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THE CHRISTOLOGY OF ST. PAUL'S CAPTIVITY LETTERS.,

"Christ and Hin crucified" 1s the great theme of St.
Paul, That 1ls evident throughouf =211 his epistles, Hls is
emphatically a preaching of Cur Iord, whether before Jew or
Gentlle, vwhether before king or slave, Everyvhere in his vwrit-
ings the doetrine of Jesus shines forth like a beacon light;
1t is the sum and subastance of all his sermons, the one t?ought
which lilke a golden thread traces through them all,

It lies in the greetings at the beginning of his letters

and in the salutations at the close of the same, where with

remarkable clarity the Apostle to the Gentlles associates

desus Christ with God the Father, proclaiming Him as the source

H

of the richest splritual blessings as well as the Father.
Coequality of both Father and Son 1s there set forth. Cf. Eph.
1,2; Col, 1,2; Rom.l,7, and I Cor. 1,5,

It is implled in the benedlctions which the Apostle pro-
nounces in the name of Christ without mentioning the name of God.
1ere cf. Eph.6,24; Rom.16,20,25; I Cor, 16,23, ond I Cor. 13,13.

It underlies those early apostolic hymns sung in ?he
Redeemers honor. Such may be found in I Tim,. 1,15,

Christ , then , is the foundation-stone of Paul's
teachings. Dr. Paul Feine makes this fitting remark: "Sein

ganzes Evangelium laesst sich in das eine Wort zusammenfassen:

Christus. Er ist christozentrisch."™ # And it 1s well that St.
Dr. Faul Feine, Theologie des Heuen Testaments, p. 174.%

Paul so dwells on that subject; for as far as the remaining
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parts of dogmatics are concerned, Christology 1s the sun that
11luminates them all and sbout which they revolve in harmony
and order,

Christ i1s Paul's theme in his careful selection of
passages gquoted from the 01d Testament and incorporated into

the New Testanment..

llazareth 1s Lord of all,the very sum of all Scripture, He

of vhom licses taught snd the prophets testifled. And to preach
Him, Paul well knew, 1z to preach all; for Christ is cur Life,
our Hopne, and our End. An unending theme 4did Paul choosee.

It 1s Paul's theme on hls first missilonary journey,
where, in the synagogue of Antioch of Pisidia, he appealed
to the true iiesslahship of Jesus as enforcéd by the testi=
mony of John the Baptist and to the historical fact of Christ's
resurrection,so as to procleim the glories of the Gospel
message, which alone has saving power.

It is his theme on the steps of the Areopagus at Athens,
Acts 17, vhere he sets forth the lofty sprirituality of the
God of Christendom as the loving Father of all, and ends
his sermon with Jesus.

It is his theme when admonishing the Corinthisns for
their loose living, licentiousness, and lmmorallity of the
basest sort, I Cor. 6. An appeal to the high and costly sacri-
fice of Christ is his means of establishing godliness again
in their ranks; the price wherewith they are bought should

turn them from their svlil ways.
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It was the theme that occupied the Apostle's mind every-
where, vhether in perils on land or on the sea, whether in
prison or in freedom, whether in shipwreck or sorrow, whether
before fanatical Jew or sneering Greck, yeg, whether arralgned
in covrt befrre Festus or threatened with a grave of stones,

Because Christ me'nt so mmeh to him as a called aservant
of the Lord, because the denial of Him meant the loss of one's

eternal soul, and because there obtalned at his tize an alnmost

uilversal denlel of Chrlst among the learned, he counts not his
life deaxr to himself if only he can complete the mlission which
is so precious to him, namely, the preaching of "Christ and

Him crucified) I Cor. 2,2,

Thua at all tines and at gll places Christ is Paul's parc-

monnt lssue. And that thought was uppermost in his mind dur-

Ing the years of his imprisonment, It was during this period

of his life that he produced four of his finest 1étters, setting
forth therein that message which was given him of God. As in

all his spistles, so0 also in his captivity letters, he teaches
with remarkable leliclity the one thing nesdful: the humanity
end divinity of Jesus together with His Saviorship. As he had
in"Romans" showvm that Gentlle as well as Jew w:.s bought by

the price that Jesus paid on the ecross; as he had in"Galatisns"
taught this great truth in opposition to the theory of the Ju-
daizers; =0 now in"Ephmsians","Colossiens", and "Fhilippians] {e,
here povitively and there polemically, now devotionglly, now
dogmatically, upholds the dignity of the Lord's Person, His rele
tion to the Father and to man, Hls two states, and His three-

fold office as our eternal prophet, priest, and king.
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I purpose, therefore, to write on the Chr;stblogy cf
Faul's captivity laﬁters. Hy general plan of procedure shall
be to tabulate 1n categorical fashlon the sum of thes christ-
ologlicsl docetrines taught b& Paul in these same letters, with
appended romarks for the purpose of clarification. Uppermost
in my mind shall be the erxpounding of the truth a%f&s 50 power=
full,ad uced in these Inspired epistles. I shall determine to
defeat and expose the heretical doctrines after ceraful
collation of the source materisl. The sccpe of ny treatment
shell begin with the pre-existent Christ in heaventake special
notlce of ilm as God manifest in the flesh, and end with the
zlorified Christ, who 1lives and reigns thraugﬁ all eternlty.

A ninor object of my theslis shell take into account

whakher or no Paul deviated from his doekrine cn Christ in

thess his captivity letiers from his former spistles,

I. The Doctrine of Chrict's Persaon, d

The dochkrine concerning Christ's Person 1s not a devel=

opment of the Christian religion; it is not a teaching arrived

bt
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at in ¢t course of tirme by a comparison and a colning of
church terminologye. In fact, the Christian or, for that matter,
the church has ever stood foxr the twoe natures in Christ's
bedy wlthout an alaborate study on Qogmatics,en—a$¢n—a—baek 1
-3 gubioot, 3411 technleal dlscussions in regard to that
topic are the outgrowth of polemics in the Christian church.
Inr his letters to his churches St. Faul does not only

gilve the milk of the Word to nts congregations; he also feecds

them with some meat. Especially are his captivity lestters
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rich with the deeper lmowledge of Christianity, with the
doctrine concerning Christ's Person. Besides comforting his
people wlth the sweet message of the Gospel, the Apostle is
wont to lmstruct them. That a duality of natures in Christ's

person 1s taught in Paul's letters written in luprisonment
wlll be proved prasently when Hisz Delty and humanity arec
discussed, Omitting, thercsfore, at this reint the proof fer
Christ's twe natures, we shall content ourselves with a tabu-
latlon of those errorlists who already in early times taught
erwlss about the Person of Christ., They follow:

The Ebilonites: "The Ibionites denied the reality of Christ's

1ivine nature, snd held Him to be merely man, whether naturally

or supernaburally concelved.-=-~ Eblonliasm was simply Judaism

within the pale of the Carliztlan church", &

A.H., Strong, Outlines of Eystematic Theology, p.180.

The Docctae: "The Docetae, like most of the Gnostics in the

second century and the illanichees in the third, denled the
rgality of Christ's human body.--~ Docetism was simply pagan
philosophy introduced into the church." i#

LA.H. Strong, l.c. .p. 180,

The Arians:"The Arians denled the integrify of the divine nat-

ure in Christ. They regarded the Logos who united himself to
humanity in. Jesus Christ, not as possessed of absolute god-

hood, but as the first and highest of created beings."#

*------——--

A.H. Strong, l.c. p. 180.

The Apollinarians:"The Apollinarians denled the integrity of

Christ's human neture. According to this view, Christ had no




humsn "nous™ or "pneuma", other than that which was frrnlshed
by the divine naturec," =
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A.H. Strongz, l.c.p. 180,181,
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e Hestorisns: "The HNestorians denled the repl union between

the divine and human natures in Christ, making it rather a

moral than an organic one, ==---= Thus they virtuslly held to

two natures and two persons, instead of two natures in one person®:

Sirem s vn e o = o

A.H. Strong, l.c. pe. 181,

—-_—““:;;.‘1-1;- these are 'err-ors of the pureat type will be evidenced
later under the chapters of the Deity and humenity of Jesus,. Vie
11st them here to retain the unlty of our dlscussion. Proceeding,

then, we shall take up the first topic o{ Christology vhich ls

to be Adiceussed properly, that is, tho Deity of Christ.

1. The Delly of Christ,

That Jesus Christ was true God 1s most clearly and force-
fully taught in the captivlty letters of St. Paul. These his
letters are virtually roplete with direct statements and refer-
ences to the effect that Jesus is God. We need but turn to
Fhil, 2,6:" ?s W mop O Brod . "'f xwyv  Ewvteddvx ‘n‘tf-qu:ov
;ruz'.n'- Te i?#l Jl;'d 9!-02) ", What could be more definite in
speaking of Christ'!s Deity than to say or speak of Him as being
on an equality with God, as the Greek clearly showa, " 1". f.,.“
"|:m 9:.::: "2 That Jesus is God, and not the mere semblance or
appearance of God is here strongly taught. Let us hear the opin-
jon of commenteries on th's passage. YWe read:"Being on an
eguality with God" is not identical with subsisting in the form

of God; the latter expresses the external characteristics,
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najesty, and boaubty of the Deity.™* ind again we note:Mie

# e e e B B -

Jamelson, Fausset, and Browm, Critlcal and Explanatory Comm-

entary of the Bible, p. 363.

e e b :
uherei‘ore have been none other than God; for God salth " to

vhom wlll ye liken me and make me equal?®(Is. 46,5.). # @nother

Jameison, Fausset, and Brovm, l.c. pP. 363.

passage of great impert here 1s Col., 1,16:" 01'| ’gy .w Tu)

ilf‘rlrﬁn % TuvT.c “r Tors wf-ums R t‘l‘l Ths &ﬁs
1‘-\ 0(-!1"‘ Ko T‘d do(‘.‘rﬂ- fl'"- ﬂfwul hﬂ, fdftoTnTlS lrﬂ lflﬂ

AT 00 0iar Th TavTe 90 o169 fidt $1s oloTor e "

There Christ is portrayed for the Colossians not as the creature,

but as the Creator Himself. Is He,then, not God? iiore powerful
language to express this truth upon his hearers the Apostle
could hardly have used. Able comuentators say: "For:Gresk "be-
cause"., This gives the proof that He is not included in th
things ercated, but 1s the "first-begotten" before'every
crcature",v.15, begotten as the Son of God's love." # And

S e oY G Ga e G0 S TP

JaNie 1-“auss. and Brown, l.C. F. 372,

aﬂaui.'In Him " £y -r,w-r* " were created. From this it Ffollows
that the Son cannot he a ercature, for creation is exhausted
£ t-110).

by the 'all things" .A-::- Reverting to our passage from Philippians

BF e o o
The Expositor's Greek Testament, Vol.3, p. 503,504,

again, we note the apt remark of the Expositor's Comuientary:"He
Paul) means, of course, in the stricktest sense that the pre-
existing Christ was Divine. Foi' ) M;r wa " alwaye signifies

& form which truly and fully expresses the being which under=-
lies it." &
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These two verses, Col. 1, 15-17, contain perhaps the most
exhaustive assertion of the Lord's Godhead which is to be found
in the writings of Paul. Hbre,ag;inst theosophic heresies, bent
on degrading Christ to the rank of a mere creature, devested
of divinity, St. Paul asserts that Christ is the "{{fiwvs TeO
8100 ToD aofi;ou ", the image of the invisible God., This
expression supplements the title of"the Son." As the Son, Christ
is derived eternally from the Father, and He is that One Sub-
stance, the exact likeness of the Father in all things, except
being the Father. The Son is the Image of God. And, as the

J 7 ’ = ’
"€i1fwy " Christ 1s the "o To Tofss Tarns ATicLws -
that is to say, not the first in rank, but begotten ierore any

created belngs. That this 1s a true sense of the expression

is etymologically certain. So stands Meyer when he writds:"Hier
i1st der gen. comparationis der Erstgeborne im Vergleich mit
jedem Geschoepf, d.h. EHER geboren als jedes Geschoepf. Das
Vergleichungs-moment 1lst das Verhaeltnls der Zelt, und zwar in-
betreff des Ursprungs. Da aber letzter bel jeder "ktisis "
anders ist als bel Christo ist nicht"prootoktistos"oder
prootoplastos"gesagt, welches von Christo eine gléiehe Art der
Entstehung, wie von der Kreatur anzelgen wuerde, sonden&prototo-.
kos"ist gewaehlt, welches in der Zeitverglelichung des Ursprungs
die absonderliche Art der Entstehung in betreff Christl anzeigt,
wie die andern Wesen, bel denen dies in der Benennung "ktisis"
liegt, sonder geboren, aus dem Wesen Gottes glelchartig her=-
vorgegangen," i

% esccesmee

Meyer, Colosserbrief, p. 184.
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The Exposltor's Greek Testament, l.c. p. 438. '

FPerhaps Paul expressed thls truth of chriot'v Delty most
concisely in Col.2,9: "01'1 L ¢u1'|11 MRTadfis] TRy To T'Aqfwm ThS
BroTn Tos cwadriFgs "o The word " \y'pusyy " brushes aside
a2ll misleading ldeas and notions: The "fulness" dwells within
Him; he has not merely the atiributes of God, but the very
essence = He is CGod. Says a commentator:"The Groek (Theotes).
means the Essence and nature of the God-head, not mersly %he
divine perfectlions and attributes of the Divinity (Greck Thel-
otes). He, as man, was not merely God-like, but in the fullest
sense, (God, % That Christ's Deity is here broughl;li*s also cor-
o'x..a. Fauss., and Brown, l.C. P 376.

:;;:\;;I-:-l. by the“l.x*aoqitor's“ then it says:' T'Mrw,wz ThS
91.0 wTos 1s not to be taken to mean the perfection of Divi-

nity, L1.e., divine holiness.-=-~ The addition of “91,01‘»\?-5 3

(4 =
defines "MAn fw My ' as the fulness of the Delty. The word 1is
4
to be distingulshed from " Gzi sTnS " ag Deity, the being

God, from Divinity, the being Divine or God-like. The pas=age
thus accepts the real Deity of Christ,."

The Expo. Greck Testa. l.Ce Pe 523,

—-----EE-Any one who accepts these words of Faul as the in-
spired Words of Godf%gg convincing proofs of the Deity of
Christ, that He was true God, coegual with the Father. In
speaking of God the Father, Paul shows the unity of God, wkich
with him is a primal truth. e need but read the flrst chapter
of his letter to the Eph€sians. Paul would make known that

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

_ Qe |
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God iLs separated from sll creatures by-a vaz% Interval; that
there is nothing exlsting which God does not uphold.In accord
with this line of thought what thern is the position which St.
Paul assligns to Jesus Christ? This question wnz answered by
the pa=zsages quoted above,

That he belleved Jesus to be merely a men is an§ES££5a
which could be maintsined by no careful reader of his eplstles.

The guestion,™that is Christ?" could not have been an cpen
ene in the mind of Paul. His earnest, sharpely-defired faith
in the One liost High God must forece him to say that Christ
15 either a crecated belng, or that He 1= tho kEssence of the
God=head, Col.2,9. Compromnise on this point 1s not admitted
anywhere by Paul,

And Paul does not ascribe Divinlty to Him as a fellow-
cresture by way of hyperbole. llor does he, as did the pagen
orators and writers of old, and some modern churchmen, falsely
so=called, compliment his Lord in a panegyrlcal style, thereby
cleverly sezking to evade the fact that Christ 1ls Dlwvine by -
estimating very highly His humanityl

As was evidenced by the passages quoted above, St. Faul's
belief In Jesus Christ 1s too powerful, too exacting, too keen,
too real as to speak of His most holy falth in Hm in such
a flippant mannerl

There is no room in 8t. Paul's thought for an imaginary
being like the Arian Christ, hovering indistinctly between

ereated and unere~ted 1life. Christ must either be coticelved

of as purely and simply a cresture, with no other than a crsature's

nature and rights, or He must be adored as One who is equal to

the eternal God of the heavens, Phil. 2, 6-1l.

B | e e —
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Some dlficrence of opinlon has arlsen with regard to "form of .
God"and "form of m servant" in Phil.2,6,and 7. Luther says

to this:"Aus diesem 1zt es klar, dass an diesem Orte nicht wird
geredet vom goettlichem Wesen oder knechtlicheum Wesen, acusser-

lich, sondern von dem Uebaprden und Erzeigen des ‘lesens", # And

ho very fﬂﬂﬁlﬁé fittingly adds:"Er war, er wrr, er war, saze ich,
drinnen. In dem VWoertlein "war" liegt die acht, dass er dae

goetilliche Wesen hatte mit und sammt der goettlichen Gestalt.”

S - e -

Imthers Saemt. 3chre l.Ce Pe 470,

The fact that Jesus was, and was God,alsc before His

inesrnatlion,ls likewise taght In Phil.Z2,6. It was the truve

and eternal God who , in v.7, became man and was manifest in

the flesh. To this Dr. Feine remarks: -"Christus existlerte

I-.

der Fracexistenz "in der Yestalt Gottes" oder "in Gottesge-
stalt" (en morphe Theou). Paulus denkt danach den praeexistenden
Christus nicht in der Xategorie iiensch, éondern in der Fategorie
Gott, nicht anthronomorph, sondern theomorph."

g.-a;:-;;ul Feine, Theologle des lleuen Testaments, ﬁ. 179.
------ éﬂg dogmaticians have produced the followling proofs for
the divinity of Jesus: 1) The argument that divine names are
ascribed to Him. Eﬁ‘s e G cop mane directly in the
captivity letters, but:is gbaught in the four Gos.pels and the
general epistles.(Cf. I John 5,2Q. Here might be noted that
Paul does not call Jesus God anywhere in the captivity epistles.
In fact, Dr. Feine remarks:" Den Begriff der Gottheit Christl

hat Paulus freilich nicht selbst gebildet. Er hat Christus nie




direckt Gott genannt.-- Aber, der, in dem:die Fuelle der Gott-

heit leiblich wohnt, Kol.2,9, der das Ebenbild Gottes 1ist,
II Kor.4,4, kann nur als Gott vorgestellt sein. Als Sohn ist
ergleichen WQsens wie der Vater."# But Feine errs in so great

fmemeeems

D. Dr. Feina, l.Co Pe 176,

a sweeping statement. True, Paul does not call Jesus directly
God in his captivity letters s but he does so otherwise. We
quote Tit.2,10 (the doctrine of God ocur Savior), by vwhich words

Christ who 1s our Savior 1s directly called God alsoe
The second argument 1s drawn from the fact that divine

attributes are ascribed to Him, That is proved by the passage
A\ \ N/ \ = /4 /
Ephe3,18 (Ti1 To Wi\wTos Kat 24 Fos £ O wos Ko)l (St Bos ).
A third argument 1s taken from the fact that divine deeds

are ascribed to Him. col. 1 16,1'? may here be advanced.- for com-

pare e'fa 670 ol 'ro umf 7% brous " 804 V17 " Th T‘Ju'r.c H uuTuJ

r‘uV!F‘TI!L ffisy "o That divine works are ascribed to Christ is

a finali\argument. Compare for proof of chr!.st s divine works Phil.

2,10 11\?011 ‘e -ruTw ;,ﬁ-,,.g,' T ,,,‘,-,-., ), and vo1l ( RAs

T d oot d')lw T o isew.o}wa'uvu Tot] an TU(eos Tuoovs Kfﬂ“ros ).
The fifth argument 1s the testimbdny of Jesus concerning

Himself and His Deity. Paul oifers no proof for that :I.n-these

his letters. Compare I.uke 22,70. 7 , és
For varirieation of these arguments refer to Lindberg ’, p. 195.
Other passages which corroborate those treated exegetically

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

a doctrine that Paul ever sought to teach his cangregations =

aro the followl.ng Ephe 1,3 ( 0 Ouos Kui noﬂ'ur Tovu ﬂu(uu
'IM-wv ,Lnd"ou ‘Lfm”-@u ), for 1f God 1s His Father, then
Christ mus'l: 'be the Son of Godj Eph.l,23 (To M .\q (Jw,u.nl T'ou.,m
), for if He fills"th¢

\
Tot 'rromu ir DoV u,\ufw,uwod
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be :
all" must also be omipresent; Eph.3,8 (1"5 av & Six VI’QlG'TOI’

T \oUTos Tov X1eTo% ), for of what man who 13 man only may we

speak of"unsearchable richss"? Again compare Eph. 3,14 vhere
Christ ls once more pictured as the Son of God, In Eph 3,17
(K&t o) fiRgar Tow )\(lfr‘r\w i The Tawmws ‘o0 Tais
e drf l‘lls gf .M—l;?N ) we seec Jesus as an invisible end omnlipre=
*em.. Boing; in Eph. 3,18 (T1 To ‘Thcrcs K&t m fios Ko
ul“s ﬁp\l 9,( Qa-_s ) as truly omnipre sent% in Eph. 4,13 (Tod
Ulod To9 Btds ) again as the Son of God; in Phil, 1,2 (x4f|5
BILTI’ ...ﬁugn'w 'inroo‘&'wro'\‘;) as & Dispenser ‘o.f.‘ spiritunl gifts
coequal with the Father; in Col.l,17 (f\a:\ d’u'T‘|s 'f.v'Tw
n(lo ”ﬁ,pr"w ¥ ) as One who is eternal; and ir-Col,., 3,11
(AN TevTa Kt 'sv Taeww ‘XflG‘Tb..s ) whore He is portrayed
ns the cver-present God of us all,

Sursly these rassages give us ample proof for the fact
that Christ is truly God, coequal wlith the Father, blessed
ferever in heavenly places,

is the stand of nmodsrnism on this point? How do

cr

Wha
they think of Christ, what position do they give IHim over
against the *ather? Hear the words of the archbishop of the
present-day modernists, Harry Emerson Fosdick. He says: "If
we ask who Jesus is, we may be unsure, we may share.our gen-
erptiofts doubts and uncertainties". # That breathes the tone
U m————— =
Harry Emerson Fosdlck, The liodern Use of the Bible, p. 2£l.
;}-QEE_;;dernistic concertions of Christ. When speaking of
Christ they either launch off into vagaries or resort to
twofacedness, especially in the use of dogmatical terms.

Modernism may be accused of using old words and phrases with

LRI - : = e ——— ]
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naw neanings. While rctaining in semblance the Christien doc-
trine, Christian theology 1s either changed or rejected outright.
Let us hear the opinion of authorities on this score..Dr.

Lachen says:“In their attitude toward Jesus 1ibheralism asnd

€hristianity arc sharpely opposed." # And the same author

I. Grusham linchen, Christianlty and Liberalism, P. 80,
charses: "To say, therefore, that Jesus 1s God means merely that

the 1lifc of God, which aprears in all en, appears with special

clearness or rlchness in Christ. Such an assertion is dilamet-

rically oprosed to the Christizsn belief in the Deity of Christ! =

R

Je Ge lia C"lcn, .-..C. Pe 1]0.

John Horsch 1s egually as strong in denouncing the modernists

who subtly deny the Deity of Jesus when he writes:"Ritschl

rcjected the Delty of Christ, but thought that Jesus was = re-

ligiocus genius, a religious hero vho had progressed in moral

and spiritua] attalnments, that he was, to the Christian, the C. k-

“value of God"., But the idea that some one or something that -
is not CGod should have the value of God 1s unacceptable fron

the Christian viewpoint; 1t is, on the contrary, distinctly

pagan." # And, quoting ancther mofdernist, Dr. lcGriffeth, who

John Horsch, iiodern Religious Liberalism, p. 59

said: "Christ is essentially no more divine than we are or than

nature is! # he charges them with denial of Christ's Godhood

':} - am um WS U == -

J. Horscb, L.c. p. 80f.
in unmistakable terms. That the modernists, flasely so-called,

deny the sssential Christian truths in the cloak of a plous
voeabulary is evidenced by the fact that they explicitéily
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call Jesus Giod. To thls Forsch remarks:"That statoment alone
(Jesus 1s God) is not orthodox; it is heresy; 1t "lesaves out of
account the unmistakable fact that Jesus was also man. # Tt

# mm————— .
Je« Horsch, l.ce pP. 257

i1s undovbtedly the fault of thelr attempting to explain Serip-
ture on the basis of man's reasoning powersfj%hey, the modernists,
21l a prey to such thoughts and expressions. How hopeless

must they not be, how blind to the truth expressed so powerfuliy
iIn Phil. 2,6, when, as Horsch rightly says of them:"Divine sub=-
stance and nature, ontologiéal equallity with God, were not
involved in messishship at all." # 1In concluding this chapter

;.-%E;;;i, leCe Po 254,

;;-;;;;;Q the apt remark of Dr. Pieperé"?ornehmlich cher

llegt der Leugnung der wahren CGotthelt Christli ein pelagianiscg¢h-
es Interesse zusrundei # But how do not vassages like Eph, 3,8'
§r:-;;;;; Pileper, Christliche Dogmatik, Vol.2, p. €5.
;izzg_;;;aks.of the™insearchable riches" of Christ end Phil.
4,23 where we read of the'"Grace" (forgiveness) of Jesus Christ
speak like thunderbolts from heaven agalnst that satanic :

falsehood, work righteousmnessl

2., The Humanlty of Christ,

That Christ, besides being true God, is also true man
is believed and asccerted by all true Christians. It 1s a
fundamental doctrine of our church and bears with it a practical

importance of inestimable value for all bellevers. iYlere not

Christ man, He could not have suffered and died for the sake




dot) @

of our ains and Justificntion before a righteous Father,

The following passages are of importance here in proving our

belief in the humanlty of Jesus Christ: Fhil. 2,7 and 8 (a)éb):
/ (] "‘"
" BN i-uwTw "oy w ey u.(@m Yo0dov A&Bw" "y D wud

%wDeuu Wwy avwou.w-s K.u («‘Kuuu-n 'tu(f. 91.-.5 we o{vﬂew ios
I Qukerovy
TATG VW gor foTod d-wouwu-s uuv\\{ws ut&fl O vaToo, BhuaT

Y TTdu oS "e Vhen 1t is here stated that fe was made in the
form of a servant, we learn that Christ was not only a man, but
an humble man, a servant. "liade in the likeness of men" express-
es forcefully the truth that Jesus was true man., And in reading
Phil. 2, 5-2 that one truth is certalnly driven home, namely,
that the same Beling who was God became man. Ho one with an

unbliased mind would find two persons in Christ here. Paul

sﬁeaks of the same person; nevertheless, very emphatically

of a duality of Iiis natures, l.6¢., a2 divine and a human, &And

in spealing or acknowledging Christ's humanlty we do not regard
it as a phantom. Says a commentary:"This (man Christ) was no

mere phantom, no mere incomplete copy of humanity". i+ And

The Expositor's Gr. Testa. l.c. p. 438,

in sreaking of the word" fashion" here, another says:"Fashion'

expresses that *e had the outward guise, speech, and look", =

Jame. Fauss. and Brovm, l.Ce. p. 563.

-I-;-E‘;;;::;.t 1s quite evident to the Christian that in the words
"found in the fashion of men" all qualities such as eating,
drinking, sleep, thirst, wake, go, stand, hungry, cold, tired,
pray, live, and work etc. are therein contained. The "L;’xposimr 1gn

(2 i}
makes this interesting remark on "fu @¢ Pers " in v.S:" The




16.

verdict of His fellow-creatures upon Him. They classed Him as

/ .
an “’du gcuo Moe " #* For substantiation of thls passage we

e e o e o e e

The Lxpositor's Ur. Testn. l.c. p. 43S.

also subnmit Col. 1 22 “i v I::J

\. J ~ \ -~
v-o\ffl'as dvTou O\% Teo & av dTev . Herc the

same Christ who is called God is spoken of as possessing a

1ot a 1 Nk n g

'Twud " and "edeYX " as well as suffering "BrRyaTiv .
ian, true man, Illie must have becn. Says Dr. VWeiss in speaking
of the flesh:"It is rather thsz whole natural human of Christ
thet is meant (j/68,b) as distinguished from & higher dlivine
element, which was in Him (1,4) or from the divine dignity

whieh *e now passesses? # On the death of Christ, as is here

,:';r. ernhard Welss, Blblical Theology of the liew Testament, p.406.

elearly taught, snother comuentator says: " Sra To v &,w.“ au "
sufficiently fixes the reference to the physieal body." # And
”h@ Expositor's Gr. Testa. l.c. p. 512.
;;-;};;-::me point another says: This implies that He ook on
Him our true and entire manhood. Flesh i1s the sphere in which
His human sufferings could have place." *

:;ar;.;.:_;‘;;ss. and Browm, l.C. p. 5635, X

-““-5‘:1; following pascsages stand in corroboratlion of the
‘above deductions: Eph.1,7 (§va To'.} d‘l:&d‘fos AdvTov s
for 1f He was a rational being with blood, le must have been
a man; Eph. 2,15 ('gv T"v'\ nem du’l'o':.a ): Phil. 5,10

m.ww.,-w, duTod- ) and (T By ;'r_..._s dU T oY );




@ JA&T Cheist  died ZL-m’;( Shous }faws
'KD‘WLM!L i deed. 'l". ﬂLCZ,f
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Col. 2,9 (Cw sk T) KOS );mC‘ol.?.,E, which spsaks of h'—avenl'_lr-
treasures belng hid in Ilim. To this pnssages the Formula of
Concord rcmarks:" Christ (as man) had always a perfzct knowledge
of fod." % Other passages speaking of the same things so far

B - o .

The Fermula of Concord, 825 p.
;E&;;;E-;nd added for Lhe sake of completeness are: Eph. 2,13;
¥ph, 2,15; Phil, %,18; Col. 1l,14; Col. 1,20; and Col. 2,11,

As In the case of the Deity of Christ, so also with the
humenity of Jesus dogmaticians have tabulated various Scriptural
arpunents for proof of the same. They follow: a) Argument
that Seripture calls Jesus human names. The Captivity Letters
offer no procf for this statement, bﬁ%‘ﬂbfcr to John 8,40, In

this connectfon the statement of Feine 1s worthy of note. ‘fe

writes:" Der FPraedikat

enschensohn" gibt Paulus Jesus an
keiner Stelle sciner Hriefe“; # b) Passages which mention that
;.-ng-zzinc, l.c. p. 187,
-;;T;;-;;¢we°s 1a soul, spirit, knowledge etc. Compare hers
Eph.2,15 (ilflg nfm duTov ) or Col. 1,22 ('u) T "uJ'M.J.T\ );
¢) Proof that lie performed human deeds. As procf we cite Eghﬂ
4,21 (o duTc..é) '16|J¢’; InTL '); d) Argument that Jezus had !
true hvmon abtributes and customs. For proof we must resort %o

John 11,55; e) The genealogical procf, vhich is lilkewlise not
‘of ‘eve? in the impriesonment letters, but contalned in iiatt.l,
and Lulke 3.

Whoever denles the true humenity of Christ does so cutb

of other reasons than Seriptural grounds. Hers again, =235 In ]

the cose of the Delty of Jesus, there lies tho fault of reason,

as well as the pelagianistic motive in sinful man.

i, Ll R
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The Son of .ani No elaborabion of thia term is hore w=ossible

for 1t 1s not used in the cartivity Epistles. Felne states:

"Dag Praedilat "lienschensohn" gibt Paulus Jesue nn “elner 8Stelle
selner Sriefe". # The exnression is used in latt. 16,13-17.

3!"- F'.'zinﬂ’ ]..-c- p- lﬂ'?.

Particularities of Christ'!s hunan nature: a) His birth by
cf

the worlking

riing cha Holy fhost. For proof of the abov: refer
to lLiatt. 1,18; and llkewise, for the fact that He was bhorm of
a virgin, to Iea, 7,14,

I'roof for the fact that Christ was man was given above.
‘s His incarnation ls not spolsn of in direct terms,

of ilnterest Lz here the rodeynistic sbtand on the incarnation

of Chriet, UWrites.liorsch, suoting Clark, a modernist: "The incem

.w . ® fals @

atlon In Christ 1s nothing else than the incarnation of God

in sll men carried Lo a superlative degree." #

v NS e T

v« Horsch, l.c. p. 8l,

The sinlessness of the mman nature: Although the Blble zives

us dirsct nroef for the sinlessness of Christ, we have no such
statements” in ﬁhe captlivity letiters. I Pet. 2{22 will here
sufiices But, Paul, bcaring that truth ever in nind, eadduces
many an indirect statement to the same effect, c¢f, Fhiil, 2,7 .-
(Mot 0;“] 50.,()40 )« Such and other terms arc used to
describe Christ's humanlty as a mode of being, and to hint at

i1ts velling a higher nature undisceraed by the senses of uan,

or to mark the ﬁint at which, by its glorious lnaccessibility

to sin, it is in contrast with the nature of that frall and err-
ing race to:which it truly belongs. True Favl speaks of Jesus

as possessing flesh, Col.l,22, but, says Dr. Welss: "In all men |




the *sarx® Is the seat of sin, ond under the dowminion of *hamertial

Argning then, that Adam was the cause for all sinful f£lesh, he
continuves:"Accordingly, the sarx of Christ 1s not a'sarxz hanar-
tiaE, whlch 1t cannot be, 1f We dAild not krow sin (II Cor. 5,21)

He lis,nevertheless, man in the full sense =---= only such as ran

was before sin began to dwell and relgn in him," # And Felna

Si - e

Dre. B. Welss, l.c. p. 406,

crpues silumllarly from the standpoint of reason:"Licss Gott
daher selnen Sohn in die lienschhelt eintreten, =o gestaltete

o> sein FPlelsch, ohne dass gesagt waere, dass Christus damit

aich In dern Zusammenhang der menschlichen Suende eingetreten

=

waere" i+ We must elinzg to the doctrine of Christ's sinless-

=
L=
T ———

Ds Dr. P. Felne, l.c, P« 181,

nesa; with 1€ our belief in the God-man stands or fal ls. Says
Dr. Piener:"Diejenigen, welche die liceglichkeit des Susndigens
bei dem llenschen Christus annehmen, geben eo ipso, bewusst oder
unbevusst, die ilenschwerdung des Sohnes Gottes, dle wnlo per-
sonalis von Gott und sensch, prels. *

U e me om 8 e

Dr. Fe Picper, l.c. pr. 80,

-

That Jesus Christ after His human nature waes necessarily
sinless 13 not dwellt on in our letters of Paul. Ample proof
for the same, however, is found in Heb. 7, 26,27.

That Jesus was frec frem original sin, refer tc Rom, 5,
18,19, and likewise, that He was over the Law of God, compare

latt.12,8,
As far as the oubtward appearance of Jesus 1s concerned,

He was perfectly normal,"being found in the fashion of man",

Fhil. 2, 8. He enjoyed supernatural works sad-—sseasch, but not J4
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appearance. Arguing from :;hil. 2,7 Dr. Pieper states:"Christus
var fuer seine Person, ohne Suende, aber fuer sein aeuseres
Aussehen war nieght das des lienschen vor dem Fall, sondern

das des lienschen nach dem Fall."#

B - e e o -

Dr. F. Pleper, l.c. p. 85.

[ 1 RS,

The impersonality of the human nature: The human nature in

wi %‘,q_ /n.‘-l'._ Mdh&

Christ was not a speara'be person from the divine; He_—was_nna
7L

i1 nuh s e aeebines lob Mo divein fuie s 7 -'-'?
person, " fy uuo01¢;g~;¢ n uithout 'f"v oo 07 .trul 1

as the dogmaticians were wont to express it. As proof we

- {
clte Cole2,9 (Tus 8eoTuTos o w rraTi K Ws ). The divinity

was incorporated into His body, thus producing one person.,
Just as our body and soul are one, so God and man here are one

Christ. Lindberg well states in this connection:"The human

nature, therefore, lacked personality, but became personal by
being made partaker in the personality of the Son of God

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

quite beyond the powers of human reason to grasp or comprehend.
ind sccordingly we find the doctrine rejected by non-christians
or by unchristian Christians. Pieper writes:"Die Unitarier
-haben je und je behauptet, dass die iaildung einer elgenen
Persoenlichkeit zum Wesen der menschlichen fa tur gehoere." #

3 mmmmmew

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

—  And we cannot assume that Christ as man gradually became -
God on the basis of personal righteousness. Of all the millions
of persons who have lived since the dawn of time, none ever

became God. Says Dr, Pieper:" Das 1st nur in der einen lien=-
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schennatur Christl geschehen." i# Dogmaticians have coined

S e -

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

;-E;;;;;;-expression to defend thelr stand on the impersonality
of Christ. Read F. Pleper when he quotes Gerhard! Wir bleiben
daher beil dem alten Satz: in Christo ist zwar “ka, ﬁ&x ¢h), Ll

eber nicht “ﬁkkos ﬂdl 4}has n,

SE e e ————

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

In fine, the rejection of this our clear Scripture doctrine
1s rooted in rationalistic interpretations of the Bible. Be-
ceuse it 1s not comprchenslble 1t 1s rejected entirely or
altered at will. Development theorles are introduced, as Fleper
shows,l.c. pp.8¢ and 90, But an openminded study of Fhil, 2,
5=11 brushes all false assumptions aaide. In Christ there
dwellt the fulness of the Godhead corporally, Col.2,2. The

God and man made one Christ, who is ®avior of all,

3« The Personal Union.

Christians have at all times held to the doetrine that
there is a personal union in Christ, that incto Him as God
there was taken up a human nature which did not exlist beforq
at a time definitely appointed by the Father. And by this union
of God and man there resulted one Person, Christ, the Anointed.
Writes Dr. Pleper:" In Christo sind Gott und kenach nicht irgend-
wie verbunden, sondern bilden eine persoenliche Einheit." # Of

e mamememe

Dr. F. Pieper, l.c. pP. 92,

special value is also the statement of the Formula of Concord:"

As the two natures are united personally,i.e., in one peeson,

we believe, teach, and confess, that this union is not such a
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copulation and connection that nelther nature has anything in
comron with the other personally,l.e., because of the personal
union, as when two boards are glued together, where neither

glves anything to the other or takes anything from the other!s

3¢ mmmmes

The Formula of Concord, p. 819.

Such has been the stand of our church; Christ is one
person; there is no change in Him. Whether He be the inage
. of God, the Son of God, or even in man's form, He is always
and gver the same person. A unity always obtalns. The captl-
vity letters are not rich with expr'essi‘ons to this effect. One

)]
proof only will have to sufflce here, Gol.2,9="ol1‘\ IL\I du T
(=

— ~ - \ V4 ~ / ~
RAT o et TTay To'ﬁ'.\u\fu)ﬁu Tns BoTuTes FwprdTikas e

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

the Godhead" and at the same time the essence of man, gruuaT\ADs e
it two Christs are spoken of, but one, who possesses the

full essence and nature of God and at the same time has ex—is i
£4l1led—with the essence and nature of man in bodily form,

"rwmd T s " Remarking on "puwuTylls " a comuentmry
states:"Bodily, not merely as before liis incarnation, but
now"bodily in Him" as the incarnate word.--- He is full of the

"fulness" itself; we, filled from Him." # That this is to be

2 mmcmmo

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

an eternal union, one that 1s not dissolved in heaven 1s
nic'ely brought out by the word " ﬂ.rr,,' st ". "permanently
dwells", ;

We are not to conceive of th:l.'union in the same way as
that of the union of God with every creature, not of that myster-

ious union of God with His believers, lmown as the "unio mystica",
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nor can 1t be preperly defined by means of 1llustrations; for
it is unique - of its own nature. Writes Dr. Pieper:" Diesé Ver-
einigung zu einer Person lehrt aber die Schrift klar und un-
-misverstaendlich in allen Aussagen in denen sie "Gott" "Mensch"

und "kensch" "Gott" nennt." # This i1s not a partial union,

S meseses -

Dr. F.Pleper, l.c.p. 95.

;;;-;-;;;plete one; not only the gifts of God dwell in Hm, but
together the full Godhead and the complete manhood 1live in
such a manner that they are one Person only. For substantiation

of the above statements refer to Dr. Pieper'!s "Christliche

Dogmatik", p. 92, and 93, Vol 2,
In disdﬁssing Col,.2,9, Dr. Pieper states:"Die lienschheit
in Christo verhaelt sich zu der Fuelle der Gotthelt wle der

Lelb zur Seele". #* But thls remark must again be modified ,

T -

Dr. Pieper, l.c. p. 94, footnote, 157.
for, he says, one cannot say:" Die Seele ist Leib und der Ieib
ist Secle und ======, wacshrend wir doch bei der"unio personalis"
von Christo sagen koennen und muessem:. Gott ist lensch und HEensch
ist Gott." # From Col. 2,9 it cannot be otherwise argued but
# me——— -— :
Dr. F. Pileper, L.c. D. 94,95,
EL;;-;;—Ehrist, God is truly man, and man is truly God. Note
that “’ill di)‘l“b:ﬁ " is used by Paul; he does not use the plural;
for he was speaking of one person.

Is Christ partly God and partly man? Writes Lindberg:"Gerhard
says in this connection that neither has a part been united to
a part, but the entire Logos to the entire flesh and the entlire
flesh to the entire Logos." #*

W mmesmes

C.E.Lindberg, l.C. P. 210.
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As regards those critics who disbelieved the personal union
Strong says:"Gess and Beecher hold that the immaterial part in
Christ's humanity is only contracted and metamorphosed delity.

The advocates of this view maintain that the divine Logos re-
duced himself to the conditlon and limits of the human nature,

and thus literally became a human soul." # And the same author

T e -

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

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

the union betwsen the two natures is accomplished by a gradual
communication of the fulness of the divine Logos to the man

Christ Jesus." i# (above).

Did Christ have a consclousness of Himself = of the fact

that He was both God and man? Turn here to John 8,58:"Before
Abraham was, I am"j; or to Iuke 2,49 vhere the twelve year ola"
Jesus stated:"I must be about my Father's business.”

True Lutheranism has always stood for an unmixed and un-
confused personal union in Jesus. Asserts Dr. Pieper:"Abzuwelsen
ist jede Vermischung und jede Verwandlung goettlicher und
menschlicher Natur in Christo." # And similarly writes Iindberg:

i memmeme

F. Pleper, l.c. p. 100.

;;;-;E;-aouncil of Chalcedon in 451 it was decided that the

two natures were united inconfusedly (deu j“f Tw.$ ), unchange-
a‘nlg- (dTe f,"ﬂfwj ), indivisibly (adi =\ {LTus ) and inseparate-
1y (dkws ero-Tws )" #

W eammemes

C.E. Lindbe!'g, l.ce Do 200.
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‘Were we to hold to such a doectrine, we would introduce a
tertium, thereby destroying completely the Seriptural teach-
ing of a real union. Writes Strong in his dogmatical outlines:
ﬁEhe Eutychlans denied the distinectlon and the coexistence of
the two natures, and held to a mingling of both into one, which

constituted a"tertium quid” or a third nature." # In fact,

the denlal of the union overthrows our bellef in a Savior who
1s and necessadly is a God-man. What a clever invention of
Satan, this"tertium quldl" For, is Christ no true God, we are
vet in our sins; He has,then, not redeemed usl

In like fashion every diwvision ofdf the divine and human
natures 1s to be rejected. Says Dr. Pileper:'"Beschieht dies,
so ist"eo ipso"die persoenliche Vereinigung und das gottmensch-
liche Erlocesungswerk aufgegeben." i# That 1s to be charged ag-
Etnsﬂ.éﬁaepentoiianspandozhe ZEwinglians

PP S - -

Drg=———=- Pieper, l.c. p. 102,

;IESE-EEZ Hestorians and the Zwinglians, as Pieper says,l.c.,
P.102. Conscious of the facﬁf%hay are depriving Christ of honor
in dividing His natures, they resort to many and high-sounding
compliments to fill in a measure the deficiency they cause.

Pleper says:" Man (2Zwing¥d etc) redet von"absoluter Immanenz

Gottes" in Christo, "absoluter Verwirklichung des Willens Cottes"

durch Christum usw." # And how true is this very act also of the

T eamamm ——-

Dr. F. Pieper, 1.°-p. 104.
lModernists; how does it not remind one of thelr phraseology.

Fosdick goes so far as to say:" He 1s the best we know", # but

% emmmem— -

H.E. Fosdlck, l.c. p. 240.

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

e e ————— ""‘LW
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That 1s borne out by the statement:" Have done with your theo-
loglcal Christ and give us back Jesus, the ethical teacher." #

2 wememmm-

H.E. Fosdick, l.c. p. 245,
‘-----;ﬂg personal union of God and man in Christ is not:
a) An"unio nominalis". For proof read John 10,30. The

Panline captlivlty letters offer no proof; .

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

¢) An "unio accildentalis"., Refer to I Hohn 1,1j

d) An"unio sustentativa", 1.e., by mere support and aid.

But Col.l,18 shows clearly that Christ upholds all creatures,

. L _XA / -~ '
being above them all, " Kgu Iol ’u-”'r‘ lﬁ d.l)'Tl.P PuVLrTRAW "3
e) An "unio naturalis". Compare Luke 1,78,79;

f) An "unio essentialis"in the sense that there 1s only
one nature in Christ since the union. But Col.2,9 teaches the |

existence of two natures, "fulness" and “bodily“.,Reformsd

vild
theology is partially: 1this accusation., Dr. Pieper, quoting

Charles Hodge, says:"They are mixed (commiscentur)." i Bvi- !

H Eemememeome-

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

a;;zigfi;dge is guilty of mixing the natures, and I say gullty,
because Pieper states:"Die lutherischen Dogmatiker erkennen
den Ausdruck "They are mixed, commiscentur" nicht als einen
adaequaten'tenminus" fuer die von ihnen gelehrten Gemeinschaft
der Naturen'j i

¥ memmomsmes

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

g) An “unio?adoptionem“, as though the man Yesus was
A
adopted as the Son of God. But conpare here Phil., 2,6 (Being
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in the form of God); Christ was God before He became man,

The Xenoticlists are here to be exposed who divide the
union when they would teach Christ as God. They, as Pieper
wrltes:"@uchen den Sohn Gottes ohne (minus) Allmacht, All-
wissenhelt, und Allgegenwart in die Welt einzufuehren." # Buq

L s

Dr. F. Pleper, l.c. p. 117.

more on them laterl

4, The Communication of la tures.

Thls is not a new doctrine. It 1s in essence the same
as the doctrine of the personal union, Dogmatlists have devel=-

oped 1it, however, in an effort to defend& their stand over against

false teachers. The Apostle Paul writes in prison Col.2,9: “%&t
o1 0‘""'\4’ ReToi AT Tty To ‘TT'hu;'gwm Ths Dtli",l‘n'i'cs cw adPikas "o
And if in one Being, Christ, the Godhead dwellt in bodily form,
thus bringing two natures, a human and a divine, into one Per=
son, these two natures must necessarily have been communicable.
That is to say, the human nature must have been permeated with
and partook of the divine nature, and the dimine nature likewlse
of the human nature. Accordingly also, 1t is reasonable that
the divine nature perfects the human while the human nature 1ls
perfected by the divine. In using the word "faTs 1 Ret " Paul
gives us the picture of communication; a separation of the
natures is foreign to the mind of Paul. ¥Wirites Dr. Pleper:
"Johnt" die goettliche Natur Christil in seiner menschlichen
Natur wie in ihrem "¢luue ", s0 ist damit so klar wie moeg-
lich ausgesagt, dass die goettliche Natur mit.der menschlichen

nicht nur nominelle, sondern reale Gemeinschaft hat." # From

3 emcame-

Dr. F. Pieper, l.c. p. 1l30.
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the words " €V d uT&:: " we may deduce that the human nature ™

had gone down into the divine to "dwell" there. How could the

1dea of communlcation of natures been more emphatically expressed?
Besldes this single passage of Paul we have for our contention .
the spirit of the Apostle's writings; they are repiete with

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

As asserted above, thls doctrine is advanced in the
interest of defending the personal union in its fullest sense
over against errorists. Such are the illeformed and Roman theo=
loglans, charges Pieper, when he says:"Auch Hodge sagt tadelnd
von der lutherischen Lehre: "The capacity of human nature for

divinlty became the formative idea in the Lutheran church

doctrine of the person of Christ . Roemische Theologen machen

in dieSﬂn Punkt gemeinschaftliche Sache mit den reformierten."
------ ﬁ;-cling to our interpretation; for the whole doctrine

of the personaﬂrggknot be properly defined without the communi-
cation of the natures. Vere we to deny this commnicatlion, we
automatically deny the personal union. That lies in the very
nature of the subject. For what is the communication of natures
but a part explanation or finer definition of the personal
union? By rejecting one, the Reformed deny both.

Detailed descriptions of this communication: This communica-

tion of natures in Christ is to be regarded,according to

4
Pieper;"Nicht als ein Nebeneinander (ruydyfsid ), sondern als
ein Ineinander zu denken, und zwar so, dass die goettliche

/
Natur die menschliche durchdringt (7ige; Xw funois o ¥
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Dr. F. Pieper, l.ce. Pe 159. L
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of the natures, so also 1t declares thisfuaion—en)comiunication
intact, withaut a resultant commixture. When the Appstle uses
the word “dAT.,ﬁz?- " ,"permanently dwelld', he most empkatically
does not téaeh a changing of the natures, or, much less, an
absorption of the human by tﬁe divine naturel Consult here
Dr. Pieper, l.c., p. 140,

Dogmaticians have lnvented the axiom :"HNeque caro extra
horuq neque )oi-us extra carnem," to substantiate our

point of contention. To this Pieper remarks:"Dle reformierten

For corroboration of this contention we submlt again Col.Z2,9,
where the thought of the human nature existing outside (extra)
the divine is impossible, compare “’w d’ﬁ@ " and “ﬁ_‘l‘a,f{? ",

How does not one rejection of the Reformed lead them in-
to untold difficulties; one denlal lesads to another! Teach they
their belief in " extra carnem" they immediately leave hold
on fhe personal union. And if they teach a personal union it 1s
nothing more than a union like that of God with His @hristians,
a™unio mystica'. ;

As 1s in accord with their usual aberrations from Secrip-
ture, the MOﬂdernist; have no place in their so-called theology
for this doctrine. Says Fosdick:" Divine substance and nature,
ontological equality with God, were not involved in lessiah-
ship at all." # :

W mmmwmasoms

H.E. Fosdick, l.C. De. 234,
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Machen avers likewlse,saying:"This doctrine ( "the N.T. doctrine
of two natures in one person") 1s, of course, rejected by modern
liberalism. And 1t is rejected in a very simple way -- by the
elimination of the whole higher nature of our Lord." =

The teaching of a communion of natures leads us on to

.a similar toplc, the doctrine of the comnmunication of attributes.

5. The Cormunication of Attributes.

If there 1s, as was just shown, a cornmunication of natures,
there is also a comrmunication of attributes or gualities. Our
same passage, Col.2,9 proves our contentlon. '‘'hen Paul asserts,

by inspiration of the Holy Spirit, that "7y, 'T\'D ’Ir:\n,(wu-d Y

of the Godhead dwellt in Christ, then also are the attributés
Included. And 1f these attributes were in Him bodlly ¢wusTikGs s
then He, Christ was also filled wlith human attributes; for
where is a rational body that has not human atbributes?

Dr. Pieper has catalogued the attributes in the following

fashion:"Was goettliche und menschliche Hatur ihrem iiesen nach
sind, also: ewig =-- zeltlich, unendlich -=- pndlich USWey =====~
schaffen -- geschaffen werden, Leben geben -- das Leben lassen
usw," # If the Son of God took on Himself the human nature and
Dr. F. Pieper, l.c. p. 146,
;;;;;;-;;ue men, as we proved above, Phil.2,5-8, then also
He becomes partaker of all human attributes, e.g., to be
born, to suffer, to die, and to arise, solely by virtue of
the fact of His incarnation or the act of becoming man.
(Pieper,l.c. p. 147).

Dogmaticians define three kinds of communication:
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Genus Idiomaticum: This fact 1s carried out all through Paul's

letters. It 1s a truth of which he is ever aware, compare

[3
(o) \ 3
T §id o3 aﬁu{'ﬂs oivTov "» The variant reading "through His

001.1,13,145"'tv ) 'i.’XoM.u 1‘:\1 z\ﬁ'a Ro’T(uJ mv,'l“nvé\:pl.nv TWy :\mr-
blood" is appended.And 1f we receive forgiveness through the
blood of Christ, an act posslible with God, then Paul 1s here
ascribingtﬂuﬂﬁn éﬁe nature divine qualities. The act of forgiving
sins is in reality the work of the entire person of Christ, but
Paul here designates this attributeﬂlbelonging to the entire
person unto the human nature only. Similarly the divine nature

an be predicated with human atirlibutes, e.g., dying; compare
C01.1,22 (§ia Tos Gatvaren).

Ratlonalists have at all times despised this doctrine.

Speakling of Nestorius, Dr. Pieper cltes him as asserting:"Ich
kann einen geborenen, gestorbenen und begrabenen Gott nicht

anbeten.# In the same r:ference Piepér shows that Nestorius

S v em N am e e

Dr. Pieper, l.c. P. 152,

1s the prototype of Zwingli, who likelwise taught the imposs-
ibility of the Son of God to dile, and introduced into the

church his abominable Alloeosls, By this clever turn, he sought
; the
to alter the Bilble readings and meanings by inserting human

nature for the divine, whenever Scriptures predicated human

attributes to the divine nature. Says Pleper:" Wenn iienschen
sich erlauben, fuer den "Sohn Gottes" die “meﬁschliche Na tur"
einzusetzen, um einer vermeintlilchen #¥Y Irrlehre m entgehen,

so 1st das ein tatsaechlicher Abfall von der Wahrheit --." #

W mammmmae

Dr. Pleper, l.c. p. 155.

Of interest here is Luther's opihion of Zwingli's Alloeosis.
Pieper quotes him, saying:" Huete dich, huete dich, sage ich,
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vor der Alloeosl! Sle 1st des Teufels Iarve." # This doctrine,

 emmomamas

Dr. F. fieper, l.c. note 185, p. 104,

or should I say poison, seems to have affected his colleagues
for years. Compare Pleper's assertinn:"Auch die spaeteren refor-
mierten Theologen sind der Sache nicht von Zwingli's Alloeosis
losgekommen.“ 2

W memmmm-
Dr. F. Pieper, l.c. pe 166,

-------- How was 1t possible for the Son of Yod to suffer? We cite
Dr. Pieper again:"Wir brauchen nur an Kyrills Paradoxen "ATTA £ s
i?Tﬁ_gid; ", "ohne zu leiden, hat der Sohn Gottes gelitten",
zn erirnern." i All eager searching for an answer to the

Dr. F. *leper, l.c. p. 157,

question of its possibilitﬂbordenjon skepticism., We Christians

know that Christ suffered, Fhil.2,8, and at that, according to

His human nature only; for His divine nature could not suffer.
How this was all possible we leave for eternity to amswer.Dr.
Pieper quoting Luther, writes:"Duenkt's Nestorium wunderlich
seln, dass Gott stirbt, sollt! er denken, dass es Ja so wunder=-
lich ist, dass Gott “ensch wird." i True, we dare speak of

# m——————
Dr. F. Pleper, l.c. p. 164,

God as dying, but only in a special sense; not with reference

to His divine nature. Says Pieper:"Wenn hilar das Abstraktum
"gotthelt" gebraucht wird, so ist nicht an die Gottheit an sich,.
sondern an die "Gottheit im Fleisch" -~ gedacht". # The divine

i eememem

Dr. F. Pieper, l.c. p. 169.

nature 1s not able to sufier death.

Genus Halestaticum: This teaching faollows naturally from our

position on the personal union, and it has in its favor specilal

Scriptural backing and proof. Turning to Phil. g, 8-10 we read:
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“ﬂ,l.\ thos U'-UTN U'W((ubwa-w ﬁd, :.y“gf,g-ga-.
'()VTW T° °"°M4¢ To uuf..( Tl ouo/uuk ", Paul
here speaks distinctly of an exaltation of Christ; but can
the dlvine nature of Christ be exalted? Surely not. This
exaltation can then refer only to the human nature which
dwells bodily in Christ, 8ays Pleper:"Da er nun als Gottvgicht§
erhoeht werden kann, so 1lst hierdurch dle liittellung go;;t-
licher Attribute an die menschliche Hatur klar ausgesprochen.,":

b men e ——
Dr. P. Pleper, l.c. p. 175. (Quoted from Hase).

E;a-;;-éseh on to show that were thls not the case sven the

Delty of Christ would be denled, andfﬁrian creature would re-
main.(Cf. Pleper,l.c. p. 175). The above passage is substantiated
by Bph.l,20 ("set Him at His own right hand"). Reasoning along

the lines of the above principles, Paul here speaks of the

elevation of the human nature. To admit an exaltation of the

divine, admits of an inferior éhrist, of a ereated CGod. It
denies the eternity of the divine naturel Paul thus guards
against such falsehoods with sufflctant explicltness. fhab
Christ is an eterna% God, elevated 1ﬂ@ime according to the
human nature is inextricebly interwoven with the central
most vital teachings of Paul, Christ'!s greatest ambassador.
Were Paul here speaking of mm elevation of thg divine nature,
he would be speaking in contradistinction to his preceding
statements about Christ; he would be preaching awm . human-
itarian Christl! That certainly wauid'warp and mutilate his
glorious passages on the Deity of Christ. Nol The Apostle's
doctrine centers wholly in the One who is at once and truly
God Eternal as well as man. Thus it is possible to speak of
exaltation here; the divine transmitted it to the human nature.
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We shall treat especially three of the divine attributes
communicated to the human nature of Christ,
Omnipotence: Turning to FHil. 3,21, we read:@-- whercby ile is

able to subdue all things unto H!mgelfﬂ; and Eph, 1, 21 ("Far
above all principality and power'). These passages give ample

predication to the omnipotence of Christ.

.Omnisciencez For varification of this attribute we cite Col.

£2,3:"In vhom are hid all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge"j;
and our oft quoted Col.2,9. If in Christ the "fulness" exlsts,
yea, dwells, then lie knows all things in heaven and in earth,
Under the caption of Christ's works we shall note that Jesus
tavght or rather spoke otherwise than dld His predccessors.
That 1s but natural; in Him was omniscienee,:gbdly wlsdom.

Omnipresence: Thls thought underlies all of Paul's references

to the Godman, Jesus Christ. Reading Eph. 4,10 ("That He might
£111 all things"), and Eph. 1,23("The fulness ' of Him that
filleth all in all") we are immediately convinced of the
everpresence of Christ; He is in all things. Note here that
the Apostle does not say that all things are Christ, which-

is the essence of the erring pantheists, but that Christ 1is
in all things - thus an omn;p?esent God. Whatﬂ?qpfort does
not such a doebriné lend, i,e., to know ﬁhat’égaiib ever

with us. But, according to Pieper, l.c. p. 183, the Reformed
resobt to the teaching of a monster, "eine ungeheuerliche
Erdichtung" - only to escape the fact of Christ's assumed
divine attributesl Writes Hodge of Princeton:" Omnipresence
and omniscience are not attributes of which the creature can be
made the organ®. i

2 mmmme-

DR. F. Pieper, l.c. p. 185.
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Acting in this fashion, the Reformed rob Christ of honor
and glory; they teach a monstrosity in place of Godl

014 Iutheran theologlans taught, the efflcacy of Christ :
was omnipresent, not Jesus in Eis Ferson. To this Pleper says,
refering to Eph. 4,10:"So ist auch nicht blosf{ eine Wirksam-
keit , sondern eine Person hinabgestiegen ueber alle Himmel.
Und sie, diese Person , " o lllhl [} (30{5 ", erfuellt das All,." .+

I mmmsssasse

DR. ¥, Pleper, l.c. p. 186,

_-----Eagherans distingulsh between a local and en illoecal
presence of the human nature in Christ. For proof of the

local »resence refer to EPh., 1, 23 (‘lrlhl 'ﬁln(osfz 'l'ld de;’fd 1
and to C0l.2,9 (RaTakKey Ty To Thq’gw A ). Thus aceord-
ing to Hls human nature - in His body - Jesus, not extra carnem,
but intra carnem, f£ills the chijuch and all things,"Tﬁ 1ﬁd‘1}¢ o
Thls view 1s held in opposition to the reformed idea of a

local widening of the human nature, w@ich calls up the picture
of a monster. Luther charges them with teaching "ein grosser
Strohsack, da Gott M mel! mit nndl Erdslinne woere", Pleper,l.c.
r. 193, and in the same reference Pleper calls this reformed
notion "eine Wahnvorstellung! We Lutherans need not resort to
such imaginary explanations, since we teach an 1llocal rresence.
Compare Col.2,9. If "all the fulress" dwells in Him“bodily,
then e partakes of the illocal presence of the Father in Eis
human nature. Likewlise does Eph. 1,21 express this thought
("above every name that is named"). In fact, Paul's phraseology
is replete with this idea that Christ possessed and pessesses
an illocal presence. Of this presence Dr. Fieper says:"Nach

dieser Seinsweise -- und nur nach dieser Seinsweise -- hat die

menschliche Natur Christi an der goettlichen Allgegenwart telll:x
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'DI"- Fe Pieper, l.c. Pe 200, -

Lutherans have ever stood for this truth, awd rightly so,
Writes Lindberg:"Luther correctly emphasized the fact that

wherever Chrlst is, there lle is entire." * Already the For-
e

C.E. Lindberg, l.c. p. 222,

mula of Concord rejects the reformed monstrosity "that the

numan nature of Christ 1s locally extended to all places./i

T - ———

The Formula of Concord, l.c. p. 825,

Also In the state of humillation did Christ have the
divine omnipresence, says Pleper:"iilt: Recht bewelsen die
alten lutherischen Lehrer aus Kol.2,9 dle mitgetellte goett-
1Lcho nllgerenward auch fuer den Stand der Niedrigkeit", it :

DR. F. Pieper, l.c. p. 228,

Divine glory: This attribute of Christ is taught already under

the headlngs of the communicatlon of attributes. It 1s taught
~ /

specifically in Phil. 2, 10 (qT4y a-wu I{dikl')l{_\ ) and
in Eph.l,21 ("above -- every name that is named"). On Phil.2,10
Pieper states:" Hier wird sowohl die Qujalitaet der Anbetung
Christi als dultus vere divinus" bestimmt, als auch die Hin-
sicht angegeben, in welcher der "cultus vere divinus" zukomnt,
naemlich nach deiner menschlichen Natur." i# He likewlse shows

o e memmmes-

DR. F. pleper, l.w. p. 240,
;ﬂzg-;ﬁg-nuformed are on this point rather inconsistent; they
refuse the human nature divine power etc, but ascribe to it
divine honor and glory,l.c.pe. 258,

Dogmaticians also indicate that, although Christ possessed
all divine attributes even in His human nature, e was not,
according to 1t, eternal; E¢¥¥e/¥ for compare Phil. 2,7 ("took

on Him the form of a servant"). The human nature, then, is the




product of time; it is not from everlasting, though it will
endure through all eternity now. Says Lindberg:"It is self-
evident that the human nature could not become eternal, as it
had a beginning from the time of conception." #
é.::-iz;aberg, l.c. ps 220,

" In closing this chapter it is well to note the modernistic
stand. Says Fosdick:"Here was a personality who drew to Hmself
as necessary to hls interpretation all the noblest ways of
concelving spiritual greatness which men possessed." i This

H.X, Fosdick, l.c. p. 217,

is just another example of thelr hopeless conception of Christ

as true God, possessing all divine attributes, blesssd in heavenl

Genus Apotelesmaticum: This third "genus" is of utmost practi=-

cal importance; with 1lts denlal goes also the faith in a saving
Christ. Pieper says:" Die Kirch e kaempft fuer dis beiden
ersten"genera” im Interesse des dritten." # ¥While in prison

S e
Dr. P;cper, l.o. p. 277,

td.uTN uu e uqu T'foc‘«?a-fM R Buruv 1'5) ng n. %
The work of saving us is there ascribed to both natures, to the
divine and the human; for Paul mentions Christ, not just the
divine nature. Reading Col.l,22:" In the body of His flesh
through death, to present you holy and unblameable and un-
reproveable in His sight," wé get the samé picture or thought.
Both natures here participated in the divine act of redeeming
sin-lost mankind, Accérding to this communication it is then
evident that Christ is our Redeemer, High-priest, Shepherd etc.
To deny if is to deny the true falth.




This "genus" 1s rejected by the reformed Theologlans.
And in doing so_they are in opposition to themselves, as ?iepér
shows,l.c. p. 273, for in accepting the communication of the
divine FPerson with the human nature, they refuse acceptance
of the comminication of acts thaﬁ.are dilvine to the human nature.
Pieper cclls thls actlon of theirs "eine Verwerfung der ganzen
boe:tlichen Erloesungsmethode". # And Luther says:"Wo es nicht

Jr. F. Pieper, l.co. Pe 274,
sollte heissen: Gott ist fuer uns gestorben, sondern allein der
liensch, so0 sind wir verloren." i

= -

Dr. . Pieper, l.c. p. 280,

------ Rs 1s to be exrected the liodernists put no faith in this
our glorious doctrine; for they already reject Christ's Deity.
Yirites Fosdick:"What has Jesus done? what changes has he wrought?
=== Jesus must have been the kind of person who could do

what he has done." # And in spite of that statement, which

.
e -

H.E. Fosdick, l.c., p. 221,

xg-;;-a;;eivingly put, they refuse to believe in Him as Godl
Horsch af:iirms this when he states:" They( the liodernists) deny
the history of Jesus In so far as it partakes of the supernat-.
ural."

SE - e - --

John Horsch, l.c. p. 83.
T These three "genera" are admiﬁ?diy the work of man's
hands; they are classed as technical terminology of all Christ-
jan dogmatics. But it is not necessary, therefore, that all
Christians be able to define them. V/hoever has believed in

the saving work of Jesus Christ! who as Man and God gave His
.11fe for us on the cross, has %Eo believed in the "Genus

idiomaticum, malestaticum, and apotelesmaticum".




II. THE STATES OF CHRIST.

The New Teatameﬂt 1s.rep1ete with passages telling of
two states in Christ. Paul's thoughts also move about this
truth also whlle in imprisonment. He writes to the Philippilans,
chapter 2,5-11 (’iT‘o\TTu,/w TV édu‘rog and (JI‘O' ﬁlt\ 6 &to's
&uTov ‘u'agru:warw )« There, in the space of a few verses
the Apostle teachﬁs the humliliation and the exaltation of
Christ. Says a commentator:" In v. 8 the emphasis is on(hwsil-
fetio:w) "humbles" (which stands before the Greek "Himself"); He
not only emptied Himself of His previous "form of God", but sub-
mitted to positive humiliation." # And on Phil. 2, 9 the same :

!- ------
Jame. ﬁauss. and Brown, l.C. Pe. 363.

connentnry writes, p. 364:"God exalted Christ as man to equality
wlth God." Writes the'Expositor's' on these passages:"Ever as men
He endured great humillation, for He suifered the shameful deakh
of the cross," # The same commentator says of Eph. 1,21, one

Bt -
The Expositor's Gr. Testa. l.c. p. 438,

of Paul's great statements on’'the exaltation of Christ:"This
paragraph gives simply a positive statement of the exaltation
of Christ, His soverelgn and unshared supremacy over all.":

N
The Expositor's Gr. Testa. l.c. p. 279,

------;ais same truth 1s taught by Faul im passages such as
Eph.4, 6-10 ( F KaTaPus duTos toTw Ke-\ £ Ruabus uuqmw
Tty T oufthl ), Eph.l, zo CRAN fuﬂ:ns v 5513 qc duTnO )3
col, 2,15 (Bfm,u.@wras doT0es ; and Col. 3,1 (gJ J¢ Nig L)
f205 Ktﬂnﬂaw-,s ) Paul speaks of the death of Christ, Fhil.Z2,10.
That shows unmistakingly His humiliation; a thing otherwise for=-
eign to God. Paul speaks of His sitting at the right hand of qu.
That shows the exaltation of Christ.




In speaklng of the exaltation and humiliation of Christ,
we always refer them to the humen nature. Says Pieper:"Die
Bezilehung auf Christum nach der goettlichen Natur ist eine
"laesterliche Verkehrung".# To refer them to both natures

B o - o -

Dr. F. Pieper, l.c. pD. 813,
L;-;i;-;;ror of the Reformed, And as Pieper again shows, page.
51l6,1.c., the Un'tarians th;nk of Christ in the state of
humiliation as an iIntellectual and moral ruler of the world
and church onlye.

In regard to the posslbility of Christ's humiliation,

Plzper writes:"So also kam es bei Christo zum Sterben, dass er

d'e in ihn wohnende liacht nicht gebrauchte."# In His humil=

iation Christ did not abdlcate the possession of the divine
majesty, but the full use of it, thus conceallng his glory.
Phil. 2,6-8 :"He made Himself of no reputation "§ ﬁwwnu "o
thus making no display of Iiis ezuality with God. This act

of Chrlst's, thls non-use of divine power, occurred in the inter=
est of our salvation. V/ithout it He could not have suffered
pain or sorrow nor approached death. The word " 'i,(u T\. J
’iﬁgau’o‘gd‘ " is to be understood in that wise only, that He,
who was God, did not use the full majesty that was Hls while
here on earth in the sole interest of our redemption. As Pleper
shows, l.c. P. 333, all interpretationis to the contrary, especlally
those that would introduce here a “l{eu/w iIs ", a hiding, are
false and to be rejectéd. Likewise affirms Lindberg: "Nelther
e¢sn the self-renunciation imply the hidden use of the divine
attributes or a " ﬁf.,(i)z,s Kfn’ﬂws s

# mmamm-
C.E. I.indberg, l.c. p. 229.
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Simllarily writes the Formula of Concord:"This ma jesty He (Christ)
always had according to the personal union, and yet he abstained

from it in His humlllation." # Luther with hls usual felicity

SET e s e o e

The Formula of Concord, p. 821,

expresses thls thought very aptly when he says:"Christus habe
sich selbst geaeussert oder entledgt,l.e., er hat sich gestllt,
als legte er dle Gottheit von sich, und wollte derselbigen nicht

gebrauchen."

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

The 8tages of Christ's Hyminiation:

a) His @onceptlon and Birth: The captiviiy letters ofier no

stotements to effect a proof here. Compare Luke 1, 42‘and
Iuke 2,17 §or the YE¥ conception and birth resdpctively.

b) His Increasing in Inowledge and visible dwelling with men:

Again Paul does not dwell on these subjects in his letters
written while in prison., For proof refer to Luke 2,52 and
llark %,1 respectively.

¢c) His Suffering, Death, and Burial: Having no direct statement

for a proof of Christ's sulferings, we guote an indirect one,
Eph.5,2 ("And hath given Himself as an offering and a AEdpft
sacrifice to God"). The idea of suffering is certainly containéd
therein. Agein, Phil. 3,10 ("the fellowship of Hys suffergngs“)
nay be cAlssified as a direct reference to Christ's suffering.
But the thought that Christ sufriered underlies many of the
expressions of Paul, especlally the reference to His death.
That Christ dlied is proved by Phil. 2,8 (obedient unto death),
and Phil, 3,10 ( conformable unto-His death). These passages
leave no doubt in the reader's mind as to the actual death
that Christ underwent. They are plain wordsl
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Paxrl aeobgts the Scriptural and historical fact of christ's bur-

1al when he states Col. 2,12:"Buried with Him in b'apt!.m ———=ty
If he does not directly day Christ was interred, he, by these
words acknlowledges the fact, as 1t was taught before his time

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

ing for posterity (John 19,42).
d) His Descent into Hell: I Pet.35,18 £f. 1s considered the "locus

classicus" for the doctrine of Jesus' descent into hell, Paul re=-
fers to it also in the captivity letters, Eph. 4,9:" ﬁ a(\l W7 E’Ph
2,(5 T:; (P uJ"TL P M‘v’(u Tns d:;‘si ". With the expression "lower
parts of the earth" Paul refers to hell, so conceived anthropo-
morphically. Says a commentator:"This ph:'ase means more than simply
the earth, vis., the regions beneath it, even as ¢ ascended not
merely to the visible heavens, but "far above"™ them."# Unquest-

-:ft----..-.---

Jame., Fauss. and Brown, l.c. p. 350,
;;;;;;;;-the same thought 1is prevaliling in Paul's mind when he
writes Phil. 2,10 (and things under the earth). And arguing from
Eph.4,8 (He led captivity captive), we judge that in order to
lead them captive, Christ went down to the abode of the captives.
The expression "led captivity captive" says that Christ
proved to them that He had conguered sin and the devil; for Paul
adds "triumphing over them in 1it", Col. 2,15. It does not mean
that Christ éreadhed the Gospel in hell for thelr salvation,
as some are wont to bel&lve, and others in doubt about., Says
Iindberg:"This theory =-- (of Christ's descent) 1s still an open
question."# - . :

H asammseess

C.E. nl'n.dberS. l.Ce Pe 242,

e) His Resurrection: This truth 1s expressly taught by Paul al-

most everywherej it is too glorious to be avaided. Compare Eph.
1,20 (when He raised Him from the dead) and Col.3,1 (If ye then
be risen with Christ), both of which verses show that the
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passlve stage of the resurrection, l.e., the fact that God raised

Christ. Scriptures also refer to Christ as ralsing Himself.
Christ's resurrection, although an historical fact, 1s

denled by the lodernists. Writes Horsch:" They ( the iiodernists)

deny lis supernatural birth, His miracles, and His resurrection":x

T

John Horsch, l.c. p. 83.

f) His ascension into Heaven: As Paul teaches Christ's resurr-

ectlon, so he with equal emphasis progfclaims Jesustascension.

Eph. 4,10:"He that descended 1s the same also that ascended

up far above all heavens, that He might 111 all things." And

Dr. Pieper showis,l.c. p. 385, that the purpose of this ascen=

gsilon was not merely to rgceive the place of honor, but "to

£111 all things" refers ﬁo the place of power He, Christ, is there
to occupye.

g) His Sitting at the Right Hand of God: This is an anthropo-

morphic expression. It has no reference to a definite place

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

in heaven. Says Dr. Pieper:" Wird nun von Christo hinsichtlich
seiner lienschheit gesagt, dass er nach Leiden und Tod zur Zechten

Gottes gesetzt sel und nun permanent zur Rechten Gottes sitze,

s feschaie feu
s0 ist damit nicht ein Ehrensltz, = ndern ein Heﬁhchersitz‘, *

e e e -

Dr. F. Pieper, 1.c. p. 387,

and goes on tb show that it is also a place of power and rule
unlimited with respect to divine might and suthority, acceording

to Eph. 1,20 (KAO,;-,(S ';_y ﬁj,g AvTo. )« Of the same
passage a commentary says:" The exaltation to the place of hona
and authority following the resurrection is a further witness
to
3

The Expositor's Ur, Testa. l.c. p. 277,
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Parallel to the passage just treated 1s Col. 3,1 ("where
Christ sitteth on the right hand of God"). It 1s of practicsl
importance to realize fully this authorlity of Christ. It is
of comfokt to the Christian. Jesus, who is our brother and
‘Redeemer -~ our best Friend -- 1s ruling us and the world
with divine power, yes, on the right hand of God,

The second coming of Jesus will not bé treated here;
that 1s a matter to be discussed under soteriology. Passages
from Paul's letters which we are treating are: Eph. 1, 20-22,

Eph. 4,30, and Fhll. 5,20.

IIXI. The Doctrine of Christ's Work.

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

By way of definition Dr. Pleper writes:"Alles, was Christ-
us, der Gottmensch, zur Sellgmachung der Menschen im Stande
der Niedrigkelt getan hat und im Stande der Erhoehung noch
tut, gehoert zum Amt oder Werk Christi,."# And so mighty,

i mewsdbeoe=

DR. F. Pleper, l.c. p. 588,
so glorious, so beneflciary, so rich was thls work of Christ
that He can well be called the greatest philanthropist the

world has ever seen.

le. The Prophetic Offiwe of Christ.

There is a wealth of material in the New Testament as well
as in the 014 proclaiming Christ as our great Pﬁophst. St. Paul
also dwells on this phase of Jesus! work, He who was and 1s
a uniqueé Prophet, the like of whom there never was nor ever
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s}mll bes 'l‘tu'n!.ng to Eph. 2,17 we read:" Km i-)\ﬂuw f.un”c.\-
10" ATo tl(nmv vair ", And, of course, that which Christ
preached was Hls Gospel, the way unto salvation. Reading Eph.
1,13 ( after that ye heard the word of truth) and Col.3,16

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

we are introduced to the same thought, namely, that Jesus
Christ,the Anointed Son of God, preached the Vord of God =

yes, His own Word to men. He was a Prophet in the fullest

sense of the term. Remarks Strong:" He was rather an inspired
interpreter or revealer of the divine will, a medium of communi-
cation between God and men, not a foreteller, but a forth-
teller. As prophet, though, He being God, the Messiah, the
Christ, the Logos, the Word dld not come to Him as it did to
the 0.T. prophets. He was the Wordi# And He,as the Word,

i Bemmmme

A.H. Strong, l.c. pe 191,
preached Himself, says Pieper:"Christus zeigt das Hell =--
als in seiner Person gegenwmertig." # According to Pieper,

H wemmmees

DR, F. Pleper, l.c. p. 396.
;:;:-;:-;98.399, the Romanists, late Unitarians, and Arminians
preach Christ as a new Lawgliver; not as One who gave us"the
Gospel of peace." They greatly err; for if Christ preached
a new Law, Psml would not have sald Eph. 8,17 "prceached
peace" (EJI (ullml Je

Christ still maintains this office in the state of exal-
‘tationj it is His for all eternity, We need but turn agalin
to Col., 3,16YLet the Word of Christ dwell in you richly in
all wisdom". Christ then is the only teacher in the chuarch
and through the church until the Day of Judgment. All teachings

contrary to His are false; they are pseudoprophecles.
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Because of the fact that Christ 1s the one and only Prophet

in the ohurch,1¥ there in the chmrch at all times a- safe-guard

against error and falsehoods., This is of real comfort to us

Christians; 1t guards agailnst indifferfigce in doctrine.
Modernism again rejects this Christian standpoint.

The best Fosdick can say here is:"He(Jesus) has given the

world 1ts loftlest ethical ideals? # And again he says:"The

% owweweee

K. E. Fosdick, 1.0. p. 226.

AP ab up P o =8 W ub

fundamental attribute of Jesus' God was universal moral will".#

% wmaswewasss

H.E. Fosdick, l.c. p. 222.

He may euloglze the man Jesus, but he fails to see Him.as true
God. They do not belleve this Man's Word, as Horsch says:
1'l|'lhnt He sald about His supernatural person and work --- they
rejected -~ as mere fiet:l.on."‘ *

i meeamows

John Horsch, l.c. p. 85,

2. THE Priestly Office of Christ.
Christ, our eternal Hsygh ':riest = that 1s the glory of
the Christian church., The grace which Christ preached to us

as Prophet He has won for us as our High Prlest,

Fundamental as thlis doctrine 1is Paul treats it very
thoroughly. He writes to the Epheslans, chapter 1,7: “'E.ll )

=
lztm-w wi hoho"r(a;s our - Toy Ko Tiov ’ITHC(‘EWM-:-'IW! ", There
it 1s certa¥ly stated in concise words that Jesus redeems us
with His blood, He having evidently shed it for us, as did the
animals in O0.T. times; they for a time, His for eternity.
Says a eoﬁentm:“ﬂenoe antithetically, the Son of God became

the Son of man, that as our kinsman He might redeem us." #*

3 eowesesswe

Jame. Fauss., and Brown, l.C. p. 342,
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Of the same verse another says:"It 1s a sacrificial term,
based on the use of the blood of victims, offered under
the 0.T. law, for the purpose of purification and explation."#

253t e ms
The Expositor's Gr. Testas l.C. DP. 254,

_-‘---azﬂar Pﬁnline passages poprving our stand are: Eph. 13
(made nigh by the blood of Christ), Eph. 2,16 (that He might
reconcile both unto God in one body by the corss), Eph. 5,2
(and hath given Himself for us), Col, 1,22 (to present you

hOl',’) [
Christ has freed us from all the consequences of sin-

fulness. He has liberated us from the power of the devil,

Col. 2,15 ( having spoliled principalities and powers); from fhe
power of death, Phil. 1,21 (For me to live is Christ, to dle
i1s gain)j and from the rule of sin, Col. 2,14 ( blotting out
the handwriting of ordiances that was against us),

Modernism again places reason above the Bible and resists

our doctrine. Horsch says:"Liberalism regards Him as an ex=-

ample and guide; Christianity, as a Savior," #

W oesmecaees

John Horsch, l.C. P. 96.

Christ's Vicarious Satisfaction: That the sacrificial atonemens

of Jemus extends to all people - 1ls for them-we infer from pass-
ages such as Phil, 2,15 (That ye may be blameless). Paul makes
no restriction here. All are meant. And this gift of Christ

to us 1s accomplished; it is done for all time, compare Eph.
1,5 ( who hath blessed us with all spiritual blessings in
heavenly palces). And it was death that Christ suffered for

us, because death was represented as the curse which was pro- -
nounced upon sin by the Law against its transgressors, Deut.
27,26. Such are Welss! thoughts, l.c. p. 425,424. He also

shows this reconciliation to God was not something mutual,




as 1f man gives up his enmity and God consequently gives up
His Brgy". = °f?v

i ewmewswem

Dr. B. Wdlss, l.c. p. 429,

----- Eizs 1s a fundamental docbrine of our church, namely,
that we are justified by falth through Christ's blood or
sacrificial atonement. With it our Lutheran cﬁnrch.stands; with-
out 1t she falls. lNodernlism seeks to find salvation through
their own deeds. Says Horsch:"Considered from this viewpoint,
salvation is not the work of Christ, but our own work“. % When

W eeemesas
John Horsch, l.c. p. 928,

t;;;r;;; the words "vicarious satisfaction" they refer to some-
thing other than do Christian dogmaticlansi Dr. Machen says:
"A cardinal doctrine of modern liberalism is that the world's
evil may be overcome by the world's good." # Or read Fosdick

W mmmeeses

G. liachen, l.c. p. 136.

EEQE;EE;;YBt another thing the historic Jesus has done; he
has made men believe in the possibility of moral reclamation
and renewal,":

% mmemwws

H. E. Fosdiek, le.ce Pe. 225,

Christ!s Active Obedience: Jesus not only bore the punishment
which we should have suffered because our our transgression

of divine law, but also fulfilled that law whlle here on earth.
He rendered that obedience to the holy will of God which we
should have rendered, but did not. Paul ascribes this active
obedience or fulfilling of the law to Christ Fhil., 2,8 (and
became obedient unto death =-), In that entire group of doc-
trinal passages, Phil.2, 65-11, Paul holds this fact before

his readers! eyes, 1.0., Christ, who was the eternal God,

took on Him the form of a man, and as such was obedient

-




un-to death, for which reason God exalted Him. Not only is Christ's
death spoken of, but also Hls obedience to the law,

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

There are those who say that the work of redemption
i1s ascribed to Christ's passive obedlence only. But, compare
Rom, 5,18,19 where our salvation 1s ascribed to Jesus'! active
obedience. None of these pas sages;'&': l:‘b%;ge“;:gﬂ::dfgf:: .a'xct;iﬂ 3

sive of the other, e

Paul never makes any restrictions in regard to the - i°° .= -

extent of Christ's redemptive work. In Eph. 1, 7 he says /'
"In wvhom we have redemption through His blood; in Eph. 4,

34 "even as God for Christ's sake hath forgiven gou; in Col.
2,10 "And ye are complete in Hym § always indicating thereby
that the atonement of Jesus id a universal one; that it 1is
meant for alle Such 1s s.ous\d. Bible doctrine, which is treated
extensively under the captior of "gratia universalia". Writes
Dr. Pleper:"Die von Christo geleistete Genugtuung ist sowohl
intensiv als auch extensiv vollkormen,'"#

i owmeosses

Dre. F. Pleper, l.C. 1;. 457,

E;;;;i-::-;ur Mediator: This doctrine 1s not touched upon by
Paul in his -captivity. The author of the Epistle to the
Hebrews elaborates upon it, Heb. 7,24=27, Christ is there

portrayed as our High Priest in the state of exaltation.




Se¢ The Regal Office of Christ,

Scriptures also describe Christ as King of all men and of
the universe. All power in heaven and in earth lies at His feet.
Paul dwells on this very theme in extenso. He writes to the
Colossians, chapter 1, lva“lﬁl d:a"l"ls trniv 11'(‘. ‘mw.:'rm Kt
'T‘d iT'ot::Td 'u a’w@: o‘uu:'&m". All things, then, are upheld by His
almighty power; they consist in Him. Says a commentary:"The
Son of God is the conserver, as well as the creator of all
things." # Here,1f ever is the universal reign of Christ's

% omseeee

Jame, Fauss, and Brown, l.c. p. 372.

l-:;;;;;i;-;rought to light; it 1s not restricted to a definite
territory. For substantiation of the above passage refer to Eph.
1, 22 ("fd, 'IToL:TJ EJ'ITtl’l'd'j'w tS'IT\o To:.vs TI-O'SG\S duTou "

a figurative expression for the full supremacy which Christ
enjoys; Phil, 3,21 (whereby He 1s able even to subdue all things
unto Himself); and Cols 2,10 (which is the head of all prin-
cipality and power). In any of these passages there 1s neither
restriction of Christ's power as King intensively speaking

or extensively considered; His 1s all power everywhere, both

in heaven and on earthe.

It will be recalled that the fact that Christ rules as
King according to both Hls natures, the human and the dlvine,
was treated under the chapters of Genus malestaticum and
apotelesmaticum,

Dogmaticians employ three terms to differentiate between
the triplex office of Christ's kingship. They are: a) The "reg-
num potentiae" in which Christ is King of all creation - rules
the entire universe (cf. Eph.l,21 "far above all principality

and power"); b) The "regnum gratiae", in which kingdom belong
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all Christians who have accepted Jesus' Gosdpl mesaage, (cf.
Eph.5,25 "even as Christ is the head of the church"™); e¢) The
"regnum gloriae", which is the continuation of the earthly
ktngdom of grace glorified eternally 1n heaven (cf. Col.3,4
"When Christ, who 1s our life shall appear, then shall ye also
appear with Him in glory").

The unity as well as the distinction of these three
kingdoms of Christ are to be maintained on positive Scriptural
grounds. Paul speaks of the unity to the Ephesians, chapter
1, 21—23- R U'Tf.ftluw 1To(0‘l’l5 d(ﬂns KTA. A uu’ru ‘uTﬂ!djr'
GWo Tavs Tl'o Sac,s ol Tov, Kot aloToy s R Rigddnv uuif TretuTe
th £th\q °‘“§' ", The diztinction between the kingdoms is
written Rom. 8,24,25,

In the following we agalin expose those who taach other-
wise than does Scripture. They are: 1) All Nestorian false
teachers, who divide the Person of Christ, = who divide
Christ as King. Here Pleper states:'So die Roemischen,
die Reformierten und die reformierten Sekten'j# 2) All the

¥ eoeeeswe

Dr. F. Pleper, l.c. p. 468,

modern Kenosists, who teach an humiliation of Christ also
according to His dlvine nature. (Cf. Lindberg,l.c. p. 236)}
3) Ail Subordinationists, who "lassen Christum nach der
goettlichen Natur dem Vater untergeordnet =- sein;"* 4) A11

DRe. F. Pleper, l.c. p. 468,

Chiliasts, who teach a caricature of both the kingdom of grace
and kingdom of glory. Thisis an invention of their imagination;
"es gehoert in das Reich der Phantasie".# We can rejoice with

% ooeosees

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

Christian pride to be called one day co-heirs of Christ!s glory.




Concluding Remarks,
Remarkable it 1s to observe that from the Apostle Paul's

captivity letters alone can be dr:"m up virtually a complete
study of Christologye. We must, therefore, proclaim him as the
:I.,zud.ost herald of Him who gave Himself a sacrifice to and

for sinful mankind, thereby revealing the will and love of

the Father. Every reader of these Pauline letters is impressed

with the earnestness and frequency of Paul's references to

the grace that 1s now ours through the atonement of Jesus, our
Savior, Salvation, forgiveness he preachesj for :I.s::lge plan
of redemption through Christ and its glorious fulfillment,
done in the interest of mankind, for the forgiveness of our

{
sins, - 1s that not "Xd@1¢ ", grace?

The question 1s justified, Was Pauil a staunch preacher
of Christ in his earlier years also, 1in the::g(l)"s of the first
century? Did he alter his doctrine 1in later years? A detalled
study of this question would take us too far afield; we shall,
therefore, content ourselves with a comparison of thls paper
to a few sweeping statements made by Paul in several of his
earlier letters.

We f£ind no essential difference in"Romans! He writes,
1,16:"For I am not ashamed of the Gospel of chr!.-at= for 1t
is the power of God unto salvation to every one that believeth",
And again, 5,10:"We were reconciled to God by the death of
His Son =~", This is the same Christ taught in the captivity
eplstles.

To the Corinthians Paul procalimed the same truth. He
asserts, 2,2:"For I am determined not to know anything among
you, save Jesus Christ and Him crucified". There we have the

I’ TEEE: (31D NN e




very material principle of our church. Again he says,3,23:"Ye
are Christ's". And in his Second Epistle to the Corinthians
he instructs, 5,21:"For He hath made Him to be a sin for us,
who knew no sin; that we might be made the righteousness of
God in Him."
The Galatians hear the same measage. He teaches them,4,4,5:
"But when the fulness of time was come, God sent forth His
Son, made of a woman, made under the law, to redeem them that
were under the law, that we might receive the adoption of sons".
So consclentious, so true to the Word of Christ is the
Apostle that he exclaims, I Cor.9,16:"Yea, woe is me, if I
preach not the Gospel3;" and so eager is he that this selfsame
doctrine remain intact and unvarnished by judaizing philoso-

phies or gnostieism, he writes strongly to the Galatians, chap-

ter 1,8:"But though we, or an angel from heaven, preach any |
other Gospel unto you, let him be accursed."

To say, therefore, that there is in Paul, as far as doe-
trine is concerned, an historical development is wholly un=-
warranted. It 1s the product of a biased mind. There is no
difference between Paul's early and late letters with respect
to doctrine, real or implied. With him Christ and the entire
plan of salvation are ever the same. The Christ of his early
years is the Christ of his later years, "God bleased forever."

And, in fine, becausse Paul sets forth the doctrines of
Christ so gloriously; because he preaches"Christ and Him cru-
cified"; because he proclaims Him as the risen Savior, who
laid down His life that sinners, that we,might live; and because
he 1s ever consistent in heralding the Gospel of Gﬁrlst, the God-
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Man, who,"though He was rich, became poor", suffered and dled
a disgraceful death on the cross "that we might be rich", rich
in the glory and bleasedness of heaven; we praise him as one of
the greatest, 1f not the greatest ambassador of Christ, revere
his name, cherish his epistles, love the more the time-0ld
Gospel, and give all honor to that Christ vhom he proclaimed,
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Ie The Doctrine of Christ's Person.

1.

Se

4.

II.

The Deity of Christ.
Ae Proofs,
Be Rejection.

The Humanity of Christ.
Ae 001 o

B. Pecularities of the Human Nature,

The Personal Union.
Io FFOOI P .
Be Difference from other unions.

Communication of Natures.
R. Proof.
Be Its Constitution.

Comminlication of Attributes.
A. Proorf.
Be. Genus idiomaticum,
Ces Genus malestaticum,
D. a. His omnipotence.
b. His ommiscience.
c. His omnipresence.
d. Divine Honor.
D. Genus Apotelesmaticum.
8« Proof.
be. Rejection.

The States of Christ.

1.
2.
Se

III.

Proof,

Humiliation and Exaltation.,

The Different Stages.

A. Conception and Birth.

B. His Rearing.

Ce. Suffering, Death, and Burial,
D. Descent into Hell.

E. Resurrection.

F. Ascension.

G. Sitting at Right Hand of CGod.

The Doctrine of Christ's Work.

1. In General.
2. Pro ¢ Office.

° . 00X o
Be In both States.

3« Sacerdotal Office.




Ae. Proof,

Be. Satisfactio Vicaria.
Ce Active Obedlence.

D. For Whom Christ Died.
E. His Mediatorshlp.

4.Regal Offlce.
° T"O0X ¢
Be The Triplex Division.
Ce Rejection.

Conclusion: Proof that there i1s no doctrinal difference about
Christ in Paul's captivity letters from his former
letters.
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