not possible for -
tod to male the simmor complotely rightoous; e navertholess
could ountoblish and maintaln followship with tho simner for
the seln of Josuas Ohrist by contimuing to forgive him tho sin
that still remains, Bven then God's love would remain hul;y.la

Yalthor olodms that loll's fundomental woalmoss is his
foiluro Go dlsbinguisl clearly betwoon the "first moment™ of
justification and that ongoing forgivemess of the justified
simmor which comforts and strengbhens him in the midat of his
struggle cpalnst ‘sin.™® He ndmits that Iuther a2 a rule did
not distinguish bebween these two cabogories of forgivenoss,
not because ho wanbed to identify the two but in order fo ro-
fube the error that everybhing nsoessary to oternal l1ifo is

11.7&‘&.; II, 256, quoted literally by WYalthor,

12ya1ther, ops gibey Pe 564

13Ibid., py 61: this is glso Soeberg's fundamontal weak-
ness, says valther.
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atteined in tho "I'irm_: rioment™ of forgivenoss -1!!'

Holl and Seeberg, Walthor udznits; can correotly point
to a difforonce bobween Luthor's and Mslanchthon's formila-
tions of the doctrine of justifiocations Neldnchthon had po-
dagoglical reasons for describing the justification which oec-
curs in the "first momont® as differont from moral renovation
and malking tho latter follow wion the i-"c.\:'xuo_::-..:"5 Bus Imther
oxporicnced both forglvoneas and renovabion os an indlvisivle
wnity, oven vhen for various ¥easons ho igolabed tho two as
procloely s Helanchthons Lubher could exprean lustificare
as both fustunm rovubore and fustum offisore,; or ho covld em~
ploy cithor designatione Walthor csutions that it is rathor
casy o ovaluote Iubthor's oarlioat writing in such a way as
to falsify his acbual viows. - As it booome clearer to Iuthex
that his teaching of justification diffored from that of the
Noman Church, ho tondod more and more to limit luatificare
to non impubare peccatis, since he vas convincod that the
forgiveness o sins offects and brings with if: ronovebion,
lifo; and salvabions: On the other ﬁmﬂ, sinco Molenchthonts
purvose wias to comfort troubled consciencec, ho congistently
brought to the fore the strictly forensie and impubative
view 20 waither milaly oritiolzes Nolanchthon for placing '

Uiry1q,
15.'[1)1&. s Pe 62 [
65,94,

et % ]
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renovation alongslde of tarzgivonoas;- $ima malzing it anpoor
that one can bo satisfled with having only "justiflcabion®
e.;ul not "aoncbifleabions" Uhus Melanchthon obscured the ine
rortant Gruth that one cannot really havo forgivoness if he
thinks that ho has it only« However; in Walther's Judgemont
Holanchithon's presontation of juatification in tho Iuthoran
Confessions does not d.ii'i'ez; Lron Imthar's,.”

Therefovo Iloll misses the mavk vhon he ascorts that
Holoanchthon "porverted" Imthar's doctrine of jJustifieation
because ho did nob concoive of tho cnbiroe new life as the
goal toward which Cod is atriving in Justifications Dut Im- .
thow doen nob rogard God's goal ag one to bo ronchoed in a now
1ife in tho ﬁtture; but a2 vrogont already in justificatlon?
"Also haboe ich oft gonagb: Bin Cheiston mensch hat durch
seine Toulfe und (laubon schon rll Dinge und wird 1lm gegeben
alles auf elmmal; olmoe dogs or 68 noch nicht anfiedeclkt
gieht 110

As o Tollls objection that Melenchthon's Seaching of
Impubabion nocsasarily gives to falth the choractor of & mo-
ri{:; Walthor roplies thut ielanchthon oortainly did not wish
to portray i:a.ii:h a5 o moribt. Muthermorc,; this objection

; S |
corboinly does nob apply to the Augustona and the Apologys 9

179&.-?-.‘1-.‘: pe 63¢ .

Y., ma, vII, 2920

195'01' quotn.isiané rrgm the Apology and tho Formula of
Goncord, soe 1bid,; Ps Olie
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The fact thabt tho m'put:ai::'.o;: cdopenda on faith does not nmalo
Pajth a merit. IHvon Imthor, who oxeluded overy concopbion
of merit from falth, wrobe: "Hogha vros est, fido approhen—
dero Chrlsbum porbantom pscoabta mwmdl. i inventus ost hat
Cidnole apprenhensi Caristi in corde, illvm repubat Dous iua-
tin. Haoe ast rabtio ot moritum, guo porveninms ad remissio-
ne poscoatorut ot institiamm, 120

o monthis labor Holl replied to Walthsrls objoctions in

on oxtongiva article.al

Holl begins by reviewing ani surmiar-
izing the meldn agshocta of his wderstanding of Imtherts dog-:
trine of justificebions Soon from the viewpolnt of God, jus-
Tificabicn is analybicnl in that 4% i3 to be understood in
the contoxt of the goel of perfoction which God wills %o abe
toin and actually doos abbain by his verdict of justifica-
t1one®®  Tuus Godts judgamont of justification is true; It
conteing no self-docopbion on God's vart «23  On tho other
hand, tho justified sinnor as ho looks abt himself can poxw-

colvo nothing but ain. Ho can thoreforo basc his confidence

2013;'&., Gale 1y 195 WSolm iumpubations gratuita sumus

s

iusti apud Doum,” EA, LVIII, 348,

Az Tiol - tzup Voreténdigung tiber Tuthers Rochtferti-
W-E:sla;;ﬁ:":bﬁgﬁo_ _g‘“:.u“-]::gﬂioha Zoitachellt, XKLV {iiarch,

aaIbidn. Pl 165-
23Tp1de, pe 1664
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toward God only on Godls froc worey which forgives him and
dvavs Wi into fellowship,k .

Bven though Vnlther claims that Roomerbrief IT 109, &
££, iz writton frowm tho viewpoint of wmen, tho fact that Godls
will and intenition aro given o3 the basis for tho justifica--
tiom of tha sick mon proves conclualvely that Tathor wrobo -
this nassoge froa the viewnoint of Go:la,as Po tho objection
that the words gula cortus guod gansbib sum do not belong bo

the teorbiuma comperabioniz ond are nob repseatod by Luther when

ho opplics the annlogy to the roal aituation, IHoll roplies
Tipst that Iuthor doos not write in the fashion of a school-
mastor and con leava it to the intelligonco and Imnginabtion
of his reador Lo supply for Lhe apodosis v he haos viritten
in tho protasis. Secondly; the distinetion botwoen the ang-
logy and the ronl situvation is not clearly drawn, It would
bo impossible to find a human dootior who would nol Tpgclron”
the sicknoss of a »adionk as a siclmess unbo death or who
would bo suve Lot hoe could heal a patlient simly becsuse he
had taken him uhder treatment, Tims it is olonr that Imbhex

26

geos Cod bohind tho form of the dogbors

) ;
Zlnid,

253!01." s oul the words: "Qul nodiocus, labor ap= .
plied to Demgn 121{; volut samm vepubab, quia ge::tuu, quod 8-
nabit oum, cuia incepit eum Ganaresse" IThud I‘uthor bases N
man!s hono on the act of God ageording to God's owm inmner in-
tention, says Poll, (ibid.s 167-8)e

2611:-5.;1.-. » Dpe 168-9¢
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Contrary to Walther, Holl scos in WA VII, 109, 26 fi.
the clear stetemont that ;}uatii‘ication; an act of Godl's will
(statult iemoscers), is possiblo because of Godls certainty
that He con ronew a man (propter guem...statuts ignoscora).
Walthor had further objected that Imthor!s cuotation of Rome
8:1 in the conbtoxt statea the roason why God can forgive the
beleivors, 1l veplles that ths roasons why God can forgive
are trought out oloarly emough in the exeet words quoted by
him that, in othor words; it is not nocessary to go to the
contoxte To say thabt Cod forgives the Christiana bocause
thoy are in Christ Jesus and do not welk aceording vo the
flozh is theroforo tho samo as to sey that God forgives them
because He sces tho result of IH8 action (moral perfooction)
as elveady comploted, for it 1s God who has caused the Chris-
| tigns Lo be in Christ Josus and hot to walle according to the :
fleshs Or it could be seid thabt the second woil in this pas-
sago®! is parallel to the socond ggfa in the passcge from
Romans 4 27

fioll replics furthermore that tho distinotion betweon ©
the juatirficntion of the Ufiwmst moment™ and the contimuous
justification of Sho saints bolongs to orthodox dogaatlcs,
but cannot be substantisted in Imther at all. O the

27"!?611 sie in Christo Josu sind."
26“@11& incopit sanare.”
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contrary, Lubhor consldors ocach sin a mordal aine 9o u:on
discovers dnlly thab ho bogins to be justiflod all over again
and thet he is in tho gamo comdltion in which he found hims
golf vhen he {irat becano alﬂlwfmtianqso

To Waltherty cbjoc;tion that Hollls viow docs not hare
nonize with Imther's foaching om electlon, Holl ropllos with
a vomariz in a Dootnote, S+ Sinea tho eertzfzinty of olection ia
a concora of man 1t is a matier entivoly diffovent from Jiia-
tifieation 23 the deed of Gode Holl is pleoased Lo note thab
talther wust concodo it ho (Holl) has correctly preseonted
Tuthorts touching concorning the possibility of possecasing a
cortainty of oloctions Holl vemarks thot Iuther in nis latox
Vears passeg over the gusstion of oleoction for ol practicel
Purposat,

Sinco Walthor hes infimated that such exprossions or
formlations concoraing justification as ocour in Ramans are
" not to be found in Iuther's later writings; Holl assacys Yo
prove just the opposite by giving quito o nwiber of guota~
tions from ILyther!s larger commentary on Galetians of 153132
ami from his diswtation'sss vhich toclk place toward the ond
of Iutherts iife, It is intoresting to note that in 1531

301bié,, ppa 17142

31_1,‘-‘3}_@_:; Pe 172; Be 1s

32ua. My Lo

3Borews, pLaputetionsn Do, Herbin Tuthers (Gdtbingen:

Vanderhoeck und Huprochty .
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Inther was still stredaing tho passage, "Factoros legis ius-
tificgbuntur” in hia loctures on Galutinns..:’l" In thosos 63~
6535 Tubthor emphasimen the fact that God wants Mis law to be
kont.36 Iathor says that man could nct endure the majesty of
God in eteornity if he himscelf wers not hnl;vr.37 Thi=s holinocs
doad not merely conslzt in londing a :@‘lawloss moral life or
In acermmlating a stors of good works; but it means spontan-
oous obadiatmu_ ozxproised in ever-deapening coxxminion with CGod,
prayor, pralse, and love of neighbore3] Tmpubatic is tho dy-
nanic which nproduces faiths with faith the actual righioous.
ness in man ha,:_;:?.na.39 In fact; agcording %o Holl, ILubthor ne-
ver d:‘-.s‘.:in;;;u:?.r:hoa"'!'o betwoon and M-l‘l

3"“3’_._'_1', s 1y 397, T L2 “Sioc nos docomua Roe 2 'facto-
roa'! ot qui oporobur secundum logem dgmabturs Artloulus nos-
tor dicit: tauidquid est conira fidea Abrahse est maledic-
tun! ot bamon [italies by Moll] justifiontio legls debot in
nobis [1][icalics and oxclamation point by Holl] implorie 51

mlovorics non immleveris; si non impleveris, imnleris. Sco
Chap. IV, pe 82 of this thesis.

s S S T B R S BT
35011, ooe ity ps 1735 e Lo
37_1_'9_%5!-_-: Ne 2-34
3829_1_.2” pe 17 ne 1o
39_1_9_:[-_4,._; N, 2v3s
""0“113 oven the Formule of Concord does:"

hll‘hllw e eltey Pe 179; ne 2a
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Ho namos the whole rnrocess justificatio or also less fra-
quantly regenoratios Vhon ho wishes to oxpresz accuratoly
the rolntionship botweon Gerechtsprochung and Gorochimachunsz,
he calls the fomwor ":I.noac_zmlni:ed“‘ -justifiontio., tho latter
Ygomnloted. ™= of cowrse, for Tuthen tho "roal® justifica-
tion ocoura only in the final judgament, in which God do-
clares »ighteous thoso who ave in reality righteous.hs Bub
tho jusbtification iIn this 1ife must be one and thoe samo with
that which oceurg in the final Judgemont: otharwise the two
would be contradictorys Thoreforo tho justification in this
1ife ac woll as in the fubture wmust have the analytlcal mean-
incg. Bub ainee man in this 1ife is a slmmoer; the judgemont
of justifleation pronownced in this 1ifa can be oxecuted only
in view of whab man will be in the future: "Hon dicitur ac.
jusbus odb operibus foctis, sod ab oporibus faciendia."m*

As scen abava; walthor chevrges that Holl mlsreprosonts
Luther's amvhasis upon tho work of Chiriat. IHoll admits vhat
Inthor viewed Chvist's death as an explatory, substituhlonary

L

Iubhor also beaches that the rison Christ risos again in the

suffering of vunisiment which over came God!s wrath.

bellevers, in whom Ho works an astual righteousness by

II.EM‘.;', ne 3. :
lls_I.‘l.i.-.d.u Prs 179=0; ne le
l%_ﬂ-; WA, XL, 1g 402, 8.
l'sﬂi.ﬂ.-. pne 176-Ts
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racreating thom in Hio own image.'® mut sinco Girist never
fully rizos in tho bollevoer in this lifo, the Chiristian con-
obantly needs the reorutatio of God..lw Chrict with Ils sono-
tifying power lao tho suroty bofors Ged that the boliovors
will attnin actual holiness, Furthormmors, as Iather cone-
colves of 1%, CGod's grocious will to forgive coused Him to
gsond Clhwist and not vico voz-sn.!l‘a Thoe final causo of junti-
fication is Godls fros mcroy.hs Ghrist!s work is tho moons
by which this end is accompllaheclaso ) ‘ahog fact roveala &
the subordination of the work of Christ in Iuther's viow?
Tabhor gives Christ's work only a temmoral significance. If
ths meaning of Carist is that He perfects the heliovers in
Hla Dmage, 1t follows that His workP™ will terminote when the
goal is aﬁtained.52 Then the believers will have no mors

nood of Charisnte.

"3 : : ; . -
Ibides vP. 177-8, ne by Holl quotios o booutiful pag-
gage from .t.)'ﬂ‘!l, Qb cii’:.,.p.'357_.. in which Imthor spoaks of
Christ?s wenovatlng nowela
!"711:1&.; 3¢ 178, 0o 2.
ha_I_".’.i_‘:-".u Pe 170,
h9 F WS 5 it i1, Woousa
Ibide, Do 179, N 1: Drowsy; OpPs OlGey Pe )
fomﬂimséificati;nis ot salutis nostrae ost misaeratic,
Imputatio ot accoptabio div:lng."
r‘ k t
JOWG’HB., mp Oit-, Pa 10' Tesis 11'-.
51“33161!&1:".

52}?0113 O 2_:1_-1:_., PDe 179"800
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Holl scos the final myatery® of he doctzine of jusbi-
floation in God's froe will, whiech goee forth and enters into
fellowchip with simors. The Gosrel thus seams to rost on an
Inmoral basis .5!4' Bt actvually it is the Guspol alone vhich
calls forth true morality., CGod san forgive becouse He can
lead men back to commmnion with Hinself by meanz of forgive-
nesa and rocrsato i:l'.mn.55

Holl takes note of Wolbther's chargo that thic view of
Iatherts doctrino of juotification is not to be found in the
Lubheran Confassions, IHoll vrenllos: %I was awars of that
fact alrondy whon I wrobo uy e-usn?.-“S(’ Holl now ropoats his
charges against Melanghthon'a doct»ine of jJustification: he
did not view justiflication as a "daed of God® in thoe manner
which Imther held; by his teaching of the "imputation of
Ohriohts rightesusness® Helonchthoa prosented justificabion
only as "iroast" for the consci-ém‘e- and moved outside the
cirecle of thought concerning the relationship to Ohrist and
and the new croation in Christ; thorefore justification for

P e

53“Rﬁts§1",
%bldo’ p. 180! 4

55 ; § My rdic enin del ig-
Drews, one elbes Pe 49% Misericordia

noscens ost r':lﬁrait'a‘é"r;mttens inharm.u%.z_i_%_ [:I.talis:ib{
Holl] matorialiter inoinif purgari ot totalltexr remi;;i £t

" Holl strongly emphasizes that the troublesome gula WR-0 lsl.t
80 offonsivo to Walther always Huyns up again and again. s
the end of this euotation Holl remarks: D';!ie volle Verzo gﬁs
tritt also oin, womn das Ziol orrelchi istl"  {¥Holl, op. cit.,
Pa 1Bli Ne 2e)e

56‘5.'1:.10 yoar 1910, (Ihidss P 181).
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Helanchthon, soon as a "deod of God," tonda o charge Cod .

with o plece of soli~docepbion: dod troabs the simmer as if
he wern rightoous only !Jac.au:'n e looks at Rin In G'nz-isb;

Thus falilbh becomes a morlt, and the conmection betwoon Laith
and tho now 1ifo is modo oven VEguered! Foll furthor oladng
that Imtheor's Imputotio ls different froum MHelanchthonts Im-
mabatio fugbitloo CGhwdstie For Imthor seys thot God imputes
to o man that faith whioch He Himgelf has worked, Ho Mim-

nubos™ faith, although it is ablll no actual righiecusnoss;
but this righboouaness willl grow out of !'aith.sa

Pinally , Holl scems to be indignent at Walthsrls petbl-
ness boemuse Walther has menaged to "iig out® [aiel] a pas-
sage from the large comsentery on Galabiana in dhich Tather
onlls Taith a morliy The fact that Walther had quoted thils
pegsage from the Brlangen Hdibtion of Intherts works uglos
Holl reoquoto it from the Eﬂ, which ?-!ol:_l gnys is Velt Dlet-
»ichls Lranserivpt of Imbher!s lechuros, and which 2lg0 oe-
casions foll o direck the "mwgens request® ("dringende Bli-
te") to Walther that he uso only thoso texts for which Luther
is reospomsible, implying that yewsion of tho passage in tho

5T1via., vpe 151-34

5’81‘.51:1., pe 152, Ns 1o
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BErlengon edition ia r;uostionablo;, to say the !.nast.59 Holl .
onswors in offect: "So what?" Inther could call falth a
meritua in this passago becamso he had no need to feay misun-
deretandings But it is indecd significant that Helanchthon
should be Torced againgt his will to maire statoronba whieh in
effect male of faith a merit .60

Holl ond hls rebutbal by stating that Iuthor is of more
-valuo to him than tho confosalons,; sinso Imbhor comea closor
to the Ilew Testanent .61

Walthor could wob remain silont to such a ronly, espa-
olally since in it lioll oxpresses considerable personal ran-
core. He lounched forth against Holl egain in Hovembor of the
Same yeor, 'alther beging by ashing whioch religiouws inter-
eats are sotisfiod by Holl'a interprotation of Iutherls doo-
trine of just:’.ﬂoation.éa The stendard criticimm of the Iu-

theran doctrine of justification expressed by Roman Catholilos

595-'“ by 50" of bocome colo-
hiz "dringende Bitte" of Holl must have be .
brated, Tor ai;_-;h‘a.ﬁ:mars lator Elext romarks in a footnote:
"Holl, dor esinerszeit dom greisen Wilh, Walther so achs_mr an-
kroidoto, dass ey immor noch dic Hrianger Ausgabo DonuLza,
folgt hior offenber gegen seino Gewohnhelt Jaritiklos einor
Uborlioferung, die dureh die Hlteren Iumtherausgaben entaban~-
den 18te.." (Horner Hlors, MNorphologie des Iuthortums {?im;_
c!mn:) Ce Te Pock'!sche Yorlagabuc ungy L 031), L, -2y
nl 1.

Ggﬂcll,_gg. clbes 10 182-3, n. 3.
6111’1‘1.’ ‘p- 163!

62 | .y ‘ Hort zu Imthers Rochtferti-
Wilhelm Welther, "Hoch oin ilor
; ¢ ; 'V (Foveubor,
gungslehro,™ lious Ikirchliche Zei,tschrift. XTI
1928 )y 6O 75, miies S
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is that it does violonge to tho moral consciousness of God
and mane This objootlon would of course cease o be valid
if ¥ollt's thosls were corrsct. Such a doetrino of justifica-
tion would thorefore gatilsfly the »eliglous intorest in the
truthfulness and holiness of God, But Walthor'!s principal
objection to Hollts thesis la that it perverts the roliglous
concorn exprotcsed in the teaching of justification by graco
for Christls snl:e.63

Acoording to Wolther, Holl in hias original easay oltos
only two passages to nrove tho boné of his contention, Wal-
thor doos wobs seok to carry on the discussion of thoso paa- -
sages any further, aslnce ho foola that the facta about thom
should bo olear by nows Azong all the passages vhilch Ioll
quotes from the lorge commentary on (%alat ians and Iatherts
disputations in his second ossay, lie_ foils to £ind a single
ons vwhieh clearly and simply states tho fact that God can
Justify tho simmor begauge Ho will mako him completely right-
eous in the fubure. Oaly by draving conclusions from some of
Iuthor's statemonts s Holl intorprot Inthor's pronounce-
ments in Eals manmers Heverthsloss, such a thought 1s so
cloor thot if Ianthor really had held it he would have @xpros-
80d it "ganz necldt und Kler" ao ofben as heo had insistod on

the Proptor Ghriutwn.a"

6311):1&.; NPe 668-9, heo quotes Luther as saying in rofe-

la
rence to the Romaniat objoctiont t53ic hoben Ohrism n
recht orkannt: sie ha.=.1.m::::l Christo soine Ehre goraub'l:.“

Ghlb_i.-.d_-i pe 669.
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63

It is true thot the words of St, Paul in Romans, "Foc-
torez legls iustificabuntury” wore of great meaning to Iuthor
ell hia iife. DZub Ibll is not corrvect when from this pabent
feol: ho concludes that God'a verdict of justification is an
anticipabion of wiat will bo a reality on the last day, Up-
on roading the words "Instificatio logis dobet in nobls ime
plori," which iloll quotes te substantiste his position, one
would exnect to find Lubhor stating that the lew will be ful-
filled by us porfectly only in oternity and that God can do-
clare nag rightoeous in this life by looking ahend to the
righteoumsnoss which will bo ours completoly in eternity. Bub
actuelly Imbther says that thoe law is fulfilled in Ghis
111‘0.65 Therafore thin qotation doos not bear out Holl's
conglusion. vwhilec it i3 tzue that Theses 63-65 cuoted by
Holl stabe Shat God roally deosives Hig law to be fulfilled
and that only those will enter the kingdom of heaven who are
in reality foctores legis, ong would eapscty if Holl's thesis
wore corroot, thob Imther should say that @ man bocomes @
truo factor legls only in et‘.en}ity. But Imther says: no
Saint keeps Uodls uomna.ndmontn:éa the law is fulfilled by tho
Kediztor between God and man (The 7h) 36? through the obodionce

65 X ' '3 Uppa lst vorus
IThide, » 60 ';Jm;l,h.O&lff! ¥
Paotor, qul z:.c'é:{niz gp vitun sonctum per fidea G%misgirg‘mi-
pit dilipere Down et hona opera; qaia fides facit ax %
postea fiunt fructus.”

66Thes is 69.

671‘11@313 e
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-0f this one ilan many como to bo oconsidered jusiué'a

The only passage which on the surface sooms %o substan~—
biato Holl's contention is WA XI, 1, L02, 6.69 Holl undor-
standa these words to mosn that if Cod deoclares man just Ho
oan do 20 beaause ho looks ghoad to tho righteousnoss which
Ho will work in thm and whioh will bo porfectod in ebornity,
Walther now raisoa a quostlion as to tho validity of this gquo=-
tation as lioll has given its According to Walther the Latin
text of Imthor'a large conmontary on Galatians as found in
WA XL 1s the transeript of Imther's oral lectures found in a
studont nobobook. The writor of theso notes had written dowm
the word dlcibur incomplotelya. ‘hon he put the notes into
print ho onlarged on the thought behind dicitur with tho
word factor, not iustus, as Holl has ite Vho 1s correct?
Holl rogards ‘the rooding which he givos as unasseilable,
singe he stabos that he tales the boxt from Veit Diotrich's
niotebook, 10

T: is important o mote Hollls vemark thab Veit Dictrich
often amasculstod Iuther!s spoken words by interpolating Ho-
lanchthonian concopta into his trvansoriptss Walthor agroen
that Diotrioh was o most unrelisblo oditow, whode Antegrity -

68'1'11031 79« (Wnlthox, ope S1itss PPe 670=10)

9114 e - that oven loll socoms %o
Tbide, Pe 671« Walthor says

indicate th::.:: i% is ';xis only convinci_ng !mu’rof by i.n;zog::;nog
i1t as his last quobabion with tho words? TSo Sprich -

@8 aber auch mit runden Worten aus. ¥
7°m1 ‘Ghareby takos the Qn'portwﬂ‘by to diroot his “drine
gonde Bitte' to Valther.
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in any pgivon transoription is to be doﬁ'bted- But Holl is
mistalen in saying that the VA utilized Velt Dletrichfs note-
boolk; for the WA exproasly givea the transeripbion of Goorg
Roorors ' Walthop intinates that Holl; wndexr the assumption
that the WA was using Veit Dietrichls notobool:; has ovident=
1y changed the reading faskor to iustus and thus hos done hia
part to Mdemolonchthonize" the sunposed reading of Dietrlch.
But tho fast thabt an undcubbedly roliasble editor,; Roercy,
supplioed factor undoubtedly malkes this roading tho corradt
onee = '

The passage in question deals with the identity of the

factoros lopis. Iather has explained that man cannot eep

Godlg law withoub falith in chrisb.73 Whoevor belioves in
Christ 1s alrendy oalled a doer of the law even before he has
fulfilled the laws booouse he will do ite Tho faotor lemis
1s the bolicver in Christ, who will do good works: dicitur
faotor non ab opordbus faotls; ged B gacgafndi-a.ﬂ"' Walther
answers lloll's peiterabion that Nelanohthon campletely

71“ . 672: ™mhose zealous striving al~
Walthor, one olbsy pe. 072 "hnode ¢ o
Ways to yender Iabhor absolutely true is kmown by overy
tﬁr aeholur?“ Tven the editor of the A, XDy 1, aduits this.

7'2“_._...1‘1-5 ppe 6713

73 ‘ n eus factor, qui acclpit api-
Loids pe 673s "Das ist verus s Ly
*itun sanc uﬁ.?;quzz’ﬂdea- rapit arborem, postes fiumt frue

tus. "

s,




66
changod Imther!s dectrine of justifiention with m argu-
ment from silonces Tho fact that Lubher never coxpreased
digagrecnent with Holanchthon's pronowncemerits on justifica-
tlon nrovea that thers was nona in fack; for Iumbherts charac—
ter would not have allowed him to remain silont had zuch been
the caso. Acbually ILubhor had high praize for the Augustona
and the Apology of Molanchthon, in which he digcusses justi-
fication. ab lons;th.?;

How, ther, doer Iamther vindicate tho holiness and tzubh-
fulness of CGod? Holl thinks that Lubher upholds 1t by his
Ingistence on viewins justification as a deod of God in \.ﬂﬁ.ch
God anticinatos vhat man will booomo. Adcording to Holl, the
roligious concorn nbout tho corbainty of salvabion is preser-
vod in Hhn fact that tho Christians look only Lo tho froo
morey end Corgiveness of Gods But Walther maintains, Tathor
actually satinfics this doublo veliglous interest through
his constont emphasis on tho proptor @3153@076

Tn o final short statemont of two ;mgaaﬁ Holl sums up

coneigely what appear to hlm the chief points in disvube be-
tweon hirsolf snd Walther, He boliéves thal it 1= necossary

Tomp1a, , pe 67ha

76 o’ loges the discusslon with
P1pia., pps 67l~5. Welthor clo _
a rather 'jim'r.;t‘gg quotation of BA; VII; 186 £f, which, ho

memns to maintain, proves tho gontrality of the propbox

mr!.stu;n in Iutherts thinkings

77‘{ar1 Yioll, "Daso ‘-é:rﬁo'bni der Auseinandorsebzung fiver

die Rcciatrerti slehro," leus Kirchliche Zoltsohwifb, XXXV

(Jammary, 192h), 7+8«
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to do mo beczuse in tho opinlon of both mon the nost impor-
tant tonot of' Protostantion is at sbako, Wolbthorls objeo~
tion tc Holl's thoosis ic that while it satinfles the damends
of Godts holiness end {ruthfulnoss it detrscts from the acon-
trality of justifionbion for Ohristls smies Holl replios
that thias lattor religious interest is aatisfiac’t'?a in his own
presontation aince the very fact thet God dehia with a sinnor
is pure grace, and. this grace bocomes even groater whon God
makes o camnletoly riphtoons saint oub of a vholly depravod
worddling, DBut loll cannob understand how Welthor can do
justice to the holinsss ‘and truthfulness of God with his mere
insistencno on the nropter ‘G_iu-i'stmt.'

oy iWalihor the work of Ohrist consists only in Christ's

i

I.J

Pulfiidment of tho low and Hio stiiling of God's wrathe Pub
Holl thinlka Lhat ono of Imbhap's marks of greatness ig that
he rgosiablishod the Pawling wity of the death gnd resurrooc-
tion of hwisbks Chplat is sigmificant for God's vordict of
Justifieation aldo in thob Ho renows many/ Walther con
cludes that Holl places the comploto Pylfiliment of tho law
only in tho fubure 1ife, while astording to Iuther it cloarly
boging in this 1ifes Holl roplles that he states tho formenr
without denying the lobbers But he stpesses thet man cammot

porceive tho bopinning in this 1ife. For Welther 1% is

73"391 mir voll wzu seinem Rochi Iourt oM

5011, op. gibes s 4Ts
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wnthinkablo that thore showld have boon o difforonce botween
Tathor and Nelanchihon In tho area of justification, Holl
just as sharply maintaing thab the aifferenss did exiab;
this ia evidant in the fact that IaSher %o tho ond used tho

formula propter fidem (wahich for him has a correch mesning)
do

but that ilolanchthon was always oppossd to it.

bt

il smmetlon is eonoigoe and clmost complobe. X
would odd only two pointst +tho difforonso bebween Holl and
Walther in tho interuroboibion of Iubhowrts Chriatology is
nore profound than appoors in Holl's explanation. For Wal-
ther, Uodls will %o forgive, Hla grace, 1s cooxbonaive and
coterminous with the work of Chrlab, Yor Ioll the work of
Chrigh iz definitoly subordinaboe o God's will to forgives
Secondly, Holl posita that the initlel justificatlon, the
ronovred doily jushification of the Chrigbian, and God'a Lin~
ol Anerlonumg of men ac righbeous are cnoe and tho game ac-
tion for Inbhor. Walthor, on the other hand, bsliovos that
& definito Alstinetion ia to be made betwgon the Inftial

Justification of the simnor and his roncwed dally forgive-

neas by God.

aol-.b:!.d ay e ’}.8 8




CHAPTER IV
EXAITLTATION OF TIE CONTROVERIED PASSAGES FROM LUTIHER

it 1z ovidont from the disoussion in tho precoding chap-
tor that in order to arrive at somo resolubtion of the issues
at stoke bebween Walther and Holl 1t will be necessary to
make o rather thorough investigation of tha chief nassgages
from Lumthor in disnute bobween the two thoologionae

Tho passago whlch zooms to be the most controversial is
the one {wom Imtherts lecture on Mmm of 1515—1516.1 This
passago, vwhich Ls deocisive for Holl, is talten from Luthoxrts
exnosition of Romone 5:5-8t MReputatur fides elus ad iustl-
tim, silout ot David dicit, boatitudinem hominis cul Dous re-
putat fustitian sino onoribus, Boatl; quorum...™ (Vulgate).

Tabhor vemarks that the works denominated in sine operi-
bus are those desds by means of which one thinks So make hime-
golf pightoous, God does not accept tho porson on account of
tho worlks, but the works on account of the porson, as with
Abal-a Actually the works of the unbelievers are similar to
the works of the righteous peopleo; the differentiating fac-
tor is tho intontion with which they are performed.> Tae

1ﬂie1=e£ I‘fj 103, 3 £fs or olmaror Ausgabe (nenceforth
= =2 ’ . ke LT [1]
abbroviatod as g!m) s VI, 272, Ve snall use i/A, LVI,

2ya, VI, 268, 11. 1-T
31hid., 11, 7-10.
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unbeliovors aro satlisfied with their works and reoally believe
that they are just aad rignteousa 2ut tho boliovers are not
content with their docdsy +they seek to have their heart
cleanzed from ovil 2 ;vats.h The jugtd do not lmow whon thoy
aro iustl, "quia ox Doo rerutante Iusbi teanbtwmmodo gunt,
culug renutatlonan nomo novit, Sgd Solum vostulare ot aner-
arc dobob." The "hypoerities™ nevor bslieve that thoy are
sinners: tho insti always know themaclves to be a:i.nnors-s

Jabhor now rroduccs a stranzo paradox: "Sanctl Intrin-
sseo sunt voccabores noaper, ideo extrinsece Tustificantur
geunor ~-tirocrite aubem intringoce sunt Tustl semper, ideo
extrinssce sunt noccatores a:-!.?mpor.“(’ By intrinsseq Iuther
moeans "as vo are.: in owr ovm opinfon;® extrinicce moans “ag
We are in God's pomtiatic.'! YReputatio enim eius non in
nobig nee in potostabe nostra s, orgo nec Tustibtia nostra
in nobiz esh noe in potostate nostra. n8 Ugnia si solwa Deo
reputanie seme Iusti, ergo non nobis viuontibus vel oneran-

54%uz Y Therefore God nccounts just those who in themselves

are oaly sinners. This fact Iuther oxprosses in the WAL

brpia,, 11, 12-18.
SThidey 11. 20~
VIhides 1la. 27-30.
Trhag,, 11. 31-32.
B_E_b_;:g_.. pe 269, 1L
IIb1d,, 11, 8+9.
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pointed mansior vossible: "Ergo sibiipsis et in veritato In-
fustl sunt, Deo aubon propbter hanc confossionem poeocatl eos
reputanti Iusti; Re vera reccatores, Sed revutatione mise-
rentis Doi Tusbij Iguorenter Iustl et Soienter iniustis pec-
catoros in ro, Iusti antem in spo."lo And so Iuthor praises
the umnaneniable morey of God, who at the same timo considers
us sinnors and non-sinuers, Simltaneously sin is presont
and vet iz not '-:;::'osont.ll

The ains which pomoln in the believers Luthor oalls sina
do fomito:™® the desiro and the inolination to sin and the

declinatio Trom pood. Mxwerience tecches ,hni: this unity of

inclinatio-declinablo connot bo removed by attempting &o do
pgood works; it only testii‘ie's that in whatever good we do
tho trace of concuniscenco mainscls But the mercy of God
conzists precisoly in thli's, tnet God does not impute thia fun-
damental concuniscence to those who eall upon Him and yearn
for thoir liberation. In the moanwhile the Gristlans vho
believe Cod's nromise that Ho will freo them from sin fizht
against it so that it will not rulo ovor them.ll" Iuthor now

comraros tho justifled sinner vho ig groening for his

rpig, 11, 27-30.

11Ii}ir],_. s Do 270, 11, 9-11l.
12%.1.0.., n. 271' 1! 2.
13"1’-.‘!; nano mundus ab 111a,

1, 2h-27,
11'1-‘?—’-‘!1'. Pe 271, 1. 27""272, 1. 2.

noc Inf'ans unius diei;" Ibid.,
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1iberation fram sin with a convalescont: man undor the troat-

mont of a phycicion. This compirison constitutes tho pas- |

gage in dispute, which we shall quote in full:?

Zat onim aimile slout ocum eproto 1 nromittenti
medico cortlasiman nan:l.tategm are::'ﬁ.‘?1 et nroecopto
olus obodieons Interdm in spo promisse sanltatls abe
stinet ab ils, que prohiblta sunt el, ne »romlasan
san:!.i:atem impodlat ob morbum augeat, donoc impleat
medicus, gquod promisit.s Isbe enim Acgrobtua nmmaquid
gsanus ost? Inmo .oprotus simml et sawms, Igrotus
in vrel voritate, Sed samis ex corta promiszionc mo-
dicl, cul aredit, qui oua imz Velut samm roputat,
rula cortus, quod sanabit oum, quia inconit oun
panare nse impubteuit ol ogritudinom ad morton. o~
dem modo Samaritamus noster Christus hominem scml-
uviwm egrotum suum cvrandum suscenit in atabulum

et incenit sanare promissa nerfocotissima sanitate-
in vitom ebornam, et non imputans peccatum l.e. con-
cuniscontias ad mortem,; Sed prohibens inbterisr in

apa promicse sanitakis facere ot amittore, quibuas
sonitas illa $mmodiatur ot poccatum i.0. concunls-
contia angeatur. lungquid orgo perfectc Iuatus?

lion, Sed simul neocator et Instus; peccator re vera,
Sel Tustus ex reputatione et promissione Dol ocarta,
quod liberet eb 1llo, donec perfecte sanet. Ac vor
hoo samus nerfeste est in spe; In re autom peccator,
Sed Initium hobons Iusbite, ut wmplius cquoral sem-
rer, goaper injustum so acienaq 51 mme isto ogro-
tus diligons infirsitatem nollt omne curarc, nomie
norictun? Sic aqui sequmbur concupiscentias suns
in mundoe Aut al quid ogrotus sibi non vidoatwur
3od samus, fo 8ic medioum respuabs, 1‘:2"50 ost§ ner
onora gun lusbificori ol samm 84505

The comvmarison runs os follovss A slck man under tho

cave of 2 physician is both 11l and well--111 in that tho
siclmoss is still yresent, bub well in thot the physicien con-

siders him woll boeausc ho knows that he will heal him and be-

cause he has alrveady begun ©o heal hims Even so the sinmer

Whom Ghpist has toien in hand 13 both sinful and rightoous—-

— .
1”___11:1_@_.‘ Pe 2725 1o 3-=273y 1s 2o
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sinful In that eonoupiscence is gtill a very veal part of
his boings vlghteous in that Ohriat considers him rightoous,
has bogun to freo him from pin, end hos promizod him oom-
Ploto frecdom from sin in ebornal lifn. Bub the clck mon i
woll not only in the esbimato of his vhyaleian; ho is himaelf
well insofar as he bo:limma the physiclan's nromise to hoal
him, The almnor le rightecus not only in tho eétimu.to of
Carist but also in respoot to himsolf, ingofar as he bolieves
Carist's promise to liborate him from gine

Welther's conbention is that the clause "quia certus,
quot senabit oum, cul incepit ewn sanare.«." docs not belong
to thoe torbiws comparationis; sinee Luthor does not repoat
it in tho anodosis of tho analogye On the surface this ar-
Guuentation sooms %o be gorract, since it is axiomatlc that
2ll of the dotails of a simile or parable arc not to be ap=-
plied to the actual case at hand, HNevertheless the basis on
waleh tho physician and Chrlst can consider the man healed or
righteous is an imnortant element in the enelogye Just as
the physician has made a beginning of tho cuvre, so Christ has
bogun to heal. In addition 1t is jmpossible to avold draq-
ing o clear-cut conclusion from the words "Tustus ox roputa-

tione ot promissione Del cortay, quod liberet ab illo, donoc

vorfocto sanot.” If the sinner is righteous bocause of God's

certain promiso that He will fres him from sin, then Luther
would seom to be saying that Christ alveady considers the
sinner righteous hooause he kmows that e will hoal bhim.
Then 2% 1s logitimate %o posit a causal relationship between
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tho clauscs “susceplt in stabulum et inceplt m.mam-. so™ and
Tnon Imputans peccatun l.es conouplgcentics ad morbtem."

Foll inslsts that justification in this passage is to
bas consldorsd ac o deod of Gods Walthor seys thal Juthor
treats it as an oxporieonsco of mans In ny opinion, Imther is
speaking freom. both noinks of view at tho sauc Lime. The one
tire context Iindicates thot Imther is discuszing tho condi-
tion of the justified sinnor ge he walks with Christ. In-
trinsece ho is sinful, but extrinsese ho is righteous. This
righteonsness he has by faith; not by sight or fooling.

On the whole, then, Holl'!s interprotation of this pas-

sago arpoera o be the ocorrect onmes Bubt wo must keep in
mind that oniy in this o;*itiosl anot does ILubthor indicate
the bazis for Cod's impubatlos -In oIl of the mmorous oocux-
rencos of tho concept of impubetio noted mbovo 1t is a morci-
ful sct of God,; the motivabion or basis of which ig not con-
8idorod.

The nuccnd nassage in dlopute between Holl and (falthor
is WA VII, 109, 26 ££, It is taken from Tuthor's Assertio
Quntun Arbiculorum of 1520, in vhich ho defended the theses
condemed in the papal bull more extonsively than in his pro-

vious writing, Adversus Rrocrabilem Antichristi Bullams The

£irat thopls which he defonds is that 1% is hevotical to ro-

gard ths Sacraments of the Hew Lawr as working ex gners
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opexratbo. The seocond theain readst “In puero =oat ‘baptis-

D NOFATEe ranAnons otse puccebum o8t Paulim ot Chriatun si-

16

mal concwloares™- @he passage in dispute stonda noar tho
end of tho oxrosition of this thesis,

In order to prove that origlripl ain is o vitsl factor
in a bolleverts life aftor bepitisa, Imthor gquotes a mumber of
passagos from the Pauline opistles vhich oncourage the Chris-
tians to war againnt the flash and to walk In the avnirlb,
Theuso words would have boen meaningless had gin not been a
factor in the 1life of those Uhristians.la This fact is con-
firmod Ly tho esnfoasion of many saints that thoy had to war
againat sin in thoir mo’:nbera.lg Tho good Samaritan picked up
tho man who wns half-doad not in order to heol him instantly
but in ordor to cure him gradually. Does not this fact shov
that no ono iz sudlenly frood from his sinsg but that his
healing is o gredual procosa?d Tho fact that we pray "Hal~
lowed be Thy names; Thy kingdem comes Thy will bo done proves
that wo do not werform the will of God, that wo are still In

2L
tho kingdom of thoe dovil, and that we pollute Cod's numwo,

Wy, vz, 101, 1. 11-12,
Trpia., p. 103, 11, 9-10.
181,3a,, 11. 1136,

oo ns

191p1d., pa 105, 1le 10=335 Pe 106, 11, 2-17, 1. 20 £,
Omb1d., ps 107y 11 1-lpe
21.1..122-5}.-. pe 1075 1o 29+=108; 1o 3¢
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Hven though tho onvonents maintain thak those phenomena in
the lives of Chriatiang ara only a defeotum, the 3cript1n'.e
aetually viows them as sin involving not only boang but also
gtgp_g.a? The opponents aay that if ajl 'sina azo forgiven in
baptism, that which remains ought not be ealled sin, Iuther
ensware in Lho words of Augustine against the Polagians?
"Pecoatun istud roaty transit, gotu monet,"23 Thereupon fol-
low the words in disnute?

Doec inaa enim gratia novi testamonti et misericor-
dla dei est, quod, gquia gonlti mumus verbo verita-
tls et ronatl baptismato, ut simus initiuws oliquod
creaturae eiua ! interim favor del nos suselpit ob
sustinst, non iwmutans ad mortem quod relicumn eab
recoali in nobls, llcot vore podcatum sit et imvuta-
»i nopoit, doneq efficiamur porfecte nove creaturat
2d finom onim purgatlionls patris miserlcordia ros-
nlelt, yvrontex» quen Intormodias weccatl Imunditias
statuit misericorditer ignoscers, donos penitus abo-~
loantur. Hoc Apostsluo Re viii, sic dicit: 'Hihil
evgo dametionin est in iils qui sunt in Christo Io-
su, qui non sscundum carnem smbulants! tion alt
1ifihil noceati in els enl;! cum praecedsnte cane
peceaium assovwissel, sod 'mihil dametlonis,? quia,
etal sit vococatum in els; non nocat, duplici ure,
Frino, quia sunt vor fidem in th-isﬁo Iesu, qo no-
diakore ois ignogeitur quicquid peccati inest; Se-
cundo, cula non seouwndum caxnem smbulant, id est,
pugnant contra pecoatum ut extinguant, quo sbud:'_g -
gquie inviti habent pocoabum In sgi »ro non hgbenti-
bus dous 1llos habet; ron tamen nisl gratuita miso-
rleoydia, ne superbiat quisquem in oculls doli de
munditia sua,; sed in hmilitate suac miseriae serw
vobur. Hoo sensu 1, Johan. V. dloitz !Sclmus,
quonism omnis qui natus est ex deo non paccat sed .
conaretioc. del consorvat et malipmus non Langet eum.
At omnis qul crodit; quoniem Tesus ost Christus,; ex
deo natus est, ub ibidem dleit. Ita slmul vorum
est, iustum non pepoare, ot temen peccatum habere

2292.3-.‘3.” 1ls 3=33.
23;1-%‘ 5 Pa 109’ 1l. 6-*10.
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pou malumi raoom,zll-

. Tiro mobtifs avo intortwined in the firat six linos.
Fivrst, it is the gratig of tho How Testmment and the miseri--
cordia and favor of God thabt e recoeives and uptmlda tho bap-
tized bellievers and does not impute to thom the sin vhich re-
mains o pert of thoir nabturee Secondly;, this gratlia ond mil.-
gericordia ave called forth because the baliovors have boen
roborn by the VWord and in baptimne

Thoe cleuse "ad finom onim...oboloantur" presenta anothor
double set of mobifs: 1) the Fathop forgives booause of tho
goal of tho boiioverts porfodtion Soward which He lookss 2)
yot bthis 1a a morciful looking and forgiving.

Tha posoage from Romans 8 shows thet oven thoupgh the bo-
liovers are sinful, this sin ¢amot harm them, end this for
two weasona: boeauso by faith thoy ore in Gurist Jesus, by
whose mediation their sin is forglven; and because thoy do
not walle agcording to the fleah and so fight against gin,
Goc'lldes nos imoute their ain to them bocause the':!' do not wil-
lingly nesont So oing yeoi God's forglveness arises only oub
of s froe morey, lest anyono should boadt of his purlty in
the presonco of God. Thus the Gxcistion 18, according to
Luthor's fommlation in his lecture on Romens, simuil
et peocatgl‘_..

It is elear that
the intertwined double motif preclindes any atsamot to state

in these thres sections of the passazo

%ﬁ-;- Pe 109’ 1. 21]-""110): 1. Ll.o
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one factor without stating tho other, Tms both ¥Walther and
Holl arc ono-sided and therefora incorrect in thier inber~
pretabions of those words, God continuwes to forgive the
Justified Chrlistion both because of His morcy and grace in
Christ Josut and beeouse the balieveras alrendy havo experi-
enced the beginnln: of righteousnsss in this life and are on
thelr way to the porfoet gonl., Justification agoin is viewed
both from tho viewpoint of God and mans Thus the paszago by
no memns glvez Holl the right to make his wnqualified assor-
tion that Imthor after 1515-1516 taught an analytic verdioct
of justificntion on Godta part, nor does it givo Walthor tho
opportunity o substaentiato his viowroint,

Thae third nnssage troated i‘romloppoa:;l.to t_:oinb.a of viow
by Moll and Walthor conaista in Thoses 63, Ol and 65 of
Latherts dispvubation Do %25 of 1535, Holl qunl:as theso
thosos 5o prove that even the later Imthor had never rotrag-
tod his teaching of God's analytic verdict of justificationt

63+ At per debituwa fiorl nemo fustificabitur ant
splv.abii.u:.', sed per factum osse; seu factores legls

salvandl sunt ommos ;
611-: tion onin qui cli;et' Domine, Domino, intrablt

regman coslorum, sed qui i'ooorit voluntatem patris,

h" ¢ intrabilt eta
65. Dous enim am:-io vult legem sum: implori, usque

ad minlunm anicem ot iota, aut nullum canino sal-
varis

Dalon out of thelr context,; those thosod would socm to
Support mollts view that God's Instantansous judgeuont of:
Juistifiontione-whaich for time-bound man extonds from the

25,

Gottin-
D Dissubationén tin (
Bons szdoﬂhuggﬂ’uwm‘ﬁ'ﬁ—i% g%"lg? =




)
noment he becane a CGaristian through the deily renowed for-

givences to God's final judgomont on the last day--1s nosited
upon the ebthical nerfoction which He will effect In tham,
Tho wholo tonoer of this digpubation,; howsver, would nogote
thiz internretations Tha superscrintion for this and tho pro=-
coding c‘l.:T.ss-_-m‘c.r.'.i;.1on26 ist YArbitrame honinem iustificari
fide absaus overibus legis." In theses l. to 31|.27 Luther
rroves that 3t. Paul it spoaking of tho moral ond not tho
coromonial lav. The law manifosts sing 1t 1&3‘8-28 The law
loads either Lo proswumbion or ﬂ.apairuag Tho protagonisis
of work-vightoousnsss avo asked Lo produde a single exmaplo
of the law being porfectly f.‘ulfilied.so

A1l the saints and the enbive Church mmst confesss "Si
dixorimus, nos non habore pogcabum, voritas Dei in nobis non
055"t gme vory faot that tho entiro Church prays the Lord!s
Prayor is its confesslon of 8111-'132 Thorefore nono of the
saints apro justified by the works of the law, wuch less by

their own decds<>> But God truly desiros His law %o bo ful-

26_1?.?..&1.-_- ps 9=134
27%’9 PPs 1_3"5.-
283;‘:;;5'-_._, Pe 15, Thosis 36,
2 1pid,, oses 37-le
392-_10_5,;1_.; ps 16; Thoses 50-1e
31;_@__5-2_.:, Thosia 57e '
32;1:;_:1. Thesis 59

: 33Ib:!.d..,: Thesls 60,

Gwpereras
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filled, and only he who doos the will of tha Father will
entor the lkinglom of hou.vdn.?“!" A syllogisu 13 thon dravms
Whosver wants %o entor life has to keop Godl's commandmonts,
But none of the salnits lwep the commendmontss Thorofore none
of the sainis can ocater life .-35 8ingo both major and minor
premises ave incontrovertible, "Quo m.mo 1‘b1t1.u-"!‘“36 But now
we point to tho onc oxample of the porfact fulfiliment of
the law: The Hodlabor of God and men,37 He was made obodi-
By His will wo are oll sanctifioed, and by His

e ]

ent Tor uge -
obedlenco many are accovnted :-igh!:eou; Romong 5.39 YWalthor
likowigso points to the ocontext of tho throe theses extracted
by Holl and tims sooms to gein btho advantsge over hin 40

It moy be argued that the entive scopo of this disputa-
tion novortheless supports Holl's views If wo aro accounted
rightoous ond beouns righboous through Carist, thon we become
doers of the law, and as such we onter the kingdom of heaven.
Phmg God's ultimatoe sbandard is the law; and wo arrive at a

nomistic concontion of God, To this I shall roply ob the

3y, supra, Tneson 63-654
35;__1:;1_5},., pe 17, Theses 67-69.
36;_79,5_._(1. , Thesos T0~T3e
37_113_1_4,.,- Thosis e
38;_1:;._@., Thesis 78«
391d., Thests 79

Lo : ther, "ooh oin Yort mu Imth~
ars Rochfertimangalohro," Neus Kironliche Zeitschrift, IOV
(Hovember, 1923), 0670-1,
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oonclusion of tho investigation of tho following passago.

In his reply to Walther, Holl had quotod a a'horb. pag= -
soge fvom Luthor's large commentary on Galatlens. of 1531-
153211:1 Walther showed rathor conclusively t"ua'b Holl was
mistaizen as to the idontity of the editor of Iuther's J.eci;um-aa
on Galatlons and thorofore had arbitrarily changed the text.
Since Holl did not renly bo this point end sinde all the
facts appear to bo in Walther's favor, the reading fron oaten :
dicitur factor ab operibus factis; sod ab oporilbus faciondia™
will have %o atand, F

Inthor nronouncod thesa words while comacnbting on Gala-

tlans 3710,

"Although .11; is tma- thot as mony 83 arec of the
works of the law ave wnder a curse, it is also true thab
Cursod in averyone that does nob continue to do all 'I':lﬂ.ngs
writiton in the book of tho law," Thease two stabemonis of
Hoses and Panl ave conbradictorye They can be undorstood
only fram the viewpolnt of the articwlus instificationis,'t
Prom this noint of view tho following throe scts of paradoxes
are also intelligible: YFactores legls 1us§;ficahu\tur“ and
"eui oporantun secundum Legem; damnaturs” "quidquid est ex-

tra fidem Abrohae, malediotum est,” gnd "Mustificatio leogls

lﬂéﬁ! Loy Lg !}.62, 1s 8
h2u, ag are of the worls of tho lgw are wndor
u curae.tozxsu;siimg writtont 'Cursged is evar:;one: t;:aghco?;n
tinueth not in all the thinga weitten in tha book of &ho o
to do them.!" The cormontary on this verse bogina on Pa .

l’ai’{&. XD, 1, 3905 1o 260=3975 le 1le
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debet in nobis Implori, Rome 8.% Y31 Legem :ln:plwarin; non
iuplovoris; sl noa impleveris, :I.mplavoria.“hll' For everything
deponde on the moaning of £ cero.’*s To fulfill the law is
not anly an external mebter but a thing of thoe snirit. There
arc two classes of facbores? thoso who are factores of the
works of the law against whom Paul battles in this epistle,.
aod those who are fackores ex fide. To bo of the works of
the 1law and to be of falth are as contradictory as tho devil
and God, sin and rightoousnass, ﬁoaﬁh axd lifo‘-hﬁ

But the advorsaries roplys “Factoros _aegis justiflicabun-

tur." '“his is corrsct ,""7 Tho advorseries; howevor; bolieve
that a fachor logls is one who iz Justified ex rraecodertibus
onori!;r:.s.l!":" Put this iz conbrary to Psul, This is to sin

againgt the first three commandmonts. “his is o deny Christ
| and oll s benefits and to set up a merum figmuentum ob ido-
um iozis.'? Thus fulf11ling the lew tho sivorsarios not only
Qo not :{‘t.al:i‘i]::!. 1t but thoy deny the divine majesty in all its
sranises.50 on tho contrary, the law works wrath and in-

crecsos oint MAscusat; vertorrofacit ot condemmab; quomodo

ul*"‘al.l., Ne 397: 11. 2i-32,
l‘STb"-d-: ne 398, Lo 18,
l"érmd., 11, 18-23
M"bm 11, 33-3he
Wiy, ps 3905 i1 15165
Wria,, 11, 26-26,
BOM-; 11. 26-28.
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igitur lustificaret gu5l Thoi-arom God geoing Hhat no ano
oould’ Fulfill the law, veortsod the bloasing in Abrahum.S2
Aad so facore iz first of all to'holicve and thereforo o
keop the lew through fatth, 53 Uango glaro of nroprle’ defiw.
nicndn ‘facera' simpllciter est credere in Toswm Christum ob
acgento vor Lidem in Clmwilstum Spioitn sancts overari ea quas
sunt in Leg;e.“gl"

Via thlc roubo Iuther arrivos at tho pasaego undor dige
cudnion. “ho Wolmar HMdition givos bothk tho noteboolk Lrans-
cerintion of Rivor and tho copy vhich R3rar saw through wrint
on the basis of his tz'anécniiatian. I shall auoto aoco_;'din,r;
to tho latlon?

3lc nominam in tobo mundo dabisy cul hie tituluss
Hactor Legis! convonlat oxtra promissionem Evans
zolii. Tdeo TFactor Iegis ost torminuag Tictua quom
nento Inkolliglt, nisl sit extra et wltra legem in
bonedictiono ot fide Abrahao, Imare is verus est
factor Logis qul ncoento Spiritu saneto por fidem
Christi ineipit dlligere Dows ¢t benefacere nroxi-
mo, U6 facere ingludat simul fidemy; cuas fides ha-
bot inoum facienbom ot faglt arborem, cqua ‘lfacta
fiunt fructus. Oportet onim prius esse arborenm,
deinde fructus. Pama enim ron faclunt avboroem, sed
facilt onerm, itaqie facore Legem abaquo fido oat
facerc poma 9ine arbore ox ligno of lato, cuod noa
eat acere poma sod mera phanbtpmmata: FPosita au-
ez arbores hoe est persona meu factoro (ue £it por
Tidem in Christwm; sequuntur opera. Oportet onim
fastopran osase enbs facta; non fasta ante fastoxram.
3ic ffactor Iegle lustificabwr,! hoc ost, reputatur

51.&2&-.; ,p. 400, 11, 17-8.
5 2;1:;_4,.; 11, 2=bs
53_12,&&.. 1, 31.

mI.P}.‘l«p pe 1101, 114 20-24
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insbus, Rome 24 Non aubem dicitnr fastor®® ab
onoribun factis; sod ab onoribusg fociondis,; Ouia
Christiani non fiunt iugti operando insta, czod Icm .
£ide in Christum justifieatl onerantur iusto., Il-
1ud alberea politieum oct, meilical ox factia fi-
orli Tactorems ubl sacpe ecitharisando, ub allf Aris-
Gotelea, fit aliguia oitharooduses Sed in Theolo-
gio facstor non fit ox overibua logla, Sad onoptot
prius ease factoran, nostoa sequuntur facta.

Thus Iuthor says that only he who ia vnder the Gocpel
can havo the title .of factor logls. This factor logis ia the
man who has received the Holy Spirlt through faith in Ohrist
and 3o begines to love Jod and de good to his neighbore Falth
rroduces worke just as g trec produces frult, IL is Just as’
irmogeihle for works o be nreaent tvi!:imui: faith as fruld
withont o trae, Lhms tho doer of the law ig justifisd; 18,
18 scemunted juab; Degpuse of tho works which 2o doos having
failth, nob Tor works which took place bofore faith, sinco
those aore nonexlotent, “his may sowad ag if gaining faith
in Chwiss wore only a preludo to the perforange of tho good
works which ave made possible by faith in Ohrist, gince God
ultimatoly does vomuire norfeot fulfillment of the lav as &
nreroquinite for jusbificatlons®! ILuther empressly rojects
such mn interspotation in the wordsy "qula Ohrisplani non

£iumt ivabl onerando lusta, sod iz fido in Christim lusbili-

0  poadse  "Hon dioi
bs‘iﬁwaﬂz notsbook Lranseription hero »pidgs “Won d
{ oteribua £xo 4 ' is," Tor a
tur ab oporibus factis sed ab cperibus faciendis,
disemaﬂ&gn oft this differonco and 1gs frmliaations for 2151?

dlsnuto botwoon Walther and Holly see Ohane III, DPe
561bm.-, Pe 1015 L 27-=l102, 11, 13-28, Printed oovys.

5701‘. ﬂum .E, Px- Bo.
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cati oporantur iusta" and "Sod in Theologla factor non it
ex onevribus legias, Zed ovorbot prive oaso fa&eoz-em; poétoa
soquuntur facta,"

¥he dooleive element in thie paa:az_xéc is the doudle nmean—
ing of iugtificare for Luther: He sayst "sSic 'factor Legls
lustificatur,! hoe ost, reputatur lustus, Roms " Bubt fol-
lowing this hs oquates fiunt Justi with lustificagti in the
santonces: %mila Christieni non fiunt iusbi oporando Iusta,
sed iam fide in Gizrs.stzm_ iustificntl operantur Iusta.™ In
other words, man begonos, is made righteous by falth in Chrigt
not by offering his own good works. The man who has beon
made rightoous by faith in Christ doos righboous deeds, and
thus he a3 a factor logis is justified; accounted justs; that
is, his rigtoous deede produced by faith in Christ avre ro-
cogninod for vhat bhey a;ra. Tl_ms 1% is true that only those
who do tho Pathep's will, 1.8, the truly righbeous, entor
the kingdom of heavens bub the purpose of falth in Unwist is
not to onablo man himself to meet the Father's roquirementss;
faith rathor makes him righteous already. Thevofore Karl Holl
can Pind no substanblabion for his view of Godls analytic

vordiat of justificablon in this passage or in the thoses

fram the dignutations,
The romult of this investigation is that Toll is cor-

Peot in intornreting the passage from the leaturs on Romans

as ho doos; bho nassoge fram Assortfo Ommium Avtioulorm
and Walthex can

£oes boyond both Holl's and Walthorts viewss
£ind support for his intervretation in tho latter twoe




CHAPTER V
CONCLUSIONS A3 T0 CHNTRAL POLTS OF CONPROVARSY

At the ond of Chaptor III we saw how Holl sumsod up the
gontral issues in controversy'bc:bweau him and Velther, It
will prove uwseful to roview those central issueay to note
tho boaring which our inveatigation of the oritical Luther
pazsages has upon thom, and to congider criticnl estimabes '
of the conbroversy by later theologlans,

Hpll bolloves thet Luther tonches an amalytic verdict of
Justificntion on tho part of Cod, dJustification 1s tha oot
in wiiech CUod dvaws man into followship with Himself without
doing violenco ho His owm holiness and moral prineiples, For
in justifying man God pronounces him righteous and make him
rightosus. 4Although this rightoousness bogun in man will
not bo scamplete witil the fubure lifo, the timeloss God al-
roady seom bhe sinmer perfocted in holiness. hms the holy
and rightoous God cen forgive the sinner hia sins booause tho
simor theroby ecbuslly becomes rightoous, Walther objectss
such an interprotation of Luther!s teaching completely over-
looks the fact that God justifies the simner because of tho

ufforing and death of Christe

Toll, to bo sure, rogognized the emphesl
Dut for Holl this

g vhich Iathor

lays unon the vicarious death of CGhriat,
w111 to forgives it doea not

is suborciinate to tho Father's
In addltlon,

foma the inpl hasis for Godls justifying Geod.
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Holl faulits Walthor for presenting only ono asnoot of the
significanco of Christ for Luther, Ohrist also rises in tho
hoarts of the believers md works tho hew life in thom.

" Tho prodominant characteoristic of God, as Holl sces it,
iz His gbso'.’.uﬁ:e noral porfections Thorefore, in declaring
men rightocus, Jod purposes b lead him to the divine lovel
of moral porfoction. On tho contrary, says Walthor, Godls
rarnose in justifying the sinner is to draw him into the di-
vine followship: the moral renovation whioch iz Inseparably
comecbed wibh the vordlot 9:[‘ acquitbal 33 tho wmeons to ab-
tain the goal of fellowship, not the goal itself.

Theo lash great area of disasgrewmiont ocenters around liolan-
chthon's toaching of justifications Holl roundly denounces
liolanchilion for oarlcaturing Iutherfs teaching. In Hollls
estinmnte, iolenchthon did not establish o vital connection
betwoon CGod's act of pardon end the new life which begins in
the boliever. Thus Helanchthon fs sald to assort that the
rewnature which the Ohristian possesses is his own croation.
G-od vponounces the simer righteous; tho Justified sinuer bo-
f;inﬂ to leod & now Jifo by his om powers; wihen ho soces that

he contimies o sim, ho turns bo God!s pardon sgain In ordor
troubled consclencce
as o -

to gain comf'ort and assurence for his
In fact, foll asserta that ilslanchtiton tpeats falth
man merit by virtue of which man peceivos Godts forgivoness.

Helanchthon's teaching is viewed as posically anthropogontric

in chavacbes. Valthor admits thet Luthor as a rule did nob

distinguish conceptually betweon God'a pardoning docreo and
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tho bestowal of his power to live the now lifos On the other
hand, hslanchthon did thus diastinguish in ordor that troubled
consclencos might obtain camnlobe assurances iievertholos;,
the difforonco botweon Imthor and Holanghthon in tho artlacle
of justificaibion is only ono of terminology. In principle
lielanchthonts. views--at lonst in the Imthoran symbols vihich
he wrobo--are identical with thoae of Imther. In the end,
Walthor rosorts to the argument from silonces Since Luther
nover oxprasssd disegroement with lolanchthon's presentation
of justificabtion, no difference botwecn them can have oexistod.

Wio have sesn bthat Follts view of justification as an
aneiybic judgemont of God seoms to bo substantiated by tho
nrincipol passage which he eites from Luther!s lecture on
Romans of 1519-1516, On the other hand, the passages which
Welthor oitos from Luther's later writings do not admit of
auch an intornretations This fact may load to the conclusion
that thoro ig a gvaat gulf fimed between the “yowng Lughor®
and the Told Luthers" Hors recent scholarship hod sought To
disprove this conclusione- Scholars have showm thab the
Unedioinel® justificablon represonted in tho chief pasaage in
Alsnuto betweon Holl and Walbher is not Iuther's acle emphiu-

sis in his locture on Romands Iuther also ssys thab God

1 il o 1 aborioxraphy of the Gorman
Cf. Wilholm Pauck, "The Historiograr
l?efomatian duringz the i’ast Pwenby Yoars," Chuvrch istomr

Docembor; 1940), IXs 310-le '
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Justifios tho simner beocause o gocounts Christ's rightoosus—
ness to hin,? i

T™his fnoct raisos the quostion of Iuthor's Chrinticlogy
a8 get Torth Dy Holle, OConcentrated offorta to mestigate
Iutherts Chrilstology during the past twonby-five years have
shown that iHoll's viow 1s completely untemble.3 This ro~
search hos shown that Imther's faith is entiroly Christo-
centric in natvro. Hrich Secbei!g qums up the attitude of
modern scholevohip by stating that Iuthorts theology appoars
to have ovolved from an individual wiow of Christ ."'" Thas
rocent acholarship upholds Wolther in his inslatonce upon the

mronber Cristum in Tmthonts writings.

In fact, the conbroversy betwoen \alther ond iioll

2pa01e fiamel, Dox _@Eﬁ_ Ipther und Awmuatin (Gitorslchs:
Vorlag C. Rortelammm, 1935),; IX; 90, .n. %& vhere I-:e.zela
quotos the pcholia according to Flckor!s edition, pe 1706, 1:
11: "vido mmo, quod supra dixl, guod simul sancti, dun sunb
iusti, sunt pocoatorest lusti, quia orsdunt in Chrdstum q:ius
iustitia ocos tegit ot eis imputabur, woccatores sutan, quia
nen implont lepem, non sunt sine concupiscentia, sed .taugn
egratontos sub oura mediol, qul sunt re vera ogroti, sod in-
choative ob in =no sanl sou potius sanificati i. o4 33—:5-1"'
fientes. quibus nocentissima ost sanitas ?mBmPfaiOa qule

roeius rocidivant,.”

31’&1101:_, Ops Clbey PPe 330-lte

1 ‘ - ortant contribu.

Y7v1d,, where Pauck llgts tho most immortant ong
tlons 57 Tesont scholarahlp to Lither!s G*L“;-;.g;“:g_'mﬂ“;m
them we micht wontion E, Vogalasngsy Dlo,

%‘ rigtolosnlio pach der ersten Pgalm Ofu olpzic,
» Vogoloongy DOr Anfel

one Christus bol luthor (Loipsig,
1932}; Erich Saoborgy o8 1hBologle “Onristug (Stuttgart,
1937)s Cf. also Howalsy Ofty Odbe

y Da_ U De 2-3, whore rofer=
ences to addibional literature are glven.

(]
.
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Initiated a groat dobate; the ropercussions of witlgh ave folb
to tho prosent day in vhe thoological world,® Xarl Barth and
hls sohool have beon particularly vooal in theiy donunciation
of Follls views bacause of tholr intonse averaion to all Rit-
sohiion moralisme ALl of the discussions which have bean ab
uy disposal have unifownly cribtioclsod Holl, %The chiof objec~
tion o lbll!s moconstruation of Imtherts teaching of justi-
ficotion scems to bo that such a motivation as Holl poslts
for God's fovpgivoness destroys the paradoxioal and "irration-
al® nature of Godts will to seek -and save tho lost. BSuch
love on Godfs mart would sosgso to bo true love: it would nob
bo the lowe of Jesus, wio abte with tho publicans and sinnors.
Holllg vi-:-:.-r; it is said, is a ratiomalistic bit of anecula-
tlon which finds no warrent in Scripture, It is a moralls-
tic abLempt alonp Kentian and Ritsohlian 1lines To obscurc the
truo noture of mants sinfulnosss I the justifiod simnor
follows this view of Godls justifisationy he will have to
160}t to his own moral accomplishments in order to obtein as-

Burance of contimed forgivencsss Finally, it has beon said

that with the passages used by Holl imuther engouragod Chris-

tions to wemic faithy howover; "they do not have basie

Sado1e Ké;barla Rechtifortigung und Heiliguns (Lolpzigl
Vorlag von DErffling & Franie, L 29)'.-‘""‘;:.?1". a3, lists thoe
mont iymortant Litorature up to that dote.

e ————————
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doctrinal aizmif:’.cmeo."é

According to thoeso cr;‘.hiciﬂnn; then; God's essenco does
not conelst In o moralistic type of perfoction but in o love
ﬁh:!.éh dirocts 1boolf ageinat all sin but at tho soe time on-
tors into followship with sinful ren, To find an othical
motivatlon for thls love which 4= so paradoxicel and so of-
foncive to 21l morplistic Jumian rightecusness is to lnmanize
the truc Gw;:!. acoording o suporficial standards of goodnoss,
Tha crities =see Toll's reintorrrotabion as a typicel humonis-
tic roaction to the ghumbling-block of the Cross, It 1s only
chvious o atabo we must egree with this criticiam,

The relationship between Inther!s and Holanchthonts
viows of justification, as pin-pointod by the Holl-Welthor
controversy, is en area in which a great deal of further re-
genveh is necessory, If Enzollend is correct in his smalysis
of Halenchihon's thoclogy,'? no difPercnce existed in the doc-
tnino ol :}uatiriaaf:ion bobuweon Iuther and Helanchthon durling

helr entire carcers as reformera. Yot Engollond has to ad-
mit that tlo "oldor" Holanohthon expressos the rolabionship

bobwoen iuctifisatio and mg-enemtio with coniugeve, gomitarl,

By i Kentono L tho Uospoel (Fhiladel-
?, A, Kentonon, The Ras%enan of the tospol

higs The luhlonborg Fressy 19ED), Pe ole  For tho vemaining

gritieims aoe 1:;':‘1:?;5-3@;, QD ag"'i'tt ’."”!ila)&a};ﬁ; .f'*‘:‘gggf ngg'l’mrs

M;EJQ,Q%?? %;iﬂtim T %9-3003 J. L, Novo, A Iiatory of
.

&;E-i;stizm %%gmzf’huaaelphhz The Huhlonberg Presg, Ce
‘ ls Phe -

761-‘. Chapber I; Pne 6-1l, especially Pe 13.
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gegul, ceocders, oddi; primus--posteas Beuide&; noarly all
of the modern writers cn lelanchthen's thoology beforo i~
gelland inglisted upon o hiatus bobtwoon "justificabion' and
“sonetificntion,” at least 3n the oldor Molsnchthon, Even
Walther woastrictc the agreoment of Inthoy aﬁd Helanchthon in
jusﬁ:lg’:‘.cr-.tion to the Luthoron gymbolss In viow of these
faeba, Toll appoarg Go ha at least »artially oorrect in pro-
tosting againat Molanchthonts later view of the rslation~
shin netwoon forsivensss of sins and the néw life, e nmab
also leop In mind that Melenchthon's synorgimm came to -‘Ghﬁ
fore aitor 1535, e taught thed thweoe factors-»the Woxd, the
Holy Spirit, and the humen will--aro negessary in conversion.
Sinec the lrmen will thus boommos & part of faith, Holl is
also corvect in sbabing that for Helonchthon (he should have
seid "ghe oldor Molsmchthon'') faith 1o a humon morit, In
this commection, wo ought o note that Halther!s argument
fram silonce is complotoly invalid, sinco Zmthor did not ab
all protost ageinst Helemchtlhon's later expressiona of syner-
cisn,

Tims we soo that later research aml discussion have
thoroushly dlscpedited Hollls gonception of the analybic vor-
diet of justifidation end have in large part sunportod Wale
thor's atbacks, Bub wo ought to nobte tho pralgenorthy an=
rhases which Holl sought to maintain in his reintorprotation

of Iuthore Hollls insistence upon justiflcation ad & deed

of God is thoroughly in keeping with the theocontric position

of tho Dible. hat Holl dld not sed is that theogentricity

o —————— e ——————
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end Christosentrlclty are identical and coterminous. IHoll in-
torpreted Luthor eorrvectly when ho stressed God!s solo in-
sbrmontality Iin working the neow 1ifo in men and tho con-
tinuity and intimato connseblon between Gedls word of pardon
and hias renowing aé;:ion in tho livos of non. Ye must always
omphosize this factt Imther consistently toaught that Cod
rronouncos thoe simer righteous in oxrder Lo make him ighteous
ard thus to equip him for the ocomplete divine fellowahipn.
At tho samo Sime, wo must stross that the forensio verdicet is
conlotoly Mirrational% and doos mobt £ind its besis in tho
ronewal of lifs. This cwmphasis upon the continuity botwoon
the pavdening word and tho renewing activity of God is ospe-
elelly inmorvtant for Imthoranism in ouwr day, sinco Luthorans
in tho orthodox tredition have often found beforo them a hia-
tus bobweon "feith" and "good works™ and have boen uncble to
ovoremma it. Holl seos through Luther!s eyes that Christ is
Maade unto us wisdom end rightoousness and sanctification and
redemmtion” and that tho r.:I.sen Christ livas and works in the
beliovera, Finally, Holl has renderod Christendom a great
service by Péstening ottontion upon Luthor!a view of the jus-
Phms the justified sinmer,
t contimially ecling o

tified simner as bobus. pocoabal.

totus iustug and totus poceaton, mus .
tho pardoning word of God; vhich brings aboub tho now oroa~

tion in Ohrist Jesuss
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