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We are very pleased to bring you in this issue 
of t he  the three essays and the two 
responses to the essays d e l i v e r e d  at Bethanyss 
Annual Refomat ion  Lectures, October 27-28, 199Te 

1977 marked the Tenth Anniversary of the 
Reformation Lectures, which are eo-sponsored by 
Bethany Lutheran Theologi.ca% Seminary and Bethany 
Lutheran College* 

P r o f ,  Rdrt E, Marquardt, Coneordia Theological 
Seminary, F t a  Wayne, Indiana,  delivered t h e  lecture  
series on The Doctrine of Jusrification. ( P r o f .  
Marquardt had been the lecturer at the f irst  R e f -  
ormat ion Lectures i n  1967, while a pastor i n  
Australia,) 

P r o f ,  Arnold J ,  K ~ e l p i n ,  D r ,  Martin Luther 
Col lege ,  New U l m ,  Minneso~a, and Prof, E x l i n g  T,  
Teigen, Bethany Lutheran College,  served as 
reactors 

We cowamend these essays and responses t a  you 
f o r  your earnest s t udy ,  w i th  the prayer  that your 
faith, and the faith of those who hear you, may 
be t r u l y  e d i f i e d  by them, 
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THE DOCTRINE OF JUSTIFICATION 

P r o f ,  Kurt E ,  Marquardt 

Conaordia Theological  Seminary 
Ft. Wayne, Indiana 

Lecture I: Justification Today 

Warren Quanbeck has w r i t t e n :  

1. "The d o c t r i n e  of jus t i f ic la t ion .  by f a i t h  was 
t h e  sub jec t  of f u r i o u s  controversy i n  the  

1 6 t h  century. Theologians of both t r a d i t i o n s  can 
agree today because of the con t r ibu t ion  o f  b i b l i -  
ca l  and historical studies, Today b i b l i c a l l y  
informed eheslogians i n  bath traditions can agree 
on the  teaching  of the New Testament concerning 
j u s t i f i c a t i o n  by grace through f a i t h ,  and can 
agree on t h e o l o g i c a l  formulat ions of t h e  d o c t r i n e  
wi thout  denying o r  be t ray ing  t h e i r  theologica l  
heri tage.  That t h i s  agreement is  not  known or 
acknowledged by every theologian and churchman i n  
bo th  t r a d i t i o n s  i s  not disproof s f  the  statement 
b u t  only tes t i f ies  t o  the  t i m e  l a g  between the  
work of specialists and more popular  p re sen ta t ions .  "I 



2 .  I n  o ther  words, t h e r e  i s  a Roman Cathol ic /  
Lutheran today on j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  

Out. of t h e  t o t a l  m a t e r i a l ,  w e  s h a l l  s e l e c t  two 
books i n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  cementing on c e r t a i n  i s s u e s  
raised there :  (1) Hans Mun 
(1957) ( 2 )  Vinzenz Phnur, 

? (19316), 

3 ,  Kua%g% famous book seeks $0 e s t a b l i s h  a basic 
harmony between K a r l  Barth and the  Counci l  sf 

Trent an Justification, Since  Barth consciously 
d e p a r t s  from Luther  and t h e  Reformation sn t h i s  
i ssue,  t he  ~ ~ S C U S S ~ O I I  is not --- d i r e c s t l ~  - releaant., 
Y e t  both Earth and K3ng mzke many very evangeX--- 
ca l  statements, AA1ld t h e  Ct3ulicil of Trent is 
given a ssartlingly ' 'evangelj  cal" i ~ t e r p r e k a ~ i ~ ! ~ ,  
O r  at  peas^ t h a t  i s  ske i : ~ p r e s s i o n ,  Y e t  Kweng 
zpproves very much of Csx d i n a l  Ne~~man 's  L s e t u x ~ s  - ---- 
sn J u s t i f  ica"iaisn, ~dslEii-,h ~ r e  an t  i-tutherazs_ tbs~g'4-a ------ 
~ a r & l y  based oak m ~ t ' r ~ n d e ~ r s t ~ n d i r ~ g  K h g ,  too, 
( p ,  274 fF)  1s 23Xe to show t h a t  Banth  is not 
alone bv t  Ycpsesdnts a geaerai- s212ft of P r u k e s -  
e z ~ t ; s  a : ~ a y  f ran: p11xe - j ~ x * i d i ~ a l d  i~---~-- pkstdi io~e t o  
set u ~ 3 l  r e n e w a l  as p a r t  o f  j u s t i f i c z t i s n ,  Kgng 
expresses &he dcukt  "il,~~;eve-~?~r, whether the Refor- 
n  tio on u r j - g i ~ ~ a  1P-y ~ e a 2 - l . ~  L a ~ g l ~ t  t h e  xrnpc- 
cacive v i e v  at a l l ,  H i s  basic i_.c-~:c%usion: 

"The Prot~srants speak o f Jcc l a r ing  
r i gh t eous ,  and t h e  L~on:an/ - Cathol ics  
o f  making r igh t -escs ,  E u t  the Prctes- 
t an t s  speak of declaring r igh teous ,  
which i n c l u d e s  making righteous, and 
t h e  - /Tornan7 - Cathol ics  o f  making 
r igh teous ,  which pnesupposes t h e  
dec la r ing  r igh teous"  (p, 218), 

4 .  Much more excl.%ing, from a Lutheran po in t  of 
view, i s  t h e  pa ins taking  d i s s e r t a t i o n  by 

Phnuer, a l s o  a Roman Cathol ic  s cho la r ,  Re l i m i t s  

h i s  s tudy t o  t h e  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  controversy i m e -  
d i a t e l y  surrounding t h e  ~ u g s b c r g  Confession and 
t h e  Apology, up t o  t h e  year  1535. The po in t :  
both s i d e s  were l a r g e l y  f i g h t i n g  s t raw men, The 
Lutherans q u i t e  l e g i t i m a t e l y  r e j e c t e d  t h e  Pela- 
g i a n i s i n g  excrescences of t h e  l a t e ,  decadent 
s t a g e s  of scholas t ic i sm,  e s p e c i a l l y  i n  i t s  S c o t i s t  
and Ockhamist forms, and e s p e c i a l l y  a s  represented  
by Gabr ie l  B i e l ,  whose formula t ions ,  verbat im,  a r e  
r e j e c t e d  i n  t h e  Apology, But, says  Pfnuer ,  by t h e  
time s f  1530, none of t h e  Roman theologians  who 
opposed t h e  Lutherans he ld  t o  B i e l ' s  views o r  
defended them, (Is not  such a quick and dramatic 
change somewhat of a h i s t o r i c a l  mystery, i f  t r u e ? )  
However, Eck and company i n  t u r n  were r e a c t i n g  
not  t o  Luther ' s  and Melanchthon's mature formula- 
tions--say t h e  Augustana and t h e  Apology them- 
se lves ,  but  t o  very  e a r l y ,  unguarded, "extremist '" 
s ta tements ,  e s p e c i a l l y  by Luther,  long s i n c e  l e f t  
behind. Pfnuer p re sen t s  an extremely sympathetic 
understanding of t h e  Lutheran view, and s i n c e ,  on 
t h e  Roman s i d e ,  he i s  t a l k i n g  not  absut  t h e  Coua- 
c i l  of Trent  bu t  about t h e  view of i nd iv idua l  
c o n t r o v e r s i a l i s t s ,  he i s  a b l e  t o  d e a l  with them 
more o b j e c t i v e l y  and c r i t i c a l l y  than  Kueng w a s  
a b l e  t o  do i n  r e spec t  of t h e  o f f i c i a l ,  Triden- 
t i n e  d e f i n i t i o n s ,  

5, What r e a l l y  were the  s p e c i f i c  p o i n t s  s f  d i f -  
fe rence  over j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  and what s tand  

d i d  t h e  Council s f  Trent  a c t u a l l y  take? Hy major 
resource  h e r e  is t h e  c r i t i c a l ,  though pro-Roman 
Cathol ic  h i s t o r y  of t h e  Council  by Hubert J ed in  
(Geschichte des Konzils von T r i e n t ) ,  ( a v a i l a b l e  
i n  Engl i sh) ,  of which 3 vslumes have so %ax- 
appeared (1951, 1957, 1970), Martin Ckemnitz 






















































































