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CliliPTEH I 

II~ '.i:RODtiC,,,IOli 

It1 reco!.li:i y oa:t"ll lleinbold ii:tobul:n:,, Ula com.a to ape:ik 

mol'"e an more to an f o-g .. l\merican Protestantism. It ,,as not 

too lon:; a~o t oo·~ a'ime ..:.::'l£!U:i1:.1e h:a!led il!m as "u.s. Protos­

t an~im' a foremoat t i.!.oolos1::m .• 111 Amon.{; the ~l!lny aroas or 
t olo ~ on wbich. l'JifJbu !Y." ·touche s :la the doctrine of the 

ch t a • ~o bo Dlll"o , t ~ o doc tl"ine or the church holds a far 

fl"'o 1 contirol 9l nce in h _s ti1in!dn ·• ilo~eover. "i?:lth:l11 the 

t ivo desc~i. uion of ~is doct~ine of t ho cbtu."ch. 

l:ovor•tllolocu, t.:iel"o :le good .ros :Jon to bel~ovo tbllt he 

t al"'~H.'1 t lie obl' "Cl • in hia own. de:f:2.nit:lon, quite ao:za1ously. 

Ro.feroncos to t he tsa:_: or the cb.urcll i n tho wo1 .. ld, end h.o\1 

t ho chu.r:ich has t'oilet'i t o rneet the e:-ti .3enc1os of tho tii:ie• 

a:Po 1nte:t"cpo .. ooa t 'bi .. oughout Lis vol1.L1Jinous wri tina in bo:>Ic:a 

Bnd neriodicals. 

cerned about t l10 misconoept1ono 0£ the ciml"oh, part~cularly 

t ho preto11sions of the :r oman Catl1ol:to Obw:aoh• as ,1111 'be 

shotm l a ter. Furthorzno2...,e, "":'.!.ebuJ.ut considers b!mseli' to 'be a 
!') 

prescller in the cburc.h.;i.; Ho'!i:evor• it must be admitted tbat 

1111rony f'or J\morioans. 11 Time, Lll (April 7 • 1952), 84. 

2no1nhold ·:1ebuhr, "Tho RoWlS.on of the Church Throu{!h 
the Renewal oi' tho Claurches," Cbristinnitz !!!!.4, Cr1aio, VJ:I:20 
(Hovembor 24, 1947)• 5. 



2 

ho believoD i n t he va l:t 1ty oz a tb.eoloG)' outz::icle tl'le pm1e oE 

m ohurci.?.: t ha t :t:a to :10:,, t ha t ti.le .oapol is not bo1.mtl to 

t lw 0 11~cu, but wo~~s b~tn in it and 1nqopendently of 1t. 

Actually , tue aut ority of tho Gospel is not dei--ived 
fzoo· .. t o ,amn .. ,, p1"eot:tce, or ut ho::.,.!ty of the church. 
On t t o con tr:.,ry,, the authol'"ity of tb.e cb.m>ch io dE>rived 
by ~ ovin"'\ :ltoel:r "ah:u2por t.~n t\7o edsod 3t'10rd" in 
::,poal~:1.ng to t'10 cond:l.t;iou of r:U.1n, in moving him to 
l"'aponi.unco :u:d in ravoal:1.n t ·,e ~lory and tbe rode p­
t:!. ve r.10:;:,c y 0£ and t o him in t ho o;;pei•1ence ot repant­
Gnce nd I'a ith .~ 

PartlJ • t hon, becouae einaold ~iabum- io a lendinn 

£ i i'; "O 1n cur1,e!.'r:. American r-rotostsntism, or.d :,artly becauso 

ho 0 £ on adt.U'"ossot. h :lmsol f' on tba subject oft G church, it 

:ls !'alt t t ·t 11 Y ·miru,,tion or bi.:: dor:tn1tion o_ the church 

noulu "'e o u.:-::e.f'u l task . I i9 s u.cb. Q study is success:t'u.l, it 

cnw..""cl'l 111 t ho \;0_~1c1 today. It 1s uni'OI1 tt1nste t b.s t IJiobl.lm' 

bi .sel f I s not givaa o definitive e:!position of the nstura 

or tho church as ho imdo:?.~sb:mda it, but it cannot bo s1mpl7 

deducod f'l"Om tilts omas:lon t ilat the cburoh playa a nogl:lg1b1e 

role :ln i"dc theology. A statistical exm::!nation of his 

writinG \·ould :.P'.Jtiher indicate that t .e p13ce oi' the church 1n 

his t b.ott91t has considerable si,snii'::tcsnco. Tb.o re3son ~or 

h:ta 110t ·>rasentin6 a dootrit'lO o:f the church may rstheza ba 

that be r ecoe,nizes a ~ossibility of sovoral d1f~orins doc­

trinea bsar1nc a w~olesome effect or oach other. 
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Tho mathod unclo1"takon by tbs writer to disaovor 

M:lobuh1" ' a conco1,t or: tho ohm-oh is ono \11tll lim1ta t1ons. 

The attempt waa rnacle to e:itand.11e 1n a m0l.'"0 o.t• losa tlloroueh 

mannar ovai. ·thi11,.; t hat Niobullr 1'-.ias wr1tton, and to isola te 

all bi c otetoment a on t he subject. Thio obviously leavoa 

t he ocs_ 1lit y of doin~ him 1njuatice, both bocau9e .1!:l~or­

tant l,gc1. ma bo ovarloolced, and becaWJo not all o~ bis 

wri t inGs ~oAe ovailob lo. An important def1c1oncy 1n respect 

t o t 1 l c..li t ·~o~ oro t 1e numo.rous Qzttioles in tho perio ... icnl 

C~~~!9!1i~;i pod Civ111~etion which was not available. To 

coDpanaato £0~ t bie nofioiency, tbe effort ~3s nu::de to 

oruoe n:1ore thozwot b l y t !1e ,rorks available, and to place the 

ot1~ss upon mo jo_ w llka. Thus it booO!ilea oleo!' that the 

find 1130 of tllis pape~ will root J.argel~ on a n-.i.r.i'oer o~ 

zt0'5)i."O"'ont~t1ve statements. Unf'ortun tely• no oecond3ry 

sotuaooo pr oved of !iltlCh va lue to t bia study. 

Ii. i'~t ber l !1ui ta tion to t tle rosoa1•0h embodied 1 11 this 

t hoois in that only t ho works of !liebum." attor his Gifford 

Leot'U:l'oo dal!val'Od in Edinburgh 1n 1039 are considorod. It 

is 1'olt t hat not until this tims did his theolo& become 

or;yatalized and def'in1t1vo. ancl that his Ul'it1n,;; prior to 

th.at tiae may not be s ubstantiated in 111s niore ::r-ecent 

th.ought. 

It must be adl!l!.tted that 1n t he procoso of outlinina 

this material cateeor1ea uera used 'rlbioh ere not al,m7a 

occommodstin""' to tbe mterial, and 1n some oases utterl7 
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f'o?-aian to Niebulir'a til.ouijht. The oi•eanization oi' th1a paper 

1a bQsed on t hG earl3 definition or t he chm~ch as bo1ng one. 

holy, cat·olic~ and epootolic. Within t ho limits of' tho 

1•asoor ch of' t he pl.'"o aent Yll"iter. no otatement of ?:iebuhr• a 

rma -ouncl r,.ih:..ch 5.ncl1cated ti1t1t ho accepted this de.fin1t1on. 

But t his epp:l'"Oach may be justified on the basis that Niobubr 

usea t he term 0 cl'luroh" without deny!Lna this de.f1n1t1on. that 

ile at one time or- anotbe~ addresses bia aelf to each of t hese 

attr but ~s . and t oot ho cloinia .n:embersh:1.p for l.umsolf 1n 

the biator-:lc Ob.1~1atian ChW"ch as wos montionad abovo. 

In Qp! l y~z~ the terms. one, holy• catholic, and apos­

toli c to t ho c bi1rcb.• Niobuhr warns that a GNa t deal. of 

caution 1m.1.st be employee! . The ch.u!-cb. can claim nono of 

t noae attx1.but es as a ~resent and complete possession. 

These a t t _,1but es can only_ b<!> applied to tlw c!lurch. e·scllato­

lo3i cally ; t ilet 1s. these attributes belong to the church 

1n its f !"Uition at the end of history. Thus the claim of 

tr..o oburoh. aa b eing one, holy• catholic, and apostolic 1a 

an oxpression of fsith and hope, ond not 0£ pride or proten­

tiouanoao. The church is always 1n a tension as long as it 

1s in biotoey; it is alwoys faced with the paradox of bav1ng 

and not mvin5. The claim of these attributes £or the 

chU?'cb• th.on, is no ca use for b!e;otry on tllo ono band, £or 

tho church can never £ully acb1ev~ them in history. But 

this admiso1on must not result in pessimism on tho other 

band, £or the church lives in. faith and hope, looldng 
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! iobu.nr aoen at1ll ftll't ner to postul.oto thot 0whenovor 

t ho ivine 'ir70l"d does net ilJ.wnine t l"'...o a mb1eu,11i1es of our 

hl.1.!n3n v1111t uos" :t11clud in~ Olll'" social 1de:iHJ•" whenever t he 

chUl'"Ob " a i m!.)l y identif i e s l ts trill uitb God's \7111. ir then 

t he church 1•0 lly cea rJes to be a c b.ureh at a11.8 The impl1-

c~tion is t.u:it t ho word 0£ God is clear 1n demanding tbat 

t his anive~sal ooncern take pr i ority to tho concern for any 

P~r t icular _rou~ ~ and Qhero this 1s lacking • the word of God 

1o not t·eoded . 9 

•or div:dcd Clu~istianity, this does not neceaaarily 

.1 frosments of the church should unite. 

oeas e ··1hol e .:..onte ~nf'l uenco of the varyinr; ()M5>hnses of each 

conon1na t i on on tl'lo church aa a v,hole. But it doos msan 

t hat t here ought t o be no harriers bctueen tbs various de­

.t10:ilin tiona., and t b.u t t he e culiar possessions of eocb. ~raa-
1nont ot the o m.,,oh s b.ou.J.d f low unimpeded into t he '"whole 

b ocly of Chr:lst . nl O 

Tho cnui~ch cannot deny this reaponeibility ~itain it­

soll' . 'fhoul,lh this .form of catb.olioity may never be achieved 

in histo1--y, it is still an essential psrt of the church's 

8 einhold M1ebuhr• "lia s tho Church Any Authority?" 
ChristianitU W!S!, Crisis• X:6 (April 3• 1950)• 35. 

9Ibid. 

10aoinhold I-!1obuln•• 111: Problem of l:,"Vanael1cal Cbris­
t1an1ty." Chr1at1am.t;:z: and cr111111. VI18 (Jfay 13• 1946) • s. 
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fa1 t h un l:iopo • l"iobull!." S'indo tllia as a 1Jurt o:t· t he 

mh~ in ... 1st e .nce o. sectarian Christ!cnity th.st the 1nG­
d 001 oi ' Ood ::a relev:ant to a ll bir:toricol oociel. ptto 1.e~ia, 

11U t J:t..o t :Jl"OiihOl" :.Ood is O po :-:sib 1 lity of h.isto:ry ia 
ce:r."tainl y ca p. _ t of the Cbr 1.st1an ".oa e1.11 

110 1 .. cnn ?11l'li£1 be · 01 .. aly o part of t u~ f , ith, ~ 1ntoiri.ed _ntol• 

l ectua l J.y, or t.i::1c •• i ed. to ti.le escru.atolocacsl £ul~:l.l lment, 

t i10 Ot :lt ·:1:..:..1 1.'lot be i'ttlly a ccorupl ioi't..ocl till t hen. But it 

- s ·he <l\t1t y- o_ t · a cl'lurc.h to bring the o.ea cs ... o or Chl"ist I s 

lovo to tl i o t10r l d. uin ct1.ml doeds of :ool'c y and oi" justice.nl.2 

Il'l t ho l uot an.., l ysis , llo\"1eve1'", t b.o ti"lle ca tholic1t:-l of 

t he ch ch ccn or ly be pootul uted 0£ its eschatoloeicol com­

~1lotS.or.. ' .ci.~ t her e ia no col'!l!llunS.'iiy o:r ~roce in i:;hic.. t bore 

:11,0 ot •or.manttJ and oc· ooe oi t t-w \70rl d 1 s pride of race and 

clcas . nl 3 "l:Jo in :t"Cf:l'1l"d to 1ta cstb.ol:1.oit , the cb.ul'cll nmat 

f i nd .. t ... ol .:' u.11dor t ho j ud :r..ont of God. 1=-or ir.asouc 1 s s t he 

cburcn _a o hum:m :tnstit1.: t :.on , :lt 1111 not ocl..io\,o i'ul1 

cathol. o:..t ';{•lJ! Tb.us , a 1 11, -:1e .m o t ho tX!!""Od ox o~ imving 
. 

and rJot . ving , a tenaior1 t ha t can only bo rosolvod in tho 

oaehstoloe:loel Elope of tbs "b.ul•oll. 

1¾riebnur, :&:JatUl'"e !!ml Destiny g! ~ !I: 1!uma11 Dest1n7. 
1'• 179 . 

12noinhold Itiebuhr 0 The !Jn1 ted o.nd Divided Chureb.• n 
~ho v- es.sonoer• . III;I 2~.? f October 26• 19~1:8) • Ba 

131iiebtl!µa, F&1th !!!!!!. Eiatory, P• 2~1. 

1~H1e'bubr, "flas t he Chw=•ob. Any AuthOl"it:,?" P• sa. 



APOSTOLICl'l'Y 

Of t ho a~tributoa e l oyod to dofine tho church: t hat 

:l:l one , llol:,, •Oatllol ic, and a postolic• the last tore? i o t he 

rnost 1'ore:J. to t he t llour• 1t of Re~11lu>l cl ·:1obuhr. Wi t i"..!n t he 

aco• e or t ~o roseorc of t hia ~apeF, not ovon a oingle rarer-

10 '."IGS f'o..u1d 111 •;ibicl Niebuhr 3 i,')83l 9 of t bEJ church as be-

11 C apo toli c . in so Ol"' 1, he is very v aB1,U> Qb 01.tt the so1.ll'oe 

or a thority 0£ 'l;ho r110saa of tbe oll'W:'ch. I t can ot oe 

aaid that _:iob ~ oi'tllcr r ocot;r.izas tt!.o a . ootolic succosa1on 

ao th.o a •ce or a uthori~-y in de.fininu t l'!.o to:2ci:iinc s o~ the 

cllurcb., or t Q 1- po tleo ' doot1'"lne as tho !'oundo t i on of the 

chw:•cl. !'or ~ll t :1.mo. 

•~•b.e £:!.rot of ti~.oae den:lela ia moat o.:plio!t. This is 

mado ve1~y eleEu ... :1.n Hiabubl."' a polemic ::1 , a inst tbe Roman 

Ca t llol:lo Ob.w: ch . Tl.10 claic of !'inal authorit y on the b ... a :!. 

or 1tn o~dcre or !ta nistorio tradit i on aG01n leod3 to that 

"'l"e tent iouanesa ob.ich ., ts t ho cburch onts1do of tie jt?dG­

ment o2 Goq.. 

'!'ho chu1 .. ob 'vhicb olaiCUJ to be itself t he on d of h!.stoey• 
t be ful.fi l lm.ont or hiatory' s r.".eanin ~, seoks to prove 
t be tru~h of 1 ts !!'!CJ noa ,...a by the oont1nu1 t y o:r its trnd1-
t:iona • ti.le 11vol1Qit "'-" of its o?tdar and tho aol1dar1ty 
Gnd .r-osti e or :1. t a historic :f'orm. Tho~o 1s an obvious 
!)atbo::: !:.n t his attcim.,t to a ci::.ieve c trsnnoondent , er­
fect1on ~ith!n b1stor~. The tr--~d1tion ond oont1nu1t~ 
by ~hich i t ootsbl is1eo 1ta cl.aim or cotho11c1t7 
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obvioualy ~oflect historical cont1naencieo o~ ROJU:iln or 
or. f r,elo- sa-;on 0111 o:f• so1no othex- i'1..istol"'J•J. . 

TLo aut w:rity o~ •iihe Gospel oz- noosaoo of t be c bw: eh 

clooo not de en i n an.y ,·,ay 01'! the a.._,t bot"it.:; of' t he meana or 

disoer.i:lnot~nc i {;. ..•i ·har those mcana de?-1ve t heiza autb.ority 

f ro t l e pm:;e:r or_ the i.fossa e;e. 

a t ualJ. t a ::2uthor :lt;r o:r tho a-oapal is not derived 
~i,or. tno o\·;or. pres t i (la. or a· tbot'1t ;7 or tho cnurcti. 
On t ho con~:;rory, t h.C:J cut hor it-:r o~ t he ohw."ch i~ c.1o­
~ivcd i'i .. om t l'lo Goe e1.2 

!n t!1a le · gn~ l J s ~s . i n t or ms of t he reforw t ~on, r iebuhr 

r..s1 :ita .:._ s t be c on c0 t or. the 11prieat bood of a ll beJ.ie vars 11 

a o~ os d to t he eut hority or an apostolic succes~1on. The 

Gospel str:...!teo n m.th poua:r nherover it i s hoc ~d a nd be-

1:Lovod, ond .; ,. • re tb.is he yens, i11div1duale achieve an 

sut ::.or 1t y- be7ont.'i any :r .. u nn occles1ost1cal 0rtr-3n:l.zation. 

It i e not t he &"OOLi os a of t he historic ve.licle: t he 
c il.ur c h ., 11oz, •e t tl o virtues of tho ro:Jc c ~ r.ih~.ch 
movea men t o ~enentonce and fa!tn. ~b en tho Cospol is 
hooro at a l l , it :ts hoard by tboao wbo l10ve discemod 
t ho vo:lco 0£ Christ bo:rond am:l abovo the confused 
counse1s 0£ uc ooor Droaohors and ~ecoen1ze a aajecty 
of po~er s nd love considerably more glorious than any 
e ccl e o1os t!o J. 1l1!Jjost y o?'" po,.-1er.s 

Title r ios t hoo~ of ~ll ~elievora muat not bo understood as 

t he :1.nd:tv!dt\81~ capac_ty to cOlll_reb.end t he :f""iJ.11 truth, but 

1Reinbold Uiebubr• ~sith !m liiatorz ( Mew York: Oharloa 
Scribner• a .Sona. 1940) • P• 239. 

2Re!nbold •. iob wu-. ,:Tho Reunion of the Cl.lurch Tbrouah 
the Renewal of the Cb'lU"ches• n Ohr1st1an1tY and Oris1p, 
VIIIOO (!-;ov8.t1ber 24, 1947), s. 
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ratheI• on "b.:J.s :lncl:tvisiblo rosponoi bilit~ to aoa. and upon 

an aosw.. .. n1 co of m r~y ?.o~ h.ia s _no 'O°lich no institution can 

med· a·iio ., i~ :tndividual f.a i 'i.b. i s \·:a nting. u~ 

The '£· n l eutllori t y of tho chu.:. .. cll lies not \'l·l t b. a 

s:ooc:tf'::c ordo;." .-_t!lin t .e church ., but lit h t h.e en t :lro com­

mn= t :, r;b.:lch h.ao · een t ouched by t be - :-see an<l j u.cl ent of 

God . -Ll:to is ?i.;~tl y .:1e d iote<.l t o individual s t bro~@'l 'the 

t ro ~t· .01-:. oz the c!iu?'oh and t br out;?h its tilool o :eicol l e:arnins. 

\1:lt hout \"/b:tcb. tb.o church los es the '~v,aters of lif'e . "5 But 

oven ti.uc l8uvoG r oon ~o~ t he int erpretation or roval.Qtion 

;f pri vat.o ca t·u1icG of' indiv.-duals. t':h3 t is t hero t o p:-eserve 

:.tr1 the ch cl· Sl unity o:r :cie:u1al?ie and "rotect it f'ro:n horeeT? 

~:ho onc-.,o~ to t h.is :ta t b.o Ohris~:la•1 Ohw.11ch ss s consensus . 

'i: uo i t \·,t rJ £0111 :ln otanoe t :1at the chtlt'ci:l f ound it n ecosssey 

t o · sae~~t t:10 Ti---·.n ::tar.1.an do m to :;,rotoct its ~.o~t h in 

! n t ho eor l. churcn, aocordine; to · :teouilr• tll1s 

\'1lla t be only' ju.::rt if'iable met b.od f'Ol'" dealing with the prob lom 

or borosy, or- ne i doet.:;, nes c;r oundod cm :lnd1v1dual Judgmsnt• 

viaiono, o~ f 3ncies. 7 »or t e church r.ms t become cheap and 

4Rain11ol d ?..i ebubr• l-7sture !!l4 Destiny g!_ r .. a11 I t Uuman 
Jlg t ure (liew 1:'01,k: Chsrlos Scribner• s Som, . 1941) • P• 60. 

5ne1nhold JT1abuhr, "Tile i\oakness or Common \r'orall:tp 1n 
merican rotestcntism. t~ Cl'lriatianit:v ~ Crisis,. XI:9 (llay 

s. 1951) • '70. 
6Re1nhold Niebuhr, s ·elf' and the Drama.a of Hiatorz (Hew 

York: Cbarlea Scr1bner1 a"""'!'ons;-'I9s'BT, PP• 96='1'. 

'7~•• P• 92e 
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b, m i. ~onticont-1 u. u or l!Dtic• anu wit·out d1~cipl1no• 

oe l'on; ns "t la oka •1t llo uisc:Lpline or the Ch.t>:i.stian con­

e sensv.u. 

i e v::il id:lty or the mas.asc;o oi' tho churcl'l ox- its ability 

t~ "i• ttrt 0 •·.r co l ie~ not on the tdatoric t1'3dit1on of 1ts 

o~ ~O-" t1.t ?"'..t t .I.Gr on t ho po,·;el' of i t s mosE:at e 1 tself' • It :ls 

1n the Oospol o t . o c urch toot ito oatbority ca n be dis­

oovaroa . 9 .. u t !::i.obul:t-1' :1.s never ve17 el\: licit ~s to \7h.:lt 

~hie Oospcl S.s a11t1 i'ro:a \"1m t aouz,ea it is derived. It seems 

er ite sare to se.y bu t b.e doea not hold t h.a t it :ts t ho 111-

fa l liiJ!.e \:. t ne s s of the Apostles. rIG does,. ho 1cvezs. opealc 

or. t 1 • eaoa , e ot.' j ua ·me!'lt end .t'orGivanaos as the nc11v1nc 

,·1or • ,J.O '.nd !lo also a ttributes to the church \?h!oh 

,reac s tb.c r orcivcnasa o~ aina to a1 ore as s9esk1Jl8 the 

"Or:1clos of Ood . 011 :;ut mostl~· h.e mol"ely says of ti.le Gospel 

t t i t i:J t ho li10S 8 3 a W!l:lOll !)OOSGEJS83 oav1ng !)O,I0:0.12 

_, t to d.:i.s cover i ne now."ces from which. this messo o is 

oriv d :la a di!'f C\l lt taut:: in the thou.~t of i-Tiebu!lr. On 

8r-~1e · uhr., Faith and !Iisto:-4, PP• S30-il.O. 

0:i:leb ull.. ... , '~!rho Rounion of the Church ~11.!'o· • tho • enev,al 
of t he Ohurohea. P • a. 

l O :r:.i.obwu. ... , Faith and ill.story. P• 242. 

11Reinho1d Mie'bum•• "rra s the Churcb Any .uthori ty? n 
Cm"iat1anit4 ~ Cri:,ia, ~~13 (April 3. 1050), 36. 

12 
I,!:1.eb'Lllu-1 .i.t:.1ith. 9Ac! :toton:• P• 34e 
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the one hand, t here 1a r10 such thing as f-lnal tl'Uth in 

histozr,1, and .fo.,- . ?!iouunr, evon Christ U1maelf' wao wrong in 

His interpretation of tho KinGdom of God, and re was fo1-

lowed in liis error by both st • .i.'aul a nd t b.e early cburch.13 

On the otho~ iand, he maintains that the d1scovery or truth 

is not a procoas~ but t ba t it ia estab liahed once and for 

all in God' s a ot:lon in history tbroll$ll Christ. 

The chilZ'cb. i s t hu.s not grounded upon a slowly ds'l7D1ng 
consciousne s s of t he true o1gni£1cance of Cbr1at. It 
1s f ound~~ in t he miracle of t ha recognition of the 
tl-rue Cbrist i n t he roaurreotion.l-$ 

In sora1c pl..., ces :lt see1ns that the validity of the mes-

, aec;e or ·.;ho chur ch i.,, to bo measured by whst might b e called 

an ori1pir:loa l me t hod. Tile Gospel measa "'8 accor:1'!,)lished a 

urposa :7.n poopl o , and ,·,here this !:lappens, it speaks with 

autho~ity. •o Ni ebuhr• snys: 

11he C¾o~Jpol must he va lidat,cd b:, pl"ov1ns 1t3elf" 0 sha~per 
t han rs two-odged s··;oztd'1 in speakin'T to the condition of 
man. in movinc him to·N>pontanoe and in ~voal1ng the 
~lor a nd t he redempt ive mercy or Go~ to him in the 

8.:i~par ienca of r e pentance and faith.1.u 

So l,iebubr also describes the church as i.lelievors wbo are not 

ttfi"a :_d of life or death , who are persuaded tl10t ell o~ llf'e 

13Ra:l1'1hold Miebu.~, HatU111e ond Destin:; of tfan II; Human 
!?!!.,t.in:z; (:New York: Charles Scribner's sons, "DJ43T; P• 49. 

14:riebuhr1 Faith !J1a F..isto:ey, P• 148. 

15N!ebuhlt, "Reunion of the ChUrob Tbrou h the Renewa1 
o:f' tbo Cb.lu-ohe s, " p. 5. 
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1o 1n tho h.ando of o Goel ··:no visa supromely 1n Chr:!.at, and 

nao t he~o~or-o do not r ear the final jud"21cnt, not baoouae 

of t heir own peri'ection ., but because of rorgivenoss -ror 

s:tnners .16 

But it is not eno1 h. to aay toot diobul'll' holds that tba 

r~spel remaino ti - Goapal only in so fa~ as it accomplishea 

a ,urposa . !e insists 01. co1•ta:l.n basic in{:;reclienta 1n t he 

Gos ol ma ca r,e ~ though ha c.1oea not t horou,,.b.ly ciofino theme 

In one cauo , ~o ota t e s t hat the Gospel io not ccm1plete as 

~!le l'Ovolat.:on oi' God if' it docs not i nclude the message of 

the f O'!'g,.v ness of a:i.na tllraugh. the b.istol."-cal work o~ 

Tho revelation ox Christ is not com>loted until the 
l ! t t lo CLn"'iotian co .: unity sm:-ve~-a t he ,:.,hole Christian 
ep· c , w .ch .:.11clucles tlle life and teach i ngs o:r Chri s t, 
but el o ancl au. l."omol y th~ aao1"i-ic.1.E2l deuth upon the 
Cross. tui ~or tood by Cbl: 1st as o nocesmu ... y 111•3nsom 
for many. nl1 

t :.aaot l101 .. tirae I.lo def:i.nes t he .f'aith of the chtll'cb. as hQv1ns 

t oc b B~.c r t s. 

Tho £t: _tll o~ t he Cll!'istion coW:1unity, toot tho expoc­
tntions of t ile a geo 11.avo been ful!'illed in Obrist• 
that t he l:!.dden 3ovot"0isnt7 of Goa hos bean .t'ully re­
ve:;.i le l ., ancl ·t he 1nesni ng r,f life diaclosecl and f'ul­
f':lllu , :!s ex::n •esaecl i n tho succinct pbraae of st. 
?aul. • • .10· 

16N1ebulir• Foith a nd ! istory. P• 238. 

17111ebuhr, i'illt\'lre !.!!S Deatin.y gJ: 1:ll III Human Destin.ya 
P• SS. 

18 
Ibid•• • 5'1. 



lSut zane1 .. ally ., t he content 0£ tho Gospel is summed throueb,­

out t~iebu.br~ a :.rit:t1'J6 in 1;b.e wor ds »3udgao11t and mercy." 

Ttu, cl1.1rc 1 :la filially the com111unity nbero the judamont and 

rr19rcy of God a?>r.> !mor;n.19 

But :!.11 a ,:>i te of t;he vagueness v,:t. th r1b1ch ho presents 

t he Gos• ol t'28SOa ~ e,p ,Uld ti.le S0Ul .. C8 fl"O!a \'lhicil it is de.rived. 

iebuhr still 1.nois ts 011 a ·anity v,itilin t ho church in 

deZ1n1n3 its diff e~ent foceta of doctrine. Tho church must 

insist on " t he UL'l ty of.' t he one mes .. a go in Cr..1":lst. 1120 

....... ,... -
191aeb ul1:t•• Paith ~ Hi story, P• 2S9 e 

20 RO:!.lll'lolcl _a ob .,,,._ "Tho Pl'"Ob lama of the ~lorld Church, n 
~ [ essen ... or., XVI:lS (August 211 ,_g51} 1 a .. 
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