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THE CHRISTOLOGY OF 3T. PAUL!S CAPTIVITY LETTERS,

"Christ snd Fin crucified" is the great thome of Ste
Paul. That 1z evident throughout 1l his epistles. His is
emphatlcally a preaching of Cur Iord, whether before Jew or
Gentlle, whethexr before king or slave, Everyvhere in his writ-
ings the doectrine of Jocus shinss forth like a beacon light;
1t is the sum and subatonce of all his sermons, the ono thought
which like a zoldexn thread traces through them all, :

It lies in the greetings at the beginning of his letters
ammd in tho sslubtationa at the elose of the same, where with

rouariable elarlty tho Apostle to the Gentiles associates

dgesua Christ with God the Father, proclciming Eim as the source
of the richest spiritual blecainge as well as the Father,
Coequallity of both Fathor and Son 1s there sot forth. Cf. Eph.
1,2; Col, 1,2; Rom.l,7, snd I Cor. 1,3.

It io implled In the benedictions whleh the Apostls pro-
nounces in the name of Christ without mentioning the name of God.
Eore cf. Eph.6,24; Rom.16,20,255 I Cor, 16,25, and I Cor. 13,15.

It underlies those early apostollic hymms sung In the
Redecmors honor. Such may be found in I Tim, 1,15. )

Christ , then , is the foumdation-stones of Faul's
teachings. Dr. Paul Feine makes this fitting remark: "Sein
ganzes Evangelium laeszt sich in das eine Wort zusammenfassen:
Christus. Er 1st christozentrisch." # Ard it 1s well that St.

Dr. Paul Felne, Theologle des Heuen Tostaments, p. 174.%

Paul so dwells on that subject; for as far as the remaining
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parts of dogmatiecs are concsrned, Christology 1z the sun that
11lluminates them all and about which they revolvs in harmony
and order,

Christ 1s Poul's theme in his careful aslection of

passages quoted from the 0ld Testament and incorporatsd into
the ow Tenholonb. BeSedunsandida-sadodesod-lesgnreedionb losng,

g hnan—Sentabus rocognizod the truth that Jesus Christ
of llazaroth is Lord of all,the very sum of all Seripture, He
of vhom licses tsught snd the propheta teatifled. And to presach
Him, Paul well knew, 1z to »preach ell; for Christ is our ILife,
our lone, and our End, in unending theme 41d Paul choose. .
. It 1s Poul's theme on hls flrst nmlsslonary journey,

where, in the synagogue of Antloch of Plaidia, he appsealed
to the true ilcssiahship of Jesus as ar.roree.d by the testi=
mony of John the Baptlst and to the historical fact of Christ's
resurrection,so as to proclaim the glories of the Gospel
magcage, which alons has saving rower.

It is hls themo on the steps of the Areopagus at iAthens,
Acts 17, whero he sets forth the lofty spirituality of the
God of Christendom as the loving Fatheor of all, and ends
hls sermcn wlth Jesus,.

It is his thome ‘when admonishing the Corinthians for
their loose living, l:loent:l.ousne;u. and immorelity of the
basest sort, I Cor. 6. iAn appeal to the high and costly sacri-
flce of Christ 1s his means of establishing godliness again
in their ranks; the price wherewith they are bought should
tfurn them from thelr evil ways.
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It was the -thsme that occupiled the Apoztle's mind every-
vhere, vhother in porils on land or on the sea, vhether in
prison or in frecdom, whother in shipureck or sorrow, whether
bofore fanatical Jew or sneering Oreck, ye-s, whether arﬁ!.gied
in covrt befirre Festua or threatened with a grave of stones,

Bocauss Christ mo-nt so meh to him as a cslled servant
of tho Lord, becnuss the dsnlal of Him msant the loss of one's
eternal soul, and because thers obtalned at hls tize an alnost
unlversal deninl of Chrizt among the learned, he counts not his
1ife dear to himself 1f only he can ccrplete the mission whieh
is zo procious to him, namely, the preaching of "Christ end
Him crucificd] I Cor. 2,2,

Tua at all tines ond at. gll places Christ is Poul's pare=-
vonnt icoue. And that thought was uppermoat in hie nmind dur-
Ing the years of his imprisonment. It was during this porilod

of ils 1life thot he produced four of his finest 19.‘-'-1:.:‘8, setting
Eorth thorein that meesage which was given hinm of God. As In

all hisz spistles, 80 also in his captivity letters, he tesches
with renarkebls leliclty thoe cne thing nesdful: the humanity
snd divinity of Jesus togcther with His Saviorship. ids he had
in"Romans" shown that Gentile as well as Jew w:3 bought by

the price that Jesus paid on the cross; as he had in"Galatisns"
taught thie great truth in opposition to the theory of the Ju-
dailzers; =0 now in"Ephesians","Colossions", and "FPhilippians}4e,
here povitively and there polcmiczally, now devotionzlly, now
doguatically, upholds the dignity of the Lord's Person, Hils rele-
tion to the Fathor and to man, His two states, and His three-
fold office as our eternal prophet, priest, and king.

ol v
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I purpose, thersfore, to write on the Christulogy of
Paul's captivity 1:&13!:9:-5. iy gZeneral plan of procsiure shall
bo to tabulato 1n cntogoriecal fashlon the sum of ths ghriast-
ologlccl doetrines taught 'bg' Paul in thess same letters, with
spponded romarks for the purpose of elarification. Uppermoet

" in my mind shall be tho erpounding of the truth ns‘“!.s 30 power-

fullyadiuced in t“eso lnapired oplstles. I shall deter=ine to
defeat and oxpose the heretical doctrines after scaraful
ecollatlon of the source rateriasls The soo?e of ny troatment
shell bogin with the pre-exlstent Chriet in heavenianke special
notlee of Tlm as dod manifest 1n the flosh, ard end with the
slorified Chriszst, Tho 1ives and reigns th:-ougix asll etornity.
A nlnor cbject of ny thosla shall take into a..cr:ount
whabher or no Paul deviated from hie doetrine cn Christ in

theso his saptivity letiors from his formeor apistles,

I. The Dootrine of Christ's Peracn. .

The deebrine concerning Christ's Person ls 20t a dle-v'ei.-
cpument of the Christian religion; 1t is not a teaching arrived
gt In the course of %ime by & comparison and o colning of
chureh terzinologye In fuet, the Christian or, for that matter,
the church has ever stood for the two natures in Chriet's
body without an olaimrate study on _dog::mt!.cs.a—sﬂn—n—hull
e-that—subiaat, A1l technienl d’ecussions in regard to that
topic are the oubtgrowth of polemics in the Christian church.

Ir his letters to his churches St. Faul does not orly
glve the :ﬂ.l!:. of the Word to I}ls congregations; he also focds
them with some meat. Eapecially nre his captivity letters

¥ e —————




rich with Uhe doeper Imowledge of Chrlstianity, with the
doctrine concerning Christ's Person. Ecsides comforting his
peoplo with tho sweet msscage of tho Gnspel, tho Apostle is
wont to lmstruct them. That a duality of natures in Christ's
person 1s taught In Paul's lettors writton In lupriconmont
wlll be proved prazently when iz Delty and humanlity arc
dlsenssad, Omitting, thersfore, at ’I;:-l.'u;s reint the prozf for
Christ'a Lwe nabures, we shall content oursolves with a tabu-
lablon of those crroriats who already in early tlues tausht
obhierulss sboub the Porson of Chrizst. They follow:

The Eblonites: "The Ehicnites denied the reality of Christ's

ilvine nature, ond held Him to be merely msn, whether naturclly
or supcrnaturally conselved.-=~ Ebhlonion waz simply Mmdaisnm

within the pales of the Chrlztian churech”, &

seile Strong, Mtlines of Systomatic Theolozy, P.l2C.

The Docctas: "The Docetue, llke nmost of the Onostlcs in the
second century arnd the ilanichecs in the third, denled the
roality of Christ's hurman body.--- Docetbiom was simply pogan
phtlosophy introduced into the church." & A

LeEa Strong, le.C. .P. 180,
Tho arisns:"The Ariana denled the integrii:y of the divine nat=-
ure in Christ, They regarded the Iogos who united himsalf to

humanity in. Jesus Christ, not as possessed of absolute god-
hood, but as the firat and higheat of created beings."#

fme an na e ne 5= on o - -

A.He strQnE. l.ce j* I 180.

The Apollinarianss"The Arollinarians denled the integrity of

Chrlst's human naturs. jccording to this view, Christ had no
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humen "nousz® or "pt;euma", other than that which s fmaimished
by the dlvine naturc." #

$ion me s on ne o vE 0s 00 -

iA«H. Strongz, l.c.p. 120,181,

The Heatorisns: "The lasztorians denled the reel union hotween

the divine end humen natures in Chrlst, making it rather a

moral than an organic ONGs ==== Thus thsy vi:-tunliy hield to

two nutures and two persons, instead ci two naturez in one peraonts |

Sfanes an oo an m— e

A«E. 3trong, l.ce Do 181,

----“;‘1:;; these are 'om‘ors of the purseat type will be evidenced
later under the chaptors of the Deity axd henity of Jesus, te
1iat them hers to rotoln the unity of cur dlacussion. Procseding,

then, we shall take up the first topic of Chrlstology which 1s

tc Pe Aicensased properly, that is, tho Deity of Christ.

1. The Dmit‘y of Chrizte.

That Jesus Christ was true God 1s most clearly and force-
fully taught in the captivity letters of 8t. Psul. These hls

" letters are virtually roplete with direet statomerts and refer=

encos to the effect that Jesus God. 7o need but turn to
Fhil. 2,6:“%5 o u—o(ﬂ'lé Oud> Um d" twy Eavredivx ‘iffqu:ﬂ
,‘r.:-.m s fur ‘iorw JMEJ ", Whet could bo more dcfinite in
speaking of Christ!s Delty than to say or spoak of Him as belng
on an equality with God, as the Grpek olearly shows, "T% Lo
1;'1 9-{.‘: "P That Jesus is_ God, and not tho mere seublance or
appearance of GQod is here strongly taught. Let uws hear the opin=-
ion of cormenteries on th's passage. Ye read:"Selng.on an |
equallty with God" is not 4dentical with subsisting in the form
of GOod; the lattor expresses the extornal charactoristlos, : ,
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nejosty, and boauty of the Doity."™® ind again we notes"ie

Jamglson, Foueset, and Browm, Critical and Explanatory Comm=
enbary of the Bible, p. 563,

thererorar'imvo been nono other than Godj; for God an:!.th " to

vihom will yo liken me and malke me equal?"(Is. 46,5.). # Snother

5 = o 0 e 58 S e Sm mean

Jameison, Fousset, and Browm, l.c. p. 363.

passago of great upert here is Col. 1,18:" m by & 1-.1;
T oy Th T avTa u Tois ouf.mu s 4T Ths }us

d _ -

1“1 Spat K1 TH d-(l-'ﬂ'- (M Oeevor €M1 ﬁ"f"""“’ i 10

11 58000t Ta TavTe 3 o163 R 18 oo tMTiIrTn ",
Thero Chrlst 1ls portrayed for tho Colosslans not as the ereaturs,

but as the Creator IHinself. Is He,thon, not Godf iioro powerful
language to oxpross this truth upon his hearers the Apostle
eould hardly have used. Able comisntators say: "For:Gresk "be=
couee", This glves the proof that He i1z not inecluded in the
things ercateod, but 1s the "firat-begotiten" before"every

ercature",v.15, begotteon as the Son of God's love," # And

-} (L T ]

Jonie Fauss. and Brown, l.Ce. e 3726

again:"In Him " -f4 qrayTa " Wwero croated. From this it follows

that the Son canxot bo & s2rsature, for coreation is ez!muted'.
(¢ ¢-106).

by the "all th:l.ng".h-u- Reverting to our pa'ssnge from Fhilipplans

fF sosmenmenm e

The Expositor'!s Grosk Testament, Vol.3, p. 503,504,

again, we note the apt remark of the Expositor's Comientary:"He
(Faul) means, of course, in the s?:riektest senses that the pre-
exlsting Christ was invu_m. For n M.'“'ﬁ. " alwawe signlfies
a form which truly and fully expresses the being vhich under-

lies it." »
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These two verses, Col. 1, 15-17, contain perhaps the most
exhaustive asserticn of the Lord's Godhead which 1s to be found
in the writings of Paul. Here, ng;.:l.ut theosophic heresies, bent
on degrading Christ to the rank of a mere creature, dsvested
of divinity, St. Paul asserts that Ohrist is the "f{fiws TS
D100 Tod :hf.l."ru %, the image of the.invisible God. This
expresaion supplements the title of"the Son." As the Son, Ohrist
is derived eternally from the Father, and He is that One Sub-
stance, the exact likeness of the Father in all things, except
being the Father, The Son is the Image of God. And, as the
"CifJy " Ohrist s the "o To Tokes’ Talrns ATictws
that 1s to say, not the first in rank, but begotten before any
eral.ted.'ho!.ngl. That this is a true sense of the expression
is etymologically certain, So stands Meyer when he writds:"Hier
ist der gen. comparationis der Erstgeborne im Vergleich mit
jedem Gemchoepf, d.h. geboren als jedes Geschoepf. Das
Verglelichungs-moment ist das Verhaeltnis der Zelit, und swar in-
betreff des Ursprungs. Da aber letzter beli jeder "ktisis "
anders ist als bel Christo ist nicht"prootoktistos“oder
prootoplastos®gesagt, welches von Christo eins glo-ieha Art der
Entstehung, wie von der Kreatur anzeigen wuerde, lond.mlprototo-_
xos"ist gewashlt, welches in der Zeltvergleichung des Ursprungs
die absonderliche Art der Entstelmng in betreff Christl anseigt,
wie die andern Wesen, bel denen dies in der Benemnung "ktisis"
liegt, sonder geboren, aus dem Wesen Gottes gleichartiy her-

vorgegangen.” #

Meyer, Colosserbrief, p. 184.




The Expositor!s (Greck Testauent, l.c. p. 436, '

Perhaps Poul exprossod thls truth of chrlst's Deity most

coneisoly in Col.2,9: "0Ti v €uTH MiTaihii Ty Ts TAnpwald THS
 BreTnTes rwadri®ids ". The word "y pw s " brushes aside

2ll misloading ldeas and notions; The "fulneas" dwells within
Him; he has not merely the attrlbutea of Go2d, but the very
essence = lie is Jod. Says a commentator:"The Oroek (Thsotes).
moans the Esconce and nature of the God-heand, not mersly tho
divine perfoctlons and atiributea of the Divinity (Greck Thsl-
otez). He, as man, wans not mercly God=-1like, but in the fullest

aense, (od, # That Christ's Delty is hera b:.-oushl::fs also cor=

¥ mmmessmow

Jalnc. Fauass, and Brown, l.c. pP. 376,

rohoratod by l-he"l..tpositor'a“'"hen it saya;' ﬂ'l.fw AL Ths
&ofuﬂ‘os 1z not to be teken to mean the perfsction or Divi-
nity, 1.2, d17Ine holiress.-=== The addition of "ﬂu TwTs "
defines "I‘F.\.q,'(wm " ng' the fulness of the Deity. The word is
t0 be distinguished from " Hi; a‘-rus " ac Daity, the being
God, from Divinlty, the being Dlvine or God-like. The paszage
thus sccepts the rec] Deity of Christ." =

{F sssamossumon

The Expo. firogck Testas l.Co pPe 523,

-----_E';-l;nar one who accepts these words of Faul as ths in-
splred Viords of God.:m convincing proofs of the Delty of
Christ, that He was true God, coequal with the Father, In
speaking of God the Father, Paul shoxs the unity of God, which
with hinm is a primal truth. /e need but read the firat chapter
of hls letter to the Ephfsians. Paul would makes knomm that

nothing exlsts which was not oreated by His creatiwe hand; that

4




I ———— i —

* thore 1a nothing exlsting which God doces not uphold.In accord

God la separated from sll oreoatures by a vazt intorval; that

with thls line of thought what ther 1s the position which St.
Poul ansigm to Josus Chrilst? This question wnz answered by
the pazaages quotad above,.

That he belleved Josus to bo merely a men is au_&ﬁ"-ﬁi!
vhich could be maintalned by no careful reader of his splstles.

Tho queatlon,"hat 1s Christ?" could not havs been an cpen
ona in the mind of Paul, His carnest, sharpely-defimzed folth
in the One lost Hlzgh God mmet foree hil: to say that Christ
is elitheor a crecated belng, or that He i1e tho Easzsncs of the
God=hoad, Co0l.2,0. Compronisc on this point 1a not admitted

anywhere by Faul.

ind Faul does not aseribe Divinlty to Him as a fellow=-
croature by way of hyperbole., Ilcr does he, as did ‘the pagan
orstors and writers of old, and some modern chmrchmen, falsely
se=called, compliment hle Lord in a panegyrical style, thereby
cleverly seacking to evade the fact that Christ 1ls Divine by :
estimating very highly His humanityl

Ais vos evidenced by the passcges quoted above, 3t. Faul's
belief in Jesus Christ 1s too powerful, too exacting, too keen,
too real as to speak of His most holy faith in IAm in such
e flippant manrerl :

There 1s no room in 8t. Paul's thought for an imaginary
being like the Arian Christ, hovering indistinctly betweon
createcd and uncreqcted life. Christ rust oither be coticelved
of as purely and simply a orzasture, with no other than a oercature's
nature and rights, or He must be adored as One who 1s squal to
the 0bam.1. God of the heavens, Phil. 2, 6-11. “




10.

Soma dlfilorence of -opini.m has aricen wlth regard to "form of .

god"snd "form of a servant® in Phil.2,6,and 7. Luther says
to thios"fus diesem 1at es klar, dass an dlesenm Orte nisht wird
gorodet vom goettlichcm Wesen oder kmechtlichem Wesen, ascusaer-

lich, sondecrn von dem Uebaprden und Erzeigen des Yessns", # And

i amemame

I.uthers Sacnmtliche Sehr:l.rten,vol.l 2« (St. Louils), p. 469,

he vory fYEYXYE rittingly adds:"Er war, er wrr, er war, sage ich, |
drinnen. In dem Vioertloin "war" liegt die isacht, dass er das
gootiliche Wosen hatte mit und sermt der gosttlichen fGestalt.” #

i mmeeme

Lunthere 3aomt. 3chre l.Ce Po 470,

--“--;';a foot that Jesus was, and was God,also bofore Iis
inenrnatlon,is likewlse ta:ght in Til.2;6. It was the trve

and oglternnl God who , in v.7, beceme man and wes manifest in
the flesh. To this Dr. Felne remarkas -"Christus exlstlerte

in dor Praeexlstenz "in der Yestalt Gottes" oder "in Gottesge-
atalt" (en morphe Theou). Paulue denk:t danach den prasexlstenden
Christus nicht in der Xategorie ikensch, éonﬂem in der Tategorie
Gott, nicht anthronomorph, sondern theomornh." =

;.-;:-I';ul Feine, Theologle des Heuen Testaments, p. 179.
--"--;!;; dogmaticians have produced the following proofs for
the divinity of Jesus: :I.) The argument that divine names are
asoribed to Zim. ﬂﬂ.‘s Emeth 13 not found directly in the
captivity letters, bui: ﬁ ‘;au&;ht in the four Goapels and the
goneral ephtles.(cr. I John 5,2Q. Here might be noted that
Poul does not call Jesus God anyvhere in the cantivity eplatles.
In foot, Dr. Feine remarks:" Den Begrlff der Gotthelt Chriatl

hat Paulus freilich nicht selbat gebildet. Er hat Christus nle




di.:.'ookb Gott mt.-- Aber, der, in dem- dl.o Fuelle der Gott-
heit leiblich wolnt, Xol.2,9, der dl.l mu Gottes 1st,

II Kor.4,4, kann T als Gott mgoltout sein, Als Sohn ist
ergleichen Wesens wie der Vater."s But Feine errs in so great

vy T e D o D

Ds Dr. Folne, 1-0- Pe 176,

a sweeping statement. Trus, Paul does not call Jesus directly
God !.n his captivity :I.ottu-l, but he does so otherwise. We
qmto Tit.2,10 (the doctrins of God our s-ﬂ.u.-), b,' which wordas

Christ who 1s ocur Savior is directly called God l:l.-o.
The second argument is drawn from the fact that divine

attridbutes are asoribed to Nim, That is proved by the passags

Eph.3,18 (th 'r‘o ’ll'hr{‘os K wnfes £ fa’dm K‘): m,ﬂos ).
A third argument is taken from the fact that divine deeds

are nori.bod. to mn. ao:l.. 1,16,17 may here be ldvlneed; for com-

pare @ra 61044 To ull'lf 72 boa” 624 v17 " 7% Ty 34 -m'cy

r--wtr'ru ffiy %. That divine works are ascribed to Christ is

a final gunont. Compare for proof of Ohri.lt:s divine works Fhil.

2,20, V911 'ss 47D threpy ,,,,,-,-,, )» and woll ( Rds

T dow d—lw rro i!auoholuvﬂul 4T 'IrV(us‘fnrm xﬂ""l )e
The f£ifth argument is the testiminy of Jesus omem.ng

Himself and His Deity. Paul offers no proof for that in these

his letters. Compare :I.‘nh 22,70. ”’.
For vi:ﬂ.ﬂ.uti.on of these arguments refer to Id.nd:b-rg. Ps 196
Other passages which corrcborate those treated mgotl.u:l.ly

above and which likewise bear evidence of the Deity of Christ -

a dootrine that Faml ever sought to teach his omg-.t!.m -

m the following: Eph. 1,5 (b Bu-s f.u n.trur Tw ﬁ'u(:u

Ay Inﬂu ﬁr"”'w ), for if God is m.- Father, then
om-s.-t nult be the Son of Godj nph.:t.sa (T "M PwM.c Tod

; £3111s"tht
l‘ 'rr‘-ﬂd £r ’n-;qu "'\" f'ﬂ}‘-l‘v.ll ), for if He 8




& In 4‘1,3 (u'm Yr7ir 'r- Ovoud -wro'b
TS 171-\?;.;#4 Teo 1“.: T‘-uT.g S

. Nevw, T n faa,uufnl) Cleist s S h o
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a'.l.l"f:mst also bo omnipresent; Eph.3,8 (o &y 451X videTe v
Thevres T8 Xf1ere5 ), for of what man who 13 man only may we
speak of"unsgarchable richos"? Again compore Eph. 5,14 vhere
Christ ls onco more plctured as the Son of Gnd, In FEph Gy 17
(KAt o) iRgar Tos T\flr';w Sy Ths Wwhws 0 Tals
m'ﬂ"gs Ss@wy ) We sec Jesus os an invisible end ommipre-
?enl: Boing; 1n “ph. 5,18 ('rl’ 1‘0 ‘ﬁ'h.cl‘ls Kott MW Ros ﬁnl\l
ulhs ﬁu 9.(0.;5 ) an truly on:n:!.pmseni.’ in Eph. 4,13 (1‘0.:
utes Ti% Oun ) azain oz the Son of God; in Phil. 1,2 (dels
OIM' ---Kogud 'ﬁ‘roo &-m‘w) as & Dicpenser of spiritunl gifts
cosqual with the Father; In Col.1,17 (Ri\ odoTis ‘LTTiv

»ﬁ" 1] ﬂg‘fw ¥ ) as One who 12 cternal; and ir-Col, 3,11

(N TavTa £ 09 Taew XeuoTos ) whore Ho ts portrayed
ns the cver=-present God of ua all,

Sursly those rassages glve us arpls g*-roof. for the fact
that Christ lz truly God, coequal with the Fathe:r, blessed

fcrover in hecavenly places,

wnat is the stand of modernism on thiz point? How do
they think of Christ, vhat posltion do they give Him over
againet the Father? Hoar the words of the archbishop of the
prosent-day modernists, Harry Emerson Fosdick. He says: "If
we &sk who Jesus 1s, we may be unsurc, we may shors.our gen-
eratione doubts and uncertainties". # That breathea the tonme

Harry Emerson Fosdlck, The Lodern Use of the Bible, p. 2El.
;?;I;.-x-n;dem:lsﬂ.c conoertions of Christ. Then speaking of
Christ they clther lounch off into vagaries or resort to
twofacedness, especlally in the use of dogmatical terms.

Joderniesi may be accused of using old words and phrases with




new noanings. Whiles rotsining in semblance the Christlan doec-
trine, Christian theology 1s either changed or rejested outright,
Let uo hear the opinion of authoritiss on thins scor.. Dr.

Lachen says:“In their attitude toiward Jesus 12berslism and
€hriastianity arc sharpely opposed." # And the same author

i amemmsm

Je Groshom kinchen, Christianity and Liberalism, p. 80.

chargos: "To say, theroforeo, that Jesus 1s God nsans rerely that
the 1lifc of God, vhich aprears in all men, appears with spscial
elecarnesc or richness in Chriot. Such an aszertion 1s diaiet-

ricclly opposed to the Christlsn bellef in tho Deity of Christ? =
T =S ew "B EesE mmen

Je (e Liachen, l.c. p. 110,

John Norech is egnally as strong in denouneing the modernists

vho subily deny the Deity 6f Jesus when he writes:"Ritschl

rojoctod the Dnit:,.' of Christ, but thonght that Jesus was 2 ro=
1liglcus genlus, a religious horo vwho had p-rogranscd in moral

and spiritusl attainments, that he was, to the Chrigtian, the G-
4 ':al:u.e of God". But the idea that soms one or comething that .
13 not God should have the value of God iz unaccsptable from

the Christian viewpoint; it !.s,. on the contrary, distinotly

pagan." # And, quoting ancther mopfdornist, Dr. HoGriffeth, who

i msamem.ems

John Horsch, iiodern Relligious Iiberalism, p. 59.

sald: "Ch»ist is ossentlally no rioré divine than we are or than
naturo 1s? # he charges them with denial of Chriast's Godhood

i mmemes-

Je« Horseck, L.C. p. 80f.

ir unmistakable terms. That the medernists, r\auly so-called,

deny the essential Christian truths in the cloak of a plous
vogabulary 1s evidenced by the fact that they explicitffly
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call Jesus (lod, To this Forasch remarks:"that statoment zlome
‘ (Jesus 1= God) is not orthodox; it is heoresy; 1t °leaves out of

account the unrid stakeble fact that Jesus was also man, & Tt

[~ T e

J« Horsch, l.n. Pe 2857,

is undovbtedly the fault of thelr attempting to explai=n Serip-
ture on the basls of man's reasoning power!'ﬁ'they, the wmodernists,
frll a prey o such thoughts and expressions. How hopselesa

must they rot be, how blind to the truth oxprossed so pmrrulgl.y '
in Fhil. 2,8, when, az LHorech rightly says of them:"Divine sub-
stanco and nature, onto:l.og:l.al equallity with God, were not
involved in kesslahship at all." # In coneluding this chapter

T e e

Jd« Horsch, l.¢. pPe 234,

wo append the apt remark of Dr. Hoper:"‘.romehnlich chaxr

liegt dor Lougmung der wahren Gotthelt Christi ein pelagianiscgh-
es Intoresse susz*undo'. # But how do not passazes like XEph, 35,3

-

Dr. Frarnz Pleper, Christliche Dogmatik, Vol.2; p. 65,
;;;;;.-;;;nks_ of the™insearchabls riches" of Christ and Phil.
4,23 vhere we read of the"Grace" (forgiveness) of Jesus Christ
speok like thunderbolts from heaven agalnst that satanic '

falsehood, work r:l.ght:;u:nessl

2, The Humanlty of Christ,

That Christ, bosldes being truoc God, is also true man
1s believed ani accepted by all true Christians. It is a
fundamental doctrine of our church cnd bears with it a practical

inportance of ineatimable value for all bellievers. iere not
Christ men, He could not have suffered and died for the sake

Fae - s =
R S —
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of our ail.n; and justification before a rightesous Father,.

The following passages are of importance hero in proving our
belief in the humanity of Jesus Christ: Fhil. 2,7 and 8 (a)éb):

LY VYV 'i'o\uT‘w 'lhzmlru u.n(an.v Tan'hd ALBL" "ty bwaw

e \ A
HI Dcw Mwy l—w O;A.uns 2 K.u P‘h’u.i-'h tufi. 9:05 fus '(v'ﬂcua"ﬂ"u

700 ] rovy
"TATOVw ebr  (wvTHd l-l-ﬂ:n tves fﬁl-u’flus M.L’Kfl O vuaToo, BLiaT

f; TTdv oo ", Vhen it 1s here statod that fo was meds in the

form of a servant, we learn that Christ was not only a man, but

an humble man, a servant. "liade in theo likeness of men" expresc-
es forcefully the truth that Jesus was true man. And in roading
Phll. 2, 5=2 that one truth 1ls certalnly driven home, namely,
that the same Being who wns God became man, Ho one with en

unbiaged nind would find two persons in Christ here. Paul

speaks of the same person; navertheless, very emphatically

of a duality of Illz natures, l.0., 2 divine and a mman, ind

in speaking or acknowledglng Ghr:lstf humanity we do not regard
it as a phanton. Says a commentary:"This (man Christ) wnas no

more phantom, no mere incomplete copy of huranity"., # And

* - . S e A

The Expositor's Gr. Testa., 1l.0. p. 438,

;.;-;:;;;c;ng of the word" fashlon" here, another says:"Fashion"
exprosses that ‘e had the outward gulse, speoch, and look". #

Taie Fidans) and Brotm, 1l.6. P. 563

;;-;;;;:;t 1s quite ovidont to the Christian that in the words
"found in tho fashion of men" all qualities such as eatling,
dririing, l:l:eep, thirst, wake, go, stand, hungry, cold, tired,
pray, live, and work etc. are therein contalned. The “égpo.ihr 1gn

& A
zakes this interesting remark on "fu @t Ps1s " in v.8:" The

S
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verdict of Wis fellow-creatures upcn Him. They clacoed Him as

/ :
an "’du ch Myg "o = For substentiation of this passage we

* D D O N S

The Expositor's Ur. Testa. l.c. p. 43S.

. I (o]
also submit Col. 1,22: "g y ‘T@ o'w;u'n Twns

\ —~ — ’
Copfls duTey 1% Tew GauvdTes e

same Christ who 1s called God is spoken of as possessing a
Twud " and "ma' eY " az well as suffering "D-.l:;d-rw L
kan, true man, lie nmust hiave bacn. Says Dr. Yielss In spealking
of the flesh:"It is rather ths vhole natural human of Christ
thot 1s meant (768,b) &s distinguished from & higher dlvine
elament, which was in Him (1,4) or from the divire dignity

whieh g now posseszesi # On the death of Christ, as is herc

ff  eutw an e o - -

ore Sernmhard Welss, Blblical Theology of the Now Testament, p.406.

olearly btaught, snother com:iontator says: " § va Tod Gay .:1' a "

sufficiontly £ixzes the reforence to the physileal body." & And

* -— D e . .

mhe Expozitor's Or. Testa. l.c. p. 512.

on the some point another says: This implies that iHe took on

Fim our trus and entirg manhood., Flesch 1s the sphers iIn which

Hiz huwon sufferinge could have place." =

Jonme. Fauss., and Brown, l.0. ps. 565, %

The following passages atand in corroboraticn of the
‘above doductionss Eph.1,7 (Bva Tod th’u dTos aTew s

- -for Af fe was a ratignal bolng with blood, He mmat have been

a man; Eph. 2,16 °( 'ty T'ﬁ. r"“I d’o'ro':) ); Fhil. 5,10 |
kOhudioy dyToh- ) o0 (TG Bvatw LTS )5 |




(] _‘M.-r_ Cheis? dicd Lhowise Sk;-a Him
‘umm in  deed. "‘. FAL:.-.‘!,-E
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Col. 2,9 (0w miTi kDS )3, Col.2,E, which cpoaks of h-avenly

troasuros bolrg hid in Iin. To thie paszages the Forrmla of
Concord romarks:" Chrizt (as mon) had always a porfact Imorledge

of God." # Other passages snonking of the same things so far

 eeammas

The Forrmila of Conecord, 825 p.
;E.E;;;E-;nd added for Lho saks of completeness ars: Eph. 2,133
ph. 2,155 hil. 5,18; Col. 1,14; Col. 1,20; and Col. 2,11,

as 1In the case of the Deity of Ch»ist, so also with the
humenity of Jesus dogmatlclans have tubulated varioua Seriptural
arsuscnts for proof of the same. They follow: a) Argvment ;
that Seripture calls Jesua human nemes. The Coptivity Lettors
offer no rroct for this statement, bws Fofor to Jobn 8,40. In , \|
this eonneetion the stntoment of Feine is worthy of nots. Te

writes:" Der Fracdikat "ionschenasohn" gzibt Paulus Jesus an

kZoiner Stello sciner Bricfe"j; & b) Paksages vhich mention that
;.-;;:_;Eﬂ.ne, leCo pPo 187,

-3-1;5;;-53335'-:':‘1 a sovl, spirlit, Inowledze ete. Copare hero
Epn.2,16 (11 T8 reps 40T ) or Col. 1,22 GITY rwpmaty )

¢) Frocof thet lie porformed humen deeds. is rrocf we olte Eph..
4,21 'ty d:aTc.';) 'lhj'.;'g fnTL .); d) Argunent that Jezus had ;’
true hrmon attributes and customs. For proof we must resort o

John 11,36; e) The genealogical procf, wnich 1s likewlise not

‘of 'ered in the impriecnmont letters, but contalned in iatt.l,

and Lukeo S.
%hoover denles the truo humenity of Christ does ao cub
of other rosaons than Seriptural grounds. Hfers agslin, 23 In

the czea of the Deity of Jesus, thore lies tho fault of reason, |
an well as the pelazianistic motive in sinful man. : |
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The 3Son of ian: lie elaborabion of this term is here uwossible

for it i1s not used In the cartivity Eplstles. Pelne stntes:
"Das Praedikat "lienschcnsohn" gibt Panlus Jasus sn Vainer Stelle |

zolner Srlefe". # The sxnrencion 1s naed in latt. 16,13-17.

[ = TP

Ore I?"Jine, J'.-G- )+ 1 18%.

Particularities of Christ's huion nature: a) iils birth by

the working cf tha Woly Tfoot. For proof of the abov: refer
o labb. 1,18; and 11kewlse, for the fact that Hg was om of
a 7irgln, to Tea. 7,14,

I'roof for the fach that Christ mas man was ziven above.
owever, His inesrnation is not gpolian of in 3irect terns,
of interost Lo here the nederniatlic atand orn the incarnation

of Chrick. Uribes.fiorach, mmoeting Clerk, a nodernist: "The incum

natlon In Christ ls nothing clse than the inearnaiion of God
in «11 mon carrlcd Lo a superlative desres," #

!,:- A S ST BN

va Horsch, le.Cs Pe 8l,

The sinleosancss of the Imman nature: Although the Blble zivee

us dirsckt ;:,roof for the sinleszness of Christ, wo have no such
si::;!;amni:s‘ in tha captlvity letlers. I Pet. £,22 will here
sufiices But, Taul, bcaring that truth ever in nind, ealduces
usny an indirect statcment to the sane effsct, of. Fhil, 2,7 - -
{“-°f 0;” SOd’Ald ). Such and other terms arc used to
describe Christ's humanity as a mode of being, and to hint ab

1ts veiling a higher raturc undiscernzd by the scnses of man,

or to mark the fint at which, by its glorious inaccessibility

to sin, it 1s in contrast with the natvre of thot frall and err-

ing race to-whioch 1t truly belongs. Truc Paul speaks of Josus
as poooessing flesh, Col.l,22, but, says Dr. Yoliss: "In all ren
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the "sarz" 15 the geat of gin, vnd under the dominion of “hemertial
arguing then, that Adeoz was thie cause for all sinful flech, he
contirues:"lecordingly, tho sarx of Christ i1z not a'sarz hanar-
tlag, thich 1t camnot be, Af Tia A2 ok krow sin (II Cora G,21) .
He ls,novorthelons, man in the full s6n30 =---= only such as xan
was before sin began to dwell and ra.*.g.r-.. ive Wim," & And Felna

R e e e e

Dre B. Yielss, leCe Do 408,

erguos sizllarly from the standpoint of reacon:"™Licsz Gott

.}:Il

aher nolnon Soln In dis henzelihgli elntroten, m gestaltets
er nein Melsch, olme dass gosagt waere, dass Christus damit
gich In den Zusanmenhang der menschlichen Suende elngetreten
wacre." = We rmot elirg to the doctrine of Christ's sinleasa=-
D. Ir, F. Folne, l.c. Ps 181,
.:;:::.,:“!-:.T.; 1% ouxr bellef in the God-man stands or fd ls. Says
Dr. Fiecper:"Diojonigen, welche dic liceglichkelt des Suendigsno
bel dsm lenschen Chrlztus annechmen, geben eo ipso, bewusst oder
unborvusst, dle ilenschwerdung des Sohnes Gottes, dle unls per=
sonalis von Gott und senach, prels. #
oF smssaseasuse s
IDre Fe Picper, l.c. D. 20,
---"-E“;;; Jasus Christ after His human nature was necessarily
ainless i3 not dwellt on in our letters of Paul. Arpls proof
for the same, however, is foomd iIn Heb. 7, 28,27. :

Mhat Jesus waz frec frem originel sin, refer to Rom, 5,
12,19, and likewlse, that le was over the Law of Sod, compare

::abt.la'el ‘
As far as tho outward appearance of Josus 1s concerned,

He was perfectly normal,"boing found in the fashion of men", (
Phil. 2, 8. He enjoyed supernatural works sad-sseash, but not ] |
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* being made partaker in the personality of the Son of Uod

appearsnce. Arguing from ghil. 2,7 Dr. Pleper states:"Christus
wvar fuer seine Person, ohno Suende, aber fuer sein acuseres

Aussehen war nicht das des lienschen vor dem Fall, sondern
das des lLisnschen nach dem Fall."s

ﬂ- - . -

Dl.'- F- Pleper, l.c. pP. B3.

The impersonallity of the human nature: The human nntu:-e

Christ was not a sPgarate person from the divine; m
2

'-‘; 'h l'll".". l""."."" &Jhll— f... o ’.u
porsen, "ﬂllu'ﬂ'oOTgrgdt " without vu‘l"otrmrul:':g

as the d.ogmt!.e;l;ms were wont to express it., As proof we

cite C0le2,9 (The OtoTyTes owiinTiKWs ). The divinity
was Incorporated into His body, tims producing one person.

Just as our body and soul are one, so (dod and man here are one
Christ. Lindberg well states in this connectlion:"The human

nature, therefore, lacked personality, but became personal by

which is called enupstasia." # This is a Scriptural truth

i mmmmssm

C«E. Lindberg, Christian Dogmatics, p. 198.

;;;;;-;eyond the powers of human reason to grasp or comprehend.
And accordingly we find the dootrine rejected by non-christians

or by unchristian Christians. Pleper writes:"Die Unitarier

'ha'ben je und je behauptef, dass die Bildung elner elgenen

Persoenlichkelt zum Wesen der menschlichen *atur gehoere." #

Dr. F. Pleper, l.c. p. 86.

—  And we cannot assume that Christ as man gradually becamse

God on the basis of personal rightecusness. Of all the millions

of persons who have lived since the dawn of time, nons ever

became God. Says Dr, Pieper:" Das ist nur in der einen kien- ' !

B R e e -l —— quﬂﬂd
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schennatur Christi geschehen," +# Dogmaticlans have coined

% mammma.

Dre. F. Piepe:l', l«.Ce Ps B7,

a fitting-expression to defend their stand on the impersonality
of Christ. Read F. Pleper when he quotes Gerhard] Wir bleiben '
daher bel dem alten a-"aizs- in Christo ist zwar ‘m ﬁ.“ dn- "

eber nicht "dnu tt-u dk?us ", #

i memmm--

Dr. F. Pleper, l.c. p. 87,88,

In fine, the rejection of this cur clear Scripture dnotrine
1s rooted in rationalistic interpretations of the Bible. Be-
csuse it 1s not comprchenslble 1t is rejected entirely or
altered at will. Devolopment theoriles u-'e introduced, as Fleper
shows,l.Ce PP.EC and 90, But an openminded study of Fhil., 2,
5=11 brushes all falee as:umptions aalde. In Christ there
dwellt the fulness of the Godhead corporally, Col.2,9. The
God and man made one Christ, who is Savior of all,

3e The Personal Unlon.

Christians have at all tires held to the doctrine that
there is a personal union in Christ, that inc2to Him as God
there was taken up a bhuman nature vhich did not exist before,
at a time definitely appointed by the Father. And by this union
of God and man there resulted cne Person, Christ, the Anointed.
¥irites Dr. Pleper:" In Christo sind Gott und kensch nicht irgend-
wie verbunden, sondern bilden eine persounliche Einheilt." = Of

[ - TN T

Dr. F. Pleper, l.c. p. 92,

--------- |

special value 1s also the statement of the Formula of Concord:"™

As the two natures are united personally,l.e., in ons pemson, |
we belleve, teach, and confess, that this union is not such & -




copulation and connection that nelther nature has anything in
comzon with the other personally,i.e., because of the personal
union, as vhen two boards are glued together, vwhere neither

gives anything to the other or takes anything from the otheris

The Formula of Concord, p. 8l0e.
Such has besn the stand of our church; Christ is ome
person; there is no change in Him, Whether Hs be the inage

of God, the Son of God, or even in man's form, He 1s always

and sver the same person. A unity always obtains. The capti-
vity letters are not rich with e::pr'eu:l.'ms to this .effeot. One
proof only will have to suffice here, Col.2,0:gT lg¢v d’u'r@

KATo fsr 7T T‘l'iﬂu’(wm Tas &o‘l‘u’\"ii FwdT ks e

In Christ,then, who 1s one Peing, dwellt both the "Fulness of

the Godhend" and at the same time the essence of man, GuyuaT\ADs '

ilot two Christs are spoken of, but one, who posseases the
full essence and nature of God and at the same time has er—ie
#illed—wiih the essence and nature of man in bodily form,

I
|

"rwugd T| (s "o Remarking on "pwugTulds " & comentery
states:"Bodily, not merely as before lils incarnation, but
now'"bodily in Him" as the incarnate word.--- He is full of the
"fulness” itself; we, filled from Him." # That this is to be

Jame. Fauss., and Brown, l.c. p. 376.

an oternal union, one that is not dissolved 1n heaven is
n!.o'e:l.y brought out by the word "faTa ity "; "pernanently
dwells", 3

We are not to concelive of thil.union in the same way as
that of the union of God with every oreature, not of that myster-
fous union of God with His believers, known as the "unlo mystica®,




nor ocan 1t be preperly defined by means of 1llustrations; for
1t is unique - of 1ts own nature. Writes Dr. Pieper:" D:I.ou. Ver-
elnigung zu einer Ferson lehrt aber die Schrift klar und umn-~
-misverataendlich in allen Aussagen in denen sie "Gott" "Nensch"
und "Kensch" "Gott" nennt." # This 1s not a partial uniom,

Dr. F.Pleper, l.c.p. 93,
'l-r;;-;-;;;lplata one; not only the glfts of God dwell in Hlm, but
together the full Godhead and the complete manhood live in
such a manner that they are one Person only. For subastantiation
of the above statements refer to Dr. Pleper's "Christliche
Dogmatik", p. 92, and 935, Vol 2,

In discussing Col.2,9, Dr. Pleper -ta;ban"b:l.e_ lienschhelt
in Christo verhaelt sich zu der Fuelle der Gotthelt wile der

Leib zur Seele". # But this remark must agaln be modified ,

* e B e .

Dr. Pleper, l.c. p. 94, footnote, 157.

;;;:-;.;_ny, one camnot say:™ Die Seele i1st Leib und der Isib
15t Secle uUnd ======, washrend wir doch bei der™unio personalis®
von Christo sagen koennen und muesseas:. Gott 1ist ibnsch und Hensch

ist Gott." # From Col. 2,9 it cannot be otherwise argued but

Dr. Fs« FPleper, L.C. P 94,806,
;;;;-;.;-;h'l'ilt. God is truly man, and man is truly God. Hote
that "’tv di‘)Tl-::l " is used by Panl; he does not use the plural;
for he was speaking of one person.

Is Christ partly God and partly man? Virites Lindberg:"Gerhard
says in this comnection that neither has a part been united to
a part, but the entire Logos to the entire flesh and the entire
flosh to the entire Iogos." #

0.E.Lindberg, l.Ce Po 210.

e | Re-




As regards those oritics vwho disbelieved the personal uni.u;
Strong says:"Gess and Beecher hold that the immaterial part in
Christ's humanity is only contracted and metamorphosed delty.
The advocates of this view maintain that the divine Logos re-
duced himself to the condition and limits of the human nature,
and thus literally became a human soul." # And the same author

 ememmes

A.H. Strong, l.6. p. 184,

;:;;;;-;; the same page:"Dorner and Rothe hold that the union
between the divine and the human natures is not completed by
the incarnation. The advocates of this view maintain that

the union betwsen the two natures 1s accomplished by a gradual
communication of the fulness of the divine Logos to the man
Christ Jesus." # (above).

Did Christ have a conscliousness of limself = of the fact
that He was both God and man? Turn here to John B,58:"Before
Abrehem wes, I am"j or to Iuke 2,49 vhere the twelve year old’
Jesus stated:"I must be about my Father's business.”

True Lutheranism has always stood for an unmixed and un=-
con.n:s-ed. personal union in Jesus, Asserts Dr. Pieper:"Abzuwelisen
1st jede Vermischung und jede Verwandlung goettlicher und
menschlicher Natur in Christo." # And similarly writes ILindberg:

F. Pleper, l.0. p. 100,

"at the Council of Chalcedon in 451 1t was decided that the
¢ . :
two natures were united inconfusedly (¥rufu Tw:s ), unchange-

a.blﬁ (HT{;"iI‘rw.s ), indivieibly ('45'\ L { {i'.'rus ) and inseparate- |

1y (dkuws 1o Tws )" #

C.E. Lindberg, l.c. P« 200.

1 G e R P G O
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e Eutychians denied the distinotion and the coexistence of

Wers we to hold to such a doctrine, we would introduce a

tertium, thereby destroylng completely the Scriptural teach-
ing of a real union. Wirites Strong in his dogmatical outliness

the two natures, and held to a mingling of both into one, which
constituted a’tertium quid’ or a third nature." # In fact,

A.H. Strong, 1.0. p. 181,
EZ'E:ZI& of the unlon overthrows ocur belief in a Savior who
is and nocessadly 1s a God-man. What a clever invention of
Satan, this"tertium quidl® For, is Christ no true God, we are
yet in our sins; Ho has,then, not redeemed usi

In like fashion every diwision offf the divine and humen
natures 1s to be rojected. Says Dr. Pleper:"Geschieht dies,

so 1ist"eo ipso"die persoenliche Vereinligung und das gottmensch=

'l.lohe Erlcuungnwerk aufgegeben." # That 1s to be charged ag-
!Imu! tnbepearoiluspunlom Bwingiians

o oy e o e s o

m--—--- Piemr' 1.. p. 10.

ainst the Nestorians and the Zwinglians, as Pleper says,l.C.,
P.102. Conscicus of the racetihoy are depriving Christ of honor
in dividing His natures, they resort to many and high-sounding
compliments to fill in a measure the deflclency they cause.
Pleper says:" Man (Zwing}s etc) redet von"absoluter Immanens
Gottes" in Christo, "absoluter Verwirklichung des Willens CGottes"
durch Christum usw.” # And how true is this very act also of the

- IR

Dr. F. P!.e‘pe:l.", leCaPo 104.

lHodernists; how does 1t not remind one of thelr phraseology.
Fosdick goes so far as to say:" He is the best we lmow", # but

HeE. Fosdick, 1l.0. P. 240.

to call Jesus true God in its full sense is far from him.

- ppE——— ———




That 1s borne out by the statement:" Have done with your theo-
logical Christ and give us back Jesus, the ethical teacher.” #

H.E. Fosdlck, l.0. P« 245,

“----;!;; personal union of God and man in Christ is not;
a) An"unio nominalis™. For proof read John 10,30, The

Panlline captivity letteras offer no proof; .

. b) an "unio relativa", The union which cbtahs between par-
ents and children 1s here meant. But Col. 2,9 shows that not
only was there a rslation of God to man in Him, but God and
man dwellt together in one body, "rwuur|fDs "3

¢) An "unio sccidontalis", Refer to I Wokm 1,1;

d) An"unio austentatin-". i1.0., by mere l:upport and ald,
But Col.l,18 shows clearly that Christ upholds all creatures,
beilng above them all, " )y T ',‘,‘",-r‘. &y llffi'l;: '“';;-T‘ﬁu ny

e) An "unlo naturalis". Compare Luke 1,78,78j)

f) An "unio essentialis"in the sense that there is only

oné nature 1n Christ since the union. But Col.2,9 teaches the
existence of two natures, "fulness" and "bodily" ;,R’;romd
theology 1s partlallyzgg‘this accusation. Dr. Pleper, quoting
Charles Hodge, says:'They are mixed (commliscentur)." # fAvl-

Dr. Pleper, l.c. p. 110,

a;;;i;-i-l:sdge is guilty of mixing the natures, and I say gullby,
because Pleper states:"Dle lutherischen Dogmatiker erkennen
den Ausdruck "They are mixed, comnmiscentur" nicht als einen
adaequaten"tenminua™ fuer dle von ihnen gelehrten Gemsinschaft
der HaturenVj =

Dr. F. Pleper, 1-0.-;'?. 110, .
N e T - - & " *

g) An “unio'adoptimn", as though the man Ygsus was i
A _
adoptod as the Son of God. But co:pare hers Phil, 2,6 (Being |



in the form of God); Christ was God before He became man,
The Xenotlicists are here to be exposed who divids the
union when they would teach Christ as God. They, as Pleper
writess"§uchen den Sohn UGottes ohne (minus) Allmacht, All-
wissenheit, und Allgogenwart in die Welt einzufuehren.” & Bu

Dr. F. Pleper, l.¢. Des 117,

more on them laterl

4, The Commnication of 1 tures.

This is not a new doctrine. It is in essence the sanme

as the doctrine of the personal union, Doguatists have devel-
oped 1t, however, in an effort to defend their stand over against
false teachers. The Apostle Faul writes in prison Col.2,9: "lo'Tt
'ti d’ll'l'l?l'l ReTor RS Tidv To m“'pmm Ths Du"hﬂ‘u rwmaTikos "o
And if in one Being, Christ, the Godhead dwellt in bodily form,
thus bringing two natures, a human and a divine, into one Per=

son, these two natures must necessarily have been communicable. o
That 1s to say, the human nature must have been permeated with
and partook of the divine nature, and the diwine nature likewlse
of the human nature. Accordingly also, 1t 1s reasonable that
the divine naturs perfects the humaen while the human nature 1s
perfected by the divine. In using the word "f«Ts; R4t " Paul
glves us the plcture of commmnlcation; a separation of the
natures is foreign to the mind of Paul. iirites Dr. Pleper:
"wohnt" dle goettliche Matur Christi in seiner menschlichen
Natur wie in ihrem "¢yt ", 850 1st damlt so klar wie moeg-
lich susgesagt, dass dile goettliche Natur mit _d.or menschllchen
nicht nur nominelle, sondern reale Gemeinschaft hat." # From

Dr. F. Pleper, le8e Po 130.
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the words " 'ty duTug " we may deduce that the humen nature™
had gone down into the divine to "dwell" there. How could the
idea of communicatlion of natures been more emphatically expressed? |

Besldes this single passage of Paul we have for ocur contention '
the spirlit of the Apostle's writings; thoy are ropiote with

the thought or idea that the natures in Chriat were not kept
definlitely apart, but partock of each other. In fact, that
thought runs through all of his references to Christ.

As agserted above, this dootrine is advanced in the
intereast of defending the personal union in its fuileat sense
over against errorists. Such are the lieformed and Roman theo=
loglans, charges Pleper, vhen he sayas:"Auch Hodge sagt tadelnd
von der luthorischen Lehre: "The capaclty of human nature for
divinity became the formative idea in the Lutheran church
doctrine of the person of Christ ., Rosmische Theologen machen
in diesen Punkt gemeinschaftliche Sache mit den reformierten.”" =

3 smeemms

Dr. F. Pleper, l.0. p. 135.

Vile cling to our interpretation; for the whole doctrine
o:E: the parsonul:nt;?nnot be properly defined without the commni-

cation of the natures. Yere we to deny this commnication, we ;
automatiocally deny the personal union. That lies in the very
nature of the subject. For what is the commnlcation of natures
but a part explanation or finer definition of the. personal
union? By rejecting one, the Reformed deny both. 2
Detalled desoriptions of this communication: This cormmnica~-
tion of natures in Christ is to be :-egarde’d,uoord!.ns‘ to
Pleper;"Niocht als ein Nebeneinander (ruvdifsiid ), sondern als
ein Ineinander zu denken, und =war so, dass dle gosttliche
Natur die menschliche durchdringt (fige; l.wlfud'ls Yo &

> = SR = - "Salari . — -
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Dr. F. Pleper, l.c. p. 139, 2
e unrelentingly’the church %4.:- the wu'l:‘..u )
of the natures, so also it declares this@uln—uicomm::;im ’
intact, withaut a resultant comuixzture. 7hen the Apostle uses
the word "[ATe4T- " ,"permanently dwellf', he most emplkatically
does not te.noh a changing of the natures, or, mch less, an
absorption of the human by the divine naturel Consult here

Dr. Pleper, l.6., P. 140,

. Dogmat!.c!._ana, have invented the axiom :"Heque caro extra
hrw nogue )u‘-ls extra carnem," to substantiate our
point of contentlion. To this Pleper remarl;u"ble reformierten
Theologen beantworten dlese Frage ebenso entaschieden mit Nein."s

IF = oSS e S am

Dre s Plepor, l.6. p. 14l.

For corroboration of this contention we submlt again Col.=2,9,

vhere the thought of the human nature existing outside (extra) \ﬁ‘

the divine is impossible, compare "'“ d’uT@ " and "ia_!‘.,fﬁ' s
How doss not one rejectlon of the lieformed lead them in-

to untold difficulties; one denlal loads to another! Teach they
their beliaf in " extra carnem" they immedlately leave hold
.on the personal union. And if they teach a personal union 1t is
nothing more than a union like that of God with His Ghristians,
a"™unio mystica". i

As 18 in accord with their usual aberrations from Sorlp-
ture, the nq(dornut} have no place in their so-called thsology
for this dootrine. Says Fosdick:" Divine substance and nature,
ontologlcal equality with God, were not involved in kessiah-
ship at all." = 7

H.E. Fosdiock, l.C. D 234 ¢

J
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}¥achen avers likewlse,saying:"This doctrine ( "the N.T. doctrine
of two natures in one person") is, of course, rejected by modern
1liberalism. And. it is rejected in a very sinple way -- by ths
olimination or the whole h:l.gher nature of our Lord." &

u‘. hehon. 1.0. p. 115.

The teaching of a communion of natures leads us on to

.a sinmllar tople, the doctrine of the commmication of attributes.

6. The Communication of Attributes.

If there 1ls, as wvas Just shown, a cormnmication of natures,
there is also a corrmnication of attributes or cualities, Our
samo paasage, Col.2,0 proves our contention. “hen Paul asserts,
by inaplration of the Holy Spirlt, that "%y Tp ﬁ;\u"w“ n
of the Godhead dwellt in Christ, then also are the attributés
included. And 1f these attributes were in Him bodily GwaaTiiss"s
then He, Christ was also filled wlith humon attributes; for
vhere 1s a rational body that has not human atiributes?

Dr. Pleper has catalogued the attributes in the following
fashions"¥as goettlichs und menschliche Hatur ihrem Yesen nach
sind; also: ewlig -- zeltlich, unendlich =- endlich USW., =====
schaffen -- geschaffen werden, Leben geben -- das Leben lassen
usw." # If the Son of God took on Himself the humen nature and

Dr. F. Pleper, l.c. p. 146,

;;;:;‘;;ue man, as we proved above, Phil,.2,5-8, then also
He becomes partaker of all human attributes, e.g., to be
born, to suffer, to die, and to arise, mlely by virtuse of
the fact of His incarnation or the mct of becoming man.
(Pleper;l.c. p. 147).

Dogmaticlians define three kinds of communications
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Genus Idiomatioum: This fact i1s carried out all through Paul's

‘ﬂaﬂ h& T i.‘lfa.m.s d"urrﬁ "s The variant reading "through His

letters. It 1s a truth of which he is ever aware, compars
1 of s [} [ 4
Col.l,13,14:" £y l?p LXostvy ThY 'o\'w. Ao Tew rnr,fnvﬁpuu Twy ﬁmr-

blood" is appended.And if we recelve forgiveness through the
blood of Christ, an act possible with God, then Paul i1s here
aaer;l.‘b!.ngtﬁuﬂ'a'n éhe nature divine qualities. The act of forgiving
's.’ms 1s in reality the work of the entire person of Christ, but
Faul here designates this attributef, belonging to the entire
person, unto the human nature only. Similarly the divine nature
can be predlicatéed with human attributes, e.g., dylng; compare
Col.1,22 (Svd ToF DetvciTeu)e

Rationallsts have at all times desplised thls doctrine.
Speaklng of Hestorius, Dr. Pieper cites him as asserting:"Ich

kann einen geborenen, gestorbenen und begrabenen Gott nicht
anbeten.# In the same rsference H.ep;r shows that Hestorilus

i memwmm=-

Dr. Pleper, l.c. D. 1562,

;;-;l-x;-;;ototype of Zwingli, who 1likeS w:l.se.tnught the impoas=
ibility of the Son of God to dle, and introduced into the
church his abominable Alloeosis. By this clever turn, he sought
to alter the -B:I.'ble readings and meanings 'I:y :I.p-ert:l.ng:hl;nnn
nature for the divine, whenever Scriptures predicated human
attributes to the divine nature. Says Pleper:" VWemn &enschen
sich erlauben, fuer den "Sohn Gottes" die "nan.soh:l.!.oha Hg tur"
einzusetzen, um elner vermeintlichen ¥¥} Irrlehre m entgehen,

80 1sb das ein tatsaschlicher Abfall von der Vahrhelt --." #

Dr. Pieper, l.c. P. 156.

Of interest here is Iuther's opihion of Zwingli's Alloeosis.
Pleper quotes him, saying:" Huete dich, mmete dich, sage ich,




vor der Alloeosl} Sie 1st des Teufels Iarve." # This dootrins,

Dr. F. *leper, l.c. note 185, p. 104,

or should I say poison, secms to have affected his colleagues
for years. Compare Pieper's assertinn:"Auch die spasteren refor-
mlerten Theologen sind der Sache nicht von Zwingli's Alloeosis
losgekomnen." = ;

% amesmem.

Dre F. Pleper, l.c. p. 1l66.

How was it possible for the Son of Yod to suffer? ¥e cite

Dr. Pieper again:"#ir brauchen mur an Kyrills Paradoxen "'d‘ﬁ'.\ bs
/

'{_ﬁ‘“ Pev ", "ohme zu leiden, hat der Sohn Gottes gelitten",

zu erinnern." # All ocager searching for an answer to the

* L L L]

Dr. F. *leper, l.6. DP. 1657,

;;;;I;;-of its possibilityborder;on skepticism. We Christians
know that Christ suffered, Fhil.2,8, and at _th-.t, according to
Hie human nature only; for Fis divine nature could not suffer.
How this was all possible we loave for eternity to amswer.Dr.
Pleper quoting Luther, writes:"Duenkt's Hestorium 'mderlich
sein, dass Gott stirbt, sollt' er denken, dass es ja so wunder-
lich 1st, dass Gott “ensch wird." # True, we dare speak of

Dr. ¥, P:l.epo:l.‘,'l.o. Pe 1“|_

Eoi ;.l dying, but only in a special sense; not with reference
to His divine nature. Says Pleper:"Wienn hiir das Abstraktum
"Gotthelt" gebraucht wird, so ist nicht an die Gotthelt an sich,

sondern an die "Gotiheit im Fleisch" -~ gedacht". # The divine

4 momasm-

Dr. F. Pleper, l.6. P« 169.

n;ture is not able to sufier death. _
Genus Halestaticum: This teaching fallows naturally from our
position on the personal union, and it has in 1ts favor srecial

Scriptural backing and proof. Turning to Fhil. g, 8=10 we read:




"M\ § 8uos i‘\lTN U‘ﬂ‘t(uﬁwvu ﬁcu l-ufw-a'r.

-I‘aTw T uwwt 1‘0 u"l‘..‘ Tl ouuu ", Paul
here speaks distinctly of an exaltation o Christ; but can
the dlvine nature of Christ be exalted? Sursly not. This °
exaltation can then refer only to the human nature which
dwells bodily in Christ, S8ays Pleper:"Da er nun als Gott::iohtg
erhoeht werden kann, so ist hierdurch dle lilttellung goett-
licher Attribute an dle menschliche Hatur klar ausgesprochen.":

i maemmme.

Dr. F. Pleper, l.6. p. 175. (Quoted from EHase).

And he goes on to show that were this not the case even the
Delty of Christ would be denled, and*irian creature would re-

nain, (Cf. Pleper,l.c. P. 1756)« The above passage 1ls substantiated
by Eph.l,20 ("set Hn at His own right hand"). Reasoning along
the lines of the above principles, Paul here speaks of the

elevation of the human nature. To admit an exaltation of the
divine, n:imi’ba of an inferior éh:-:l.st, of a created God. It '
denles the oternity of the dlvine naturel! PFaul thus guarda
against such falsehoods with suffictant explicitness. Theb
Christ is an eternmal God, elevated h‘;i.me according to the
human nature is inextricably interwoven with the nentrn.:l,

most vital teachings of Panl, Christ'!s greatest ambassador.
Were Paul here speaking of m elevation of 'I:hs divine nature,
he would be speaking in contradistinctlion to his preceding '
atatements about Christ; he would be preaching aw . human-
itarian Christl That certainly would warp and mutilate his
glorious passages on the Deity of Christ. Nol The Apostle's
doctrine centers wholly in the One who is at once and truly
God Eternal as well as man. Thug it is possible to speak of
exaltation here; tie divine transmitted it to the mman nature.




; oimho!.nee: For varification of this attribute we cite Col.

We shall troat especlully three of the divine attributes
commmnicated to tho hman nature of Ohrist,
Omnipotences Turning to FHil. 3,81, we readifi-- whereby He 1s
able to subdue all things unto H mself"); and Eph, 1, 21 ("Far
above all pﬂneipality and power”).- These passages give ample
predication to the omnipotence of Christ.

£,5:"In vhom are hid all the treasures of wisdom and Inowledge"j
snd our oft quoted Col.2,9. If in Christ the "fulness" .exists,
yea, dvells, then lie mows all things in heaven end in earth,
Under the caption of Christ's works we shall note that Jesus
tauvght or rather spoke otherwise than did His predccessors.

That 1s but natural; in lﬁ.n was omiueienee,':g"'odly wlsdom,
Omnlpresence: This thought underlles all of Paul's refersnces
to the Godmen, Jesus Christ. Reading Eph. 4,10 ("That He might
£111 all thinga"), and Eph. 1,23("The fulness'of Him that
filleth all in all') we are immediately convinced of the
everpresence of Christ; He 1s in all things. Fote here that

the Apostle does not say 'I:.hn'h all th:l.ngg are Christ, which*

1s the e8sence of the erring panthelsts, but that Christ 1is

in all things - thus an ommipresent God. m'ut eo_m.'l.‘crt does

not such a doobrine lend, i,e., to kmow that God. 1s over

with us. But, according to Plieper, l.c. p. 183, 'I'.he Reformed
resobt to the teaching of a momster, "eine ungeheuerliche
Erdichtung” - only to escape the fact of Christ's assumed
divine attributesl Writes Hodge of Princeton:" Omnipresence

and om:l.sc:l.enco aro not attributes of which the creaturs can be

made the organ". #

i
3 mmsusamiesuss
DR. F. Pieper, 1le0s Pe 1856«
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Acting in this fashion, the Reformed rob Christ of honor
and glory; thoy teach a monstrosity in place of Godl

0ld Iutheran theologians taught, the efficaocy of Ohrist _.
was ounipresent, not Jesus in Fis Ferson. To this Pleper says,
rofering to Eph. 4,10:"So ist auch nicht blosf eine Wirksam-
keit , sondern eine FPerson hinabzestiegen ueber alle Himmel .
Und sie, diese Persom , " ¥ v« @d's ", erfusllt das All." .

i memmeese

DR. ¥, Plepor, l.c. p. 186.

Lutherans distingulsh between a local and an illoeal
presonce of the human nature in Chrlst. For proof of the

locel »resonce refer to EFh. 1, 23 (‘ I'M 'ﬁ'hfﬂ'll'[- T:l ‘ii‘d:ﬂ‘.t 1
and to Col.2,9 (RaTaKG s To Wiwgwmw  )e Thus aceord-
ing to His human nature - in His body - Jesus, not extra carmem,
but intra carnem, £ills the chijuch ané all th!.ngl,"f:l ﬁ'.t:'l'.l -
This view is held in opposition to the reformed idea of a

local widening of the human nature, 'ihi.oh calls up the pilcture

of a monster. Iuther charges them with teaching "ein grosser
Strohsack, da Gott Hiiel 'x'n!.t und Erde inve woere", Pleper,l.c.

pP. 193, and ir the same refercnce Pleper calls this reformed
notion "eine Wahnvorstellung! We Iumtherans need not resort to
such imaginary explanations, since we teach an lllocal rresence.
Compare Col.2,9. If "all the fulress" dwells in Him'bodily;
then He partakes of the 1llocal presence of the Father in Eis
human nature. Likewise does Eph. 1,21 express this thought
("above evéry name that is named"). In fact, Paul's phraseology
is replete with this idea that Christ possessed and pessesses
an illocal presence. Of this presence Dr. Fleper says:"Nach
dieser Seinsweise -- und nur nach dieser Seinsweise -- hat dle
menschliche Natur Christi an der goettlichen Allgegenvart teills

TN .




Pr. Feo Pleper; l.c. Pe 200, "

Intherans have ever stood for this truth, awd rightly =o.
Writes Lindberg:"Luther correctly emphasized the fact that
wherever Chrlst 1s, there lle is entire." # Already the For-

* - - S Sy e

C.E. Lindberg, l.C. pP. 282,
mula of Concord rojects the reformed monstrosity "that the
human nature of Christ is locally extended to all places.”+

[ - T T

The Formula of Concord, l.C. pP. 825,

------Eo in the state of humlliation dld Christ have the
ivine omnipresence, says Pleper:"iilt Recht bewelsen die

alten lutherischen Lehrer aus Kol.2,9 dle mitgetellte goett-

liche Allgegenward such fuer den Stand der Niedrigkeit", #

i meamccxms

DR. F. Pieper, l.Co Pe 228,

Divine glory: This attribute of Christ is taught already under
the headlings of the cnmaunication of attributes. It is taught k
specifically in Fhil. 2, 10 (qTRy ‘..'w “‘:“"'G ) and
in Eph.l,21 ("above == every name that is named"). On Phil.2,10
Pleper states:" Hier wird sowohl dle Quialitaet der Anbetung
Christi als Bultus vere divinus" bestimmt, als auch die E
sicht angegeben, in welcher der "cultus vere divinus" zukommt,
naemlich nach deiner menschlichen Natur," & He likewise shows

DR. F. pleper, l.w. p. 240. ;
;l-x-a;-;;;-nefomd are on this po:l.nt rather inconsistent; they
refuse the human nature divine power etc, but ascribe to 1t
divine honor and glory,;l.C.pPe 238,

Dogmaticlans also indicate that, although Ohrist possessed
_ @ll divine attributes even in His humsn nature, Ye was not,
according to 1t, eternal; Feffddfé for compare Phil. 2,7 ("took
on Him the form of a servant”). The luman nature, then, is the
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product of time; 1t is not from everlasting, though' 1t will
endure through all eternity now. Says Lindberg:"It is self-
evident that the human nature could not becoms eternal, as it
had a beginning from the time of conception.” =

% mmaammae

C.E. Lindberg, l.0. Ps 220.

" In oclosing this chapter it is well to note the modernistis
stand. Says Fosdick:"Here was a personclity vwho drew to Himself
as necessary to his interpretation all the noblest ways of
conceiving spiritual greatness which men possessed.” i+ This

i mmmmam.

H.E. Fosdlck, l.Ce Po 217.

is juat another 'example of thelr hopeless conception of Christ
as true God, possessing all divine attributes, blessed in heavenl}

Genua jipotelesmaticum: This third "genus" is of utmost practi-
cal importance; with its denlal goes also the failth in a saving
Christ. Pieper says:" Dle Kirch e kaempft fuer die beiden

ersten"genera™ im Intercsee des dritten." # While in prison

¥ mmsmmew

Dr. Pieper, l.o. p. 277.
;;;i-;;;;e to the Ephmsians, chapter 5, 2- e ﬁ.u Ti'uft’w Ruy
fduTou Wtf WDy Tese dopir for Burwy T Oep ey
The work of saving us 1s there ascribed to both natures, to the
ivine and the human; for Paul mentions Christ, not just the
divine nature. Reading Col.l,22:" In the body of His flesh
through death, to present you holy and unblameable and . un-
reproveable in His sight," we get the samé pilcture or thought.
Both natures here participated in the divine act of redeeming
sin-lost mankind, Aeoc-rrd:l.ng to this communication it is then
evident that Christ is our Redeemer, High-priest, Shepherd eto.

To deny 1'1; is to deny the true falth.

¥
R e il —x



This "genus" 1s rejected by the reformed Theologlens.
And in doing 8o they are in opposition to themselves, as P!.op'v:r
shows,l.c. p. 273, for ln accepting the commnication of the
divine Ferson with the lmman nature, they refuse acceptance
of the commmnication of acts that are divine to the human naturs.
Pleper oclls this actlon of theirs "elne Verwerfung der ganzen
goettlichen Erloesungsmethode". # And Luther says:"Wo es nicht
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Dr. F. Fieper, l.c. pP. 274,

sollte heisseﬁ: Gott ist fuer uns gestorben, sondern allein der

liensch, so sind wir verloren."

5 en . s

Dr. ¥ PFleper, '1.0. Ps 280,

As 18 to be expected the liodernists put no faith in this

our glorlous doctrine; for they alrsady reject Christ's Deity.
trites Fosdlick:"What has Jesus done? whant changes has he wrought?
===« Josus mst have been the kind of person who could do

whaet he hns done." # And in spite of that statement, which |

{F msssmesmme

H.E. Fosdick, l«Co Pe 221.
is so decvelvingly put, they refuse to believe in Him as Godl
Horsch afilrms this when he states:™ They( the iodernists) deny

the history of Jesus in so far as it partakes of the supernat-

ural." =

go!-:;-!-n-);;oh. 1l.0. p. B3,

T these three "genera" are ldﬂii{bdiy the work of man's
hands; they are classed as technical terminology of all Ghrist-
jan dogmatics. But it 1s not necessary, therefore, that all
Christians be able to define them. Yhoever has believed in

the saving work of Jesus Ghrl.nt-, who as Man and God gave Hia
1ife for us on the oross, has +o believed in the "Genus

idiomaticun, malestatiocum, and apotelesmatioum", : i




IXe THE STATES OF CHRIST. X

The New Testament 1s .reple.te with passages telling of
two states 1n Christ. Paul's thoughts also move about this
truth also whlle in imprisonment. He writes to the Philippians,
chapter 2,5-11 ('iTo\Tl'll{’wd'l.J t"uu-roft and ( dle- Ky § Btos
KuTe %’Gtru:ﬂuﬂ.r )« There, in the space of a few verses
the Apostle teaches the humiliation and the exaltation of
Christ. Says a commentator:" In v. B the emphasis is on(husiid-
Zebiow) "humbles" (which stands before the Greek "Himself"); He
not only emptied Himself of His provious "form of God", but sub=-
witted to positive humiliation." # And on Phil. 2,9 the same :

% msaamwem

Jame. Fouss., and Brown, l.C. Pe 563.

commentary writes, p. 364:"God exalted Christ as man to equality
with Uod." Writes the’Expositor's’ on these passages:"Ever ss mm
He endured great humillation, for He suifered ths shame¥ful deakh
of the cross." # The some commentator says of Eph. 1,21, one

C- Ty

The Expositor's Gr. Testa. 1.0.'p. 438,

;.1:-;;;;.: great statements on the exaltation of Christ:"This
paragraph gives simply a positive statement of the exaltation
of Christ, His soverelgn and unshared supremacy over all."#

* C U L L L L

The Expositor's Gr. Testa. l.c. p. 278,

_-----;'!-:;.a- same truth is taught by Faul in passages such as
Eph.4, 9=10 (" ﬁ‘l‘d@ds Iu‘l‘.s totw Ki\ &u@‘.s ‘d’ﬁqd’vw
Tarivy Tt éupavud )3 Eph .1,20 (‘AI ﬂ:hus s ‘l!lf llu'l‘N )3
Col, 2,16 (laﬂd“@u,'-us JuToes ); and Ool. 3,1 ('ed &¢ f1g Too
feS m.ﬁm-, )e Paul speaks of the death of Christ, FPhil.2,10.
That shows unmistakingly His humiliation; a thing otherwise for-
eign to God. Paul speaks of His sitting at the right hand of Gc}.
That shows the exaltation of Christ.




In speaking of the exaltation and humiliation of Christ,
vwe always refer them to the human nature. Says Pieper:"Die
Bezlechung auf Christum nach der goettlichen Hatur iat eins
"laesterliche Verkehrung".#* To refer them to both natures

i eemmma-

Dre. Fo Floper, l.c. P. 313,
;:-;;;-;;mr of the Heformed. And as Pleper azaln shows, page -
918,1.6., the Unitarians ‘hhi.'nk of Christ in the state of
humiliation as an intellectual and moral ruler of the world
and church only.

In regard to the posslibility of Christ's humiliation,
Plaper writes:"So also kam es bei Christo zum Sterben, dass er
die in 1hn wohnende kiacht nicht gebrauchte.™s In His hurdil-

gy o e -

Dr. F. Ploper, l.c.p 318,

I;T;;;;-E;rist did not abdicate the possession of the divine
ajasty, but the full use of 1t, thus conceallng Hlis glory.
Fhil. 2,6-8 :"Ho made Himself of no reputation "EAt/wrey " ,

thus making no display of liis ezuality with God. This act

of Christ's, this non-use of divine power, occurred in the inter=-
est of our salvation. tithout it He could not have suifered
pain or sorrow nor approached death. The word " ’f_‘u 1-\.‘
'tu.’;wrg; " 15 to be undurstood in that wise only, that He,
who was God, did not use the full majesty that was Hls whlle
here on earth in the sole interest of our redoﬁpti.on. As Pleper
shows, l.0. P 333, all interpretatiom to the contrary, espsclally
those that would introduce here a H{g.,'a IS ", a hiding, are
false and to.be rcjectdédd. Likewise affirms Lindberg: "Neither
osn the self-remmciation imply the hidden use of the divines
attributes or a “‘(., 'bls Ken’ﬂw S LS

C.E. Lindberg, l.c. p. 229.
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Simllarily writes the Formula of Concords"This ma jesty He (Christ)
always had according to the personal union, and yet he abstained
from it in His humiliantion." # Luther with his usual felioclty

The Formula of Concord, p. 821,

expreases this thought very aptly when he says:“"Christus habe
aich selbst goneunsert oder entledgt,l.e.,, or hat sich ge=ztellt,

als legte er dle Gotthelt von sich, und wollte derselblgen nicht
gebrauchen." #

f messssseswmw

Luthers Saemt. Schriften, Vol. 12,(St. Bouls, )n. 474,

The 8tages of Christ's Ehyminiatlon:

a) Hla OGonception and Blrth: Tho captivity letters ofi'er no

statonents to effect a proof here. Compare Luke 1, 42 -nnd.
Inke 2,17 §er the YfF conception and birth resdpctively.

D) Hls Inereasing in Fnowledge and visible dwelling with men:
Agaln FPeul doos noct dwell on these subjects in his letters

written vhile in prison. For proof refer to Luke 2,52 and

liark 4,1 respectively.

¢) Hls Suffering, Death, and Burial: Having no direct statement
for a proof of Christ's sufferings, we cuote an indirsct one,
Eph.5,2 ("And hath given Himself as an offering and a Aidff
sacrifice to God"). The idea of suffering 1s certalnly contalnsd
therein. Agein, Phil. 3,10 ("the fellowship of Hys m:!‘i‘er!._ngu")
nay be calssified as a direct reference to Christ's suffering.
But the thought that Christ sufiered underlies many of the
.expressions of Paul, especlally the reference to His death.
That Christ died 1s proved by Phil. 2,8 (cbedient unto death),
and Eh!.i. 35,10 ( conformable unto-!ﬂ.s death). These passages
leave no doubt in the read_er'li-nind as to the actual death
that Christ underwent. They are plain wordsl




Pml accPpts the umu::d and historioal fact or Gh:-:l.lt s bur-
121 when he states Ool. 2,18:"Buried with Him in 'bnpt!.ll ----'
If he does not directly day Christ was interred, he, by these
words acknowledges the fact, as it was taught before his time

in the oral Gospel of the Evangellists and later recorded in writ-

ing for posterity (Jolm 10,42).
d) His Descent into Hells I Pet.35,18 £f. is considered. the "loocus

ohni.ou-' for the dootrine of Jesus' descent into hell, Paul re=
ror- to 1t also in the npts.v:.ty letters, Eph. 4,9:" ikl fuT .p..
ZIS T ﬁlﬂ'le-f’u M'v{u Thns d""s "« With the expression "lower
parts of the earth" Paul refers to ho:l.:l., 80 emoi.nd anthropo-
morphically. Says a commentator:"This pl;ﬁu means more than simply
the earth, vis., the regions bensath it, even as “o ascended not

merely to the visible heavens, but "far above"™ them."# Unquest-

Hecasexns

Jame. Fauss. and Brown, l.c. p. 350.

tiomably the same thought is prevalling in Paulls mind when he
writes Fhil, 2,10 (and things under the earth). And arguing from
Eph.4,8 (He led captivity captive), we judge that in order to

lead them captive, Christ went down to the abode of the ocaptives.

The expression "led captivity captive"™ says that Christ
proved to them that He had congquered sin and the devil; for Paul
adds 'tr:l.umh.l.ng over them in 1t", Ool. 2,16, It does not mean
that Christ preached the Gospel in hell for thelr salwation,
as some are wont to beldive, and others in doubt about. Says
Iindbergs"This theory =- (of Christ's descent) is still an open
question."s ) : '

0.E. Iindberg, l.c. pP. 248, :
o) Els Resurrection: This truth is expressly tanght by Paul al-
most everywherej i1t is too glorious to be avolded. Oompare Eph.
1,20 (when He raised Him from the dead) and Col.3,1 (If ye then

be risen with Christ), both of which verses show that the




passive stage of the resurrection, l.e., the fact that God raised
Christ. Soriptures also refer to Chriat as raising Himself.
Christ's resurrection, although an historical fact, 1s
denled by the m;dem:.sta. Writes Horsch:" They ( the iodernists)
deny His supornatural birth, His niracles, and His resurrcotions

John Horsch, l.c. p. B83.

;-)--!-I;;-;.;nens!.on into Heaven: As Paul teaches Christ's resurr-
ectlion, so he with equal emphasls protclaims .Tenu-las-;ensicn. P
Eph. 4,10:"He that descended is the same also that ascended

up far above all heavens, that Hg might f£ill all things." And
Dr. Pleper shows,l.c. p. 383, that the purpose of this ascen=-
gion was not merely to re_see!.ve the place of honor, but "to
£111 all things" rofers 1.-;0 the place of power He, Christ, is there
to ocecupy.

g) His Sltting at the Right Hand of CGod: This 18 an anthropo-

morphic expression. It has no reference to a definite place

in heaven, but has refenerce to the place of honor and power

in heaven. Says Dr. Plepser:" Wird nun von Christo hinsichtlich
seiner lienschheit gesagt, dass er nach Leiden und Tod zur Hechten
Gottes gesetzt sel und nun permanent zur Hechten Gottes sitze,

agE w‘“‘
80 1st damlt nicht ein Ehrensits, © ndern ein Hei‘-ahen:.ts‘ , 2

TF oo e --

Dr. F. Pleper, 1.0. p. 387,

;;a-;;;-on th show that 1t 1s also a place of power and rule
unlimlted with respect to divine might and suthority, acdording
to Zph. 1,20 (KABiwws ‘27 1917 4. ). oF the same
passaoge a commentary says:" The exaltation to the plpce of hona
and authority following the resurrection is a further witness
to what the "iil.frllfd " of Gad can effect." #

* D - e .

The Expositor's Ur, Testa. 1.0« Ds 277,




Parallel to ths passage Just treated is Col. 3,1 ("where
Christ sitteth on the right hand of God"), It is of practicnl
importance to realize fully this authority of Christ. It is
of comfobt to the Christian. Jesus, who is our brother and
‘Rodeemer -- our best Friend -- is ruling us and the world
with divine power, yes, on the right hand of God.

Tho second coming of .Tenus. wlll not ba. treated here;
that 1s a matter to be discussed under soteriology. Passages
from Paul'c letters which wes are treating are: Eph. 1, 20-282,
Eph. 4,30, and Fhll. 5,20, *

III. The Dootrine of Christ's Work,

This chapter 1s sometimes treated under soteriology.
We shall briefly discuss 1t here also s0 as to present a complete
christological survey of Paul's captivity letters.

By way of definition Dr. Pleper writes:"Alles, was Christ-
us, der Gottmensch, sur Seligmachung der Nenschen im Stande’
der Niedrigkelt getan hat und im Stande der Erhoehung noch
tut, gehoert sum Amt oder Werk Christi."s And so mighty,

DR. F. Pleper, l.6. P. 388,
s0 glorious, so bensficlary, so rich was this work of Christ
that He can well be called the greatest philanthropist the

world has ever seen.

1e The Pﬂﬂm 0ffive of Christe.
There is a wealth of material in the New Testament n_n:l.:l.

as in the 014 proclaiming Christ as our great Prophet. St. Paul
also dwells on this phase of Jesus! work, He who was and is : |
a unique Prophet, the like of whom there never was nor sver J




m:u. bes -run:.ng to Eph. 2,17 we read:” i\ )&y tun"l\-
w-s'ro ﬂ(lmu Umi/ 9, And, of course, that which Christ
preached was His Gospel, the way unto salwvation. Reading Eph.
1,13 ( after that ye heard the word of truth) and Col.3,16

( Let the word of Christ dwell in you richly in all wisdom)

we are lntroduced to the same thought, namely, that Jesus
Christ,the Anointed Son of God, preached the Vord of God -
yos, His own Word to men. He was a Prophst in the fullest
sense of the term. Remarks Strong:" He was rather an inspired
interpreter or revealer of the divine will, a medium of commmi-
ocation between God and men, not a foreteller, but a forthe
teller. As prophet, though, He being God, the Messiah, the
Christ, the Logoa, the Word d.l.d. not come to Hlm as 1%t did %o
the 0.T. prophets. He was the Wordls# And He,as the Word,

A.H. Strong, l.6e. Pe 191.
preached Himself, says Pieper:"Christus zeigt das Hbll ===
als in seiner Person gegenwmertig." # According to Pleper,

DR. F. Pleper, l.6. p. 396,
1.0. pe 398,309, the Romanists, late Unitarisns, end Arminisns
preach Christ as a new Lawgiver; not as Gne who jave us"the.
Gospel of peace.® They greatly err; for if Christ pweached
a new Iaw, Pmml would not have sald Eph. 8,17 "przeachesd
peace® (f.‘l {u'fnl Jo

‘Ghrist still maintains this office in the state of exal-
‘tationp it is His for all eternity, We need but turn again
to Ool. 3,161Let the Word of Christ dwell in you richly in
all wisdom". Ohrist then is the only teacher in the chinch
and through the chnrch until the Day of Judgment. All teachings

contrary to His are false; they are pssudopropheciess ; |

P B TR e N ——




Becsuse of the fact that Christ is the one and only Prophet

'-
_ 1n the oimreh, 1k there 1n the chureh at all times a- safe-gusrd

against error and falsshoods. This is of real comfort to us
Christians; 1t guards against indifferiigce in dootrine.
Modernism again rejects this Ohristian standpoint.
The ‘best Fosdick oan say here is:"He(Jesus) has glven the
lﬂ.u.nu.n loftiest ethical ideals? # And again he says:"The

Hﬂﬂo.nu.o"u. = Pe 2828,

En-u.lnnupdﬁuoonq-ﬁ- God was universal moral will¥.»

nu “Fosdlck, 1.0. p. 222,

He may esuloglze the man Jesus, but he fails eoonpl-ﬂ.n.
God. They do not belleve this Man's Word, -uou.nr says3
!—-ano sald about His uﬂuouﬂnnﬂupnuoug-un!unl!.g

u.o.,_ cted - p-!un.ouu.euoﬂn.-

Christ, our etermal Hpuw__-m.u.o-e = that is the glory of
the Christian chnrch, The grace which Christ preached to us
as Prophet He has won for us as our High Priest.

Fundamental as this dootrins is Psul treats it very
s.ou.ﬂuﬁq He writes to the Ephesians, chapter 1,73 “&v & .n.
Kxore Thi Um0 da Tpw e - Toy hiberw TR THEAT usTer "o There
it 1s ce¥tafly stated in concise words that Jesus redeems us
with His blood, He having evidemtly shed it for us, as aid the
animals in 0.T. times; they for a time, His for etermity.
Says a oﬂ.l-ﬂ..n-u.u..-uoﬂao antithetically, the Son of God became
Enoﬂou.lﬂ that as onuﬂh.!nol.urnucno-lﬂro-.-_

% =
q-lou.-n- and Brown, l.6. P. 348,




Of the sams verse another saysi"It 1s a sacrificial term,
based on the use of the blood of victims, offered under -
the 0.T. law, for the pu:uion of purification and expiation.™s

e e oeos cmen
The mllﬂl‘.l Gre Testas le.Ce Do 264,

""" Other Pauline passages pBpving cur stand ares Eph. 13
(made nigh by the blood of Ohrist), Eph. 2,16 (that He might
reconcile both unto God in one body by the odpss), Eph. 5,2
(and hath given Himself for us), Ool. 1,22 (to present you

IIDI,')-
Christ has freed us from all the consequences of sin-

fulness, He has liberated us from the power of the devil,
Col, 2,15 ( having spolled principalities and powsrs); from ffe
power of death, Fhil. 1,21 (For me to live is Christ, to dle
is gain)j; and from the rule of sin, Col. 2,14 ( blotting out
the handwriting of ordiances that was against us),

Modernism again places reason above the Bible and resists
our dootrine. Horsch says:"ILiberalism regards Him as an ex-
ample and gulde; Christisnity, as a Savior." #

John Horsch, l.0. DP. 96.

Ghrist's Vicarious Sstisfaction; That the saorificial atonsmens
of Jemus extends to all pecple - 1s for them-we infer from pass=-
ages such as Phil, 2,15 (That yeo may be blameless). Paul makes
no restriction here. All are meant, And this gift of Ohrist

to us is_ accomplished; it is done for all time, compare Eph.
1,3 ( who hath blessed us with all spiritusl blessings in
heavenly piloes). And it was death that Christ suffered for

us, because death was represented as the curse which was pro--
nounced upon sin by the Iaw agalnst its transgressors, Deut.
27,26 Such are Weiss' thoughts, l.c. p. 423,484, He also

shows this reconciliation to God was not something mmtusl,

et e et et S B e e e e



as if man glnl’up his enmity and ﬂoll. consequently gives up
His 8rgy". # )

Dre. B. Wdlas, l.0. P 420,

""" his is & fundamental dochrine of our church, namely,
that we are justified by faith through Ohrist's blood or
sacrificial atonsment. With it cur Intheran ohmrch stands; withe
out 1t she falls. lodernism seeks to find salwation through
their own deeds. Says Horsch:"Considered from this viewpoint,
salvation is not the work of Christ, but our own work", # When

John Horsch, l.c. p. 98,

;;l;;-l-l:;-th. words "vicarious satlsfaction" they refer to some-
thing other than do Christlian dogmaticlansi Dr. Machen says:
"A cardinal doctrine of modern liberalism is that the world's
evil may be overcome by the m:.d'l good.” # Or read Fosdick

G. Machen, l.6. P. 136.

;;;;;;.;:"-'!et another thing the historic Jesus has donej he
has made men believe in the possiblility of moral reclamation
and renewal,"s#

H. E. Fosdlck, l.C0¢ Pe ”5.

Christ's Active Obedisnce: Jesus not only bore the punishment
which we should have suffered because our ocur transgression

of divine law, but also fulfilled that law while here on earth.
Ho rendered that obedience to the holy wlll of God which we
should have rsndered, but did not. Paul ascribes this active
obedience or fulfilling of the law to Christ Fhil. 2,8 (and
became cbedient unto death ==), In that entirs group of doo-
trinal passages, Fhil.2, 5=11, Paul holds this facs before

his readers'! eyes, 1.8., OChrist, who was the eternal God,

took on Him the form of a man, and as such was cbedient
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'm-to death, for which reason God exalted Him. Not only is Christ's
death spoken of, but also His obedience to the law,

There are especially two attacks directed against this
dootrins., There are those who hold that Ohrist, being true
man, had to fulfill the law for His own person, and tihms
that obedience was not vicarious, but used by Jesus Himself,
They forget, however, that OChrist was also God. By holding %o
such a view thay automatiocally dispense with the dootrine of
the personal union of God and man in Christ.

There are those who say that the work of redemption
i1s asoribed to Christ's passive obedience only. But, compare
Rom. 5,18,19 where our salwation is ascoribed to Jesus'! active
ocbedience. None of these mluqeldﬁsoﬂ‘k‘ge‘;t e ":.'.' :-’
sive of the other. e

Paul never makes any restrictions in regard to the ~ w’;:‘,'f.'i»" g
extent of Christ's redemptive work. In Eph. 1, 7 he says i
"In vhom we have redemption through His blood; in Eph. 4,

34 "even as God for Christ's ‘sake hath fergiven gyou; in Gol.
2,10 "And ye are complete in Hym § always indiocating thereby
that the atonement of Jesus id a universal ocnej that 1t is
meant for alls Such is sownd Bible dootrine, which is treated
extensively under the captiox of "gratia universalia“. Writes
Dr. Pleper:®"Die von Ohristo geleistete Genmugtuung ist sowohl
intensiv als auch extensiv vollkommen."s

Dre ¥« Pleper; 1.0. ps 487,

‘Sn';ii?.'&:- Mediator: This dootrine is not touchsd upon by
Paul in his -captivity. The author of the Epiatle to the
Hebrews elaborates upon it, Hebe 7,24-87. Ohrist is there

portrayed as cur High Priest in the state of exaltatiom.




Se The Regal 0ffiuve of Christ,
Soriptures also desocribe Christ as King of all men and of

the universe. All power in heaven and in earth lies at His feet.
Panl dwells on this very theme i.n o:tenlo. He vrl.tu to the
Oolonl.ns, chapter 1, l'n"ﬂl du‘r-s tr‘rn 1rf- 'r'u..-rm K-u
T i e prwuw All things, then, are upheld by His
almighty power; they consist in Him. Says a commentary:"The

Son of Go_d i1s the conserver, as well as the creator of all
things." & Here;1f ever is the universal reign of Christ's

Jame, Fauss, and Brown, l.c. pPe 372¢

Kingstp brought to 1ight; 1t is not restricted to a definite
territory. For lubltlntl.ntlon of 'I:ha a‘bon passage refer to Eph.
1, 22 (", T'd.m ﬂt'fasu 6‘11}3 lws uﬂns vt oo "o

a figurative expression for the full supremacy which Christ
enjoys; Fhil, 3,21 (whereby He is able even to subdue all things
unto Himself)j; and Col, 2,10 (which is the head of all prin-
clipality and power). In any of these passages there is neither
restriotion of Christ's power as King intensively speaking

or extensively considered; His is all power everywhere, both

in heaven and on earth,

It will be recalled that the fact that Christ rules as
King according to both His natures, the Imman and the divine,
was treated under the chapters of Genus malestatioum and
apotelesmaticum.

Dogmaticlians employ three terms to differentiate betwsen
the triplex office of Ohrist'a kingship. They are: a) The "reg-
num potentiae" in which Ohrist is King of all creation - rulss
the entire universe (of. Eph.l,81 "far above all principality

and power"); b) The "regmm gratise", in which kingdom belong




all Ohristians who have accepted Jesus' (Goslpl message, (of.
Eph.5,83 "even as Christ is the head of the church"); e) The
regnum glorime”, which is the continuation of the earthly
ki.ngdml of grace glorified eternally 1n heaven (of. Col.3,4
"When Christ, who is our lifs shall appear, then shall ye also
appear with Him in glory").

The unity as well as the distinction of these three
kingdoms of Christ are to be maintained on positive Soriptural
grounds. l'lu:l. lpnh of 'Hh.e ity to the :lphuhnl, chapter
X s:.-aas 'umfde T s duus ATA. - b TolvTe Yeeases
"'E'- T.us 1rn I‘u,s oo Too KM aoTou “w R Rt Ulh\nur fﬁc‘if TTusTe
T'n !.Ille\n v'ut ", The dixtinotion between the kingdoms is
written Rom. 8,824,258,

In the following we nsni.n expose those who tsach other-
wise than does Scripture. They are: 1) All Nestorian false
teachers, who divide the Person of Christ, - who divide
" Christ as King. Here Pleper states:"So die Roemischen,
die Reformierten und die reformierten Sekten"jz 2) All the

Drs F. Pleper, l.0. Pe 468,

modern Kenosists, who teach an mmiliation of Christ also
according to His qiving nature. (0f. Iindberg,l.c. p. 236))
3) All Subordinationists, who "lassen Ohristum nach der
goettlichen Natur dem Vater untergeordnet =- lo!.n"l 4) A11

DRs ¥. Pleper, l.c. p. 488,

Chiliasts, who teach a caricature of both the kingdom of grace
snd kingdom of glory. Thisis an invention of their imagination;
"es gehoert in das Reich der Phintul.o'.i We can rejolice with

Dre. F. Pleper, l.c. p. 471,

Christian pride to be called cne day co=heirs of Christ's glory.
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Conel Remariks,

Remariable it 1s to observe that from the Apostls Paul's
captivity letters alone can be drfim up viriually a complete
study of Christology. We must, therefore, proclaim him as the
Jdudest herald of Him who gave Himself a sacrifice to and
for sinful mankind, thereby revealing the will and love of
the Father. Every reader of these Pauline letters is impressed
with the earnestness and frequency of Paul's references to
the grace that is now ours through the atonement o:ogom. our
Savior, Salvation, forgiveness he preachesj for is,the plan
of redemption through Christ and 1ts gloriocus fulfillment,
done in the interest of mankind, for the forglveness of our
sins, = is that nol:-"Mé 18 9, grace?

The question 1s justified, Was Patl a staunch preacher
of Christ in his earlier years also, in the,50's of the first
century? Did he alter his doctrine in later years? A detalled
study of this gquestion would taks us too far afield; we shall,
therefore, content ocurselves with a comparison of this paper
to a few sweeping statements made by Paul in several of his
earlier letters. '

We find no essential difference in"Romans? He writes,
1,16:"For I am not ashamed of the Gospel of Christ; for it

is the power of God unto salvation to every ome that belleveth".

And again, 5,103"We were reconciled to God by ths death of
His Son =~", This is the same Christ tsught in the captivity
epilstles.

To the Corinthians Paul procalimed the same truth. He
asserts, 2,2:"For I am determined not to know anything among
you, save Jesus Ohrist and Him orucified". There we have the
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very material principle of our church, Again he says,3,23:"Ye
are Ohrist's". And in his Second Epistle to the Corinthians
he instructs, 5,21:"For He hath made Him to be a sin for us,
who knew no sing that we might be made the rightecusness of
God in Him."

The Galatisns hear the same measage. He teaches them,4,4,5:
"But when the fulness of time was come, God sent forth His
Son, made of a woman, made under the law, to redeem them that
were under the law, that we might receive the adoption of sons".

So consclentious, s0 trus to the Word of Christ is the
Apostle that he exclaims, I Cor.9,16:"Yea, woe is me, if I
preach not the Gospel;®™ and so0 eager is he that this selfsame
doctrine remain intact and unvarnished by judaising philomo-
phies or gnosticism, he writes strongly to the Galatians, chap-
ter 1,8:"But though we, or an angel from heaven, preach any
other Gospel unto you, let him be accursed.”

To say, therefore, that there is in Panl, as far as doo-
trine is concerned, an historical development is wholly un=
warranted. It is ths product of a biased mind, There is no
difference between Paul's early and late letters with respect
to dootrine, real or implied. With him Chriast and the entire
plan of salwation are ever the same. The Christ of his early
years is the Christ of his later years, "God bleased forever."

And, in fine, becauss Paul sets forth the doctrines of
Christ so gloriously; because he preaches"Christ and Him oru=-
eified"; because he proclaims Him as the risen Savicr, who
1aid down His 1ife that sinners, that we,might 1ive; and because
he is ever consistent in heralding the Gospsl of Christ, the God-




Man, who,"though He was rich, became poor", suffered and died
a disgraceful death on the oross “that we might be rich", rich
in the glory and 'b:l.ﬁnodnou of hesaven; we praise him as one of
the greatest, 1f not the greatest ambassador of Ohrist, revers
his name, cherish his epistles, love the more ths time-0ld
Gospel, and give all honor to that Christ whom he proclaimed,
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E. Resurrection.

F. Ascension.

G. Bitting at Right Hand of CGod.

III. The nootrm of Christ's Work.

1. In Gomnl
8e fice

: B. ‘In both States.
3« Sacerdotal Office.




As Proofs

Be Satisfactio Viocaria.
Ce Active Obedience.

D. For Whom Christ Died.
Ees His Nediatorshlp.

L T Office.

B: The !I.':-lp:l.u Division.
O« Rejection.

Conclusions Proof that there is no doctrinal difference aboubt
T TR Gﬁtlt in Paul's ocaptivity letters from his former
orSe
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