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1.

How is a sinuor justifiod beforo God? The answe? to
this vilal cuostlion has promolod a violent conflict Lotwoon
the Romau Catholle Church end the Luthoran Church ever sinece
tho days of Lr, Hartin Luthor. In its Y"Canons und Deercos
of the Ccuncll of Trent" Gheo Church of Home has placed a
curse upoen all thoso who teach tho Lathorsn dootrine of
Justiileution, nunely, the teaching that man 1s justiliod,
or doclared rigntoous, solely by tho grace of God, for
Chrisits agalw, tarough falth clone, without the deads of
the lew. Whalle on tho other hand, the Luthoran GChuroh
has always declared with luther in the Y“Smaloald Artlcles” -
that "0f this articie nothing can bo ylolded or surroadered,
overn though heavon and earth and whatover will not abide,

should sink into ruin'.

This conflict asprings froz basle differonces in tlco=-
logy botween those two divislons of Christlandom. The
church of Home procosds from thoe concopt of tho Justice of
God., God is alusys pletured cs o rightous judge, vwio ro-
wards men according to his offarts to pleaso Guid, (Christ
is viowed as 4 uew loglalutor whom wWe mast obcye Tho
phrase "our obligations” occurs Lroguoatly ia its wrlitinges. 3
nbedionce is streossod more than falth. Rowmo oporates maine
iy with tho Law and noglects tho Gospol. === Uith Luthor,
he Luthoran Church proceeds from the love off God. Jobn S:

16 and 1John 438 fora the contor of Luthoran Ghoology.




2.

Goid, t;iu*m.;-;;l_a Chrigt, hags and atlll dees everyining nccoge-
sary for manls wolfare. Paith is abrossod. Thoe faw 1s

used to pave tho way for the Gogpol.

Such basic differencos in theology ave bLound.-to =
sult 1n widely differcnt vicws eonceruing tho simnerts
justification i:;ai;ora God. Slnce Rome operates malnly with
tre Law In doalling with man, it mingles Law and Gospol .in
the articlo of justification. To the quostion:"Vhat zust
I do to bo saved?" Homo arswors:¥You must do all you cen o
ourn your sclvation. God hes doro and will oaly do wiat io
impossible for you to do. Fho I.uthefgn Church, procecding
from the Lovo of (od, answers: God, tirough Christ, has ale-
roady done ovorything for your salvation, Bollieve thlst
Fonee thoe Luthoran Church oporatos only wita the Gospel in

the article of justificatiocn.

;1 styenge phencmonon in this conilict is that both Homo
S thet Tutheran Chureh appoal to Holy Serlpture for prool
that tloir reopectiw toachinge ere Biblical. In soamo ine
gtunces both church bodlos appeal to the: vory same passazes.
Thig very fact has otimulatod the wrlter's intorest in the
topic under discussion. It 1s plain that Scriptur: cannot .
support both vicwa. Hers we must rouwombor that Home inter-
prots Scripture in the 1lignt of Bradition. In othor words,
seripture is made to conform with tho writings of the church

fathors, Tho Luthoran Church, on tho other hand, lote




Seripturo inverpreh fteclf., With this in nmind, we cen
undorstund iy thoro in so much dispute aboul the concopio
of Sln, Oraco, Malih, and oven the torm Justification. To

the Homan @atholle Ghese words meuns ascmothing ontlreiy dif-
feront than o a Luthoran.  Romo exXplains Sin, Graco, Falth,
dquatificntlon in the 1light of Traditlon, uhich is not alwuys
te eriptural trath, as shall bo shown in thio thosls. Thilo

tie Luthorsn Church lets Soripturo itsell tell us wiab 1t

moana by oin, Grace, Falth, and Juastificution.

This brings us to tho ;quqsts.onz is the Roman Cutholic cp
tho Tutrorsn toaching tho true Biblical doctrine of justi-
ficution oo it wes onco wodluimd by Josus and ilis apcate
los? Or have both church bodiocs weered fLrem divine ez‘ath?'
To anagusy thogo quenss.enﬁ objectivoly is tie mailn purposo
of this thesis. In order to arrive at the bruim., WO shall
lct both Churches gpeak for thomselves in the dogtrine of
juatification. Thon wo shall examlne their reospecilve
vi’.dwe on Hant's Sin oend irce 7ill, since theso doctrincs
have o diveet bearing on justification. Sinco both e
zogtants aproel to Scripture, we shull oxamine tholr mol.
hods of desling with Scripture snd at the sanme time try o
detormine the relisbility of the Church Fathers, upon whom
oo places oueh importence. Follewing this procodure, we
nope to shoy that the Iuthoran dectrine of Justiflcation is
a foithful reproduction of the teaching of the Apostlos and
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thorefore doservos to be called the u.'Lblmal dogtrine of
Justificution, Hay Lhia study do itg little part to strone
gohen Ghw folthfad and shed spiritual 1ight upon thoso who
are stlll confused by tho uu.eats.m 13 How am I jJustlfied no-

foro God? That aust I do to bo saved?

1.
nofinitlion of t;iie' twe Doctrinos of Justilfication.

i) The Roman Catholie Doctrinc.

in spite of the faot thab HAoly Seripturo is clear, P
cisive and brief in its .mswor to ‘1life's vital qu@s»:.a:s, the
Roman Catiholic c*nmeh pro.lm.eﬂ a lon,_,. alubom..e, ec:mliea-
ged ansnor when 1t i.s omfrcntad w.lt}* tho question, Hew is
o man justifiod befere God?  Home Indeod uses the terms Sin,
Grece, snd Paith, bub 46 £111s these ter:s with wnBiblicel
concepts, This wo shail sec shortly. =-- Justilication is

act o forensic, instantanecus sot, but & long, Irawn-out
procecs. It is not & forencic act whereby God docle‘wos!‘-mm
sinner righiteous in the moment ho embracos Christ in t:-‘:b
falth., flano alweys speaks of Jjustification as a "precoas”,
in which "ssrotifying grece is infusod into the soul®. This
"danctlifying grace makeo the soul really intrlinsically plouo-
ing and holy in Ged's sight", end also onables the soul o
do good weorks, wilch aro truly meritoricus in the aight of
dod. Ken 18 Dot fully justified befero God, until, with




e

tho help of sanebiiying-grace, evory trace of gin 1s romoved
ivem vhe soul, This is what Rows moans Dy the term Justifie-
cation.(1) 3

» certaln proparation 13 sald o be neeessary bofore
the process of justificaticn cun bogin. This proparation
is described by the Council of Trent es follous:

Concelving Falth by hearing, Han,l0:;17, they are
frcoly moved vowurds God, bolieving those %ilngs
to Do truc uhichk God has revealed or promiscd -
and this ospeciunlly, that God justifios the im=-
plous by Hls grace, throush the redeuptlon that
is In Christ Jesus, Hom.d:84. .nd whon undorgtand-
ing themsolves to bo sinnora, thoy by turalng.
thomselvos from the fear of diving juatice wherc-
by thoy are prolltably sgitated, Lo congider the
merey of God, are ralscd unto hope, conf'iding
_ghat God will be-propiticus to tnom for Christls
salie; and thoy bogln Go lowve iHla nus the fountzin
of 211 justice; and exo moved against sin. by hate
red and detestation, Ly penltonce to be porforme-
od before Baptiem, lastly, whon the purpose to
rocelive Buptism, to bogin a new 1ife and to kecp
the commondwents of God. (2)

Briofly stated the preperatlon congslsts In thlgs: Phen men
aocents es true the toaciiings of the Hi.t_ale » Lo bogins to
four God. Bub remombering that God farglves ain, he hogos
that God will be morciful to him also. 48 a resuli hio bo-
sins to 16ve God, und out of love to God, man begins .to
hute sln, confeascs it, and decldes to load & holler llfe.
The important thing to note here is thut man porforms all
those stepa by hig ovn froo will vélt}mti!: any asgsibtanco
%.%’Mstmmmmotéa %o Romans 3:20,21, 4:3.

2)ceaslion VI, chaptor 6. Hob.ll:0,!utt.2:0,icts 2:38, Uati,
)253319,» lﬁiﬁe 7:3 ugod us Biblical proof.




G.

Hero vie must pay gpocial attontion to the toras Malth
and ifrce Lill. It bocomos ovident ab once that faith plays
4 minor rele In justificaticn according %o Nomels touching,
Palth s collod the"flrst roquirement®, tho "boglnning and
roct of ail justliicntlon™{3). ouch falth is nobt trusting,
flduclary falih, as Protostants understand 1%, bub moraely
"a firm beliof in the truths and promlass of Divine roveist-
lon®(4). Honce falth does not apply the moriis of Christ
Go tho bollover; it does not make the sinnor cortaln thod
hle slng are forgivon, but it, as wo hoard above, "awakens
the hope of florziveness of sins for Christ'a salke". Gathe

olic thoologiana eall it tho Protestont "fides historlca”(5)

and describe it as a "montal aot'(6). By moans of this
act man holds true what God hag rovealed te them through

Hoter Chureh, UWilmors saye:"frait des Glaubens halton

wiv fuor wahr unbozuclfclt aliles dag, was Gatb gooffonbart

hont. Tur beli dor lathollsclien Hlrcho ist dioso genuengende

Lenntnis dor (laubonswahrholiton zu findon"(7). Here wo may

gsee that the Homan Catholic and tho labtheran concopts of
failth ave worldds apart. Falth, according to Home, is only
the first step in tho proparation thoat must tale place Lee
forc justificaticn can bogin.

& Curnone, D8otose ar UouRoiT F Prests T.0sobapd:
S)rhole=rouss: Grace sctual & lHabitual,p.275.

6)Givhons: Fsith of our Fathors, p.265.
7ieirbuch dor Rellgion,vol.l,p.54. %
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-

L0 wo come to tho torm free will, The prepara tory
shops of falih, fear, hops, 10?&, hatred of asin necossitato

@ freo will lnmm. If man by naturo hag the ablllty to

love God, fecel gonuine norrm-t} over alin, and romolve to Lo
gin a pow life; .he must have a £reo will in spiritusl mastors,
Honee man'a £3¢e wlll is stoutly dofonded by all Homan Catie .
olic¢ theoleoglong. It 45 sald that "Original sin has wealcne

od and deflectod, bul not ontirely deatroyod or extinguished

the froedox of tho humuan will'.(8). Zvon in the ataute of
unbelief, man ia able to dociél»:: for God and do woris bLhat
ploaso Uim., FPhole=Prouss suyas that “lot a feow gentiles and
unocillovers have led upright llves and thereby proved that

aan gon perforn good works without the ald of gracc™(9).

Pt

¥U Lo cluimod that sinco man has & froe will in all acoular
matters, 1t falows that his will 1s also frec In spiritual
things HThot pertein to God (10). Wilmors arguos thus:

sess Ale Scelo ln den moiston FPaolion frei sel,
und Hers jhros aktos soi, dafuer sprioht:l) Unsor
imorstes Gofushl., Ver traogt nicht das Bowustie
ocin in sich solbst, duss or rode oder schweljo,’
stohe odor sitze, je nuchdom ¢s ihm Loliobie
2)iaere dor lNonsch nicht frel wozu dasn dlo bDee-
ratungon, dle o snstcllt., J) Die willensfroi-
heit iat oino notuendlge Folge dor Gelstiflelt
der monechlichen Scele. 4) Dic ganzo Offonbarung
asrerionnt Freiheit im lenschen. Dom die Drohune
gon Gobtios wollen ihn nur van Hendelungen abe
schrociion, dio er vormeldon, dlo Verhelssungen
ihn zu Handelungon anziehon, dio or verrlchton
kam. (11)

EYGomic 1L of iront, 9088.VI,Cel.

0)Orsco: i« & He Po62. Sco alsc Th. Joguinas: Junan Thooe
loglin,vel.9,p.136.

10)Ibid.vol.7,0.1506. . .

11)ichrbuch dor Rol. p.6l0,613.
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ficman Cathollic vieiters admit that tholr entire dccirine of
justification atands or falls wibth their doctriuc of manis
froo will. This le undoubﬁizcuy 4 roason why man®s {rsce will

is zo vigerously uphoid and.dsfended.

Having passed thiough tho proparatory stages af "faith,
Yonr, hope, lovo, scrrow over sin, and rosolition ta 16&:‘. a
now Lifo", and having done all this by his own frose will,
man s now ready for tho proecess of Justilleation. Justiflie-
ention proper is dofined by the Counell of Trent as folloug:

It is not romission of sins mmroly, but alsc the
sanctification and renewal of the Inward man, -
through tho voluntaery recontion of grace und of
the gifes, whereby an unjusst mun boceonos jusi,
and of an enemy a fricnd, that so he may e an
neir sccording to the hoze of cternal 3_.1.£'o (18)
In the firgt place we note that justification consisis ol
two puris: forglvencss of sinsg m;a ronowal of the inward
man, 7This Lo indeed strange lunguage to a Protestant who
bolieves that Justifiesticn is the forenslo act whoroby
God declares or pronounces the sinnor rlghteous and {ode
sives his sina for Josus?! sako. To him it becc:es clear
that RNome combinos justificabtlon and sanctifioation, merges
them into ono, ond calls this mergor Justlficatlon.. Home
vicwus Justificatlon not cnly as an oxternal act taking
pluce ocubaide of men, but ulso as o procoss geing on inslde
of man. Another declaration of the Gouncll ol Trent will

I3) Sossion Vi, onaptor 7. Sce also Wilmors,llandbuch der lel-
igion,;p.900.




muizo this very oloar,

In ordor to oxcelwle the Frotoatant idea of o
morely forongsle ubsolution and oxterlor docla-
ratlon of rightoousunosa, spocinl stross is laid

“on tho faet that wo arc justificd by Godve juste-
“C0, no® thay wherchby iio Himsoll is just but that
wheoreby e makos us jJust, in as far as lio bostows
on us tho gift of His geraco which renovates the
goul intorlorly a2nd to 1t as tho soulfts oun
holiness (13)

i

"
i
s

» party tho romission of gullt or the inner roncwal:

ol
ip the more Importunt pard,nccording to Catnolic thinking?

The forenolc declavation of righteousncss on the part of
edy or the ferglvencss of sing, plays a sinor relo in the
wt of justificution. Inped mmml, which we call aunctle
filcution, is the luportant thing.  Thoencvor justification
ic digeusszed in populusr writings, tho first nart, nauely
the remizsloz of gullt, 1s soldom montioned, bubt the seowmd
part is greatly stro séed. then Jugtii“ic:-.tlm i menticned
in the Gatholic liow -'j.'-esi‘;éme:‘.ﬁ: p nothing 1z said about tiho
forplvencss of sina, but the dosbrine is repeatedly defined
g "infusion of sanctllying gruece, uhlch males the soul
plossing and holy in ilis slight®(14). Tho Catholic Church i
sven goep go far as to oay bhel in justiricatlon, the re-
misglon of ains dopends onm the Intorior rencwual. IU woeo
Thomas Lcquinas whe sald,"le ooculd not cauceivo tho remig=
siocn of sins (guilt) without the infusion of graco™(18). 3
TS Iore T.0.0nop.7. 200 2180 Gubhe ENGY VoleB,p877

14)0ath, H.T.: footuotos Lo Ro:a'._S:aO.Bl, 433,
15) Summe Thoolegle, Vole@,Pedfd. 2

@
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his virtually means that bofore sin can ba fLorgiven, it
want Lo complotely cbolished and removed from tho perason to
bo forgiven. Lccording to Lutheran teraminolosy, it moana
that woe must be sunctifiod befors wo can Lo justificd. Yo
arg justifiecd only to the extont that wo are sanctiflied; wo
ape declurced just bofove God only in the moasure in which
we ere agtualiy just. HRome declaros thal “reomission of sin
without a sioaibaneous intericy sanctilication is tihcologl-

eanlily inposcible(16).

liow what is i¢ that producos tho innor ronowal in tho
goul of mun? ‘he answor is: Infusced Graco, slso culicd
Hebiltusl or Sanctifying Grace. This graco is said o proe
duee the inner roncual in tho scul of man Dy oblitoracing
or dostroying sin. "It blots out our eing and males the 4
sinnor perfoct and holy"(1lV) It is dosceribed as a king of
1i-ht, which destroys all spobs in mantsa scul andl ronders

e soul ltsolf more beautiful ani glorious (18).

Tuo true naturs of this grace 1s not cven clear to
Cotholica. Homo call it "a supernstural sometning .‘Lni‘uandf
into bhe soul®(19). It is dofined as "tho grace and fhe L
gharlby which is pourcd forth in human heurts by tho ioly

Choot' (20). ARG tho Catoochlsmus Lomunus dosoribes it as
TB) 6t e (NCTe 0L oG sDe704 4

17)Susms Theo.Vol.8,p.677

18)Catochiamue Honunus,pel67. ik

19) Phole=Prouss: Grace, L. & HegPad20 e

20)canons ,leerccs; Tront,s089 VI, BGan.xl.
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Yeline dor Soole innchaftende goottliche Bogschaf{fonhoit und

glelchson eine Art von Clanz und ein Licht"(21). &hatever

the naturo of thils grace may be, ono thing 1s cortain. I&
is dofinitely not the loving favor of God touurd simers
for the suke of Christ. That 1o what Lutherana moan by
grace. Sunctifylng grace, according to loms, 1as not a
disposition or attitwie of Gocd toward man, not conething
thit exiats in the "hoart" of God, but grace is scumothing
supernatural, unich God imparts to the husun soul, und which
then actualiy exists in the husan scul. This graco is a
morlt which was won for man by Christ in His paasion (22).
Incidentally thon, carning the graco of justiflication is
the oniy part vwhich Christ plays in the sinnmerts justifi-

cation; 2 rather minor role, indeced.

This grace is infused into tho humun soul by Gcd., IU

15 thorefare comonly culled "Infused Graco" or "Gratin In
fusat, The means whereby this grace 1s infused into the
hunen soul arc the Sueramonts. Says Wilmerss

sarch dlo Sakramontc wird dle Gnado nicht nar
sngedoutot, sondorn asuch bowlrit, Apdst.2:00.
verdon die Suendon durch dlo Taule vorgobon,so
ist ale nleht bloss andeubendos, sondern oin
wirksames solchon. oHassolbe gillt mun van don
uebrigon Sakramenten, well slo bezusgllch dor
Cnadonewiriung mit der Taufo in ciner loihe
Btm.(%)

SL) UGS AUT e ‘ =
23)0:.1?10:15,!3%:‘@03, Pront ,5088.,VI,chap.3. Gibbons: ¥e of

Fathors, P.26H,.
aﬁ)ii;s.zldbuc'r’a dor Rol. S.928. Sco aluo Tront.l.C. chupde.

LY
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Here 1t becomes evidont why the Clwerch of Rome mast have an
olaborate sacramental systom. In order $o insuro a continusl
flou of groco lnto the human goul there must be a sacrament
which meots the necds of man in overy sge group and waik in
lif'e. Dy means of bthe soven Ancraments is sunctilying graco
phyeleally infused into the hunan soul. Infusion is cone-
ceived as o physlenl act,

Iy virtus of IAnfused groce man 1s now able to perform
ool worls which not only carn nore sanctifying grace but
algo truly merlt otormal life. People who are living"in
the state of grace may avgnent 1t by gool works"(24). That
good werks porformed by one living in the state of grace
arc truly meritoricus ond that they truly merit otorhal life

1s cloarl czoon f{rom those statements: _

Dic guton Verko besitzen elne walro Verdienlich-
kelt, Matt.5:12; 1Cor.5:8; 2Tim.4:8. Dhas dic Sol-
gkelt verdient werde, lehrt dle Nolllge Sohrift,

womm sie diosclibs elnom Lohn und zwar olinow dor
;vhelit onbsprochondon Lohn nomat, [atb.9:12,
1Cor.s:& ‘25)- ;

Yot only virglns and thoso wio pragtice conti-
noree, but the married elso, who plouse God by
having tho vight falth and performing good woris,
demorve to obtuin eternal happiness (26)

Thue sceording to Homo's doctrino, man, after all, mugt save

himeolf. In the final grnalysis, 1t wll depends on h‘ss.sl:i gfif=

orus. : r." H!
A TOlO=sTenss, Urace As & He D.SEO. sl
_25) w4lmers, Handbuch der, Rol. 8.329. Seauty
96) rhole~-Prouss, Grace, A& il.,2.400. !
\
\
\




2ol plags a ninor role Indcod. Godfs efforts uro nocessary
oniy Inagmuch 8s Ged must give men o sbart or initial push
in the right direction. Aftor that,ever -*th & depends on
an. U1Th the =14 of tho initizl moasuro of grace wilch is
Givon pratultiously by God, =en cen and mst mt owJ.;r eurn
more grace Yo incroasc his state of juatification, but also
garn ami merit oternal life.
{
Gince in thy deetrine of justificatlion 's;'hiL“: ifrmo hos

- l - .
dovlzed, slmost everything doponds on wan's offdrt, 1t fol-

$
. L] g - ' -
lows that men can &% no tine be certaln of his ,ﬁ.tsi;;e.flent.s.m.
i ;
Nemo 1s gulte consistont whon 1t deolares: ™o nod lmows

& i

- - - - - = ¢ 3

vith corbalnky whothor o ls justifiod or not, bocgusce no

i \

man oon Be entively cortain thet Lo has gomplled zwi.i:‘n alll

. , ¢
ths conditions necessary for salvation™(27). Thisiias !:Eze’-;,"

vory thought that almest drove ILuthar to de"r air zhipn he ‘:

\ 3 A=
wes 88ill a Zool RHoman Gatholic. For yoars hc was ;i‘[lssued i\

with the thousht: Have T done c:.w,h, and i3 that u,..a.cb b AT L ¢

heve dene, gool onough? Fet only will man ever :'o_..‘,..n ig- A

norant a8 o tie ader quacy of hic Jood woris, but also ab ‘jii
no Hime dnes ko Imow whothor he has recolved a suflliclont Ei\ \
emount of grace tirouzh the Soacraucnts for his Justificate .-".._‘

iom. e may have have placed an obex 1n Uho way, and thus

prevented the grace Lran coalng to him. Tho Gouncil of

B ThC c=rrauon: urace, A« He D79 ,580.
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Tront olaims that "no ono cen know with a enrt'aint:r of
falth, whlich cannot be subject 86 orror, that he hag Ghe
talinod tho grace of Jod"(28). oOniy in rare cascs, in tho
cups oi 4 direct revelatlon, such ap the apostlo aul roe
colved, cccording Go Gathollc elalm, would the priviicged
peragon Ue cocbliged to belliove in his justificatlon., thet a

theology of doubbl

in the final placo let us noke that ioxe aziieaku of an
Munegquality” of justiflcation. With this tomm 1t wishes o
state that soms pecplo possoss & highor dogree -:i Justifi-
cation thoan otrers. The Chuwrel: of Home may viell “;po&!-:
tius, boeouse Lt identirics the concept justilleation with
wiat wo mean Dy sancbification. Tho will deny hat thore
varisus degreas of sunctiflcatlion in Christlms? “o Hone,
speeliing of the sumc subjoet but in differcent ta:'ms't_? WAy

aloo spozl: of variong degrecs im tho state of justification,.
Genebllying grace may Lo @osent ln the ssul in
o greater or lemsey degrec, accordlng o e 1ide-
orzilby of God and the disposition of Thc indlivi-
daal Christian; and tho degrec of justiflcation
is dirsctly depondont on the asure of sunctliye-
ing grace possesscd by the Chrlistian {29).
pee Orad der Seligkelt entepriont nacmllcn dom
Grade der helligmachenden (nade, woll Ger CGor-
cehbts un so mehr dor Selipkell tellnaft wird, jo
mohy oy darch dis geettliihe Hindachalt,d.0.
durch Qo heilgawacionde Grade, das liccht dazu
ervorbon hat"(30).

GOB0.VLy CLADLOY Y. '
20) Ponlo=rousss Grace A.: He PS80
30)uilnera, Hendbuch d. Rol. 8.82G.
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Thus we hovo deflned the complicntod answor which tho
neman Catnolie Church glves wien Lt 48 canfrontod by the
Cucetlion, Whab must I do o be justified boforo (od? Pope
ularly stated, the angwer is this: Propare yrumolf‘ for ¢
worthy recoptlon of the grace of CGod by going Shrough ghe
stages of Palth, PFeavr, Hopo, lLove, Hatred of sin. Then,
vhen reoelvi: 3 the Sacraments, the graco of God, w.ucn
Christ hes carned, will bo infased into 3om- goul. Thip
sanctl{ying grace will' blot ous Four ains. ‘men you will

be able %o do gool works. With these works you ma!: enra

nore grace and also morlLi eternal 1% fo, for :rou 'u\-e justi-
Pled bofars Ood only to the oxtond that you i‘u..r.ﬂ.:l.l_ those
ohligntiona. Tho dogron of your remisplion of lguili;‘- or
Justification doponds directly con the dogree of ym:'*- azncti-
fiention. Honce you never imow when yen are Qully _\a&tii’m‘l

boforo lcd. .‘:

L]
L]
l

o,
- ‘-—-‘ SE——

l

The Churchr of Home c¢laimg that thie dectrine ﬁa Hs.b-
Lienl and that it accurately ropreoduces the teaching er . R

Joeus Christ cnd the apostles eoncorning tho way of \a ve.’

tma. DBut thers s ancther: Church which malps tha m\m
clein for ito doctrine of justﬂ.ﬂeaﬂon. "hen theno @m
doctrinos of justificstion asre pleced side by side, i:\e:.r
are found to differ pedically oven in the smallest dei;‘ulls.
Tot us trergfers now hesr fren tho other contestant u.-'.:i! aco

how %he Luthoran Church proelaims the doctrino of Justificaw-

tlon.



I
6.

1.
polfinition of thu two Docirines of Justificatlion. _
B! .The Luthoran Dectrins.

Then the Iuthorans were cullod upon Cor the first

tlro to muke a public decluration of the doctrine of justi-

fleatlon, they bricfly snd eloarly sald in the Courth Artie

clo of tha jugsbhurg Confonsion:
Llso thoy toach that men cammot bo justificd bee
Jorg God by thelr own strongth, morits, or works,
tut ere frooly Justified ifor Christ's sake, throaugh
£aith, whon thoy bolleve thati they are rececived
inbo faver, and that tholir sins aro lorgiven for
Christ?s salw, who by His doall has mado catig=-

fiobicn far our sinas., This falth God imputos fov
Pighbeocusnsss in ilia sight, Romans O ond 4.

Lverything that ocan be salid omeorning thla doctrine
1s incluled or implield in those slmplo words. Bui Lecause
these wards were vehemontly cpposed, misunderstood and cumi-
fused, the lager Lutheran Confossions expanded und explein-

ed move fully the thoughta contalned theroin.

Justificatlon by falth alons, according to the Iuth-
oren (hurch, ProSuUpposos mants total dopravity and Christ's
complote objective reccnclliction and atamement. Concern=
ine mantg botal depravity, the Lutheran Church states:"Al-
thougn 'mtur'a is able in a mommor to do tho outward wori,
:;ai:. in cannob produco the imvard notlons, sueh as fear of

God, trust in God, chastliy, pationcoyote”(l). In oxpla-

Tirugeoars COnLGSO10N, 480 »
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tion Yo fonons 7:8 and 9, the ipolozy says:"If the cuarnel
mind is emnlty againet God, the fleah slng,oven when we do
oxtornal clvil warks"(2). Thoe Lutreran Church claimm £has
t Lo a false statomont,wllch dishonors Christ, wien it is
sald that mon dws not singwhon in the unconvortoed stato,
o doon the commendwonits of God (3), for man, by nature, 1s
dead in cins ond trospesses, spiritually lb!.ﬁnd ;.uzd an onomy
of tod. Therefere tho Igthoran Chureh inslote that tho
objeetlve rocmelliztlion of Chelst is mbsolutoly nocessary
for manls justification. "Christ was given for us, in ordor
that jlo might malie gatlsfaction for tho sing of the worldl
{4)e Christ is our medistor and propltlator "im‘lm“ﬁlé-ﬁ’v
ardd nob moroly in tho begimming of justification"{s). i:c}l
mde o "gacrifice, not only for origlinal gullt, but “"

L
(4

also foz ail cctunl oins of mon"(6). To tila tho Pormla, ®

R

-

of Coneord eddss ' IR
Poor sinful man is justified bofore God, that ig)
absclved and declared [rog and exorp$ fram all B, &
his slns, out of puro grace, bocause of the sole ', %
merit, cdarplete obodionce, bittor sullering, o \%

;‘-
w,
H

deuth, and roswrectimn of cur Lord Chelsi alome, |

vhose obodlonce is recienod Go us for rightocus- \

neas {7). \

lloneo, by tating away the sins of the whole world, Chirlst
has fully reconciled God, Gho Fethar, and won for all men

the forglvenoss of their sino.
DOLCLY LVgdte

J)Ibid IV, 2052,

£)I04d.IV,40.

5)Ibid.1IiT,190, "

6)aiugoburg Confession IlIo.

T)Porzuln of Concord,Iil,Y

-
w=d -
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Gueh forgivoness of sing and justification theough
Christ iluv olfered in the Gospel. "IMhese Lroasursg sre ofe-
PYered us by the Holy Chest in tho promise of t:;m holy ﬂoé-
z‘safl“(!:‘). Tho Gospel is dosoribed ns "o good und joyful mose
sage”, bocause L% tells us that God will not punish sins,
but forglwoe thom for Christts sako (9)-.‘. This dospel pro-
mise 1o rocelived Ly falth alone. Othorwiso this prozlso
is vold end usoless (10), If men wore obliged to dopond

on his works wnd merlts, o would nevor be Justified (11).

The nature of such saving and juatifying faith is
"eonfidence in the promise or t}zle morey promised in Christ®
{12). That saving falth io cosentially firm trust or con=
Sidonoo in the promnises of God offerod to wan by tho Gospcl
is cleorly seon from suoh passages as Job.20:26281, @ Tim,
1:12 ani Heb,ll:l, It is callod a “"gpooiaml faith®,; bocause
ho indlvidusl must beileve for himself (15). Such faith
is the instruzent whoreby wo aro jJustifled. "Faith justi-

iled and savos, not on tho ground that It is 2 work in 1lte

.
frie

solf wortly, but only because it rocolves the promised
wercy'{14). Sueh falth is not moroly assent to tho btruth

UYEpolony IV,0,40,4%, rFormula Concard,ITL,10.
9)Ibid,v,21,22.
1G)Apology IV,41-40.
11)7bid,.IV,42.
12)Ibid,TV,44.
13)Ibid.IV,456.

14) Thid,IV,50,46.
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& Godts revelation, nor la it a vaguo, indefinablc locling
of eoniidence in God, but it is a dofinite falih dirceted
to o definite promisc. "It 1s to wish and to roceive &ho
offored promise of tho romlsolon of sins and of justiflca-
Blon”{18). .ilso chlldren, who are gonverted, have this
faith. "Tholr falth, croated through Baptism ia not cane
selous, dlscursive (refloxiva) falth, bubt true Laith, pore
soral end actual trust in the Saevicr, Hatt.18:8,6, 21:10,
Lalo 10:16,44, Hark 10:24, Eph.1:192%(16). Honeco it is
vory coruning then, that tho promlge of jugtliicatim ar@.
salvatlon porteins also $o ¢ghildren (17). \

: b

Y

fow deos man rocolivo fuith? By the procoss culled |,
\\
conversiocn{lB8) Converaicn consisis in turning fran the \:

Soxrors of cmecionce, uhlch have baen produced by the Law,:’

o falih in Uhrist ag the Savior ravealed in tho Gospel,

L

e

In the Apology wie ronds

Sin torrifion cmsclonces; this ocours through
tho Luwy but we gain the victory through Clirlst.
Tow? By faith, wion we confort ourselvas by cone
fidonco in tho mercy praniseod for Chriatts salke
(19).

in Serlpture, tarning to tho Lord, regoneration, viviifiea-

$hon, and 1llunination are synonyms of emversicm (20).

TO)ADOLOGT LVaot _
16) Popudar :syﬁboiica {Concordin)p.56.
17)apolosgy IX 5";
1&31%‘1’:1.:5,116;"3&1;:;1:; ConcGed IIT,26.
Anolocy IV,70. .
égg:‘fcts ff:zl:ﬁal.aszﬁ, Col.2:12; lJohn 5:1, Col.2:12, Ephe
2:5,8, 2Cor.4:6, icts 26:18. >

JU P aa———




20,

It is eloor, thenm, that £aith 43 not a work which man pore
formz by his eown powors, The Luthoran Chureh culla Dalth
Ya gLt of Cod%(21) ard, more spocifically, the wori of the
foly Suirit (22), and horsin 1t follows Jerinture (23).

Justification Proper.

llow we have come to the act of justiflcation, and for
an cxceilont dofiniticon of the sarowe turn Lo a stateront
By 7. Te Huelleor:

is oo as a emtrito slmer belleves the divine
oromicos of grace walchn for Chiwist!s soXko is of-
fered to him in the Gospol, or aa scon 23 he puts
nig trust 1n the vicaricus satisfactlon which
Christ hoo made for the aolns of the werld Ly iis
perfect obedicnco, ho is justified, or deglared
»ightooun before Ged, Rom.3:85,24. Thic 1a tho
seo-called subjocotive justification, Rome4:6, or
porsoinml application, thrcugh falith, of the .
serits which Chrlst has gecured for tho whiolo,
world by His substitutionary atonomont {(object-
ive justifioation), ZCor.5:19Lf (24). G 3

The sume truthe sro stated more bzficfi:‘f in Pypulny ::-yuhq.‘!'f-_
08 a8 Pfollows;"Justificatlon is a judlelazl act of God, !
whereby o proncunces the sinner rightoous who by faith

ageepts the universal pardon offored in the Gospel, iu=-

%
puting to him the »ightocusnsss of Christ®(25). UYheso Y
- 4 = ! \.
stetemonts are in full harmony with the Lutheran Confoss- |
lome, (20) : :
PY) Ot LE: sGORIOOP A Lok pdle \

22)ipology IV,064,115.

35 )1nh, 1710, G01.2:18, Oal.S:ld, Hob.12:2.
%)chriagumn pozmatics,p.56%.

28)nuge Gde : Seke
26;!)@% Pormala of Concord III,E&,17,37,38,59.
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Thwoo poluts must Lo noted hore: the ginnor 1s justli-
fied froevly Ly Godvs grace; e is juebifiod withount the
doodo of tho Lav; Lo is justlificd by faith alonc, Rogords
ing the flrub polnt, tho Formule of Concord forcefully de-
clares:
Pocy glnilul man 1o justified bofare (ol == Withe
oul any morlit or worth of our own, also without
any procedins, present, or any subsequont ucrks,
cut of purc grace, voccause of the sole merll,
complcete ohodience, biiter suffering, death, and
resurrection of owr Lord Chirdst alone (27).

lHere agaln the Luthoren Conf'essicns follow Seriptuve,which

deeclares Ghal we ave jusilfled frooly, by Uhe grace of Cod

{28). It ls gols gratle fron bBoglnning to end, ind grace

is not the Yinfused grace" of the Church of Howa, bub it -
g the faver and good will of God towerd the sinner gained

by Chrlisitts vicaridous satisfuction.

“he sccond podnt follows out of tho filrat ome; i man

i

L)

3 justifled selely by grace, it folloua that no part of

.l

Lo justificaucicn Lo accomplished Uy hls oun devds, IHuman
works play no part in Justificatlion., VThis is e wesunlng

of the =postle Paul when in $his article ho urges so dilis

gontly and zealously the puarbiculas onclusivai, words by
wiieh worlks ave excluded fwom tho article of juatificatlon:

by groeo, without worit, withoub works, not of works" (29) .

P ircinala Gonoord,I1l,9.
26] Rom.3:04, 1126, 31270, 4:6.
29 ) rorula Concord,IlI,oC.
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in the Lhird place, singe the ferglvoncss of aing or Justie-
fleztion is o promiso given to man in tho Gospol, 4% can
anly bo rocclved and appropriatod By faith., - nd for this
pgason tho Luthoran Church declares that Justification is
by fuiih aloenge "It 43 falth alone, without works, which
deys Lold of tho bleasing"(S50). "raith justiftos voat for
this cause and roason that 1t 13 sc go2d o work or so fair
& virtuc, bub bocouse it lays hold of =nd accapts _-'i:ha merld
of Cheist in tho promise of the holy Gospel!(31). u Maith 1o
©ho cpon hand which layas hold of the troeasure. In- thls
gonao io the sinnor Justified by faith, v
‘.-‘}‘
Juasifiecation aceording to the Luthoran Church isa not-.
a physleal or modleinul act vhoroby God infusos gome c)pd
quality inbo man, bub an external deolaration or forc"siﬁ
act whorely dod pronounces the sinnox x-i.ght.aous. Says t‘is
Porumls of Concords i’;
Tho word justify hore mesns $o declave rizkteons:
and froe fron sing, and 4o absolvo wi¢ fronm cte '
arml punishments Ghis use is common in !'he foly |

Serintures: Phil.d:9, Pov.l7:15,100.5:25,
RomeE 138" (52)

Sinco the Goapell proﬁises the for,:',ivcross of all sins
and since all who bolleve th 18 promise recolve thoe forglvo-

noso of s11 of thelr sinsg, justificatlon ls not parbial,

g,.ruaa* ve, but complote and poriect in the momont in
G.'U "Tai-mb"g_ i7I 'élo

él)_uihl.'.il -Ll'sc

«'52)1‘.:1&.111,1’?.




which the porgon belloves (B3). It was againat the clain
of the Church of the Papacy that Luther decloved:®fustifl-
cation does robt cano in ploces, but in 2 heap'(34). Feith
iz not enly the begimning, but =lss the middle and the end
of justliiicalblion «nd brings tho vhole act to - cloze.

Thore is no more "eondemnaticn for them that bellovel; thoy

have “"pencs wilth God through Josus ChrimtY(35].

Tuskilicetlon 4o covtsim. Tt 1s based wpon the dlvim
infalllibleo words of forgivencss whleh the bolicved rocoives
n true fuiih. The belicver has such forgivenoss and juetl-
fication as long az he bellioves sm!; word and pr*mi:zé. "1t
(juskificatlon) alone Yrings surc and firm amsolation to
plous minds"{36). Dolng upitod with Christ In truo faith,
tho belicver has boldnoas and confidonco (5’?) e ilig falth
i in its very naturo cortainty, aaé'umnce, tho very oppo=-
alte of doubt (38). Fol tho assurance of falth, as Nome

elaims, bub earnal gocurity i3 rorreved in Scrinture (39).
TYercr: ohviotlicno Dogmabll,vol.2p.640:™ell sic in
der Vergebung dor Suendon bostent,Rou.4370, di¢ Christus
vollikemaen orwortoen hat, welche uns im Bvangelium zu-
gessst wird,lws.24:47, Gor dalior das Evangeliwa glaubt
hat dig gunge Rechtfertiguns”.

34)n imellior, Chrisbiun Doguitice,p.5377.

w5 ) w81, 81l,

30) pology IV,1i8.

:-5'?;1;911.:-3:13. : 1 ,

S8 )Heb.ll:1. :

S8)1 Joihm 5:10, 1 Cor.i0:12, Rou.1i:20.




Justiflention by falth is the only power Shat producos
trug ssnotilficatlion. "Falth aloro quickens; 1t regonoratos
us and rings tho Holy (hoet, the sole author of senctifica-
tien"(40). Lutheran dogmuticlans have ropoatodly stated
thay "Qalth alone Justifios, but fuith 4s nover alongc®(4l).
The Formula of Concord doclsros:

Love is zlso s frult uhich surely and nocessarily
followa true i‘nlt‘l. Jor tho fu@'h i:hm. one doos
not love iz 4 surc Iadleation that ho 13 not justi-
fled, but 1s stilll in death, or hag losi the
til Azt'atzmu)smss of faith u'ain, &g Jolm says 1 John

2 a2 ]

snd on the basis of Gelatians, chaptor five, vorse &, tho
Luthoran Church hes always malintainsd with Luthers

It is o llving Dusy, zctive, powerful thing that
we have in fal L.., so that 318 isjirpossible for 1t
nm. to do good wlthout comalng. lior doss 1t ok

ather geod works are to Be donoy but wefore
t!*e guestion 1la asked, 1t has wrought thom, and
is alungs congaged An doh_. thom (43).

lonce we see thaet the Lutheoran Church roverses tho poaii;iorm:

of juetification and sanctificatlen In the plan of msnts
galvation, Instead of agrecing with Rome that as_fz:cti.;‘.!.ca— ‘
tlon preduces Justification, it firmly maintaing !;}zui:."f the
srdor rust be reversod, since Justlificatlon is the true

and only sourco of saretlification.
W‘T,m

&1)"101051*, Christlicho .)oglrast*",vol.a.p.etm.

42)irticle I1T,27.
45):.1...&;131* quoted in Forwula of Congord,IV,10,11.
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llaving pormittod the Lutheran Church $o progont hor
donctring of justlfication, ve are now painfully aware of
tho fact that Romo and the felliowere of ILuther clash vice
lontly ovor tho question, How ls man jwetified bofore God?
The Lutiicranc claim that man is pronounced righteous By God

in tho very movent he bolleves thut Christ has atoned for

all of his sing, The Luthoran watcimord 1g; o aro justifi-

¢l sololy by grace, solely by falth, to tho oxelusimm of 11
of cur good works. Justiflcation 1s entirely the work of
Jods Upon this toachling tho Counell: of Trent hag placed

& vehomont curse (44). -- Tho two contostants do not oven
agree as to the meanlng of the ter=mg that are omployed inm
the presontation of tho doctrino of justificatlon. To Rome,
falth means assont to Chureh doctrine, while the Luthoran
Church defines faith, in rolation to justiflication, as
hoortlelt trust in tho morits of Christ. Rome doscribos
grace ug o supornabural something which God actually in-
fusecs into tho human soul to blot out aln, whlle to the
Iutheran Church Grace is Cod's love toward ginners for tho
golie of Christ. Tho act of justification To a Rowmaen Cathoe-
ilie moons the infusion of sunctlifylng grace inte the human
goul: to o Luthersn 1t moans tho verdlct of rightoousness
which God pronocunces over tho belleving sinnor. The sianer
ronains & sinnor after ho 1s justified. againat thla Lomo

raigos an emphatic "lio%. It doclares that boforo man can

TOBD10N Vi,ChnedpllylSe
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be justifled in tho sense that ILuthorans talke tho term,
nawoly, toforo God can forgiw oim and doeolare the ainner
rightoous, man must thoroughly sanctifly himgolf, with tho
holp of infusod amcé, by doing a sufficient mumbar of jood
works to truly merlt eternal liie. In othor words, he must
ganctify himsell bei'oi'a ho can bo justiflod, Thus we see
that Howo end the followers of Luther are hopoleassly divided
over tho doolrlre of jusuit‘!'.oatim, evon though both contogte

ants appoel to Seripturo for proof and support,
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anthropolozy in Rolation Go tho Joctrine of Justilfleatlon.

€ -
Ao Ronman Gatholice Gone@tlon of Vin and Froo Vill.

Before ozomining the uso of Holy Scripbture vhioh tho
two contostunts omploy, lot us atudy the anthropolozy of
the leman Cothollc and tho Lutheran Chureh. Por tho Anthe
Popology of both church bodles hag a diroet bouring and
cven largely doterminos tholr rospoctlivo dogtrines of justie-
Piention. It has boon stated previcusly thab the Church of
Home stronucusiy denios the total depravity of man and upe-
holda the doctvrino of ment's froe will in gpirlitunl mattorg.
ind ¢hat omo's dootrine of justifiscation is based squarcly
on ito doctrine of fyroo will, is goon firom this significant
statonent in tho Cutholic Incylopedias

If man 13 botally dopraved and has no £ro¢ will
in apiritual matters, then Luthor and Calvin
taught very logically that a slmor is justificd
by fiduelsry falth in such a way, howovor, thal

8in is not absolutely removed or wipod out, bubt
merely covered up or not holdfingaingt tho simnor

(1).
Hemee fHomo 1s willing to admit that if its doctrine of {roo

will is falso, 1ts dootrine of justification i3 also falso.
If 1% can bo shown that the Roman Catholic doctrino of froo
will is Seriptural, much has boon dore to strengthon Homets
position in the matter of justification. If, on tho othor
hand, it can be shown thsd Catholic Anthropology is falso
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and antGl-Seriptural, thon Romets position in tho doctrine

of justiffcation wilil have boen virtusily overthrowm.

vith tils thought let us approach the Homan Catholic doc-
trime of froe will. If so much doponda on this doctrine
in Cnthollie theology, wic have reason to look for efforts
to prove thie doctrine from Seripturc., Yot in the Cunons
and Decrees of the Gouncll of Twrent, which othorwise quote
ceplipture quite froguently, not one Scoripituro passage is

citud Ge prove tihilg dogtrinc. IU ig takon for‘smni:cd as

bolug Urue and Bibllcal. Doharbe follous the samo procod= |
dure in his Lorge Catochlis:m (2). Tho doctrino of I'rqd |
will is bascd on roason oﬂ?_.}r. Thomas Lctulnas urgua:g‘- 2
follows:"Fovasmuch as 4t is ratlonal it is nocessary ﬁ{mu

man have a frec wvili¥(S). This dcetrine is read Iate \_"-\
Lible puscagos that spoak of tho bomluge of the human l\\'
willi, Thamos scquinas interprets Romans, chaptor 9, vorpe

16 s follovsi"Bocausc tho frec will 1s not sufiiciont & Tm-

¢ unloss it bo moved and holped by God'"(4). 4nd to Jor

¢

miah, chapter 10, vorse 23, tho samo wariter says:“Tho

choico iteelf, howover, is in us, bub prosupposos tho holy
of God"{5). wilmors doclares thot since the doctrine of '1

froe will is reascneble and in harmony with human .toelin.-,,,'

it must bo truo. Mo famous statomont on this point hag | i
E’F&\Lﬂ 0. %
3)sunua Thoologie,vol.7, PelbS.

4)1bid.

5)Ibid.
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been guoted earlicr in thic papor {G). Ionce we s0o that
tho a.m{;rim of frev wlll reots wma & veory woa:z foundatlon,
'It is not Seriptural, bubt is dofended as being loglcal and
roasonable,

e can go a stop farther to say that traces of [oo-
Pletonisn can be found in the iHdoman Gatholic doctring of
oin end free will. 4ccordlng to 'ﬁon—Plﬁtonlsm, the scul,
enanating from God 1s purc and holy. %Whon it comes into
contact with the materiel body, which i base and evil, it

becores impure und corrupted. Note this classie sbatoment
of Plotinmus, guotod by Socberg:

kg gohnt sloh dl¢ Scoleo in ihren natuorlichon
sustend und wlll mit Geott vereinigt werden,
glcichoan eline Jungiran, dle eine. odle ILicte
hat zun gdlen Vabor, Tomm sle abor zum Verdon
sokommen 168G, wird sio gleichgam durch dio
irdischo) Vermashlung verblondot und goberdet
gick: froock indor sic den Vator verlsesst und
oinc andere atorbliche Liobe ointcuacht. Und
wioder feengt sic an dag froche Tosen hier unton
zu hasson. Und slech entouchnond von diozon
singon atrobt sie wieder deom Vater zu, und nun
ist 2hr wohl., Jart abor ist dag wahrhaf$ Iicbons-
verte, mit dom voroint bleiben karm dor o5 ore
griffen hat und wirklich beaitst, ist os doch
nicht acussorlich mit Floisch boitloldet. tior cs
aber gesehaut hat, dor welss, wag Lch meine, wie
nacmlich dlo Seole damm oin anleras Lobon eup-
faongt, dic hinzutritt und schon hinzugekomuon
15t und b0l an 1hm goewonnen hat (7).

Those thoughts have boon takon over alaost bodlly into
Cathiolic dectrine. iozo toachos that the body is the seab

[ORTDUCT Ge LCLe Pebl0,015.
%7)bogmengeschichie,vol.1,0.485.




ef sin and thal Che soul 4u ossontially puro. Thomags ice
gulnas weltos:"Since creation impllics a relaticn in the so:l
o God alone, 1t cannot be suld that the soul ig tainted
through belng crcatod. But only with rogard to the body

inte which.it fc infused®(8), ioneo, according to Cathollc

oo

aocirine, the soul is morally frco; it can go in both dire
gctirng, elther up to God or down to the bage and eovil. The
goul strlvos wpwardghbut the concuplscenco that dwells in tho
Llesh pulis 1t dowmwiard, Decauso the spiritual powsrs of the

soul have boen woakenod sver since tho "domum g.gatiao Supe

eradditun”, given to Adam, was lest in the Falli. All of
those bhoushts are pormcoted hy Neo-Platonic philocscplye.
They are not Seriptursl. Houhore dees Scripture make a
gharp distinction betwaen the Lody and soul, whon 1T gpoalis
of mants sinfulnesas. Hather, men 18 a great slunor bofore
Glod in body sad soul. Somebtlimes tho soul 1s pleturcd aa
the goab of sin (9). Vhen Josus speaks of “flosh, torn of
flesh' e is refering to tho ontirs porson, boiy and soul
(10). :nd wion fo declaves thet "the spdmit iz willing,but
the flesh ia \'zea{:“.(ll), o ig not stating that the soul is
struggling toward God wiile tho body is oflfering roslsianco,

but Josus is hore picturing the struggle botucen he cid

By iR e oLoGla, VoleTne480,

B 101, Took.08:80, fatt.15:10, Ton.8:7.
10)!’0-5'51‘1 936

1l)zatt, 206:41.
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fdam, man?s corrupt nature, and tho now gpiritual nature
vhich has been plantod in man by the Holy Spirit ab Gho
time of wan's corvorsion. Tho now spiritual 1ifo of a
Chrlotian duolls in tho body ao woll g in the acul {128).
Holy Seripture Imows nothing of the sharp cloavage bstween
Cho human Dody and soul, which is so prominent in Hosan

Cutholle thoology.

46 this polnt 1U might bo well ¢o roview tho ontive
Catholic doctrlne of man and his fall. ian, croatod in the
imnge of God, was ondowed with nmatural and supernaturgl
Sifto. The natural gifts conoist in that tho soul is ine
mortul and cadowod wilth undorstonding and a free will. The
supernaiural gifts conslsted in sanctifyling grace, wiich
mado man cortaln of his otornal salvaticn, ondowed him with
great Imowlodge, znd rendored him froo from :a}.i inelination
to evil, In other vuords, fiod gave adam tho supornatural

gilfts, tho "donunm gratise supcradditum", so that his soul

could zuccossfully rosist the netural concupisconse »f his
body, stay closo to God, and malntaln his splritual balanco.
In the fall, idam loot only tho supornatural glita, nanoly,
the abllity to reslst the natural ccncupisconse of his
body, this concuplsconso not being necessarlily ginful and

ovil in overy casc. Lon mercly lost his spiritual balanco.

IT)UTOr Ui and 20.
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Honeco man Dy nature ig not totally dopraved, bul morcly
tent or inclined toward the evil(l3). "Free will, bont
townrds the earth and weakoned Dy concuplsconce, is jyob
filied with love of good and horrer of ovil"(14). Using
lico=-Platonle phirasoclogy, we might say that the soul has
forsuizen its first love, God, and is now infatuated with
its socond love, nawely tho watorial body, with whici: it
ig now united. DBut it has not ontirely forzotion its
firgt love, God, {ra: whom 1t came. ith a little heip
Inon God in the form of infused grace, the scul Ls able
to roguln its oplritual balanco and roturn to God, idts
former lover. Hore we sco whay a harmloss thing sin is
in loman Cuthollio thoology. and this Lo goamething that
hng boen tekon over dircetly from lico=Platonic t‘gozq;‘:zt.
If oin, purticularily original sin, 1s m:‘._nimi::.ad to such
an extent, one can casily sce vhy such a church cannot
tosch salvation by grace through faith alono. liere Lute
horts ponmerk is in place: "Je mohr du die Suonde verglime
pfon und goring machen wirst, jo mehr wird auch dle Gnado

gorins und kloin worden”(16).

15)Deharbe yLeGatoohion,p.20,21. Concordia P Symbe,p.10G.

14)Canthelic Encyclopedian, Vol.6,091.
15)tuther's lorks, S5t. I.::uis 0Q.VOlel,pel 74,
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Hoo=Plutonlon eleims that the asoul ean roturn to God

.
J
.
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ta own power and ab:l.;l.lt;}, without any holp from God(16).
Rome somowhat medifion thie bold claim by saying that tho
scul noeds hely from God., Such help is given in tho form
of "infuscd graco”, which strongirens the spiritual nOwUors
of tho soul,s0 that it ean strive auoécasfm.l;r b:tc.ii to fed,
It io common knowledgo among students of philosophy Ghat
tho early c}-.u:'cljl fathers 1';'01"0 Influencoed by I!éo-i“luton!.e
thought and that this infection is 8till prominent in Nomm
Gatholle Cheology (17). This 1s ovidont in Roma's doctring
of original sin and man?s frec will. This doectrine ia not
basod on iblo Grubh, but hae to a larze extont boon bore
roved frem Neo-Platonie philosophy. ind for this roasen

the Serlsturalness of liomots entire doctrine of justifica-

L

Gion may be called into question,

e

16) Porphyry: Ennoad V,6:"Hatter 1y farthost awyy, and so
begores the source of evil., Dut 16 Ls not yholly eovil,
since 1t is dorivod from God, lNovortholess; it the
pard of wisdom to troat with contompt tho bddy and whate

ever clse partakes of mattor and to climb agaln tho stepo
buck to tho source of Beingz®. IEnncad Vedl.(par TR
VoELi: Uod RIMsoil, Tot With oxternal sgoech, bus With
the sowul itsell, cxtenﬁ%ﬁ purgelves ia prayor to ‘kgm,
since we shall then 06 aole Go pray to him proporly

when wo approach by ourselves alone to the alone". \

%

17) Ceeberg, Dogmengzeschlchie, discussion of leo-Platonisi.
“obber begine scuasion of the philosophy of tho:.
uiddle Asgos by saying:"fhe breath of oxplring lolleniiy
pagssed into Christienity. The doctrinos of Plato and:
his labost interpreters econtimod to influence tho ableab
thinkers among tho followers of tho Gospel, and the | 1\
philosephy of tho Church during t.:ae_ oni:iroh.’i_ddle agesi
merely ro-0ckoodobie,Loaeiiiad RbrP ATl i1 a5,

1 :
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antiwopoeiosy in Holation to the Dootrine of Justification.
Do The Tathoran Concoption of Sin and
J¥CC -

Turning now to tho Luthoran anguer in the matter undeor
dlgcussion, wo find that also hero in the dootrines of Sin

and roe Will tho Loman Cathollc and the Lutheran Church
ara fighting on opposito gides, Ono church body upholds
and deofonds vigorously whut the other vehomontly rejects
and donicgs. In diroct opposition ¢o Rome, the Luthoran
Church declares:
Heroditary ein is go doop and horrible a corrup-
tion of nature that no reason can understand 1t,
but it must be losrncd and Lelloved fran Cho
vovelatlon of Soripturcs, Fe.dl:5; 7on,531201;
Ex.55:5; Uon.5:7ff. Henmec 1t 1s nothing but
orror and blindncss in rogurd %o this article
what tho scholastic doctors have taught (1).
The reforonce is to Homets toaching that the natural po-
wors of man have not beon corrupbted in the Fall, and that
thorefore map has & froo will $o do eithor good or ovil,
According to Romo, tho inelination toward ovil is not slne
ful in itoolf. Such concuplisconco becomes ovil and sinful
only wien 1% produces a alnful act. Teo tihia the Luthoran
Church repllos: \
Thoy do not montion the soricus faults of human
nature, to wit, ignorance of God, contompt of
God, hatrod of God!s judgmont, flight fram (3_0:1,
whon lle judges, angor toward God, despalr of

1) Smalenld Articles IIT,l.
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&reco, puitlng ono's trust In prosont things,.
ihese dlsouses, uiieh are in the hlghoat dogroe
contrary to the Luaw of CGod, tho scholaabics do
not notico; yoa, to human nature thoy moanwhilo
ageribo unimpalred streonsth for loving God abovo
all things and for fulfilling God's commendments
according to the substunco of tho acta (2).
then fome deolares that originel sln 1s not an inato ovil,
but a dofect and burden which wo boar since idam's fall ine
to sin, the Luthoran Church insists thab:
The nuturo of mon 48 born corrupt and full of
faults. Iot a purt of man, but tho ontivro per-
scn with 1ts ontirce mature is borm in sin ag
with a heroditary disease (3).
ilcuce wo sec that also in rogard to anthropology the iloman

Catholle and the Lutheran Church clash violontly.

For a cloar prosoniation of tho Luthoxran doctrino of origie
aal oin wo turn to tho Pormula of (oncord (4). lHore wo are
told that original sin is not a part of man's subatance,
since body amd soul reosaln God's creatlon even after the
fall, and sinco God is nob the author of sin and Ghriast is
not the Savior of sin, but of the sinnor. Original sin Is
an'aceldont”, nuroly somothing that has happencd o tho
mture of mane It 1s & "horribvlo, dreadiful makady", wiich
involves the entiro porson, body and soul, and whosc truo
asture 1s not fully knowum. it ccnalsts of tharec purts:
heriditery gullt, ivherited from sdam end Zve, lack of

2)apology, Art.lI,8.
S)Ibid. 4rt.IT,0.
4)Thorough Loclaration,Art.l.
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righteousncss and foar of God, und finally, concuplscence,
Gonouplscenso, howover, is not mercly an inclination towerd
the ovll es Heme seos 1t, tut an "inborn wicked disposition”,
an "inward im;;ur:lt;; of the hourt"f. It 1o describod =g "a
doep, wicked, horrible, fathomloss, inscrutable, and un-
spoalable ecorrapticn of the ontive naturo und all ita po~=
worag", ~ fuch origlnal sin truly merits oternal doath. It
ia so great and horrible that only for the aske of Christ

1% cun bo covored syl forgiven beforo (God.

spocial efford is made to prove thiag do;strino from Seripe
ture. llonang, chapter 6, vorses 12 and following and Lph=-
@slans, chapter 2, vorso % are cited to prove that originsl
aln invelves horldftery gullt. Because of the disobedionco
of idam and Eve ell mankind ig undor Godt's displossuro and
all huran beings ore by mature tho children of wrath. lan
by nature lacks the righteousncss which God domands of him,
for Seristure dooloros:All huave sinmmed and como short of
the plory of God"(§). Natural man doea not foar and love
Gtod, for it is written,"the carnal mind ls onmity agalinst
God"(6). and that concupiscornce is truly oin ls ghown by
Peullts atutoment:"I had not Imoun luat oxeopt the law had
sald,Thou ghald not covet (7). and agaln,"I see anciloy
lae in my menbers, warring agelnot the lew of my nind and

CYicn.5:80. ALEO Gon.eab, Pa.bl-u, ko 112135, Rom.73l8,

b’hm-e=7-
7)on,7s 7.
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bringing we Into capblvity to the law of sin which is in
my moubors“(8). To this tho iApology addss"iﬁmué tostinone
icg can bo ovorthrown by no sophisiry. Por thoy clearly
cull corncupisccnee sin, vbich, novortholoss, i3 not imputed
to thoso who are in Chwrlat"(9). and to show that original
sin alono truly merits otormal death, sttention is czlled
to the statoment,"io wore Ly nature tho childron of wrath”
(10). To this the Luthoran c"mx'ch adds by way of oRplante
wion:
on aceount of this corruptimm =- and by reason
of the disobedience of adam and EVo wo aro 21l
in Godts digpleagure —-= Evon though & porson
would think, spoak, and do nothing evil (whioch,
howevor, is lmpossible in this 1ifc alnco ile
fall of our {lrst parents), his nature and por=
son are nevertholoss sinful, that ls, thoroughly

and ubterly infected and corrupted bofore God by
original sin, as by & spirituai loprosy(ll).

ginco thoe Luthoran Church upholds &ho total dopravity
of mun, it must of nocossliy dony the dootrins of froe will.
#nd heve ogaln it clashes with the Roman Caitholie Church.
The Tutheren Confessions ascribo no spirliuwal pouwors o
men baforo his conforsion, "Han is by nature blind, thatg,
vheor: tho “ord of God 1s proachod, hie noither dooa novr can

understand 1%, but reogards 1t as foolishness(l2)."

B,ﬁcﬁ:-,:ﬁ-
9)ipology,IT,o0. :
103:-3;_::11.2:%: 2150 John 5:5,6, Rome5:12,18.
11)Formula of Goncord (‘i‘h.D-f I.ﬁ-‘é}.
12)Formuia of Goncord (Th. Do) II,b.




iherecfore man emnnot cooperate in his conversiocn, fov ne
is not froe o think and do the goed, bab csn tiink and do

only tho evil., he Pormoule of Concord declarcs:

In gpiritunl ond dlvino things the inbelloet,
hoart, and wiil of the unrogonoraio man aro
uterly unatleo =- %o aid, do, work, or concur
in worklng enyihing towards his conversion,
olthor wholly, or half, or in any, evon tlo
loagt or mest inconoldersbie puri; bub thal
ho 1s tho sorvant of oin, John 8:34, and a
capéive of o dovil, by whom he 1a moved,Eph.
2:2; 271n,2:26, iHeneo the natural frec ufl.'.
according bto its perverted disposition and
aature 1g strong and activo only with rospect
to vhat is disploaging and oetrary Go God (13).

Honee the Luthoran Church, in opposition to Rouo, toaches

Lho Dondage of tho human will in regard to spiribual matlors.

In oupport of its posltlon, tho ILutheran Chuvrch cites

a hoot of Soripture passagod,(14). Thogse passapcs Qre Core=
rectly appilod, for Scripiture glates that wnccnvertod man |
ls Goldls oneny, who cannot in the leoast degreo oboy God's :
lave {16). IF thds is trﬁo, mants wlil mst bo bound and
not free, sinco obedionce is mainly e matiter of the willl,
whon Seripbure spoaks of naturnl man being "carmal, sold
under sin® and oo being "dead in trospasscs and sing”(1G),
BYirticie T1,7.

14)Tbid, II,9-17.

CAG)Nonans 837,
16)onens 7:14 and Ephesians 8:2.




1% 'f;:i.shc.s to strens that fact that mants Intellect and will
are 8o helplessly bound that man can do absolutoly noihiing
to improve his gl nful conditicn. If, according %o Scrip=
turo, "the imaginatlon of mants hoart 1s ovil! and "only
evil continually'(17), theon the will of the unconverted
must bo so bound that thoy carmot of themselvos thinlk and
will tho good. Pimo and spaceo doeos not pernit us o entor
upon a discussion of the other passagos o!.tud: fhon curc-
fully studicd, tho reador will find that t;.;rms ropont the
truths just statod.  Such u formidable array of Sorl p‘mra
preood ouznt to convinco evoryono that vhen he mthemﬁ :
Chureh besches the totol dopravity of natuval man and doe
nies hin free will in splritusl mutiors, it ls morely re-
poating Bible truth. The Luthoran congoption of original
gin und the bonduge of tho human will is truly Biblicel,
while the Romnn Cathollo doetrine of sin and froo will find

no suppord in Sceripturo, but rest solely on the tonots of

Leathen, Neo-rPlatonic phllogopity.
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Tho Sugs-ca of both Dootrinecsg of Juntification.

fie llOnon Cathollic Doctrino.

ea) Uso of Holy Seristuve.

Gince Honan (dutholle doctrine of sin and fréo wlll axe
not based on Seripture but on heathen philosophy, ve have
good rouson to question Romots ontiro toaching concorning
catlion. ior Roman Qathollc thoologlang are willing
to adnit 4f thoir dootrine of sin and freo will ie false,
Liion bhelr dostrine of Justification ia also nocessarlly
fulno. . guobation to this effect has boen stated belore
in this paper (1). Bub boefore ve doclare Romots destrino
of justifiention nus falso, lot us in all fairnoss oxanine
soug of tho Sceriplure passages that ave uged to dofond this
doctdine, to sce vhat method of Interpretation the Ghmrch
of louc enploys. Tho Council of Trent quotes Seripbturo
rathor coplously. Somo of Ghese passagoes wo shall oxanine
to soe "c‘. ther{or not)iome ig lotiing Seripture intorpret

t501f or whothor it rcads 4tg deotrine into Jeripture.

The Tlonun Catholic Chureh toaches that falth is tho
first stoy In tho process of justification. To prove that
gueh faith 1s morely an intolloctual “movoment toward Ged

whereby men holds truo those things which God has rovoaied

I,A’ﬁi;e 7.
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and proxziscd®, Romans 10:17 is quoted:"rFalil: comoth by
houring, and hearing by the Tord of fod", whon tho entire.
tenth chapbor 1s consldered, 1t bocomes ovident that Paul
1s spoalilng of justiflying or saving faith. In tho Lourth
verso e states that to the believer Chriast 1a the cnd of
the ilaw for rightoousnoss, Tho believor in Chyist is mo
longer obliged Co keep the Law to carm rightcocusness and
salvation, By falth he already possesusos thla righteocus-
ness which has hoon morited by Christ. For thia reason he
siall not o ashared baforo God. See verso oleven, Thon
e pivos oxprossion Go ‘5!15.3 faith in prayer and canfosalcn,
1o is absolutoly cortain of oternal salvatlon. See verses
ten and thirtoon. liow can £aith bo only the beglmming 61‘
justificution, whon to falth alono, with nothing edded, ﬂ‘.s
given rightecusnocs and salvatim? The moment & porson i‘
eubraces (hvrist in truo faith he 1o naaplel'.aly Justified n

4
and saved. Cantrary to Rome, falth 1a not only the bo=- \‘
ginning of juctification; 4t s also the middle and endl “\

A

\

?
i

ahon Nomans 3:2¢ is quoted to prove that falth Lo "an

act of bolleving == ospoclally that God justifles i 1mp:.nhr.

by His graco through the redemption thai ls in Chrlst J‘ecm" “

the cloment of personal trust in the "concopt of falth is
eavefully avoided, and eliminatod. focording to Romo, men
is moroly Lo hold as trus, or to hopo, that God will justie
man by His graco through Christ's redomption, But look

1

;e
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clogoly at Homang J0:24. Hovre we havo a asolemn dasclaration
of a moat zlorlous uct of God. Ioved by iHis mersy, God hag
and atlil does justify man, for the sake of Christts rodonpe
tlon. That ls what (ol has dome and s%ill does. ind the
simer who comes "short of the glory of God" should take
noto of this and lm'ievo it with all hin heart, and not only
hope fovr 1%, Then he has and possesses what theso words Qe

clorg, namely full and froc Justiflostion bofers Jod,

It le noteworthy thut the ward "frcely" is wmitted,
when this passago is quotoed by the Councll of Tront(2),
The word "freely® means without any merit or wort‘--.tmvh on

the part of marn, and without any sctivity on his part i 10l

socever, If munts jusBificatlion Coos noi In any way l.c nd

on any ect ol man which is glomlitanoous with or subsequ:
mants aot of falih, thon surely mants justi“ieat-imi‘ is

sclely an ci; o’ God, and the bellever is fully jaats. oﬂ

in the moment ho belloves and trusts In the meriits of ,c‘m ist.

Wo other step or stens are nocezsary o obbain justii‘ﬂcywion,

o8 Lhe noman Satholie Church &Goolures,

tlebrews 11:6 literally roeads:

"Hut apert from falbth 1% 1s lmposslbleo %o pl‘auso
;55..: (Cm‘l) woll: for it bohooves him who apprgechos
God to bolieve thub He iz and that e baaomﬁ a
voyordcy o tnoso that geak illm oub.

B) c-i'EZ c. ':L!'OEEE' 5.6, O!!Gp.ﬁ. :‘.




This passago s cals of a porson who has already cowe to
falith, "Plstousai"ls Lorist infinitivo, inchoutive, and
means "has coume to faith" once and for all (3). Falth lo
firet, thon comlng; no other soguenco is possiblo. '..-hlt ia
moant by the coxpresslon "coming to God"g It means apprioache
ing Gold 3In order to pray to Him, praigo and thank Him aid
serve iim with holy works, The Ixpositorts Grook -'a‘ost:s:.'.\‘mt

calls this ¥tho seomi-tocinleal sense of Yprogerchomai", A‘

A
uso which is camon in the Epistle Lo the HobrowsY. "Come\

ing to Ged", then, weaus wallting with God as inoch did. IU \
\

doos not mean, as Romo olalms, caaing nearer and nourer to “-,. \
1

Giod with the hope of belng oventually justified. The pere= | )

son vho Yis coming to God" is elready justifled and alroady

possessed the forgivenoss of hlsn sins.

Sueh a person who approachos God "bollcvos that Cod

I = S L g
F
P

18", This doos not moan that he meroly bellovos that thoro
18 o doity, us Komo would have us bollove. The contoxt far= %

bids this., The hercos of faith listod in the oleventh chape

5
»

-

tor lmow more nbout God than the fact that Ho oxiste and

. ——— i s g
P 1

#hat e 1z & divino boing. Bolleving that Cod 1s means ©o
nave the absolute confidonce that God ozactly as f[e has re- i
vealed Hlmself. fTho phrage "God 18" Lis really tho "I A"
of Exodus, chapter J, vorse 14, put into tho third porscm. |

3) Jamloson, Fuusett, Brown: Critleal & Lxplanatory Comzons
tary on the Bible, P«471.
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Because fod is what lo is: Pathor, Son, Holy Spirit, who
nave nll coopcratod In our salvabion, this God "bocomoe®,
ghows Himsel?, as o rovarder to thom that dilizontly scck
Him, In what rospoct Cod rowsrds them thut scolk iIim 48 not
otated. Ilome abugos tho toxt vhem 1t statos that CGod ro=
werds such scckors with etornal lifc as o roward of wmerit,
The toxt moroly gays that God will in gomo way bless thoso
belicvers vho diligontly seek to Imow f1im better and to

ploago !im,

1 wings, chapter 7, verso 3 roads, "Propiro your
hoarts unto the Lord, snd sorve Mm only", 71 el niph1
lmperative of , 7.) s Moans to proparo onesell, to
bring onesclf into a sottled conditiom In which tho em
tions are ealm nrd all dotractlions are removed. This 1s
cloarly tho meaning whon the verd 1a used tojethor with
tho ward "heart”, tho sont of omotlons and fedllngs. In
this pasgage Somuol oncouraged tho Israolitos to place
thomselvos into such a framo of mind and in such a stato
of crnotlon that thoy would be more rocoptive to tho in-
filucnce of God. A1l distrackions should be removed, that
thoy mizht give z2ll tho moro heed to the mossago that God
had for thom. Thoro 1s notning sald here of proparing
oncaelf for justification bofore (ol, =8 Rome claius.

(il R 110 01 . . 1) DI 4

RTINS,

rRYET . ety ®
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iIn thoe Jocrocs oir the Council of Tront, tho cxproage
lon "justlfled ficoly" in Romans, chapter S, vorse 24 io
understosd In thls sense that "nono of those thincae which
brocedo justification - vhother falth or works - morili *ho
grace itpelf of Justification"(4). To this wo anawer Lhat
whon Paul says wo are Juéstif’!.ed. Lrooly, ho means we’ aro
Juatiriod frooly, giatultously, all the way through and
not morely in the Lirst stops. The apostle Paul oxcludos
mants worke from tho "whole process" of justificntion and
not mercly from the "boglnning™ whon ho says in Romans,
cheptor, verso 6; "If by grace, then it s no morc of

works; otherulss grace is no moro grace".

In Dotthew, chapter 19, vorso 17, Jesus gays o the
rich young rulor: "If thou wilt enter iato life, koop the
commandments®, Thle passago 1s used to prove that man
contributes towerd his Juatificatilon by kooping the comnund-
ments. ve aduii that if man could keep the commandments of
God porfecily, he would oarn etornal life. But Josus is
hore trying to show the rich: ruler how Imposslible this 1s,
By strossing tho Holy Law Ho wantod to ppon the oyos of the
yeung man $o his sinful condition thai heo might despalr of
his own offorts to hoop the Law and thal hoe might scek a
different way of salvation. HNamely, that he might put all

of his hope and trust in Jesus, who would do overyithing nce-

esaary for his salvation. -
EI:“-.esa!:Im"i T, cauplor Ce
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The words "The :!.mm:m man 1s ée.qmv&id day by day",
talen from sceond Corinthiens, chaptor 4,’ vorso 16, are
used o show Ii:.hut; Juatification is es_ﬂor.tia]_.ly a gradunl
progross of sanctifleation, But theae words i-orer to tho
dally crouth of the np!.!’ituai nabure of a Chrlatian, who
is azlrc;ad:,-' Justified beforo God. In the fourteenth verse
o tho same cheptor Paul expresses hig confidence that fod
will ralse him u..ml the bvelievorg,o whoa he 1o a;r;tinz,and
bilosa thom with a gloricus followship with Chrl si'.-. fiow
can anyone glory in suoh a hopo, if ho is nol yet fully
Justificd before God. Romo does not follow Seripiuro
wiocn it practieally identilies justi_ﬁo&tion with ganc-

filfﬂ.cu‘tlcn .

In Coldssions , chapter 3, verse 6 we read:;"Uortily
your mombers which are upon the earth™, These words are
gpokon Lo poople whp aro already juutiﬁad and saved. They
aro "rigon with Christ", vorso 1 , end their lives "aro hid
in (hwrigt®, verso J. Thoso peoplo are urged, in vorse 6,
5o uvoid the common sins of the day, not bocnuse thelr
justifleation would be Increoased thoreby, but Go show thoy
apo "dend te sin® apd thab V'I':hos.!' "1ife is hid with Christ”,

Ronen Catholles tim;.uaclvea admlt that Romans, chaptor




7.

8ix, verses 15 and 19 gpoak of sanetification {(H). 3In the
£irst vorse of tho fiTth chaptor the apostla faul closed
the subjoct of _juncifieatlon by saylng:"Therofore bolng
Justiried by falith, 0 have po.sce with God mrm._,h our
Lord Josus Christ". In tho slxth chaptoer he taloes up an
entirvely differont matlor, m::ely the aiior of sanctili-
callon. e bogins by saying :"Chall wo continuo in oln,
that szﬁaéa nay abound? Gou fm-blul. How gnall wo, tint aro
Jeml 'n: ain, live any long,er thorelin? _:':nd an the basis of
i _t,‘;.sv*_,,mi., the apostlo apponls In verses 19 and 19, thut
Chripnicns, alveady justiflied boiwre Go-J., ghouid no longer
"lot sin reign in thoir 1ori. al body?, bt that they should
yleld themselves unlo 30:1" Seripbure spoaks of sonetlifi-
cation o the simer after e justificd. Bubt the Rom
catihwoilc Church yevorsos the proccoss. It urgos the sinuer
to sanetifly himpelf, in ordar that hq might ba juatillied
by Cod, nomoly that ho might ho pronounced rightoous and

recoive tho remission of sina,.

7o passago in the 31ble is used us .‘.‘rc'u;uant'.ly a8 [eVe=
clations, chapter 22, versc 1l o prove that }i:ho:m ig an
inerease ln the stato of justifigatlon. <Thero ls som
difficulty comoorning the oriaina;. ro..dine; of this pasgugo.

In some of tho bost snolont maruseripto o roading is:

5) bocroes. of Ce of Zrent, s.ﬁ,cly-q.p.l(_).




Y1et hin do righitoousnoss gtill®{G). But in the letter of
the Vierno and Lyohs Barbyrs in the 2nd century, found in
iusebius, the reeding 4s:; "He that s rightoous, lot him be
rightosus (or e justilficd) stiil®. No meruocerint is us
old &g this lettor. .'tf the fivst rouding clited: YiLet hinm
do vightocusness stlll", it is clear that tho pasasge doos
not spealz of juatificatlon, in tho Bibllcal sonse of the
torm, bDut of sangtiflontlon,  The sonse of the passage is:
The rizhtoous, or tho beliover, should cmtimio to do wint

1 Just snd pight in tho sight of God.

T2 tho correct roading 1s: Wio that is rightoocus, lob
hin be rightecsus sbirl®, then the word "stlll must be cone-
asldorod, .-";li suthorities scom o So agroad that "eti" ig
here an cdverb indleating o duration of tine. Iathor btrang-
Intos 1% with "fsmerhin?®, meaning Yalways, all of the
timo", The Zing Jamos Version and tho Revisod Standard
Version render 1t with the word "gtill®. Hence "eti" ls
taken ap an advord of time and not of quality to indicute
an inercase or doorense. Lven the Hew Catholic Translate
ton uses the word "still”, ani it doos not in a foot-note
indicate that tho meaning is "still more”. lence oven tho
Gatholie trenolation does not give any suprort to the

thought that an ineroese’ in the state of Justifleation is

taught in this pessago.

Wie, Syrizc, Coplle,  ndreas, Cyprlan.
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It ie cicuy thuat thls pussngo-says nothing wboui an ineroaso
in tho state of Justificntlon. Rather it cnoourazes tho
Delicver in Chrlst o continuwo in the true Laith aml ro-
maln in the blessed stato of justificaticn, Lccording bo

o Izposlitorts Greelk Testament, 1t spenks of "persloience

&

good” and the "porcoverance of tho salnta", The thought

ek

hel there is an ingrease poonible iz the stafte of justlfl.
catlon &8 foredgn from he text. ard Roman Cathellc (hoo-
logy roads sosethlng into the text wion it uses this passage

prove that 1ts doctrino of justification is Biblleal,

The spocond chaptor of the kpistlo of Jawes, partiocul-
ary vorse 24, is usod t;o.‘ prove that falthh and woriks have o
place in justificaticn. Hero 4t must Lo rouombored thal
Juumos Lo gpoaklng to poople viioss fallh was morely Intell-
octuai; 4t lackod heari-felt trust in the Javior. It was
a faith of the head and mouth, gsueh as evon thoe devils pose
sess, accordlng to verse 19. Gueh a fuith is doad, Locause
1t oxeris no influence over the porson's oonduct und ilfe.
on the other hend, gonuino heert-foll trust in Christ and
ilis redempticn cannot but show itsolr in the kind of works
that wvoe do.  snd it 18 by those werlks that wo prove to tho
world thad we have the right falthe.  lon cannot sea our
foith, 8o we must provo cur faith by our waris. This is
the groat lesson of he seccnd chapter of the hplstlie of

Jasog., In the 21st vworse we ore told that Abraham




deponstrated his lmpllcit falth in tho Nessish,and hls
trust in God,by hle willingness ¢o offer his oun son. God
gaw tho hereic Yulth of asbrahan long bofore thls todk pluce,
end ol considered ibraham pightocus bocause he posseased
nlag falth, This is cloar from Genosla, chapter 15, verso

C und algo llomang, chuaptor 4, verse 3. (ionco Abraboz was
alresdy justificd bofore God, bofore he poriormod tho work
of offoring his san. But the werld did not sco Abrahan's
falth, untll 1% saw hils works. &4nd thls is what James L

trying to impross wpon thoe minds of hias readers. He is Loy~

in: to uvake At clear to thom that they must provwe to thelr
followmen by their works that they arve truly justificd i:c-
fore lod by tholr fulth. ionce Jamos 1o not spoaliling of
cur Jusbification befare God, Lut of cur justification boe
fore men. Dome errs azaln when 1t uscs this pasaago fo

prove thad we ore justificd bofore Jod by falth and works.

Fron what we have seon untll now, 1t 1s cloar that
the Rozen Coathollc deetrine of Jjustification is not in
nsemeny with Seripture. It 1s not bullt upon iho "9 oundo-
tion of tho apostlcs and propheis”. lNowhore dces feripture
claim that falth 15 the Thogimning of Jjustifloation”, but
1t declorcs that the person is fully Justifiesd when he Do-
lieves in Christ. Nowhore doss the Bible minglo justifica-

tion with sancbtificaticn, a8 Home does, but 1t always ro-




&1.

gards thom ag tuo dletinet concopis which have nothing In
common. Justlficetlon is treated first, and U

tnen, aitor
the siznor is justified, 1t urges him bto sangtillcation,

»nllo Home urges tho sinnc® on in sancbiflcation with the
hope of being oveniuulily justiflied. ind finally, Seripturo
knowa nothing of an Inercase in Justification. ﬁemo. the
Roman Gatholic dogtaine of justifllcatlion ls not built on
Holy Seripturc. It rosbs on Church Tradition, ag wo shall
see in tho following chaptor.




bb) Romo's Use of Church Tradltion.

Church ':.f‘radipion indoed provides ample support for tho
Roman Cathollce doctrine '-of Justiflicatlion. But we soon learn
that there ls hopeloas confusion among tho Church Fathors.
Theearllor writers lmow nothing of Homo's olaborato systen
of justiflication. and although late;' theolozlians maie
atatenents that might be 8o construed aa to support the
Catholic docirine ol justiflcation, 16 is only among tho
Sehiolasties of tho 12 to the 1Oth conturies where we
Lind the doetrine as 1t ls proclalmed to thls day. e
have vouson Lo bolievo that tho Roman Catholic doctirline of
Justification is vhe product of a gradual dovelopment of
uniziblleal thoology in tho Fow Testamont Chwrehi. Ikis is
what we shall cndeuvor to prow. DBy scanning tho wrltings
of the promincnt churoh fathers, wo shall try to trace e
gradval developmont of tho Romen Ce tholic doctring of justl-

Siceation,

povelopmont during tho Sub=-ipogtolic Ago.

"pem this poriod we have the folloving writinss: The

fpilatle of the Church ot fome to the Chwrch at Corinth,
writton by Cloment of Homo; ©he Epistlos of Ignatius, Blo-
hop of Antloch; and an Eplstle to the Phillilippians, urliiton

by Polycarp, Bishop of Snyrns.
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Cloment of fowo urites;"ie who by lids will have ‘been
collod in Christ Jesus are not justificd by oursolves or
by our wisdon or understanding or picty or the doeds which
vie -izr:avc wiought in hollness of heart, bubt through that
falth through which frazx tho beginning Almighty God has .
Justifiod ail™{l). denco with him, justifleaticon is by
“falth alonc®” and this faith is the antithosis of works.
Suehh justification .;..a follovwed by sanctification., Inle
tablng Pavl, Clowent wrltes: "what shall we do, bthen, Dro-
thrent Ohelil we be slobhiul in wolledoing and cease froem
lovo? my tho lastor forbid that thls should happon. HRS
let us Lo zoalous o sceomplish overy good dqed with cnergy
md reudincss (2). Upon tho questlon, @y should Christims
do thisy, he answors:”Tho Croctor anl Haster rejolcos in
His works"(3). And againg "Having this pattorn Dofore us,
10t us folicu His will withiout delay, let us work the wvoric
of rightoousness wilh all our strength®(4).

Yot in splte of this boautiful testimony that we ave
Justifiod by falth alone, c;emepi; ﬁartm_;l.l:; gorrupts Sibli-
cal dootrinc when ho says that "wo propitiate God by ro=
pentance and prager'(d). 4t anothor occaslon no wrges his

readers o "boscech the Naster with teara that Ho may have

1)Epistle oi Home to Gorinth, 32,4.
2)ibid. 33,1.
3)ibid. 85,2 md T

84 - 25 8, . -
g%%gfé- '?:'f A1a0:"Mhrough Llovo ouwr sins may bo forgivon,;80,5.




morey upon us and Le reconclled to ua"(6). Hereby Gloment
sows theo soed for the Catholic doctrine of PONANCa, Jine
marizing we {ind that Cloment clearly teachos justificution
Dy fuibh alone in Christ. But &n hls writing thore is a
tendency to let the truth that all sins havo been cnco end
for ull forgiven in Christ slip away. Ho obscures objeete
ive justliflcation.

[

In the Lpletles of Ignatius the doctrino of justificae-
tion ls obscured by unclear, mysticai language. 30 tho
Epheaiens Iznabtius writes that they woros \

Stonoe of the temple of tho Pathor, wade ready |}
Dy the engine of Josus Christ, that is, Lhe crows '\

and using as a rope the Jloly Spirlt. and your \
faith is youwr windluss, and love 19 H-:e wvay that
leadeth up to God (7).

Ignatius contlnunlly plaecos faith and love on tho sune

lovel (8), Yhe vuay of salvation to him is "folth towards

fim and love towards Him, In lils Passion and Hesurreotion”

{8). o does not say that love or works save, yet he

points in that dlrection. [owover, o pushos sin into tho

background, clothos justiifleetlon in mystical languuge,

and rofers 3% to thoe future judgront, and thus sowa more

unSeriptural thaght.

7)ip. Lphoslans, 9,1.
8) iph. 20:1, wralliens 831, Smyrna G,1.
9) Lpe Lposians, 20,1.
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Polyocarp statos that wo are saved "by grece and not
by warks®, tut by the will of ol through Carist (10).
Christ is "our jlopo and Pledge of owr rightocusncss®, be-
cauge He dled "for our sine®, "in owr stond snd was raised
by God Jor us“(ll). God -wills our salvation; therofors vo
should cbey His will, forsske false dootrine, und beliove
on Him who ralued Jozmue Chxist fras the dead (12). Sueh

falth brings forth frult (13). and yot he says that "almoe

giving scls free Drom deoathY(id). ‘1“115 18 a most u.qha oBY

¢

roénare, Just .mi. ho mauni. is ot clenr'. vie eanno.. say
with cerlalnby ths.i he meant t.m-:: alasaivinu s.wes. with
the cxception of thils ill-chosen p‘nrase, we {find that Polye
curp walks cleser Lo LSoripture than dlor{toz:t and Ignetius,
Becnuso hie So cmphatically states that we are saved net by
our worlks but by grace, accordins to the ’57111 of God

t:n"ﬂ:&,’ﬁ Chwrlist,

‘I:'* the Sube-ipostolic age justification 13 a raatm.e-
ment of Lpostollc teuching. Nevertholess, t!m"c are gome
A sturbin; signg. Cloment olaius i;.mt; our slns ure forglvon
thraugh iove and that Uod ia propiauiavod by repontanco

prayer und reconciled by owe toars, Iznatius asoignag

20) Lp. %o t‘nillpplana, 1:3.
11) Iu-'-fl- E--u’ l 2’ s. 9’ 9=2i
12) Ibia, 2:1.
13) ‘)quv &:21
i4) Thid. 10:2.
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Justilicatlion to the future judgment and thus leaves tho
door wido opon for &ll manner of workerighteocusncsa., S00ne-
Inzly he pointa Yo falth and works as the way of salvation.
Polycarp unfortunately sava that almsgiving dolivors fram
denth, 011l of thoese unSeriptural gstatements sre "socdg”

£pron uhich fal go doctrines sprang up later,

uevolopment in tho Post-ipostollc ige.

In this pericd wo have the Ipistlc of BDarnabas, vhoge
suthor is uninown; tho Shepherd of Hermas; tic scomd Iplie
ptle of Clemont; tho writings ol Justin snd Irensous; and

-

pdlatle to blognetua.

The iplatle of I arpabas ‘na_ longer teuchoa justificoe
bion by faith alono. Justifleation is mot decluring bul
malking rlghioous. Uo are justifled wien wo "ourselvos
hove beon mede perfoet"(lS). It évcsl gays "Thou shalt worlk
wvith thy hands for a pansaa for thy sin_s"(lﬁ). Faith is
mero hopo: "hopo of sgalvailon, hope of ni‘a, hope in Josus,
hope in the cross"17)Thero is not oven a suggoation of cbe-
joctive justificatlon. Xuch is seid about subjoctlve justi-
fleation, wilch s bezun in Suptian and completod in tho
next wo'*.:m (18).

I5Y Tp. Burnabas, 6:iv, 4:10. -
10) rbid, 19:10 :

18) Thid. Gilgo
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In Ghe Didacho wa road;"of ‘whatover thou hast gaincd
by thy hands thow shelt glve o ransom for thy sing; = for
than slal & know wic s the good Peymaster of 'the reward”(19)
fmeh 1s gnld about confossion and repontanco, bubt those is
ne mentlon of the forgivencse of sins and redemption
e ovgh Chelet (20). And the CGospol bocanes practicully

a "ow nLaw"(21).

The Chophord of llermas inows nothing of justiification
Dy faith. PFalth 18 movoly the "first virtue”(22), Justifli-
eation mouns "maklng rightecus". The author says, "Be justi-
Fled and senctificd fron all wiciwdnoss and croockodnoas”{25)
Baptlom s only Cor sins commitited before Baptian. fatige
faction 1s meeessary for all sins comzittod after Baptiam,
Paith cun exlst without wyorks of faith. Hence falth is roe-
gardod ag moroly cosent to church toachlng. .rmci neny othoxy

feristural thoughts appoar (24).

The gecond Epilstle of Glemont indleutes tho way of
salvation as fatth in Christ and lmoping tho comranduents.

19)Lidache 4:6,7.

20)ibid, 4314, 14;1, 10:06.

21)3ibid. B8:2, 15:5,4.

22)Shephord of Hormag,d:8,3. - . | ..

33)1231(1- 329,11 ‘?.-Ean.'\f,la'?, SM-V,?:I.) . 2

24)C, Bigg, in "The origins of Chrisilanlty'(1909),p.01,
nightly says:"Strange that this obscure and not vory utt-
ractive writor should have set in motion o chain of causes
that £inally brought Luther into the fieid”,




Only thvouch Chrlast are we -saved, ' But if wo "sorve Jod"
we ghall "bo rightocus"; cnd if wo "do vightocusneas” wo
siail Lo saved at the end (2b). Hore we havo VaZUe PhPLS0e

ology «nd eonivslion of Iuw ond Gogpel.

The Ldon of Justifleation by falth is so forelsn to
Justin :»?aré:;r, that he docs not oven use the cxpreasion
in the apologles. in the Diulogue with Typho, Justin
cloarly points out his way of gaulvation w8 [cllows:"lo-
comwe acqualnbed with Christ,; Lo washad in the fountaln
spolien of by Isalah for the remission of sins, and for tho

reat, Live sinless lives'(28).

ve came to Irenacus, who has boen eallzd the first
theolozion sinco the apostles. In his great work "idversus
ilnorosoa” ko strosses mun!a freeo '\*;iJ.J. toward £alth and
works (87). Paith to him 1s ossentially "the reception of
the Hule of Maith™(28), end in"doirg the {-;ill of GoaY¥,
Those wio have i;‘nis- i‘:xiﬂ':t possess the Spicit of the Pather',
The Spirlt of God 1s "engrafted”, must "be infused” lato

the substznco of the flesh (20). Herc we have tho seed

that later on grow into the doctrine of tho'gratia infusald

Bh)oocond Bp. oy Glewont, 1:7, 1l:1, 19:3.
26)Dlaloguc with Typho, ©.44.

27).d. ilacroses, IVi37,5,0 and 59,2.
28)Ibld, I11:5,2=¢ and IVi6,5.

29)Ibid, Vill,l Hghe




Because wan hag a £roe will, ho must cooperato in his sal=
vetion., o must lovo God and his noighbor, presorve &ho
natural procepis, aand follow lis Tord, i he 1s to be saved
{¢0). Henco we soe that Irenncus alvesdy thinks of tho
grace of (ot as o spirituanl subgtance, eand not as tho favor

of God for tho sako of Christ. Mo otreasos the frou will,

skl toaches justificatlion by faith and works,

Only in the kpiatlo to Diogneiud do we find tho dco-
irine of justifiention in all its Diblical purity (S1).
Upon justificatlon inevitably folicws sanctificuatlion (32).
Fran this cpistlc yo learn thal the pure docirine was still
towné ond held throughout Christlanilty In tho secamd cone-

tury, cithough orroncous ideus wore gradually crocping in.

in the Pout-apootolic Age we find Cloment of Howmo sou-

ing the seed of thoe doctrine of penanco, Isnatius pushing
Juotification into the distant future, the "shopherd of
Hormas” defining justification as "maklng rightecus”, wnd
Ironaeus adding the thought that such justificaticn is
accon lishod by the "infuslon of God!s Spirit". Thoso un-
Seriptural thoughts lay wmore or loss dormmant in the minds
of the Posteipostolic Fnﬁmrs- But all of theoso thoughts

vere gubthorcd inte one systom by Teriullion,

30’151(1-3“:12,5- IV;lﬁ.l-rI‘i:w,lﬁ-
31)Zpe. to Diognotus, 9:2=.
O2)Thid 10:2,3,4.
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sovelopmont under Tertullian,

3y introducing tho logailem and moralisa of the Poste
Apostollic TFathers into uestoran Christlanity, Tertulllian
establlishod the trenmd in dogtrine for moro than ono thoue

sand yoars {S8). To him the Gocpol is the Law of the ‘

Chrisbleons. o sald:"ilox propric nostra, id cst ovangele

Jun"(54). Therofore it is nocessary for tho Christian to

Eeep the law and oarn morit boforc God. TFear of God ao

the Luuglver and judse is the begimming of salvation, Who
fulfulls the law of God makos Him o dobtor (S5). Zven 1n
Baptlem the rrededing ropencance earna the forgivonoss of
aing £36). Tho sano holds trus for all acts of ponaned dure
ing 1lfe. Ian should not only kecp tho "prascopta" but .
alse the "coneilia¥(37). By dolng this wman carns a trogaw-
sure of holincss and reccmpenseos Chiylst for what iie has

dane (&8). Tho whole plan of the Catholic doctrine of morit
is found with Tertullianj grace is carned by merits, and

through grace, ability s given to merlt etornal life.

with Tertullisn we have all the oloments of the Reo=

mon Catholic doetrine of justification with the oxgoption

335)aceborg: Lehrbuch der Dogmengeschichto, vol.l,p.4d8.
&4) do. monog. 8.

Sb)de paon 2., and .

36)do pacne G. ofes dee pud. 9.

37) ca Harc.II,l7 ad ux.Il,l.

38) do oxhre 0a8t.10. des rosurr.8. do pat.lG.
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o' the doctrine of "infused graco” and the doctrine of the
gacranonts. Uwith Tertullian we hnva the following: Prec
will of man, felth as "intolloctual agsent to Clmrch dog=-
trin”, justification as "making rightoous', and the dcetrlino
of "grace and morlit". The scod of "infused graco" that wns
sown by Ironscus lo ignored by Tortullian (39). He dcos not
divide gracoe late varlous cluoges, and atill insists that
Godts grace is obtuined by the Tord (40). But on tho othor
hand, he maintalns that Baptism apd. the Word give tho Holy
Spirlt as an "insortio and infusio spiritus', which producos
the "Lranemitotio in molius(4l). This l1s but ano siep frem

the doetrine of the "gratia infusa®,

Iator Novolopucnt.

The thooleglans wine Mcdiatel:; followed Tertulllan
brought nothing now. They kopt thc thoughts of Tertulllan
alive, Cloment of Alexandria sﬁys this of jusbifloution:
“he Christlon docldos 'c;i.ﬁ:z his frec will for ﬁo:l and :E:l_u

Law, gocs frem faith’ to femr with ivs righteousncas, to
“Gnoais” and love, to pormonent union with God, to a 1life
of prajer and zool works, to tho rml righteousncss (42).

d-h Satme

orizin, in gplte of his PFeullno .I.'omulna and Scr:!.pi:uml

39) tHee puge 58.
22;1 renacus v, il.oél. .
Irenaocus ¥,0,8.
42)Secberg, _}ogé.onsesc.uchte,vol.l.p.ﬂsri‘.




language, makes justificatlon dopondent on convoraion,poni-
tonce, lwoping of tho Law, and iamitebing Christ (23).

Cyprian gays that sbraham with "£138d ac lustitias! earrod

recogniiion by Ged (44). Christisns carn distinctlon as
God's pooplo with "tho merit of faith"(48), and rishtoous
ig ho whe has “the works of rightoouaness”™(46). Athanasiug
writes little about justiflcation, but he statos ropeatedly
that whoscever ieg "deiflod” by Christ is thereby an heir of
eternel 1life (&7]§. The thought that wo must be "deifled
Ly Chylet in ordor to Lo saved is something that is faund
in all Zastern theologys whaich 1s sumuarized by John of

URNSSous.

In the poriod just before auzustine we fimd a purtial
roeturn to the Biblicael docirine of justification (48). It

wag ambroso who made o famcus statoment: -

non glorinbor, gquia lustus sum, sod gloriabor, :
gula redonpbus sum; glorlsbor, nonm gula vacuus
poceatl sum, sod quia mini romissa sunt pe?’?g;:a.,
&
Yob in spito of Li:ls glorlous confesslon, anbrose clings

to Qrigon'a thought that by our works of satisfactlon wo

pracilontly appoase God and mele owr sins forgiveable (50).

TS TEVanaT,as Ll,is 12,45 contra Gels.III,77,57.
‘3.4.){.:.0 “.OI'tﬂl. 1'7,12. bm.wth-o' “
45)op.G5,18. :
40)do, mortal.l0.20. 16
sping 1T.503 I '
gggéeﬂ-e;;?vai:g‘:ﬁ.g.ﬁ:"Dl.o eltlatoinlsche Botonung der "lox”
und ﬂ.ﬂ;' fmenita’ tritt surueck, dlo "lustiflcatio sola

Pyt 1» w_ -
£0)do Juo Bog,Ble 50)do Poen.I,17,02; do Paradis .14,71.
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ihile Tortullian injected lesalism and moralisn into
the docirine of justiliocutlon, it was the gorrupbions of
fugustlinets sintemonts that sappliod tho mystical elerente.
Torthulllan practicaliy gsnld: Man must do oevorythinz. 7o
this ‘usustine replled: God doos everything, for all deow
pends on tho grace of God. The Scholastics compromlsod
and said in effect: By end through the Grace of God, men:

wielze out his salvation,

sugustine taught o bondage of the human will., Bu

._.-c'l-———u' L ity

Jon Qassian soon objee'aed' and insistod that tho fall ?1‘
nan was "infic Lrmitos libordi arbitrii(S1), In the year )
the Gouncll of Orango upheld tho frec will, but cualled 1'.

Pinelinatum ot attonuatun®, so that man eculd not of h!ms@ﬁ'
beliove or love Ged, This is s5€ill Roman Jatholic doetxi‘mo.
Pelagius looked upon 8in only in the form of acts. To *ﬂ.m

sin wag no state or cmdition, It_ was not o corruption &l‘

mants nature, but only a corruption of his willi, ian mud:t

will $he sinful act, otherwipe 1t is not aln, This ﬂtouai::t
survived in the Roman Catholic Church umtil the preaont ;
timo, when wenial sin or the concupiscence remaining in x'
the beliovor after ho has been cloanzed by infused graco | ‘
is not considored sin (52). In opposiilon to Polaglus, \

Augug ting teught that man's vholo nature was corrupt, and

51)Coll, 1II,12. /
62) .:aehars, )ogrrensesoh!.ohte sVOle2,D.405CF, :




not only his will, and thet man is thorcfore abnolutely in
nocd ol Gol's graco. ‘sugustine taught that Orace was “in-

spiratic caritatis". The power to will and to do &he good,

this transformilon in man, 1o the main offoct of Graco(bs).
augustine spoke of the :l.r_apnr_tatior_: of grace toman in a moboe-
pbysloal sonso. But the Scholastile thoologians pervortcd
:io slutomonts and tought thet the graco of Géa was lmpayt-
ed paysleally or acbucliy "infused" into tho soul of man,
Such gruce, infusod physlcally and actually, renows men's

nature and makes him capable of moriting etornal 1ife. Thig

is atill homan Gathollo doctrine today.

“ho guostileon of how and by vihat mpans man rococives

tho "gratla infuse® ciready troibled scmo of the Post-ipose
volle Pathers as woll as laber thoolglana (54). Tho Schole
ngtlics of tho [iiddle ages solved this pronlem. Tholr anse
wor wag: ldan vocoives Infusod grace through the Sacramentc.
3y giving this answor, the Scholastics cm:plet:éd the Homan
Gatlolic dootrino of justification. ilomo ‘still toaches that
the graco of Jod is infusod into man throush tho seven Bace
ranonis. 1l of tho &Scholagtic theolglana taught that tho
Sacroments produced "justification and sunctification”, bo-

guusce they Zmpurted to man tho "gratia lustificans"(55).

83)epiritus ot Litt. 27,47,
54) Sceberg, mgmengescﬁlohte.. voled ;PedSGe
{;5" Ibﬂ.a- anus.p-453f¢




Tho Scholustles agree inm this that the main thing in
the =zet ol Justifleaticn 13 the infusfon of graco through
the Cacraments. Through this grace the rexl cbliteration
of sin ls effected. Such oblitoration conaists of "expule-

aio culpae” and "remisslo peceati'. 4ll Scholastics dise

tingulsh sherply botuoen the oxpulsion of guilt and tho ro-
micglon of slns. Jnd tho Pforglvoness of glans 1s looked up-
on 8 a rosult of tho cxpulsion of guilt through infused
grace(50). Those doctrinal formulas of tho Zeholustics |

are still the sourco of Home?!s doctrine of justifiecation.

This dootrine has not changed since the days of Thomas “‘
1

Aequlnas, the groeatest of the Schooluon, wno ias stlll the |

groat toacher In the Roman Catholle Church,. ]‘._

By tecchlng that infuscd grace males man adlo GO pere- \"\.
form meritoridus works, wiilch oarm more grace and also "\
etornal 1ifo, the Scholastics exbodied Tortullian's worke \
riat;&;ecuénass 4n tholr system. This stop bringa to o closo
the dovelopment of their dootrine, whilch is stlll tho offi-
cial tewching of tho Foman Cathollc Church to this day.

Honcoe tho Homan Catholic doctrine of justlflcation is tho
result of o gradual devolopnent of uncriptural thought,
which finds its roots in the _er:.'onaou' statomonts of the

early Church Fathors.

66) Sewberg, bogmengeschichio, vole3,p.227, 580.
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ihe Jourco of Soth Dootriros of Justificatlon.

Be Tho Luthorsn Doctrind.

The Iutheran Church olaims that it draws its dootrine
of justificntion diroctly and only feam Seripture. When
oxpounding doetrine, the Luthoran Church frequently refers
to Lto Confonsions. DBut this is done only to show that
uhe Confessions are truc and corroct eoxpositions of Bible-
truth. The Imthoran Church has always malntuined thats
Uyhnt 1o not Biblical has no rizhtful place in theolozy™.
in ordor to determine whothor the Imthoruin doctrine of
justific=tion, as presented in tho Confessiong, 1s 4n full
harmony with Bible truth, we shall lot 3cripture itself

speak on tho subject.

vhon the Biblo speaks of mants justif'icatlon bafare

God, it preosupposos the total depravity ol man, the rodemp-
tion of Christ, and the final recoroiiatlon with God. The
Bible clearly teaches the total dspravity of man, when b A7
declorcs thnt Yovery imagination of the thoughts of man's |
heort is only ovil conbinually®, that the hwian hoart io

"doceitful above all things and dssperately wicked", amd

that i:he:‘e.i‘o:ea “the natural man ;'oceivet}s not the things

of tho Epirit of Ged", but that hie 1s "an onemy of God"{1).

1) Gon.635, Jor.17:9, 10or.2:14, hem.8:10.
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SJerlpture cannot gpesk moro clearly vhen denylng the £roo
will of man snd deolaring his total dopravity, =nd those
arc tho suuo passagos which the Luthoren Church uscs to
dofond ite deotrine of total dopravity amd the bondago of
the huian will. Hore Scripture apmd the Luthoran Clurch

arg in full harmony,.

with Seripture, the Luthoran Church alse tosches the obe
Jeetlve reconeclliatlion of man through Chrisi's redonntlon.
Chrlsh, by His viearious atonemont, fully aatisflod Codls
Justico and thue caaplotoly redoomod the human race. It
ig writton:"ihen vo wore cneoules, wo wore roconcilod to God
Ly the decth of Hls son"(2). /ind agaln:“God was in Christ,
reconclliing the world unto Himself, not impuiing theolir
trespasses unte thom"(3). This moana, thon, that whon
Christ dioed an ©ho cross, God gouscd H1s hoatllity towards
man, Bofore tho divine bar of Jua‘él&:s ile lully lforgave all
mon all Micdr elns, And this is completo objoctive justlifie
cation for oll mmkind, a most glorlous doctring of the
Biblo, wiilch the Luthoran Church defordo a.;-;a!.nsiz nil who
would violato 1t(4).

'?')7.2’-% cinans gém. .

4)Plepor: Christliche Dogmatle, Vol.2,P.414:"LIt ls vory iup-
orbunt that we hold fast to thia doctrine of the ob_lact;?.ve
roconclliation or justification; for if wo malc & g:l.at?.m
here, we cunot rectlly it ui‘tewarﬂ:a“. See also Dlorks,
Reconeiliation ond Justlficatlion, P.9S8.




Hore 1s vhore the iioman CGatholic Church malws a gerious
mistnke., IU Conchos faleoly Su tho dootrino of subjective
Justlfiention, becuuse 1t povrverts the objective reconcil-
latlon of Chrlat, This 1s soen Lrom a statemont of one of
their theologlang:
%ho privilege of purilecipatling ln tho ' morits of
Chwrlatls vicarlous atoncmont deos not rolieve us
of tho duty of porsonally atonlng for our sins.
That ¢hrist hus ronderod adequatc satisfactlon
for thoe sing of tho vhole raco, doosnot mean that

cach Individual sinmoer is oo ipso subjeotively
rodoened (5]. :

Ceripture deolerss that objoctive juatifiezticn, or
the forjlveness of all sins of mankind, 1s tho content of
e Gospel {(G). lore tho plunor cun do just cne of o
thinge: oitkhor believe the Gospol or disbeoliowve 1t. If be
rejects the dospel, 1o is durmod,-lost snd ssparated fraz
tod (7). If he bolieves it, he 1is au.vad or subjectivoly
justified (8). OsSuch subjootive justification is by falth
(9), vhich is the sase as faltn in Chwrist (10). Faith is
tho recoiving hand vhlch accepts the forglvencsa cf sins
or objoctive justificstion offered in the Jospol (11). It

pocelives Christ's rightocusnoss, anl for this reason,falth

D) PRole=P0us8, LOGOrLClogYy Pedle

G;Luku 7:47, Aots 15338, 86:18, Ephel:7, Col.lild,

7)uark 16:16, John B:18,26, Rom.9:82, 1Car.1:23, lPot.2:8.
8)iark 16:16, John 3317, 1Cor.16:28. _ :
9,30’“'3=24.25,%' 4:24.2_5. 100“.15:11-4.@

10)John 6347, 20:31, scta 16131, ljohn 5:13.
11l)Rom.5:1,18, 9:50, 0al.3:24,




is Yooclionod, countod” to the boliever for rightocusncss
(28). In all these statemonts Coripture and the Iuthoran

Confesalons aponk the gume languago.

The Tatheran Church toaches with Scripture that saving
Justifying faith ia not assent to Church &oot:'.tno, but imowu-
ledge of Chrlst, assent to His toachlung, and trust in Godla
prosiscs (13). Its ossenco is confidenco (14). It does
not save, beecause Lt 1s a moritorious act, but becuuso it

f8 the hanml which accopts the parden and peace in Chrlat,

which is offered in the Gospel.

Lith Seripture the Lythersn Church doclarcs that we

are saved or justificd by graee, in as much as Godts love
manlfestod in Christ made such justiflcation posslblo{15),
and in as mich as justification 1s a frec gift (1G). Tho
graco of God, in relation to justificatlon, ls not o pecu=
lier, mystical "infuped somothing, und inheront in the scul”,
but 4t 4s, what tho Luthoro.n- Ghu?ch declares, the gracious
disposition of God toward tho lest simmor for tho sake of

Chrict (17). Graco 1s & synonym of God's love and His
mercy (18); another word for 11is good ploasuro snd good

12)Rom.4:5,9,10.
13)Jehn 17:5, 174m,2:4, 1 John 5:13; John 17:8, Gon.15:6
18)Rom.3:84, ¢:16, Evh.1:7, 2:E.
ig%gm{-‘izﬁgog! gg;-g:isn_m 1:7. Rom.8316
""’i.!-. .:'r; .:.5&1. ,.'
18)Jobn 5116, 4t.514,6, Ipha2id, Hom.5:8, 1john 419,10,
1";}2-24:0,7, 1’5.1&: -12’ r"t.sga' Il‘pll.2=4' I.m 1= L *
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will (19). ¥ith Scripture the Lutheran Church dsclares
thel the torm "justifying” does not moan "making just or
rightecus” but declaring rightoous. Seripture concolves

it o o "nom-impubation of iniquity, forgivencss of trang-
gression, & covering of sin (20). The quality of rightoous=
noss is mot "infusod into man®, but 1t is "rockoned, counte
ed, Imputed” te him (21), so that man remains a sinner

aftor he 1z justiflied (22).

vith Serdpture the Iythearan Church deglercs that:
justiffcnticn Ly faith excludes all works of man as a
moans ob obbtulning merit bsfore God (23). Graceo is tho
vory antlithesis of warks (24), 8o thait justifleatlon is a
froo gllfe of God (£56). vhon Paul excludes the Hworks of
the Low" fron the simnerts justification bofare God, he
slso means thoe good worke porformed in obodlence te the
Horal Law, the Ton Comnendmonts. 411 those do not play
a part in our justifleation, as mry bo clearly seo firom
Seripture (26). Dven falth, which accpots Ghe morlits of
Christ, &s o glift, a creation of God, and is prosorved by
God(27) . _
10) 20in.1:6, Gul.lié, Eph.l:S=C,
80) Pe.38:1,8. .
2l) Hom.&:5,0,11. -
22) iom,7:18,10, 1Johnl:8, 2:l.
23;!-031-5:24' 435. Tit.3:5.
24) Romell:6, 4:5, 0all5:10, 5:d.
26) Lph.2:8, Rom.H3119,16,18, 6325

26) Non.5:20, 4:5,15, ohap.6 & 7. Gal.33:10,19,22.
87) Epn.2:0, Gol.2:12, Lph.1:l9, 1ret.d:s.
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agalin with Zeoriptuve the Lutheran Church declares that
Justifying faith 19 not o desd, inuctlive t‘ting, tut it 1s

the power within tho bellever thet caugos him to do goad

:1

worke (28). By means of such good works t‘no ‘boliover ia
Justitied before his fellovmen (29). Such good worké
tegbily. that Lhe door of those works has the truc saving

falth in Chrigt.

Pinuily, the Imthoran Church Goelnreé with Seripturo
that justificatlon is complele 23 scon as the alnner ombrae-
¢os Chrliat in truw faith. "o comlmmutiq;“ atrikes those .
who are united with Christ through falth (4‘0). Thoy have
poaco with God, and they walt patiently for‘lw their final
glopification {(3l). 4nd since men's Juntli‘i\entlon ig come
plote in the mowont ho believes, it 1s also ﬁartnin. jio~
thing ahall sopsrate the bolievor from the llwo of God (32).

hven in the day of trouble and sorrou ho is pre of -ﬁ.s
There 1s no descrepancy an .; ro hotween

salvation {(33)
the Imtheran t..oc'c:r'lno of justification and ..'16 cloar, sine

ple, and boautiful testimony of the Biblo, % mtherm:d\
falthinlly roproduce:rin their doctrino the wﬁbuﬁ of .\
l

Chyist and 1Ils Apostlos,

;
88)Jemes 2:14, lJohn &, 3314, 1 Jomn 411, 3Cor.5:10.
asg.mm 2114) Tuko 7:4'3',' ‘0tt.7:20, 25:54=40, Tit.2:1d.

sy
S0)lom.E:1, 83,54, John 5:24.
‘-‘1)110‘.'!.9:1. OJ-E 18-2-‘).
02).!.0;108'0
U9)Job 19: Bo, 27im.1:12.
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It heg sluays boon the outstending chaoracteristic of
tho Luihicran Ohurch to placo all dus importance on the
artlelo of justification, In this the Luthoran Church
shwows Ltoell ag being the truo Biblo Chuareh. Theo Diblo
wag writton exurcssly for manf'p salvation, Thorofore tho
Tasheran Chureh placos tho artlele of justification in tho
very conter ol Chrigtlan doctyrino. For this dootrine of
Justilfieatlon aloye fully moots the simmor's necd. It
makes all tho dliference in the world wyhethor tho simmor
approprictes to hilmself by £falth tho perfoct rightoouse
noss of Chwlst, o whother iw' desiros to gtand beforo {iod
in his oun righlocusncss, which ut best, is superilcial,

foulty and oven atulned with sin and gullt.

It is just i this dockrlno that tho Church of Romo shows
its viclous, angi=Christiun character. Ibs sharpest and

vilegt atiazelza aro directed ageinst tho blessed doctrine

L)

e simerts justifisstion by the grace of God, for tho

G

peke of Christ, through falth alono. and for this reason

the Gourch of the Fapacy 1s gullty of a conduct whieh Chris®
bluterly cozderms in the Sorlbos and Fhariseos,l)is theso
selfwrightosus mon of old, so also doos tho Church of fone
Pohut up the kingdes of God agalnst men", when iU groasly

e

porverks the doebtrino of justificatlion and condemns all

those who cling Go the teaching of Serintureo.

Ij E.ﬂLE- SButdoe
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Lot us, in oplto of all oppoalitlun, study, sceopt, beliovo,
proclaim und delond this blesseod doctrine and not yield or
surrendor o single polnt, lost wo lcoge tho oroun which has

always bLoon the glory of the Iathoran GChurch.
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