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A COMPARATIVE STUDY
OF THE
CONCEPTIONS OF THE DOCTRINE OF THE ATONEMENT
TAUGHT BY THOMAS AQUINAS AND MARTIN LUTHER

INTRODUCTION

I. Statement of the Problem,

The purpose of this study is to discover the conception of the
theclogical doctrine of the atonement held and ;gught by Thomas Aquinas,
formulator of modern Roman Catholic theology, and the concepticn held
and taught by Martin Luther, the father of the Protestant Reformaticn.
Having done thisg, it is the object of the author tc show wherein these

congceptions are alike, and wherein they differ.

2, Importance of the Problem.

There are many, among them prominent church leaders,who contest
that to give much time and sericus thought to the theclogical doctrines
of the historical Church is not in keeping with the scientific spirit of

the day, and hence should be avoided., Long ago (in A.D. 1867) Dr. Archi-
bald Alexahder Hodge wrote some words in this regard that may not have
lost their significance:.
"A man ¢an outgrow systematic theology.....
either by ceasing to be clear<headed, or by ceasing
to be religious, and in no other way. I suppose
some escape in their haste by both ways at once."(1)
“0f those who contend that "there are more urgent and practical

tasks that that of theology" E. Emil Brunner in the introductory chapter

of his "The Theology of Crisis™ writes:

(1) Hodge, A.A,, The Atonement, p.22.



, "These pscple are like szuch gardensrs as
might think the hranches of the tree wore im-
portaat than the sap becauss the branches ars
visible and the sap iavisibls."(l)

The often hsard cry todéy to get back to the siuple facts of
apostolic Christianity is not a new one, It was commcn snough to
cause comment vefors L1381 when, in & footnote of the iatroductoery
chapter of his "The Cathe~lic Doctrine of the Atonemsnt® Henry Hut-
combs Oxenham cited thse foliowing guutation:

WThers are those indesd who .... would rether
fall back on the unrsflecting simplicity of that
garly falth which rested only on the simple facts
of the CGospel. But this is to be ignorant, <that
the gradual sspansion of Christian doetrines was
only the growth of the religious wind as, wnder
the moulding power of the Holy Ghost, it coumpared
the individual truths with which it had been in-
structed, Those truths wust have resclved f{heum—
selves into wrong combinations, il they had not
vsen resolved into tight ones. .... Those who sesk
to regain it (early simplicity of fzith) by throw-
ing away what was earned by the religicus impulse
then given to the age 4o but restors the imbscili-
ty of childhnood without its innocsnce,¥(2)

The Goctrine of the atonemsnt has been the central teaching
of the Christian Ghurch, particularly since the tims vwhen the Re~
formed churches began to form thelr creeds. It was the principal
elament, though not then formally steted as a doctrine, iz Luther's
teaching of justification by fzith, which he desciared to bs the
greéﬁest of all Christian affirmations, It is the foundation upon
which our relation to God as our Father, and conssquently all our

present life and hops for the future, depend, In his "Atonsmsnt and the

(1) Brunaer, H,E., The Theology of Crisis, p.=xxi
3

(2) Oxenham, H.W., The Cxtholic Doctrins of the Atonsment
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the Modern Mind" James Desuney considers the term "atonement® to
be zs comprehensive ad Christlsn religion itsslf, He writss:
"Wheh we speak of the atonemsnt and fhe

modern mind, we are really speaking of the

modern mind and the Christian religion."(2)

Dur understaniing of this doctrine zalso influences our
conceptions of other vitsl parts of the whele system of Christian
truth, s.g., ths moral attributes of God, the nature of diviuas
law, of sin, and the perscn of Christ,

The investigaztion to bs made in this thesis, of the concep-
ticns of this fundamsntal Christizn tenst held by such ocutstznding
figures of ths Church as Thomas Agquinzs and Mariin Tuther, is of
great importance‘bscause of the smivTent place this doctrine had in
the theological systems constructed by thess two msn. Unfortunztely
for uwe here, = formal treatment of this subjsct was mads by nsither
of thess theologians, There are no specific articles dealing with this
topic for us to uss as a basis of our study.

In view of the sigunificance of this doctring and of ths tre-
merdous outward results of the separation of ILuther from Catholicisu,
one cannct refrain thinking seriocusly on the question: ars there at
this basic position zny grsat diffsrsnces of belief and teaching? If
50, what are they? What are the belisfs held in common? To gzin ane

swers to thess guestions is the goal of this investigation,

3. Method of Procedure,

There are mainly {ive theories of the atonement, These are

(1) Denney, James, Atonement and the Modern Mind, p.2.




all found in the theologies of the Protestant church denominations.,
The Cathelic Church with its systew of sacraments does net find place
for a formzl doctrine of the atonsment objectively centered on Christ.
It will s helpiul for us to have & summarizing statement of ezch of
thése theories in wind from the beginning. The first one fto take dsfi-~
nite form was the Comnercisl T wory, It weintzing that sin is a viola~
tion of divins honor; being committed against an infinite being it
wust have an infinite punishment, Christ the God-man, repressnting the
guilty human race, mads full satisiaction to the requirsment of divine
justice. His suffering was an exact squivalent for the suiferings do-
served by sinning men. Anssla of Centerbury (1083-1109%) was the origine-
ator of this theory, (1)

According to the Bxzawpls Theory, Christ by His human exauwple
of faithfulness to truth and duty has an iafluence upon mzn that will
result in his sszivation, This idea was dsveloped by the Socinizns in
the widdle of the sixtesnth century. (2)

The Governmental Theory declarss that Christ's suffefings
wers not necsssary t¢ satisfy the rigoer of divins justice, and there-
fore Christ did not suifer the precise psnalty of the law, but God as.
sovereign, with absolute rights, cccepts His suffering as a substitute
fér the penalty. Hugo Grotius (13823-1645) was the author of this theory,
(3)

The oral Influsnce Theory holds that by an exhibition of
self-sacrificing love Christ'!s suffsrings win men's hearts to God, and

subdue their tendencies toward evil, The cutstanding proponent of this

ef.
(l\ Remensnyder, J.B,, The Atonsment and Modern Thought, p. 93.

(2) isher,G.P,, History of ths Christian Church,p,443.
(3 Strong,A, 1., Systematic Theology, Vol.IL, p.717.



theory in modern times is Horace Bushnell, (1802-1876). (1)

The next, and last,of thess, bears thres well-known titles -
The Satisfaction THeory, The Ethical Theory, and the Penzl Theory. It
represents the work of Christ as a satisfaction of infinits werit, to
the infinite justice of CGod., Christ d¢id for man what man could not do,
satisiying the dewands of the law, and on man's behalf bearing the pen~
alty which his failure had brought upon him. (2)

It will be noticed that the Ezample, Goveramental ard Horal
Influence theoriss arose after the pericd upon which we ars to focus
our attention, The first, the Anselmic or Comwercizl Theory appeared
in the alevénth contury, and the last is that zbvout which ths azjor
portion of our study will center, for it arose in the period of the
Reformation,

Charles Hodgs, and other scholars in the field of theology,
divide the historical study of their subject into four periods: the
Patristic, the Scholastic, ths Reformambtion, and the ﬁodern;klt is with
the latter paft of the sscond of t1e and the first part of the third
that this work will trezit in particular, but to mzks an intelligent
approach to them it will be necessary to meke a brisf survey of the first
period and the part of the second leading up to the time of Thomas A~
guinas,

st s SRRt g o o R kR

k!
oh
(1) Hodgs, Chas., Systematic Theology, Vol.II,z556-568
Bushnell, Horace, On Vicarious Sacrifice,pp.535-545
(2) Hodge, A.H., Systematic Theology, Vo.II, p.353,
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CHAPTER ONE

TEACHING O THE DOCTRINE OF THE ATONEMENT
BEFORE THE TIME OF THOMAS AQUINAS
Introduction.

It was not until the ond of the elevauth ceutury that the
nature of the atonement received a thorough treatment. It was then
that Ansslm, in his "Cur Deus Homo?" developed the first actual theo-
ry of the atonement., In the ezrly centuries of the Christizn era that
which later constituted the atonsmsant doctrine was viewed by the
Church as separate facts, with no attsmpt to systematize them into a
formal doétrine.

A1l the szriy Fathers of the Church used the language of
the Seripturss very extensively, with them showing that through the
shed blood of Christ there was forgivensss and salvation, (1) Many of
their viess conform with later doctrinal developments of the subjsct,
but werse not formslly constructed, In gensrsl thess early Christians
" wers contsunt to express theip cardinal beliefs with the uss of bdidiical
statements. They experiencsed the afonesment, with desp emotion many of
them, dut had no desire ner saw any nesd of fitting its intellsctusl
basis into logical forms, This continued to bs true sven ﬁhroughﬁ the
centuries oi the most sigunificant controversial councils of the Church,

At & comparaitively sarly dats the Church Fathers busisd then-
gsolves avout dogmas of the Trinity and of the Ilcarnation., Heresies
sprang up about thsss points and drew ..out definite dsclarations from
the orthodox bodies, (2) Thers appeass not to have besn any prppageting
concerning the usture, valus or eifect cf‘ths work of Christ in His

{1)é\‘ma, &lvert, The Scriptural Doctrine pf Sacrifice,p.332.
(2)Cf. Denney, James, Christian Doctrine of Reconciliation,p,27.




sufisrings and death, hencse, ne official sitatements as to these thingg.
The Church in these first centuries of its exzistence was pre-
dominantly Gresk, gecgraphically and intsllsctually. It was most natural
that its leadsrs should center their thoughits on thse strictly theologic-~
5l rather than the anthropological aspect of the Christian faith; inves-
tigating the revealed naturs and attributes of God and of the persen of
Christ, rather than the state of men and the work of Christ done for man,
One of the vest records of the thinking of the early Church is its hymn-
ology. The objsctive viewpoint held then is clearly demonstrated in the
liturgical hymns, such as, the "Cloria in excelsis®, and the "Gloria
Patri®, and not less in such hymns as one atitributed to CGregory Nazian-
zen (825-399), beginning:
"0 Thou the One suprems.cler all!l
For by what other nawme
¥May we upon Thy great name call,
Or celsbrate Thy fame?v(l)
The controversy that brought ocut a definition of dyodbeov at
the Council of Hicea, in 335, gave to the subsequent conturies dogmatic
statemants concerning the person of Christ, but thers is nothing analo-

gous to this in the sarly developmsnt of the teachings about the work

of Christ for the redemption of man. (2)
It THE AI@E"‘ JIC‘-‘LNE l‘ATHE e

Lest we f£zil o realize the significance to the later develop-
went of the atonsmsnt doctrine of the constant use of the Scriptures by
the Church Fathers when they referrsd tc the suffsrings and death of

(1) Bresd, D,B., The History and Use of Hymns and Hymn-Tunes,

. 23,
(BfﬁDanney, James Christian Doctrine of Reconciliation,p.28.



Christ, I shall here draw upon the writings of some of them. All the
prominent writers ascribe & most vital efficacy to the sscrifice made
by Christ on the cross, in changing sinful men into Christians with
hopes of immortality. Of course, no attempt iz nade to show how this

is brought about.

1. Clement of Roue,
Clemsnt of Roms (lived last of first century) wrote:

"His blood was shed for our salvation} by the
will of God He has given His flesh for our flesh,
His soul for our souls.®

Let us look to the bleod of Christ, znd behold
how precicus is His blood to Cod, since being
shed for our salvation it has offersd to the whole
world the grace of repentance."(l) '

2« The Epistle of Barnzhas,

[

The Epistle of Barnabas, written in the sarly part of the
second century, countzins these words:

"The Lord condescended to deliver His body to
death, that by rewmission of our sins we uight
be sanctified, and this is sifected by the shed-
ding of His blood,"(2)

3. Pelycarp.
In his letter to the Philippians Polycarp (110-117) wrote
the following words, (based on Pster's words) :
WHa bore our sins in His body on the tres,
who 4¢id no sin, neither was guile found in his
mouth, but Hse endured all things for our sakes
that we may live in Him," (3)
) Gave, Albert, The Scriptural Doctrine of Sacrifice, p.332.

a
() Ibid. p.332.
(3) Ivid. p.332.
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4, Justin Hartyr.
In the sscond century Justin Hariyr wrots:

"The Father willed that Christ should
take upon Himszsli the curses of all for
the whole rzce of man," (1)

5, EBpistle to Diognstus,

The author of ths anonymous Epistls to Diognstus (Ch,.xi) wsnt

& long way in the direction of Reformation doctrine of justificetion:
"God hated ws not, nor rejected us .., but
in pity for us took upon Himsell our sins, and
Himsslf parted with His.oWn.Bon as & ransom for
us, the holy Ior the lawless, the fzultless for the
evil, the just for the wnjust ... For whet else but
His rightscusness could have covarsd our sins? In
whom was 1% possible for us lawless and ungodly men
to bs justified save only in the Son of CGod? O sweet
sxchange, inscruiable opseration, unszpected bhenefit!
Tzt the iniquity of wmany should be hiddsu in one
righteous, and the righteousnsss of one should justi-
fy many lawlsss!v (2)

8. Claudius Apollinaris,
Clavdius Apollinaris, Blshop of Hisropolis in Phrygia, in the

gecond sentury, calls our Lord,

"The Great Sacrifice, the Son of God... who
was bound and bound the strong one, who was juliged
being Judge of quick and dead, who was deliverad

into the hands of sinners to be crucifised, who
poured from His side the two things which cleanse,
water and blood, wind and spirit. (3)

7. Sununary.
In these gllusions to the sufferings and death of Christ for
sinful men there is no concepiion of vicarious sacrifice expressed; that
(1) Cave, Albert, The Scriptural Dectrine of Sacrifice, p4333.

(2) Gremsted, L.W., The Atonement in History and Life, 'p. 178,
(3) Oxsuham, H,H, The Catholic Doctrins of the Atonsuent,p.l24.



is, of men's sin being lmputed to Christ, or of the ides that God was
angry with His Son for man's sake and inflicted on Him punishmsnt which
was due the sinner. Thers is no mention of ths justice of God in the
formal szense of that term., The objsct for Cﬁrist's incarnaticn is not
the preparaticn for the payment of a debt as wmeintained by Ausslm in his
'Cur Deus Howo, but for the restoration of man from his fallen nzturs,
These early writers testify that Chrigt died for us and by so'doing de-
livers from the power of evil. The guestion why Christ zust suifer and

die in order to do thig is not discusssd,
II. THE SATAYW THEORY.

Beiore the beginning of ths third century thers aruvse & con-
céption of the atonement s¢ vague that it cannot be considered a dog-
trine, and yet it was fthe predominsnt theory and almost the only theory

the atonement that the Church held for eight centuries, It was what

iy

0
is commonly callsd the Sstan Theory, Among its prominsnt advocates were
Basil the Great, Ambrose, Leco the Great, Gregory the Grezt, armd Dernard
of Clalrvaux.
According to this thsory, when man sinnsd he became the right-
ful possession of the devil, That zen might justly scquire his fresdom
a ransom is paid to Satan, This paywent is ths lifsuof Christ, It was
igplied by soms that the conflict of Christ with Satan was wmaintzined on
the old principle that desception or trickery wers fair in war;{(1) The
first attempt to arrive at an explanation of the work of Christ, strange-

1y enough, settled on the effsct of this work upon the kingdom of Satan,

(1) Cf, Cave, Albert, The Scriptural Doctrine of Smerifice, p.338.
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Thers 1is no zbscoluts agresment as t0 when, or where, this theory origi-
nated, Its earliest important representatives were Irenasus of the second
century and Crigen of the thivd century, Thess two men wers the leaders
of the ortheodox party in its struggle against Gnosticism, It was this
opposition that appears to have caused thess writers to begin a defis
-nition of the effects of the sacrificial sufferings of Christ,

Agcording to the CGnostic hsresy Jssue onlf apparsntly assumed
human form -- the docetic view. Hence, Jesus!'! death was illusory. The
logical sonsegusnce of this was a total rejection of the teaching of

the Scriptures about the death of Christ for the sins of men. (1)

1. Irenasus,

Ian his fifth bvock, Contra Hasreses, Irenaeus writes a para-

4

graph that cbviously reveals his accentance of the raunsom thsory:

"The Highty Word znd True lan, rsiseming us
by His own blood in zccordance with ths dictates
of right reason gave Himsslf as z rausom for those
whoe had besn tzken captive; and since ws were the
subjects of God by nsture, contrary to naturs hs has
trangTfsrred our slisglance, making ws his own
disciples, The Omnipotent Word of God, having ne
lack of justice within Hiwself, sgainst the apostacy
itsslf proceeded justly, redssming His own from its
powver == not foreidbly, as the apostacy did in the
beginning, snatching with insatizble greed things
which did not bwelong to it, but by moral suasion,
as vecame CGod, whé would -aitadm,His desirs by per-
suagion, znd not by force, s0 that nsither should
justice be violated nor the original crsation of
God perish,"(Patrologiae Graescas,tow, vii,p.1121).(2)

2. Origen.
Irsnzeus left this guestion in the second century, but it was
(1} For a fuller statemsnt of Gnosticism ses, Cave, Albert, The

Seriptural Doctrine of Sserifice,pp.335-336.
{2) Ipid. p.337,



taksn up even more emphatically by Origen, the voluminous writer who
is styled the Father of Thsology, Hs dealt with the redeeming work
of Christ guite fully, under five espscts: His teachin% . a8 the

rsvelatio

[
L]

1 of the absclute truth; His works, as the cleansing of the

-

temple and His miracles; His lifs, as the great example; His suffering
and death to which he attributes threes-fold sfficacy, in our redempiion
from the power of Saztan, our reconcilistion with God, znd the purific-
ation of our corrupted nature; ani His continual prissthood in heaven,
The fourth of these conbtsins his theory of the zstonsmsat. He taught that
the dezth of Christ was negessary, both for our ransom and s a sacrifice
for sin., He weant weyornd Irsuaeus with the ransom theory, dsclaring that
Satan was decsived in the ftranssction,
To the guestion, suggested by our Lord's own saying that He
he
wouldpgiven up into hands of wmen, 3y whom was He delivered up?lrigin
replies:
"ot =21l gave Him wup with the same design,
God deliversd Him out of lovs for ths hwman race
{Rox,.8:32)., Eut others delivsred Him up with evil
intent, each sccording to his own wickedness, Judas
for avarics, the prissts for esnvy, the Devil for
fear, lest by His teaching the huwan race should be
snatched ouvut of his hands, not psrceiving that the

human race was to be still mors deliversd by His
dezth than it had vesn by His teaching znd miracles,"(1)

h
o}

Origen does not try to show how this dsesption was carried out,

ay that it was dons by

0]

<

but later writsrs, CGrsgory of Iyssa and others,
weans of the Incsrnation.(2) Origsn expressed his bslief thai Satan
thought he would get possession of Christis soul by slaying Him and se-

(1) Ozenham, H,H,, The Cathelic Doctrins of the Atonsment,p.l137.
(2) Cf. Ibid, pp. 147-148,
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curs for himsel{ the plazce of rulership over man., In ancther place he
declares the nsed of a ransom sguivalent to the possession:
"iian has nothing to give as an equivadent for

his soul. One alone was able 1o pay a price for our

lost souls, He who bought us with His own precious

blood, " (1)
Setan had acéuired an actual right over man through the originsl Fall,
The soul, or blocd, of Chrigt was the only adequate ransom. How Origen
gould Square this idea of a price paid with the deception idea is diffi-
eult to understand. Maybe he never saw the difiiculty.

Origen zlso dwelt on ths necessit& of a sacrifice to God. Jeo=-
sug was the ons true znd gufficient sacrifice to Cod for the sins of
men, because He alone was sinless and laid down His lifs in obsdience
to the will of God., Thowugh this does not harwonize with the views men-

tioned above, it anticipates a very fundamental part of what bescawms the

accepted doctrine of the Reformed ghurches,

J. Augustins,

The foremost theologian of the early Lzt in Church, Augustine
(354-430), wrote extensively on such subjscts as the fallen state of
man, sin, grace, and salvation, but his experience and feeling Wgre S50
intense and varied that sven his most profournd teachings were not sys—
teﬁatized. Frow his works, he is found tc bs strongly in sympathy with
the ransow idea of Christ's dsath, holding that Satan would have had
grounds for complaint, if having himseli conguered msn, he had been vio-

lently robved of his prize without receiving any payment.

(1) Oxemham, H,N,, The Casthelic Doctrine of the Atonement, p,137,
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Tet, as with Origen, there appears in Augustine’s theclogy
the teachigg of the death of Christ as a sacrifice to God, though it may
be inconsistent with the raznsom theory, He wrote:

"4 wediator was necsssary, that is,a reconciler
whe by the offering of & unique sacrifice, of which
all sacrifices of the law and the prophsts were shad-
ows, should appease this wrath,w(l)

Referring to the power of dsmons, he wrote:

"It is overcows then in His name who assumsd wan
and lived without sin, that in himsslf, priest and sac-
rifice, there might be made remission of sins, that is,
through the msdiztor between God and man,the man Christ
Jesus: through Him, when He had made purgetion of sins,
¥s are reconciled to God."(2)

o)

These two quotations from Avgustine's pen show definitely that
he considesred Christ in His ddath as a sacrifice to God, & means of re-

conciling man to God,

4, Swmary.

The Sztan theory of the astonement may now be summarized as
follows: in the original Fzll man became the slave of the cengqueroer
Satan, and his rightful possession; Christ of fersd Himself =z ransom,
eguivalent t¢ this possession, 10 Satan, for man's Ireedouy Satan
accepted the offer and rencunced his right to retain wen as his pos-
sesion,

Until the appszrance of Ansslm's satisfaction conception of
the stonement in the eleventh century this was the common understanding
of Christts redemptive work, by the santire Church, Even after the great

(1) Denney, Jawes, The Christian Doctrine of Reconciliation,p.b4

Taken from:Enchiridion ds Feds, Spirit Charstate 10,
(2) Ibid,.p.55, Taken from De Civitate Del x 22,



work of Anselz on this subject such notable figures of the Church as
Bernard of Clairvaux (1090-1153) znd Peter Lombard (1100-1150) main-
tained the Ssztan theory as the solution to the guestion of how the
deatd of Christ was made sifective in the salvetion of sinful men,

A word wizht be said here of Pierre Abslard (1079-1142). He
rejscted the ranscom. theory, and may bs considersd the first esxponent
of the moral influence theory, This theory finds the whols meaning of
the work of Christ in its influence on man rather than anything accom-
plished for man., In this system Christ does not mediate God's grace to
the sinner, but by His 1ife in human form, and by His death, He is an

example or an illustration of that grace to draw men from sin to God. (1)
III. AVGELM'S CUR DEUS HOMO.

Several references have already besn made to Anselm (1033~
1108), bishep of Cantsrbury, and his monumental work, Cur Deus Home,
Anselm is the pionssr of the schoolmsn of thse scholastic peried which
attained its zenith in the thirteendh century, with Thomas Aquinzas,
with Anselm the theological treatuments of the (hurch take the form of
logic and abstracticns., Dr, Oxzenham, author of "The Cathelic Doctrine of
the Atonsment, says that "the sppearance of the Cur Dsus Homo? forms an
epoch in the history of Christizn doctrine . "(2) It was the first attempt
to present the dogtrine of the atonsment in e scisntific, systematized

form, ID it the idsz of a rensomw paid to Satan by the death of Charist,

which had Dbeen held by thse Church almost a thousand yesrs, is wholly re-

Fisher, G.P., History of the Christian Church, p.223.

) B,
} Ozsnhawm, H.W., The Catholic Doctrins of the Atcnsment,p.l8.

(1
(2
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jeched,

Up to this time the only dogua of the Church was the doctrins
of the Incarnatiocn of Christ, the Cod-man, For it the Church had passed
through many severe struggles, and on it mads numerous definits declar-
ations, Ansslu was eager to know the resson for the appearance of God in
the form of uan, hence:“cur deus howo?'."7hy dod God become man?t® In his
pursuit of the answer to this signal question Anszslm devslopad the first
deiinite theory of the atonsment, known to the Church. |

This scholastic was sesking answers to guestions that still
rise in men's minds: YIf God had to redesm men, why could Hs not redeem
them by the mere exercise of His will?¥ and ®If God condsmned the iano-
cant to set the guilty frse, would not Hs Himself be judged worthy of
condemnation?® (1)

In the opsning of his work Anselm states that he will show the
reasonableness and necessity for God to become man and by His death re-
store life t0 t he world when this wight have been done some other way; (2)
the reasonablenesgs znd necsessity of God taking upon Himself the humili-
ation and weakness of human nature to redeem men; (3) +the rightsousness,
if there is any, in giving over the greatest man that ever lived to death
for the sake of the simer; (4) and how the death of Christ can be ssen to
bs rational and necsssary. (&)

To understand the author'!s solutions to these problems it will
be nacessaryoat the very beginning to get his conesption of sin‘upﬂn
which he laid great stress, and which was unigue. Tc him sin was a debt,

(1) Anselm, Cur Deus Homo, Bk.I,Ch.viii, Pub:Griffith Ferran Okedsn
& Welsh, London, p.13.

(2) Ibvid.L,i, p.l. - (8)Ibid. I, ii, po
(8) Ibid.I, xviii, pp.34-44. (5) Ibid.I, X, po.
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and to render satisfaction for sin it was nscegsary to pay the debt,
which is due Cod. I shall quote from a paragraph which is ef tremend-
ous significance in the historical development of the doctrine of sin,
and s0 to the development of ths teaching regariing the atonsment:

#if either angel of mwan aslways rendersd to CGod
what he cwed, he would never sin: sin 1s therefore
nothing elge thah failure 10 render to God His due...
ve.o e who does not pay to God thig dabt of honor de-
frauvds God of what is His own, and dishonours Cod, and
this is to sin; and so loung as what is taken is not
paid, he remasins, & dsfaulter. ¥or is it encugh to re-
store what has besn withheld, wut bsczuse of the con-
tumely iaflicted more must be repaid: for, z2. when the
hezlth of zunyons is injured, to restore to health with-
out making soms rscompensse for the pain that has been
borne is an insufficient requital; so the vielator of
honour dces not mske adequate restituticn, unless he
repays proportionately to ths irksomsness of the dishone
our: g0 then, every sinner is under the obligatioen of
paying to God the honour he hag deprived Him cf, and
thiz is the satisfaction which every sinuner owes to God.%

1)

In these lines we ses that Anselu's concepiion of sin is not
only the breaking of a law, bdut that a person has been wronged, and so
an enormous liability is created. Ths effects of sin are so stupendous
that ons should not sven take a glance conbrary to the will of God, sven
if it were to save worlds., Sin is chiefly withholding from God honor due
Him, If God ignored sin He would cease to be God, violating a universal
moeral order,(2).

Anselm sees two possibilities: God's honor ney bs restored by'
satisfaction done for the offence, cor CGod's honor may be restored by
the punishment for the offence being inflictsd on the offender, Ths sec-

ond of these is not satisfactory for two reasons: If God punished sin

(1) Anselm, Cur Deus Homo, I, %i, p.24.
(2) Cf.Denney, James, The Christian Doctrine of Reconciliation,p.67.



He would be forcing upon the sinner, without his will, a con-
dition in order to restore His own honer, and becausse the sinuner would
perish under the infliction., This latter is out of the guestion because
it would defeat Cod's end in ths creation of man., God created wan to
enjoy fellowship with Himsslf for eternity, That this intention of God
not
shouldabe realized  was an impossible supposition to Ansslw. The funda-~
the

mental supposition in all his theology is that God's end inscreztion of
man must be attained. (This almost exclusive consideration of God in the
matter of salvation iz & point to kesp in mind, particularly when we
reach the conception of ths atonemeant that arises in the Reforzation
period,

If God destroyed man in the process of making good His honer,
by punishment, the "all inclusive problem of man's creation' would
aripse: Yhy did Cod create rationzl bsings if they were to perish? Why

did He begin something He was unable to complete?

In his volums "The Christian Doctrine of Reconciliationt Lr.

ficcording to Anselm it is dnconceivable that
God's purpose in creating man sheould bs finally frus-
trated in this fashion; and as this is an assumption
of rsason, it is rationzlly necessery that not the
easy way of punishment, but the hard way of satisizc-
tion should bs followed in dealing with human sin.?((1)

Man cannot bs forgiven sin for that would be marring the per-
fect order of CGod's kingdow, Man's debt is far too great for him *T¢
pay himself., The dobt must be paid by a man of it will not be uan's
ggtisfaction. The dsbt was 50 great that only God could pay, it, and

(1) Denney, Jsmes, The Christian Doctrins of Reconciliation, p.69
(2) Cf. Oxenham, H,¥., The Catholic Doectrine of the Atonement,p.l85
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only man owed it, thersfors the ons who pays it must Be both God and man,
Hence, the need of the incarnation of Christ, But the incarnztion of
Christ (of God ia Jesus Christ) alone would not be sufficient to wset
ﬁén's nesd, Though Chriet as men lived in perfect obsdiencs to CGod, this
would be of no fadamptive value to other wen, for as man He would ove
this obedience to God. But living without sin, Christ did not deserve to
die, His death was & volunatry offering, a supersrogatory act, something
beyong and above what was raguired, and in this case a éufficient satig-
faction, even infinitely exceeding the payusnt nesded for the sins of uen,
For this Christ dsserved z reconpense from the pather, as & reward, the
salvation of those for whom He died, (1) Thus man, infinitely in debt to
God, hag zn infinitely sufficient provision made for his salﬁation, and
possible rezlization of the purpose for which God created hium,

There is ne mention, nor any implication, in Anselm's system
of a compensation dus Sstan for the redenption of man, The death of
Christ is an absoluts necessity; wssts the demands of Cod, and saves him

for his intended end,
IV. SUMMARY.

%e have now seen that thers was no definite doctrine of the
atonement during the first ten centuries of the Christian era, The early
Fathers expressed their concsptions of ths work wrought by Christ, par-
ticularly in His death, with the use of Seriptural terminolegy, This
practice prevented disagreement, The Sztan theory has among ifs sympathiz-

-

(1) Cf. Oxenham, H.¥., The Catholic Doctrine of the Atonsment,p.185.



srs such illustricus men a5 Irenasus, Origen and Augustine. In his Cur
Deous Homo, Anselm dealt with ths subject in & very thorough way, prepar-
ing the ground forthe scholastics and reformesrs thatwsre to concentrate
much of their intslisctuzl sifort at this point,

Vs are now Yeady to enter ths specific field of our study,
First, we shall note the concsption of the atonemsnt entertalned by Thouzs
Aguinas, then the developments of theolegy between the time® of Aquinas
and Luther that may have been forsshadowings of the thinking of this re-
former, on this subject, and finally, the conception c¢f the atonemsnt

presented hy Luther,
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CHAPTER TWO

THE CONCEPTION OF THE ATOREMEHT
HELD BY
ST, THOMAS AQUINAS

In the church of St, Cutarina at Pise there is a painting
by Francesco Traini which represents St. Thomas Aguinas, The picture
of the saint presseants him in huge dimensious. H@ has upon his knees
four books representing the four parts of his Swumue contra Gehtiles,
There'is a larger volums in his hands; it is the sacred Scriptures,
Abovs St, Thomas is the enthroned Christ, surrounied by Cherubin,
There proceed from His mouth rays of light to each of the six Bidblical
teachers prostrate at His fest -- to His leit, loses, &t, John and S%,
Mark; to His right, St. Paul, St. iztthew and St. Luke. Thrse rays
lead to the head of St. Thcmaé{rom the mouth of Jesus and alsc one
from each of the Biblical teachsrs, At the right of the saint stands
Aristotle, holding up his Ethics, and st the left Plato, with his Tim-
aeus, From these volumes are rays leading to the ears of the saint,
From his own books emsnzte rays 1lliminating the faithful saints group-
ed zbout him.{(l)

This picture fairly representy the position of the greatest
scholar and teacher ¢f the ilsdieval Church, He was z great philosopher
as well as a great thesologian, Hls knowledge of ancisnt philosophy and
its method he applied to the theology of his day., He put into definite
form and outline the traditional thsology of the Church, It was here

(1) Hastings, James, Ency. of Religion and Zthices, Vol,I,p.653,
Heald, J.M., "Thomszs Aguinas,"
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particularly that the influsnce of Aristotle was sesn, St. Thomas
was as strong "en Aristotelian as it was possible for any thinker to
be who was at the same time an opthedoxz Christian ani yrofessed to
acczpt en bloc & theology already stesped in Platounism, (1)

The system of Thomzs Aguinas reprssénﬁs the complete Catholic
theology of ths liiddls Ages, It is wider and more complicatsd than that
of Anselm, but comes nearer to the Ansslmic theory of the ztonsment than
that of any other prominent scholastic., It fixed the satisfacticn theory
in theological thinking, not only as & sufiicient satisfacﬁien but as @
superavundaent sztisfaction, 08+t he whole the theology of St. Thomss has
kopt ths position of highest authority in the Roman Church to our own
Qay.

As inthe thinkifg of Anselum, the Incarnation of Christ and the
Atonemsnt are very closely associzted, but Lquinas bvelievsd that if man
hed not fallen the Incarnatlion of Christ would not have tzken place,

Unlike Anselm he denied the nscessity of satisfactioﬁ. He be=
lieved that God would not have violatsd justics if He had willed to fres
man without any satisfaction whatesver, He reasconsd thai there is none
over God %o be injured if He should chovse to follow such a course and
therzfore this wzy was open to Him, There was no other nescsssity than His
seli-deteriination.

In his monumental work, the Sumwma Theologicsz, Aguinas asks and

answers,in the scholastic mamnsr,six questions the first four of which

dez. of the Atonsment in Ghristian

(1) Rashdall, Hastings, The

The I
Theology, p.373



deel directly with the nature of the atonemsat., They are: whether the
sufferings of Christ have caussd cur salvation by their merit, or by
satisfaction, or by their sacrificialknaturs, or by their redemption? (1)
In answering these Aquinzs umsintains that our selvation is
caused by ezch and not by any ons alonei"by wmerit inasmuch as He il
parts o all His members the grace He had merited for them; by satisfac-—
but ‘
tion sesing that the honor of God could notibs satisfied, by the great~
ness of His dignity, sufferings znd love; by szerifice since the passion
of Christ is the highest act of surrender ever offersd teo God; and by

redemption in that the passion redesws us from the bondage and the punish-

went from sin."(2)
I. SUPERARUNDANT MERIT.

As has already been indicated, the first point of St. Thomss!
conczsption of the atonemsnt is that of superabundent merit, In submitting
t0 a death that was undsserved Christ sarnsd a store of werit which far
outweighs all the dewerit that has come upon wan because of original 3in,

as well as all the acﬁuaysins of humaaity., ¥e do wsll fo note here that

n nis ethice Aquinas was greatly influenced by the works of Aristotle,

[y

Though he d sfinitely admits the need of divine grece for salvation he does
not pelisve that by okiginal sin alone a man merits damnation, To him sin
was hct infinite though considered zs an ofisnce against God,
Unlike Anselm, Aquinas believed that Chirist merited eternal
salvaticn for man from the heginuing of His conecspiion, @) Anéalm held
(1) ¢f, Thomas Aquinas, Sumws Theologica, iii,qg.486-49,pp263-336,

(2) Cf. Cave, Albert, The Scriptursl Doctrine of Sacrifice, p.344.
(3) C¢f. Thouas Aguinas, Suw.Theol.,i1ii, Q.48,p.31L.



that -the lifs of Christ constituted no merit, for in it Christ was
obligsd to submit to God; Aguinas considered cbedisnce the highest
sacrifice. Josus lived in perfect obedisnce to the will of God, there-
fore, by His life of submission He earned merit, even as by His death.
These provids az superabundant merit because God loved them more than
He hates the sin of man. ¥e shall have mors to say about this in con-
asction with our treatment of the sacrauwents of ths Romsn Church,

By his passion Christ won for man more than Irssdom from sin,
He %zlso won for him justifying grace and the glory of blessedness."(q)

The supsrabuniznt wmerit of Christ's passion Aguinas explains
as follows:

Ry His love znd obelience in suffsring Christ

displayed to God gowmebthing wore than was demanded &s a

recompense for all the offence of mankind: firstly, be—

cause of t he greatness of the love in which He suffered;

secondly, through the worth of that life which He offer-

ed as a satisfaction, Dbsing the life of CGod and man;

thirdly, bscause of the universality of the passion and

the greatnsess of the pains which He assumed ....snd so

Christts passion was 0ot only sufficient but also a
superabundant satisfsction for the sins of menkind."(@)

I7. SUPERABUVDANT SATISFACTION.

As can be ssen in ths words of Agquinas, guoted just above,
it. is not sasy to distinguish between the idé that Christ won salva-
tion for us.by the supsradbundant wmerit of His dsath z2nd the idea
that He czused our szlvation by way of satisfaction, The two are

~almost identical., The proper relation that they hold hers is uaybe
this: there is =z suporabundancs of merit bscauss a supsrzbundant sat-

¢f., Thomas Aguinas, Suwm.Theol.,1ii.§.46,p.263.
I

1)
2) Ivid. Q.48,p.311.



isfzction

has bssn rendersd,

Aguinzs treats the ides of sstisfaction as veing very much

zkin to that of punishusnt, He affirms that when man could not make

st

sufficisat satisfszction by any penslty he wight suifer, Cod gave

3

him One to uzke satisfaction for him, (1) In a further statewsnt he

wezves together ths ideas of satisfaction and redemption:

According

"Beoauss then, Christls passion was a sufficisnt
and superazdundant satisfsction for wan's gin and liadbil-
ity to sin, His passion was, as 1t were, z sort cf prics
frecing vs frcew both our obligaticns, For that very sat-
isfzction wherewith & man makes satisfaction eithsr for
hizself or znother, is called a sort of price, by which
he redeocus nlmsalf or ”nouher from sin and {rom pune

ighment ., (2)

s writes:

it is a convenisnt umods of sz

when anyone subjects himself to the
other merited,"(3)

to this statement punishemnt mekes satisfszction possible ——

&

the satisfzction then being penzl, By this mathoed of working out

manls salvation thers is shown hoth the severity of God ¥ho would

not let sin go unpunished, and the  goodness of God Yho supplied

what men couwld not to mest ths penaliy.,

of Christ,

ITI. SACRIFICIAL ASPECT OF CHRIST'S DEATH.

Aguinas also adapts the idea of sacrifice f0 the suiferings

a5 is sesn in the following guotation:

(1) ¢f. Thomss Aguinas, Swa. Theol.,iii, .47, p.302,
(8) Ibid, Q.48,r.31L,
(3) Ipid. G.50,p.357.



... the ceremonial prscspts of the Law, which are
especially ordained - for saprifices and oblations,
Christ fulfilled by His passion, in that zll the old
szerifices wers figures of that trus szcrifice which
Christ offsred by dying for us,"(1l)
not
According to his theory, God was,moved to leve man for the first

time sings his fall, by the death of Christ, but a parrier to that love
was removed &nd a ransom was given:
"It must not be szid that the passion of Christ

raconciled ws tu Gof in such 2 waunsr that He Legan

to 1eve us answ, osut because through Christ's passicn

the cause of hatred is reacved, both by the removal

¢f sin znd by the repayument of & wmore acceptable

henefit, "(2)

With the voluntary suffsring of Christ in human nature, and

the union of the bpslisvers and Christ as ths reosult of this suifering,
GoiMvas zpreassd,"(3)

Aguinas sliminzbes the wost grotesque fsatures of the cld

Sztan or ransom thsory, The t~rick God practicsd on thed evil by khe

[0}

Incarnation dces not appear. Tle price or ransom idss is preszent, How-
gver, it is padd to Cod and not to the devil, lzn by his sin incurred
the penalty of sesrvitude to the devil, but only as subjected by &
judge to a torturer, He should be refecwed, but only in respect to God.

od acknowledging the rights of Satan in wan
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or paying & rznsom $o hiw are avoidsd., A vestigs of the old Satan-
rights idea, however, still appsars, as he tries t0 e3plain man's es-
cape from Satan, sayiag thalt Saten "eizcssded the weasure of ths puover

intrusted to him Dby God, by devising the death of Christ who did not

deserve d~eath. " (4)

(1) Thomzs Aquinzs, Suw.Thsel,,iii, .48, p. 311,
(2) Inid, Q{_@‘.&d. ‘4.J~3-

(3) of, Ibid, 9.49,12.828,

(4) I9id.Q.49,p.325.
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The chief psculiarity in &t, Thomas' conception of the ztonsment

lies in the prominencs he gives t¢ the ides of & wystieal union  of

T

members. It is by this union, he tsaches, that zman is abls 10 appro-
priate the werits which Christ has won for him. Ohrist is the Head
and satisfacticon is spplisd to all the membsrs of the
grzce that has besn won through Christls suiferings.is iuparted, in-

fused ws might say, through the wystical union, (1)

Ansslm had mzintained the nscessity of the Fedsemsr belng of
human stock, but did not devslop this close zud psrmznsnt union figure

&s 4id §t, Thomes, Through this unicn, St. Thowas reasoned, all be-

(o4

(]

lievers share in the satisfaction of Cnrist becausge they zre part of

®ths hezd and the members are as if it wers sne
mystical psrson, and therefors the satisfaction of
Christ extends to all belisvers as to His msumbers,"(3)

As the head of the Church grace was givsn to Carist sufficient not only
for His owns alvation, but suificisat to overilow to all its wsmbsers,
having earned stsrnzl salvation for them.

23t sowms should take him to mean that all men ars members of

[¢)

Christ without some azctual spiritual union with Him, Aquinzs added:

then satisfaction has bean remdered lizbility to
punishument has been removed; but the sutisfaction of Christ
tzkes offect in us only in s¢ fzr as we bacome cng hody
with Him, as wswmbsrs with the %3ad znd the members ought
to be conformed to the Head,"(3)

(1)} ¢f, Themas Acuinas, Sum.Thscl.,ili, (.49,p.329,
(2} Ibid. 0.48,3.312,
(3) Ibid. Q.49,5.330.



Through this union there flows from C(hrist z healing strean

of grace by which sin is forclvsn and Juaﬁlflcatlon mads effective,
This justification is the actuzl msking of men good through ths virtus
that God infuses into them,

5¥

Along with fthis theory is the Abelardian idsa that ws are
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freed from sin wors and wors as we ars drau
ition of His loves in the death of Christ,
The principal idess that make up SP, Thouwes' conception of
the atonsment may bs repressnted by thres words: merit, sabtisis ctiqn,
and uniocn. To understand how these thrgs work together in a coaplsis
sxperisnce of szlvation, secording to §t, Thomss, it is absolutely
nscessary to taks into consideration the s~acramsnts of the Rowsn (Nurch

f which was dcune largely by this scheolastic,
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The theclogians most prominsnt in developing the sacramsntal

3

pel

;.A

systen wers Hugo 8t, Ulctor, Peter Limbard, Alezander of Hales s
Theizs Aguinas. Bernerd of Clairvaus snumerzted ten sacramsnts, inciud-
ing foot-washing, Abslard nzmed five: baptisu, cepfirmmclcn the suchar-

and extreme unction., Huge St Victor likewiss sssmed to

L]

[

ist, matriag
recognize five, identical to thoss of Abslard, except for ons, He aub-

s

stituted pemance Ifor marriage. Thomes Aguinas set the number st ssven

=

which is the couplets system rscognized by the Roman Church today: bapt-

ism, the sucharist, confirmstion, extreme unction, penance, oriination,

g.x

and warrizge, lost of ths schoolmsn hsld ¢ 2ll these were instituted

by Christ Himself, (1)

i
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It is very easy to ses that according to the Roman (atholic
doctrine ¢of the sacramsnts thers is a defini gonnection vetwssn ths

exbernal ordiunances and God's communication of Himself, or certain
blessings, t0 those who obssrve ithe sacramsnts; that He hes eniowsd the
Gutward ordinzucses with & powsr to convey certzin blessings, The fzil-

ure to observe these deprives wen of ths spiritusl blessings that they

re szid to confsr,

o

According t0 the fivrst part of the definition of sacrawents

I

given in the (atholic Encyclopsdis, it sesus the author(D,J,Xennedy)

would couvey the idea that in ths Czthelic SYbEBH the sacraments arve
logked upon 23 the Reformers Looked upon the Iwo sacrzments of baptisan
and the LVrdl's Supper -- "Sacramsnts," he writes, are "oulward signs

of inward grace." However,in the szws ssutsnce he revsals that he doeg
not considsr the sacrawsnis as only "outward signs¥ of inward gracs, for

hs adds: "instituted by Christ for our satisfaction. Hence, the Council

Trant:

i3

]

"7 zuyone says that the szcrawmenbts of the
new Law do not contzain grace which they signify,
er that they do not confer grace on those who
place no obstzcle to the same Lst hiw he anzthema.®

And again:

1§ auyons says grace is not conferred by the
sacraments sx cpers operato(l), but that faith in
Godls prouwlses is alons safflclenx for obtaining
gracs, let hiw be anathema." (2)

(1) i.s. by virtue of ths action, wsaning that the Weffifiency
of ths ssceraments doss not depend on anything human, wt
golely on ths will of Cod as expressed by Christ's insti-
tution snd promise,! See. Cath.Ency.Vo,XIII,p.297.

(2) Cz=th, Ency., Vol, XIII, p.297, Xenuedy,D,J., "Sacrameuts”

19126



All the sacraments were not considered of squal inmportancs,
Bazptism alcna’was thought essentizl to salvation, This sacrament and
the sucharist were thought the wmost significant, The supposed effect
of each is givsn very concisely by H,W.Dove in the Schaff Hsrzog Ency-

clopetia as follicws: .
WBzptism is the door to the other sacraments

and to the kingdom of God; confirmation completes what
baptism hzs rtegun and confers the gracs of ever-incrsas-
ing strsngth; the euvharist confers the food of spiritual
life in the vsry body and blood of Christ; pensace deletes
the guilt of zctual transgressions as bapbism regensrates
from the guilt of original sin; sxtreme unction heals the
soud Irom sin not already -remitted by penance, and is also
intended to heal the body; ordinztion empowsrs persons 0
adwinister the sacraments; and warriags mekes the union he-
tween tew persons perpstual and in harmony with the union
betwsen Christ and the Church."(l)

According to St, Thomas the passion of Christ is, as it were, =
fountain from which, by m@an@éﬁ the sacramsuts, there froms a hezling

fying. (2)

i

gtream of grace, forgiving, justifying and sanch]
These sacraments are thersfore, not mers gzigns of grace, nor
avsn only channsls of grace, but "contain and confer" grace, They confer
grace and maks rightscus by & virtue ishersnt in them, and fuyther,vhay
impart virtue, if necsssary, without ths preseance of active faith.
Penznge is the most elaborately dsveloped of z2ll the szeraumsnis
of the Rowan Church. It arcse with the helief that taking the sacrauzent
of baptisw removed the guilt of sing coummitted vp to that time, but all

post-baptismal sins would havs to beg sipiated in some other way, T8is way

cams ¢ be by works and satisiaction, through confession, rriestly absolu-

w7

(1) Schaff Herzog Ency. Vol,% , p.143, Dove, R.V., "Sacraments."
(2) Cf. Thouzs Aquinas, Sum, Tdeol., iii, ¢ 49,p.323.



gl

St, Thomas was & great exponent of the efficacy of the sacrament
of psnance, He taught that it was abscluitely essential to salvation to
anyons who had comuitted an actusl merisl sin. (1) Salvation is ssde

dy

to depend primarily, not upon any direct sffects of Christ's atonsment,

o

but wpon z mysterisus influence that effects the soul in:a ssui-physical

&

-

4 works are wade obligatory, and they

[

mennsr through ezternzl mezns, Go
gensrally consist of perance and observation of scolesiastical regula-
tions,

If merits thus earnel are insufficient for some penitent they
can be supplied form others who have earned an over-supply. It was hsre
ﬁf't the merit of Christ wmay alsc vs applisd, In this way the doctrine
¢f imdulgences arose., The Church enjolnsd temporal psnsliies upon the
sinner, These had fto bs paid by penal sufferings or good works, in pains
of purgatory if the sazint had not satisfisd sufficiently in this life.
But the merits of Carist wers wore than suificient for the redempiion
of the humzn racs, =nd the saints by their works of supersrogation had
incrsased their wmerits, so the pope or bishop had the power to apply
these surplus merits to the covering cf penaliies on any condition they

wished, (8} This Lrought zbout the practice of paying for indulgences in

¥

money, atiendance of masses, or maybe by Jjoluing & crusade,

(1) of. Thomas Aquinas, Swm, Theol,, iii, Supp.Q vi,Ari.d,
(2) ©#, Ibid, iii, Supp.Gq 25-27.



VI, SUMMARY

The conception of the atonemsnt formulated by Theﬁas Aguinas
Was sirictly objsctive. It was framed to fit inte the theclogical system
of the Church, and with Christ and the Tather predominantly in view, It
ig largsly Anseluic -- the idea of o complate satisfacticn for sin, but
nat alﬁcgether true to this principie in the light of {the additional
suphzasis on huwan ﬁsfits. It is of a supersbundznt satisfaction result-
ing in superabundant merit for men bscause of the uniyusnsss of the obed=
isncs, suffering and sacrifice of Christ which caused CGod to love Him more
than He hates sin, Through a mystical union with the Head the belisving
mewber benafits by this werit won for him ani is mads tightscus. The
instrunents by which this union is established znd fostersd are the
saoraments,

considsr along with and

[e]

The doctrinal view which ws are %
sgainst this one of Thouzs Aguinss was not developed until two whols bent~
uriss laeter, Its author and chisi exponent, iszrtia Luther, bhegan his
well-known activities as e controversislist in éhs year 1OL7.

It vas not oub of the theslogical system just a8 Aquinas left
it that the conception tzught by the Great Rsformer sprang, =0 we shall
nexﬁ vrisfly treat what mey bs locked wpon as some i the roots from which
grew this variant views of the atonement which has influenced such a
lafge portion of the Caristian Church for four csaturies,

S R
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CHAPTER THREE

FORESHADO¥INGS OF LUTHER'S THEOLOGY

I. DUNS SCOTUS.

The zdhsrents ¢f the thsologlesl system sz developsd by
Thomes Aguinas, which made up the mnzjor pert of the Thurch zitsr the
thirtesnth century, Lecame known as the Thomists. Opposed to them wers

the Scotists, disciples of Duns Scotus (L285-1308 A.D.) This theclogisn

relative to Christ and men's redsmption wers the r

* A

and arvitrary will, Their values wers dependent upcn His zcceptance of

5

iz determined similarly. Scotus doss eliminate Aguinsg! incousistency

betwesn the concspiicn of supersbuniant wmerlit and the doctrins of pzimnce,
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It is trnue that wmerid
the generzl condiiticns that

@ by 1S upon
free will,
=1,

ey o
vl

k)
1ve uss of
"’3

ant thet I posssss grace, Bubt complete izaticn

of ths idsz of meri ot in wy power, except by
Pivine institutil i ipzal thing in msrit thus
rroceeds f row God, vthovgh * is not sguivalent te
seying that i i who morits ... thus the
prineipal thi sds from God, if by

the prineipsl its final cowpleticn, t{l}

Thus w8 se¢ that right alonz with the Gactrine of humsn we rits,
whigh is so antitheticsl to the Reformetion doctrine of Justification
by faith slouns, there appears the idez that all werit is finally based upoen

(1) Ziv.i.d4st,17,4u. 3, Teken frem Ritschl, A, Christian Doctrine
of Justification end Rsconecilietionj p,e4,
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dectrine concerning ths originsl state of men, or the doctrine of Oripg-

departurs of the Reformed systems it 1s nscessary to indicate their
veletions to the Cstholic doctrine on the stzte ¢f innocencs, anl the
Fz11l, for hers the root of sll further giffsrences #ill be found %o Liel(l)

2 result of originsl sin mern 13 totally depraved znd whbisrly helplsas
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Accordivg to 2 statewsnt of Luther the schoolmen held that

man origianzlly possessed o rightsousunsss that wes not actuslly a part of

egsad any righiecusness, bul was rather ia & state of innccsnce, znd go
of neutrality., %I call Adaw's primitive, creative immccence the childhood
of glorioug inneccsney, " he wrots, "becauss Adam, if I nay so sveak, was in

s umiddle siate, or a state of aneutrality or liability,"(3}

In visew of #his difference in the urderstanding of the original
gtets of men it iz not surprizing that the fall of mwen is described diff-
erently . To the gcholasties it consisted of the lose of the crigimsl

E

Thiz Luther ealls an absurdity and mednsess. It wzs his convietion that in
tha Fall men's natural properties did not remain 28 they wers originally

-

crezted but were completely corrupted --

tSings therefore it is svident that all these matural
poders are Lost, whne is 30 wad as $0 zssert that the

faeulties and nroaert os of naturs are £till sound znd
whole? And yet,therse was n wore common nor fully

{2) Commewbary on Gen III, Iuther's

kz, Lenksr,Vol.I, p,257,
(87 Ibid. .l 3, ‘

Ibid D, ’57 (Cf }
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seeived in the schools than this doctrine.....The
nebural faculties in man thersfore crested originally
gound and whole, were knowledge of CGod, fzith in God,
the fear ¢f Cod, ste. 211 these Ss=tan corruptsd by sin
in the sswe Jinuﬂf 2% leprosy defilss the whole flesh,
The will and resson of wman thersfore ars s¢ corruptsd

by sin, thzt he =net only dosz no longer nauurally love

God, wob fless from him zvnd hates him and wishes %o
live without hiwm, and te ve withoubt him altogsther.
ceve el JAre 2ll these wosiul things roafm, I pray

’
you, that the qualitiss sxnd facu ties Qf venls origin-
2l nature sHill remein sound =nd whole?

Thug to Lutherts way thinking hunan naturs was ubtterly
doprived of its soundness in intellect, will and affsction., And

’

d= the condition of man from his earliest formative stagez. In his

f&)

3 D«” vi“

ﬂ'

comsenbary on Pzzsln LI hs int:e

B

rpre

o

"I =w oa gianner, not bsea
and wurder, =znd cﬁvged the daa
cormitted zdvliery and murder,
sinner, aye, concsaveﬁ and forms

ok m
(S e i )}

o

Ths nztural powers of wan, then, zre altogsther debassed, hig

[+7]

N

desires zre all evil, his reason is ubtterly umreliadle, his will 1
subiset o sin, without God's intervention mzn czn do ncthing but zin,

Aguinss! theory of superaburdant wmerit we
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pretation of the TFeil, If this wers true, Luther zsks:®as it not utter-

edeemer of wan,
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if it wes menls orizinal richtecusnsss only, which waz mersly z foreign

and sepzrate addition to his nature that was lost; end if thet logs ztill
ieft the fzeultisg znd gualities of hisz original nature sound Bnd verfsctV

(1) Comwentzry on Gen.3:7, Luther's Works, Lenker,pp 258, 259,
(2) Jmeobs, H,E., Hartin Luther, p. 353.
(3) Commentary on Gen,2:7, Luther's Works, Lenker, p. 259,
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"Our hearts ere enlighisnsd zud filled with
Joy, and we have passed from the darkness of sin,
error and fear into the clear light....We have a
good, joyous counsclence, one able to withstand
svery form of sin and temptation." (4)

In addition tc these blessings thers will be others in the future life--
"the consumiahion of resurrsction blessings," "Perfect gifts." (5)

From these words of Luther one would almost gather that
men's szlvation depended wholly upon the resurrection of Christ., If in
the resurrecticen Chriet "has in Himself conduered our sin and death, has
turned away the wrath of God and procﬁred grace end salvation®(see first
guotation on this page) it would seem that the doctrine of the resurrsc-
tion of Chiist holds the most prominent §1&ce in Luther?!s theology. We

(1) Luther's Works, Vol, 8, pp,196, 197, Editor: Lenker, J.W,
(2) Ivid. p. 198,
{3) Ivié. p. 218.

(4) Tvid. p.293.
(5) Cf. Tbid.p,294.
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know this is notvthe case, but ths over-emphasis of this point in Luther's
theology revBla & common tendency of the Reformer, that is, giving such
great prominsuce to whatever feature of the subject he is presenting, Hiwm
basie was always found in the Scriptures, and usually filled him with such
enthusizsm, it is no wonder that itwas difficult for him to maintain e
perfect balance of emphasi® in procl&iﬁing the new truthe that were so

vital t¢ him.

6. Differences in Relatien to Good ¥orks,

In Iuther's most eminent teaching, justification by faith, the
place ¢f human merite hecomes the chief point of controversy., It was his
contention that, because of‘his state of total depravity,man could not
werit for hinself any forgiveness or justification before Ged by his good
works, or own worthiness, He iz justified by faith slone., Hencs, we shall
firet consider the grounds of justification in Luther's theolegy. ¥%e have
already seen (Ch.II) that in Bguinas' theology humen merits avail with God;
that they contribute fovard & wan's salvation,

(1) Grounds of Justification,

Luther d enies that any human, before or after being justified,
is capable of doing angthing that is good beforé God, In his ninety-five
theses he said: "The jJust man sing in every good work," and "our bvest
good work iz a venisl sin," In commsnting on the latter he msde a gtill

more radical statement asserting that "every good work of the just man

[\

is o damnable and a mortal sin if itvwere judged by the judgment of God."(1)
In & passage already quoted (@43) we have this plain declaration: "iazith

alone, without works, justifes before God ....¥en, with all their works,

(1) Cf. Rashdall, EHastings,:The Idez of the Atonement in Christian
Zheology, p. 402.
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are to be excluded from all concurrence in procuring the pardon of sih
and justification." Luther was very vehement in pronouncing uttsrly
fallacious the doctrine of merite in good works. To him anyone who

preached any other Cospsl than that of justification by fzith alone

was accursed; ..o ... - %

"So we also say:'Cur preaching and the foundation
of our faith, is that by faith alone, independently of
the Law and of works, justification and salvation stand.
And were the whole world Carthusians and taught other-
wise, let it be accursed. ¥ere the whole world barefoct-
ed frisrs, preachsrs, Augustines, Benedicts, and taught
otherwige, let it be accursed, Or, again, if there were
one whole world of holy Augustines, another of holy
Francises, & third of holy Dominics, a fourth of holy
Benedicts, & fifth of holy Anthonys, a sixth of St, Pauls,
2 seventh of angelic CGabrisls -- what then? If they
temch otherwise, let them be accursed." (1)

Luther was so firm in denocuncing the teaching that good works are
efficacious in obtaining salvation because to him it undermined the

central pillar of his seoterioclogy and Chritology:

"Now, if God confers his grace because of their
good works, their careful preparstion, Christ must be
without significance., Fhat need bdve they of Christ
if they cen obtain grace in their own naume and by their
WOrks? .....%hat does Christ signify if by effort of my
own humen nature I can obtain Godls grace? ...

It being impossible for us to purchase forgiveness,
God ordeined one in our stsad whe who took upon himself
2ll our deserved punighment, aznd fulfilled the Law for
ug, thus averting from us God's judgnent and appezasing
his wrath, So it is true that grace is given us gratui-
tously ~-without cost tc ourselves." (2)

(2) Penancs.
The sacrament of psnahce which was an important part of Aquinas?
theological system had greatlly deteriorated by Luthert's time, The
ggholastics had worked out these distinctions:~~ the "form]' which was

(1) Luther's Works, Vol.7, p. £93., Editor: Lenker, J.H.
(2) Ibid. pp.283, 284,



absolution, the Rifect," which was the forgiversss of sins, and the
"material, " which consisted of three things that the sinner nust do:
confes#, be contrite and maks satisfaction., In the time of Aduinas
satisfaction was made mainly by observing eccHastical regulations,

By Luther's time the’pratice of indulgences had been united with the
sacrament of penance. Punishments for both venisl and mortal sins were
removed by the Church when indulgencss were paid, They wers of a large
veriety, Some were: adoration of relics, worship at certain shrines,
pilgrimages and contributions of monsy., Ths last was a grezt source
of monetary incoms for the Church in Luther's day. Aquinas! idea of
ths geints earning merit for those in purgatory was taken over into
thiz system aiso,

Luther’s ninety-five theses were posted October 31, 1517, For
more than 2 year he had been preaching against the prftice of buying
indulgences as a means teo salvation, It was only as & conscientious
prophet within the Church that he made this protest, not at all-anticip-
ating the cleavage that it was to precipiifate,

Octcoer 6, 1520 there was published the work that marks
Luther's brezk with the Roman Church —- "The Eabylonian Captivity."

In this Luther attacks the sacramental system of the Church, maintain-
ing that throﬁgh it the Romish Charch has imposged upon the people an
intolerable bondage. The forms of bondage that he sees are: restricting
the communion cup to ths priests, the doctrins of transubstantiation,
the teaching "that the mass is a good work and a sacrafice," and the
false form of psnance. (1)

ctf.

(1) works of Martin LWther,Publisher:Holman, A.J., Vol,II,,
pp. 180,186, 187, 188, 194, 199-203, 245-355,
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It is the last of these that particuvlarly intsrests us here,
¥e have said that penance came to consist of theee things, namely, con-
fession, contrition and saﬁisfaction. These were to ascigt in the develap-
ment of more godly lives, and to each was alttached werit. But they were
secularized and commercialized until ﬁhsy miserably failed to function
as alds to faith in Christ and purer living. They had been so distorted
szid Luther Yso as to destroy whatever of good there wmight be in any of
them and to establish here also their covetousnese and tyranny,"(1)

The szcraments of confirmation, marriage, ordination and ex-
trews unction Luthsr rejects, not finding any Scriptural warrant fer
their sxistsnce.

In closing this treatise (The pabylonizn Captivity) He suﬁmar-
izes hiz view of the sscramental system:

" ,it has seemed best to restrict the nams of
sacrzment to such promisges as have signs attached
to them, The remsinder, not being bound to signs,
are bars promises., Hence there are, strigtly speak-
ing, but two sacrawents in the Church -- baptism and
bread; for cnly in thess two do we find both the
divinely instituted sign and the promise of forgive-
ness of sins, The szcrament of penance, which I added
to these two, lacks the divinely institubted sign ...
Nor can the scholastics say that their definition
fits penance, for they too ascrive to the sacraments
a visible sign... But psnance, or absolution, has no
such sign;...

Baptism, hov¥er...will truly be a sufficient sub-
stitute for all the sacraments we might need as long
as we live. And the bread is truly the sacrament of
the dying; for in it we commemorate the pas:ing of
Christ out of this world, that we may imitate Him,
Thus we mey apportion these two sacraments as follows:
baptism belongs to the beginning and the entire course
of 1ife, the bread belongs to the end and to death,"(2)

Thus we seés that Luther gives no place to remission from sin through
the deeds of penancs, the sacrament that was carefully developed by Aquinas.

(1) Cf, Works of Martin Luther, Publisher:Holman,A.J.,Vol,.I,p.247.
(2) Ibid. Vol,II, pp. 291-292.



(3)."Cood Works" According to Luther.

From the strong statenents that the Great Reformer has nade
about man's utter helplessuness in doing any good because of the entire
corruption of his mature it might be thought thatAhe considered man at
ne time,and under no circumstances, capable of doing good works of any
kind, This is not the case, In ths sams year that he published "The
Babylonien Captivity" he sent to Melanchthon a fifty-sight page work
entitled{ Ui CGood Works." In the opening paragraph of this treatise
he eliminates from what is to be locked upon as good works much that was
commonly accepted as such; those things that we havs alrsady dezlt with,
But in the next two paragraphs he commits: himself to s definite docirine
of good works: |

"The first and highest, the wost precious of all
good works is faith in Christ, as He says,John vi. ¥hen
the Jews asked Hiwm:®That shall we do that we may work
the works of God?' He answered:!'This is the work of Cod
that ye believe on Him ¥Whom He hath sent.'.,.. in this
work all good works must be done and receivs from it the
inflow of their goodness...

¥e find men who pray, fast, establish endowuments, do
this or that, lead =z good life before men, and yst if you
should ask them whether they are surs that what thsy do
pleases God, they say,'Ho!; They do not know, or they doubt.
... Jow all these works are done outside of faith, thers-
fore they are nothing and are altogether dead. For as their
conscience stands toward God and as it belisves, s¢ also
are the works which grow out of it. Now they have no faith,
no good conscisnce toward God, thersfore their works lack
their head, and all their life and gociness is nothing. Hence
it comes that when I exalt faith and reject such works done
without faith, they accuse me of forbidding good works, when
in truth I am trying hard to teach real good works of faith,"(l)

In these last two linss 1i® the heart of luther’s doctrins of good
works, and proof that he did not deprecate the value of human effort and

accomplishments, 0Of course, LWther's understanding of this value was alto-

(1) Works of Martin Luther, Publisher:Holmesn,.J,,Vol.I,pp.187-188,
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gether diffsrent from that of Aquinas. It was not in the actusl works
themsslves but the state of heart and mind of the doer. Aquinas taught
that the good works should come out of,and be accompanied with,love, but
he pleced no stress on the nsed of faith, Here Luther plzced the great-
ost gtress. Any work to be "good work" must flow from fzith which it-
self is the greatest of all works. Just the fact that Aquinas made no
mention of this latier vwhatever ﬁieﬂaa4vkut2§ the two systeus by a
grest distance.

Another point of great significance is that IMther widens “the
fisld for good works, exﬁending it to include all of life's activities:
Whatever is "ione, spoken, or thought in faith.," (1) "Even if it were
50 swall a thing as picking up a straw] if it is dons in faith,it is a
good work. (2) No matter how apparently virtuous the act, "although it
should raise all the dead and the man should give himself to be burned,®
if the perforuwer hasn't fzith it is wf no consequence% Fzith is the ab-
solute criterion,

The difference in motives can be sesn‘by» the following con-
trast that LWther himself mskes; (in & trestise ontitled;¥orks and Faith):

A Christian who lives in this confidence toward

God...can do all things,.... does everything chesrfully

and freely; not that he way gathsr many merits and good

works, but because it is a pleasure for him to please

God thereby, and he serves (God purely for nothing, con-

tent that his service pleases God., On the other hand, he

who is not one with God, or doubts, hunts and worries in

what way he may do encugh and with many works move God.

He runs to St, James of Compostella, t0 Rome, to Jeru-

salem, hither and yon, prays Bridget!s praysr and the

rest, fzsts on this day and on that, mekes confession

hers, and mskes confession there, questions this men and
that, and yet finds no peace." (4)

(1) W%orks of lMattin Luther, Publisher: Holmsn,A.J.,Vol.I,pp 188.
(2) Ibid, 188,

(3) Ivid. 189.

(4) Ibid, 191-192.
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Thus we sse that Luther believed firmly that every Christian
should pratice good works; that works are good only if they are the
cutcoms of faith,and are accompanied by faith; that in dismstrical opp-
esition to Aquihas he taught that good works could not merit the favor
of God, causing Him t¢ forgive sin and bestow rightoeusness. To hin

every part of salvation is the result of faith in Christ and in this only.

7. The et urs of Faith,

But what is the nature of this faith that pleys the central
role in Lutherl's understandiing of man's appropriztion of szlvation —~—-
by which he is justified and which mskes his works acceptabie to God?

In the teaching of St. Thomas at this point love is of greatest
importance; the good works that merit God's favor and grace ars to be

the ocutcome of love.

Luther conceives faith as being, first,of the intellect; the
accepdance in the mind of ths truth of Cod's Word and His Promise in the
Gosrel; the assurance that God will pérform in Christ all that He has
declared He wdll. But this is only an sessential beginning. He is eager
that men ses that a mere mental assent to Seriptursl truths is not suff-
icient, s.g.:

"Paulls inbent is ... © 40 make us aware that

before we can bucoms Christians, this power (of

Christ) must operate within us; otherwise, though

we may boast and fancy ourselves believing Christw

iams, it will not be true. The test,,,. Is it

mersly a doctrine of words, or one of life and

eperating power?® (1)

In his introduction to Romans He speaks of some who are liable to think

of faith as ackhing more than a superficial repsating of a formula:

(1) Luther's Works, Vol. 8, p.2l9, Editor: Lenker, J.X.



"shen they hear the Gospel, imuediately devise,
from their own powers, the imagination in their
hearts, to which they give expression in the
words: 'I believe.! This they regard as right
fzith, Nevsrtheless, it is nothing but man's
thought and imagination, which is never experi-
enced at heart; hence it accomplishes nothing
and no amendment follows,"(l)

Bhe faith that Luther advocates is one that is supported by the
volition and emotions of man as well as by his intellect. "It feels,® he
writes, "that what is sald is certainly true «e.. The word of itself
must satisfy the heart, must so enclose and lay hold upon man, that he,
though ensnared in it, fesls ho& true and right it is.“ (2) In a pass-
age of his comuentary on Galatians Il he gives a finse description of the
working faith, It is as follows:

"Fsith taketh hold of Christ, and hath hinm
present, and holdeth him enclomed, as the ring
doth the precious stons, And whosoever shall be
found having this confidence in Christ apprshend-
el in his heart, him will God account for rightecus.
This is the mean, =nd this is the merit whersby we
attain the remission of sins and righteousness,"(3)

In his Treatise on Good ¥Works Iuther has twe paragraphs that dezl
definitely with the question of the source of faith, Briefly, he affirms
the source to be: the mercy and love of God as revealed in Christ, and
the Bord that proclaims this truth. Every sentence of the paragraphs is

wotthy of our notice here, The following are they:

"Eut if you ask, where the fzith and the con-
fidence can be found and whence they coms, this
it is certainly most necessary to know, First:
Without doubt fzith does not come irom yowr works
or merit, but alone from Jesus Christ, and is
freely promised ani given; as St. Paul writes, Rom~
ans v:!Cod commendeth His love to us as exceeding
sweet and kindly, in that, while we were yet
simners, Christ died for us;' as ii he said:'Ought

(1) Jacobs, H.E,, Mzrtin Luther, p.363.
(2) %8stlin, Julius, The Theology of Luther, Vol,II,,».227.
(3) Luther, Hartin, Commentary an Gulatiana, p.237.
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not this give us a strong unconguerable confidencs,
that before we prayed or cared for it, yes, while
we 8tiil conbtinually walked in sins, thzsﬁ died
for ocur sin?' St. Paul concluded: 'If while we
wers yet sinners Christ died for us, how much more
then, being justified by His blood, shall we be
saved from wrath through Himy and if when we were
gnemies, we were recounciled to God by the death of
His Son, much more, being reconciled, shall we be
gsaved by His life.!
Lo! thus must thou form Christ within thyself

and see how in Him God holds befors thee and offers
thee His mercy without any previocus merits of thine
own, and from such & view of His grace must thou
draw_fzith and counfidencs of the forgivensss of all
Thy sins. Palth therefore, does not begin with works,
neither do they create it, but it wm@st spring up and
and flow from the bledd, wounds and death of Christ,
If thow see in these that God is so kindly afiection-
ed toward thee that He gives even His Son for thee,
then thy heart zlsc must in its turn grow sweebl and
kindly affectioned toward Cod, and so thy counfidencs
must grow out of pure good will anmd love == God's
lovs toward thee and thine toward God. ¥e nsver read
that the Holy Spirit was given to anyons when hs did
works, but always when men have heard the Gosppl of
Christ and the mercy of God. From this szwe Word and
from no other scurce must faith still couws, even in
our day and always. For Christ is the rock out of
which meun suck pil and honey, as liCses says, Deuter-
onomy xxxii, (L)

Luther resorts to the uss of ths actual words of the Scripturs in

o great many of his explanstiions ,as we have sesn just above, In deserib-

ing the process of the effects of true fzith, in one of his sermons, he

uges ths

same method:

"The process is this: ¥hen the individual hears the
Gospel message of Christ ~- & messags revealed and pro-
claimed not by the wisdow snd will of man, but through
the Holy Spirit -- and sincersly belisves it, he is
justly recognized as conceived and born of Geod. John in
his gospel (ch.l,12) says: 'As wany as received Him, %o
them gave he the right to hscome childrsn of God, even
to them that believe on his name.,! And in the first verss
of the chapter including our text, he tslls uzy'¥hoso-
ever velisveth that Jesus is the Christ is begotten of
God. ! Through that faith, for the sake of his Son, God

(1) Works of Martia Luther, Publisher, Holman, A.J.,Vol.Il.,pp.203-204,



cespts us 28 his children, pleasing to him and
heirs of sternal life..,
This doctrine comdsmns thoss arrogant
teachsrs wvho preswmptuously expsct to bhe justi-
fied bsfors God by their own merits and works."(1)

8. Conclusion,
To conclude our special ccnsideraﬁion of Luther's doctrine of
Justification by faith alone ,we have a good swmmary of his explanastion
of 1% in some linss irom his Trestise on Christizn Liberty;

"Although, as I have szid, a man is abundwng_x
junstified by fmlth igwardly, ia his spirit, and so has
adl that he ought to have, except in so far as this
faith ani riches must grow irom day to day even unto
the futute lifs: yet hs remains in this mortzl lifs on
earth, and in this life he must nssds govern his own
body and have dealings with wen, Hers the works begin,
sreeanserees s NoVvertheless the works themselves do not
Justify hiw before God, but he does the works out of
spontansous love in obsdisnce to God, and considers
nothing except the approval of God, Yhom he would in
51l things most scrupubusly obey."(2)

Men is justifisd by fazith alons because his sinful state makes it
impossivle for him to do anywworks that will merit Godls grace; bscausge
there rests upon him 2 curse that only Christ could remove., This he did
by téking it upon Hiwmself when He disd upon the c¢ross, This was the pun-
ishment for sin that Jesus endured for all simers, Accoxding to the
teaching of Aquinas Besus, by His sublime and supreme.sacrifics,voluntar-
ily =zade, won for man even more grace than he nesds to be redesmed, yet
man sarns this grace for himself by his good works, Aquinas did not ses
Jesus bsaring the penalty of sin for man, nor avclmrﬂ%unat thers was any
particular contribution msde to the redempiive scheme by Jssus! rssurrsc-
tion., Luther faught a doctrins of good works, Chief zmong the good works,
howsver,is faith, This {zith consists not mainly of love toward God, as
held by Aguinzs, but confidsnce in the promise of His CGospel. The lifes that

flovs from this faith makss all human activity good work.

(1) Luther's %Works, Vol. 8, p. 453 Baitor: Lenker, J.H,
(2) Torks of i=ttin Lutner Vol.Il., pp 328,329, Pub: Holman,
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III. BANCTIFICATION,

We have noted Luther's conception of ths»n&tural states of the
unbeliever,what Christ has dons to redeem him, and how he comes into the
sxperience of this salvation that has been msds possible, To complets the
work of the atonement in the man of the present theologians of all times
have found some proﬁision in Godtls plan of salvation for wan's ssnctific-
ation. In the theology of Aquinas this began with baptism when the sinner,
having been fargiven all his past sins, was united to Christ in a mystical
way, At that tiwme Christ bsgan to bs infused into him, and as he obssrved
other sacraments, particularly that of penancs, this process continued ,
making the sinner more and mors righteous, In soms undefined way this
bestowal of grace and actusl transformation of the sinnser was connected
with t he passiocn or Christ, As the righteousnsss of Christ mzkes the
sinner more rightsous he bscomes capable of doing meritoriocus works of his
bwn free will. Thus manls standing befors God was bhased on his own right-
gousness,

Tike Aquinas Luther belisved in a vital union sxisting between
the belisver and Christ; that the bsliever is in Christ as Christ is in
ths Father; so closely incorpéraﬁed that the two are as ouns person. TO
illustrate this hs uses the imgge of the marriage bond and presses it to
most.. daring - limits: {In his Treatise on Christian Liverty)

#The third incomparable bonsfit of fzith is this, that

it unites the soul with Christ as a bride is united with

‘her bridegroom, And by this mystery, as the apostls teachses,

Christ znd +the soul bhecome one flesh, And if they ars one

flesh there is hetween them a true marriazge, nay, by far the

most perfsct of all marriages, since human marriages are butl

frail types of this ons true merriage, it follows that all
they have they have in common, the good as well as the evil,
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30 that the believiéns soul can bozst of and glory
in whatever Christ has as if it were its own, and
whatever the soul has Christ claims as His own,

“evevees He by the weddingwring of faith shares
in the sins, dezth and pains of hell which are His
bride's, nay, makes them His own, and acts as ii
they were His own, and as if Hs Hiwself had sinned;
He suffered, died and descended into hell that He
might overcome them all......Thus the believing
soul by the pladge of its faith is free in Christ,
its Bridegroom, from all sing, secure against dsath
and against hell, and is sndowed with the etsrnal
righteousness, life and salvation of Christ, its
Bridsgroom. So He presents to Himsgelf a cglorious
bride, without spot or wrinkls, cleansing her with
the washing in the ¥Word of life,

evs.Here this rich and godly Bridsegroom Christ
warries this poor, wicked harlot, redesus her from
adl her evil and adorns her with all His 200d.ccc..
she has that rightseousness in Christ her husband of
which ghe way boast as of her own, and which ghe can
confidently set against all her sins in the face of
death and hell, and say, 'If{ I havs sinned, yet my
Christ, in Whom I believe, has not sinned, and all
His ig mine, and all mine is His, ' (1)

Though there is here in common with ths teaching of Aquinas the
idez of a close union with Christ the significance of that union is
conceived as deing altogesther different from that in Aquinas! theology.
There is nothing here of the idea that Christts righteousness is "in-
fused" into the believer making him actually good. Instead of that there
is a bold reckoning of Christ!s righteousnsss to ve the believer‘s; by
faith, as the believer's sin has bscowe Christls -- "The belisving soul
‘can boast of and glory in whatever Christ has as if it were ifs cwn, and
whatever the soul has Christ claims as His own," and "all His is mine, znd
all mine is His." This 18 the doctrine known in the fisld of theology as
that of Imputation., It is not that the believer is actuzlly becoming more

and more righteous: ::in his nature, buit that before God, by faith, the

(1) %Works of Hartin Luther, Vol.lI, Ppp. 320, 321, 322, PubtHolman, A, J,
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righteousness of Christ is accounted his, and likewise his sin accounted
Christ's, In regard to the latter, showing that our justification and
sanctification doss not depend on the zctual eliuwination of all evil
from human nature, Luther writes in his TTsatise on Baptism:
"For as long a8 I bvelieve that God is willing

not to count my sins against wme, wmy beptism is in

force and my sins ars forgiven, though they may

still, in 2 great weasure, remsin."(l)

Bescause of this inberchange, the bsliever haviang reckonsd to
him the righteousness of Christ and Christ the sins of the believer,
Iutherts viev of sanctification is directly linked to the atoning work
of Chrigt, for it was on the cross that Christ identifised Hiwself with
the sins of all believers, This asseciation cannot bs mede in Aguinas?
teaching of sanctification, or of the bslisver bscoming more righteous,

Some of the Germwan princes feared the conseguences tofs Tuther's
teaching concerning justification by faith alone, and the doctrine of
imputation , If the masses were taught that good works wers to be done
away with, that they wers of no valus in the systsm of the Church, would
not general immorality be the result? The TFeatise on Good Vorks was
written particularly to correct this srronsous conception., It was dedis
eated to John, Duks of Saxony, OW treatment of the subject of good
works (pp55-61) resulted in the conviction that Luther not only'thoughtﬂmhﬁ&”m?
good works an obligation of the belisver, an inevitable oubcome of true
fzith, but that the right fazith issues in a life all the activities of
which ars good,

Luther d4id not fail to ses the hecessity of wmoral change in

the life of the belisver, The point he made and stressed smphatically

(1) Works of Martin Luther, Vol.I, p.66, Pub: Holman, A.J,



and repeatedly, and for which he suffered so much calwmny and perse-
cution, was that man's justification doss not depend on this moral
change or any of the desds that are its result. In our study of
Luther's conception of true faith (ses ppfl-64) we found that he stress-
ed the nsed of such to zccowpany faith, In fact that it was by these
that it proved its existence., The morel change znd the good works
followiang upon it would be greater and more numerous bscauss this
understanding and expsrisnce of justification would inspire men to live
lives of gool works instead of kesping to a certain restricted list. (1)

Luther desgpised the common pratice of ﬁen profsssing to be
believers and not support”that profession with lives of high moral
standards, In an Ezster sermon he has this to say on this point:

#If you will not desist from the vice of covet-

ousness, then know you are not a Christian, not a be~

liever, but as Paul calls you, & base, detsstable

idolater, having no part in God's kingdom....Truly,

Christ died for you, but if you continue in your

wickedness, using this rsvelation as a cleak for your

moan covetousness, do not...by any means apply that

conforting promiss to yoursell, Although Christ indeed

died and rose for zll, yst unto you he iz not risen;

you have not apprehenied his resurrection by faith,"(2)

In pratical Christian living Luther had a place for the squiva-
lent of AYuinas' more righteous life, yesulting frowm the infused righteous-
ness of Christ, in the higher, purer, godlier life of the belisver as a
result of rsceiving God's grace and the Holy Spirit into the heart. Speak-
ing of the helisver he says:

t,he still lives in sinful flesh, he is not without sin,
anl not in all things purs, but has begun to grow inte
purity and innocence....from that hour (of baptism) (Cod)
begins to make you & new nan, pours into you His grace and
Holy Spirit, Who begins to slay nature and sin,"(3)
Cf‘
(1) Works of Martin Luther, Vol.I, p. 188, Pub: Holman, 4.d,

(2) Luther's Works, Vol.8,p,226, Editor:Lenker, J. N,
(3) Works of Martin Luther, Vol. I, pp 60,61, Pub:Holman,4,d,
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Luther was firmly convinced that moral change must follow
Jjustification., Imputed rightsousnsss should be parallelsd by growth of
actual rightsousness which, however, will have its source wholly in God,
be the result of faith and not werit anything from God.

In Luther's theology the sanctification of the believer through
& union with Christ is just zas much a matter of faith as is Justification,
First his sins are reputed to Christ and Christ's righteousness is reputed
t¢ him; then the improvement, moral regsneration that goes on in his life,
is the result of a belisving, trusting relationship to Christ, done, not
to gain any merits,but bscause of a divinely given desire to obsy God.
This faith-union is very differsnt from the mystical union of Agquinas in
which Christ is the Head and the bslisvers the members who through love
have becoms ons with Christ, the righteousness of the Head iflowing into
the membsrs waking them good and righteous befors God and capable of doing
works that ars worthy of merit.
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CONCLUSION



CHAPTER FIVE
CONGLUSION

At the beginning of this work we set out to comwpars the con=
ceptions ¢f the atonsment in the thecloglcal systesms of Thomas Aguinss
and Martin Luther, That of Aquinas ws have found guite simple bsczuss
it consists mainlly of two things, cons based upon the other -- super-
abundant merit of Christ available for the sinner becauss of the suger-
abundant satisfaction that Christ made to God by His life znd death.
Through the agency of the sacraments man gains, sometiwmes sarns, the
merites of Christ. The result in the life of the belisver is the chang-
ing of his nzture by the traznsiusion of Christtls righteousnsss into him,

transforuing hiwm,

B

I. POINTS OF ACREEMENT BRETWEEN AQUINAS AND LUTHER.

Luther and Aquinas wére agreed in the following: that both the
lifs and death of Christ enter inito His winistry of saving man; that it
was because of sin, and to fres men from the sifects and power of asin,
that Jesuswas crucified; that the provision of salvation and the means
of their aperopriation all have their ultlimate source in the grace of
God; that the wrath of God upon the sinnsr was mitigated by Jesus!' death;
that in order to enjoy the benefits woa by Christ thers must s z propsr
inner personzl attitude toward Cod (there was strong difference in opinion
a8 to what this attitude should ve); znd that there is a strong union
between Christ and the believer, Soms of théss are very general working

out in detall very diiisrently.



II. POINTS OF DISACGREELELT.

1. The Hzture of lan.

At the begimning of the redemptive process, the natural state
of mzn is seszn by Luther to be totally corrupted and unable to cocperate
with God in ths work of salvation. Iz ths Fall nman became totally de-
praved, spiritually, inbtsllectuvally and wmorally. This fazel alons was

‘ con
sufficisnt tv incur etsrusliadsunztion from Goed. This Aguinas did not
Se@., Man to hiw was not so thoroughly dspraved, nor had he ezrned such
a2 fearful judgment,
2. The Work of Christ.

As to the atoning work done by Christ, Aguinas considersd that
because of the love Ged had for His Son, the perisct obedisnce zund the
groat sacriiice of His life was o accepizbls it appeased thewwath of
the Eather sand drew His gracs toward siniul wan, By the merits of Christd
sacrifice man is saved, but ot without sffort vpon his own part. Aguinzs
interpreted the work of Christ from the point of view of God primarily.

In the death of Christ Luther saw the curss for sin of zll men,
for all time, being borne, Jesus,in dying on the cross,suffered the pen-
the pather and

1ty that was due wen, It was not = sscrifice to please

b

™

change His attituds tovard wmen, as much &s 1t was an infinite work for

man,

Lo The Appropristion of Bensilis Provided,
In the system of Aguinas ths abundance of msrits wun by Christ
iz esffective for man when he mzintains a practics of good works) observ-

ing the sacramsnts, particularly doing penancs, Luther taught that man

g9



is incapable of doing any good works, and that all that can be done
Toward his salvation was dons by Christ on the cross. ¥an can earn
nsthing from God. Anything he tries to d¢ to sarn Ged's favor or wmerits

for himself, is judged an svil thing by CGod. His forgivensss and en-

trance into fellowship .ith God as a justified sinner is all the result

bk

of faith., Aguinass teught that the attitude wen wmust have toward Ced to
gain salvation is that of love. Luther wmmintained that it wust be pre-
sminsntly that of feith, a confidence that on ths cross, as the Cosgpsl

declares, Christ bore the penaliy due him,

4, Senctificaticen,
A8 & Daptized believer, chserving the sacramsunts of confirma-
3 =
tion, ths cucharist aznd penzncs, Aguinas taught, one forms a mystical

niw into a being

i

q
[
w

union with Christ, Christ enters his psrson and chang

&

who actuslly becomes wmore righteous in the sight of Ged, ILuther declar-
ad this to be madness. He was convineed that man is always altogether
unyorthy befors CGod. Jsvertheless he maintained that there is a very
vital union formed between the true believer zxd Christ, This doss not
make the belisver inhsrently more righteous beiore Ged. He is rightecus
before God, sanctified,bscause by His dezth Jesus took men's sin and by
ﬁhe cross He .. gzives the man of faith His own righteousness, so that God
reckons him altogsther justifief aznd righteous. WNot that LWther does

not look for z morzl rsgensration in the bveliever. He firaly taught that
the saint should constantly be shaping “his life alter the pattern of

Christ, Yet, it is not by this that he is judged by CGod,



ITI, ADDITIONAL POINTS IN LUTHER'S CONCEPTION
OF THE ATONEMENT.

Luthaf developed a doctrine of good works that was very sig-
‘nificant, It:was that all of wan's doings are good works when they are
precedsd, accompanised by, and ths cutgrowth of faith, Faith itself is
& gOO0d WOrk. These zre not good because they ars dons to please Cod,
but begause they are dons as the result of a faith given by God,

The spiritual agoany which Jesus sﬁffered on the cross, which
Luther taught, would not fit into Aquinss! interpretaticn of ths atons-~
ment, becauss he Gid not conceive of Jesus taking upon Himself any curse
for man,

Tuther found the resurrection of Christ z nscessary complemsnt

to Bis desth in order to mske the provision for men's rademption complsts,

&

Thug we have found Luther and Aquinzs in agreemsnt at socume
points in the great doctrine of the atonemsnt, bvut fundamentally LWther,s
conception was very revolutionmary, He differedrwith Aguinas strongly in
his view of: the source of the atonsment as provided by the lifs and
death of Christ, the wethod of man's appropriation cf it, and its devel-
opment in the sarthly experisace of the belisver.
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THE END
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