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"SCRIPTURE INTERPRETS SCRIPTURE" 

A HERMENEUTICAL P R I N C I P L E  

by P. Zimmerman 

( R e p r i n t  f r o m  CLERGY BULLETIN, D e c e m b e r  1952 
and J a n u a r y  1953) 

The h i s t o r y  o f  hermeneutics i s  long and in -  
volved. The Jews had e labora te  systems o f  B i b l i c a l  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  which they employed. Much o f  i t  was 
the a r t i f i c i a l ,  wor th less s o r t  o f  t h i n g  which Jesus 
condemned dur ing  the days o f  H is  m i n i s t r y .  The 
e a r l y  C h r i s t i a n  fa thers  developed e labora te  systems 
o f  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  also. During the t h i r d  t o  the  
f i f t h  centur ies ,  i t  was common t o  i n t e r p r e t  a  t e x t  
i n  f o u r  ways. There was, f o r  a  g iven t e x t ,  the gram- 
ma t i ca l  meaning, the moral, the  mys t i ca l ,  and the  
a l l e g o r i c a l .  We are  t o l d  t h a t  Clement o f  Alexandr ia 
f e l t  t h a t  the  grammatical sense was merely f o r  e l e -  
mentary fa i ' t h  and t h a t  the  a1 l e g o r i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a -  
t i o n  alone l e d  t o  t r u e  knowledge, Augustine i s  re-  
por ted  t o  have i n s i s t e d  on the  necess i ty  o f  r i g h t l y  
regarding the  l i t e r a l  sense o f  a  passage, y e t  he 
a l s o  st ressed a l l e g o r i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  He i s  
genera l l y  c r e d i t e d  w i t h  i n t roduc ing  the  use o f  the  
term ' 'regula f i d e i " ,  r u l e  o f  f a i t h .  

During the  Middle Ages ( 6 t h  t o  15th cen tu r i es )  
the  man i fo ld  approach t o  the  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  Scr ip -  
t u r e  was preserved. An o l d  L a t i n  coup le t  proclaimed: 

"The l i t e r a l  sense teaches what has been done, 
The a l l e g o r i c a l  what you must bel ieve,  
The moral what you must do, 
The anagogical wh i the r  you a re  heading." 

(Weidner, 214) 

To t h i s  m u l t i p l e  type o f  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  was 
added an emphasis upon t r a d i t i o n  and e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  

a u t h o r i t y  i n  S c r i p t u r e ' s  i n t e r p r e t a t  ion, 

The Renaissance and the Reformation combined 
e f f e c t e d  a  change i n  the  approach t o  B i b l i c a l  i n t e r -  
p re ta t i on ,  The renewed i n t e r e s t  i n  languages asso- 
c i a t e d  w i t h  the Renaissance under l ined the importance 
o f  going back t o  the o r i g i n a l  languages o f  the  B i b l e  
i n  i n t e r p r e t i n g ,  ra the r  than r e l y i n g  on such works 
as the "Sentences" o f  Peter  Lombard. Reuchl i n  was 
responsib le f o r  producing the  f i r s t  Hebrew grammar 
and Hebrew lex icon.  Erasmus e d i t e d  the  f i r s t  c r i t i -  
ca l  e d i t i o n  o f  the New Testament i n  Greek, Using 
these too l s ,  the Reformers st ressed the  i n f a l l  i b i  1 i t y  
o f  the Word over aga ins t  the  a l l eged  i n f a l l i b i l i t y  o f  
the Church and i t s  o f f i c i a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  Holy 
Scr ip tu re .  Berkhof 26) l i s t s  the two fundamental 
p r i n c i p l e s  t h a t  guided the  exegesis o f  the Reformers 
as: 

1 .  "Sc r ip tu ra  Sc r ip tu rae  interpres." S c r i p t u r e  
i s  the  i n t e r p r e t e r  o f  Scr ip tu re ,  

2. "Omnis i n t e l l e c t u s  ac e x p o s i t i o  Sc r ip tu rae  
s i t  analogia f i de i , "  Le t  a l l  understanding and expo- 
s i t i o n  o f  S c r i p t u r e  be i n  conformi ty  w i t h  the analogy 
o f  f a i t h .  For them the analogy o f  f a i t h  was equiv- 
a l e n t  t o  analogia ~ c r  i p tu rae , - tha t  i s ,  the  un i fo rm 
teaching o f  the Scr ip tu re .  

These two p r i n c i p l e s  are  c l o s e l y  r e l a t e d  and 
may be grouped under the  general heading o f  the  "com- 
p a r a t i v e  study o f  Scripture," Concerning t h i s  t o p i c  
Cel l e r i e r  wro te  i n  h i s  "Manuel d '  Hermeneutique 
B i b l  ique" ( ~ e  idner,  p a  2 15) , "Th i s  new tendency o f  
comparing S c r i p t u r e  w i t h  Sc r ip tu re  d i d  more than any- 
t h i n g  e l s e  :a ?repare a  conscient ious and l o g i c a l  
exegesis, m began the  work o f  p l a c i n g  hermeneutics 
upon i t s  t r u e  foundation. I n  t h i s  way o r i g ina ted ,  
among Pro tes tan t  theologians, the g rea t  hermeneutical 
use o f  p a r a l l e l  passages and the  context,  The 
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Reformers rev ived the p r i n c i p l e  o f  W i c k l i f ,  'The 
Holy S p i r i t  teaches us the sense o f  S c r i p t u r e  as 
C h r i s t  opened the  S c r i p t u r e  t o  H is  Apostles, and 
they thus i n s i s t e d  t h a t  S c r i p t u r e  should be i t s  own 
i n t e r p r e t e r .  I" 

Th is  approach i s  c l e a r l y  enunciated by Luther.  
For example, he wrote, "Everyone, e s p e c i a l l y  those t 

who cons tan t l y  deal w i t h  Scr ip tu re ,  should s t r i v e  t o  
7 

o b t a i n  a c e r t a i n  and simple understanding o f  Scr ip -  
ture,  and see t o  i t  t h a t  he does no t  run around here 
and there  and go astray,  j u s t  as the  Jewish rabb is  IC 

and the  papal scho las t i cs  have done. Accordingly,  
the  theology o f  the scho las t i cs  i s  no th ing  e l s e  than 
a s e l e c t i o n  (op t ion) .  'One must,' they say, ' teach 
and be i i eve  so and so, o r  poss ib l y  i n  s t i l l  another 
way also. '  I f  one, however, ob ta ins  the re fo re  a 
m u l t i p l e  meaning, i n  r e a l i t y  i t  means noth ing  e l s e  
than t h i s  t h a t  one does no t  know o r  understand 
a r i g h t .  Who, however, understands a r i g h t ,  does n o t  
b r i n g  i n  so many meanings and does not  say one must 
understand ' it thus o r  thus." ( ~ u t h e r  Concordanz, I V ,  
89; Walch Ed. 1 1 ,  2m5). On another occasion Luther  
wrote, "Be o n l y  c e r t a i n  and w i thou t  doubt t h a t  noth- 
i ng  i s  b r i g h t e r  than the  sun, t ha t  i s ,  Scr ip tu re .  
I f ,  however, a c loud has come before  i t  i l , the 
sun), never theless there  i s  no th ing  behind the  cloud, 
bu t  t he  selfsame b r i g h t  sun. Accordingly,  i f  there  
i s  a dark passage i n  Scr ip tu re ,  do no t  doubt but  
t h a t  there  i s  c e r t a i n l y  the same t r u t h  behind i t, 
which i n  o the r  places i s  c lea r ,  and whoever can n o t  
understand the  dark passage, l e t  him remain by the  
l igh t . "  ( ~ u t h e r  Concordanz, I V ,  85; Walch Ed. V, 
460). Again, Luther  wrote: "That i s  t rue ;  some 
passages o f  S c r i p t u r e  are  dark, but  i n  them i s  
no th ing  e lse,  bu t  j u s t  t h a t  which i n  o the r  p laces 
i s  i n  c l e a r  and open passages." ( ~ u t h e r  Concordanz, 
I V ,  85; Walch V ,  457). Pieper quotes Luther  as say- 
ing, "It must be the  prime concern o f  a theologian 
t o  be w e l l  versed i n  the  t e x t ,  a Ibonus t e x t u a l  i s '  

as i t  i s  cal led."   st.^., V ,  456). Luther  complains 
about the  many commentaries and books through which 
"the dear B i b l e  i s  being bur ied  and covered up, so 
tha t  no one takes no te  o f  the text."  He r e f e r s  t o  
h i s  own experience: "When I was a youth, I f a m i l -  
i a r i z e d  mysel f  w i t h  the B ib le ,  read i t  o f t e n  and 
became we l l  acquainted w i t h  the  t e x t ,  50 w e l l  ac- 
quainted tha t  P knew where every passage tha t  was 
mentioned was t o  be found. Thus B became a good - tex- 
t u a l i s .  Not u n t i l  then d i d  & read the commentators, 
But f i n a l l y  I had t o  d is regard  them a l l  and put  them 
away, because the use o f  them d i d  not s a t i s f y  my 
conscience, and I had t o  take my stand again on the 
B i b l e ,  f o r  i t  i s  much b e t t e r  t o  see w i t h  your own 
eyes than w i t h  another's." (st .  L., X X I I ,  54f . ) .  

Quenstedt wrote: " i t  i s  t o  be observed t h a t  
everv a r t i c l e  o f  f a i t h  has i t s  proper and n a t i v e  
seat '  f i .e. ,  sedes doc t r inae)  f r o m  which i t  i s  deter-  
mined," The Formula o f  Concord i n  the Thorough 
Dec lara t ion  s ta tes ,  "The Holy Ghost opens the under- 
s tanding and hea r t  t o  understand the Sc r ip tu res  and 
t o  g i ve  heed t o  the Word. C f .  i u k e  24, 45; Acts 16, 
14; John 6, 29; Deut. 29, 4." ( T r i g l o t t a ,  891). I n  

the opening sec t ion  o f  the Epitome o f  the Formula o f  
Concord we read,  "The Holy Sc r ip tu res  alone remain 
the o n l y  judge, ru le ,  and standard according t o  
which, as the o n l y  touch stone, a l l  dogmas s h a l l  and 
must be discerned and judged, as t o  whether they are 
good o r  e v i l ,  r i g h t  o r  wrong. But the o the r  symbols 
and w r i t i n g s  c i t e d  are not judges, as are the  Holy 

? Scr ip tu res ,  but  on l y  a test imony as t o  how a t  any 
t ime the Holy Sc r ip tu res  have been understood and 

i expla ined i n  the  a r t i c l e s  i n  controversy i n  t h e  
Church o f  God and how the  opposi te dogmas were re-  
jec ted  and condemned." (Tr i g l o t t a ,  779). Thus d i d  
Luther  and h i s  col leagues p lace emphasis upon the  
B i b l e  as a c l e a r  book, one out  o f  which God spoke, 
one which cou ld  best  be understood i n  i t s  own c l e a r  
l i g h t .  They were c l e a r l y  committed t o  t h i s  t h a t  
Sc r ip tu re  i n t e r p r e t s  Scr ip tu re .  
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? Scr ip tu res ,  but  on l y  a test imony as t o  how a t  any 
t ime the Holy Sc r ip tu res  have been understood and 
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-4- 



The t r u t h  o f  the  p r i n c i p l e  t h a t  S c r i p t u r e  i n t e r -  
p r e t s  S c r i p t u r e  i s  es tab l i shed  d i r e c t l y  by the  mul- 
t i t u d i n o u s  instances i n  the  B i b l e  where i t  c l e a r l y  
and unquest ionably i n t e r p r e t s  o r  sheds l i g h t  upon 
o t h e r  passages, i n  many cases expressly  s t a t i n g  t h a t  
reference i s  being made t o  some c e r t a i n  passage o f  
another book. However, the  p r i n c i p l e  t h a t  S c r i p t u r e  
i n t e r p r e t s  S c r i p t u r e  i s  es tab l ished a l s o  as a  neces- 
sary c o r o l l a r y  o f  the  d o c t r i n e  o f  verbal  i n s p i r a t i o n ,  
I n  a  very r e a l  sense, there i s  o n l y  one author  o f  
Holy Scr ip tu res ,  namely, God Himself .  They a re  H is  
Word. Since there  i s  one author  and t h i s  author,  by 
v i r t u e  o f  H is  Godhead, i s  p e r f e c t  i n  every way, i t  
f o l l o w s  t h a t  H is  Word would l i k e w i s e  be w i thou t  f law, 
Regarding t h i s ,  Theological  Hermeneutics s ta tes ,  
"The d i v i n e  i n s p i r a t i o n  o f  the e n t i r e  B ib le ,  as a  
mat te r  o f  course, imp l ies  t h a t  a l l  p a r t s  o f  the  
Sc r ip tu res  are  i n  harmony w i t h  each other." (p. 19). 
Not o n l y  may one be sure t h a t  the  Sc r ip tu res  a re  i n  
harmony w i t h  one another, but  they w i l l  accomplish 
t h e i r  purpose. God% d e s i r e  t o  t e l l  o f  the p lan  o f  
s a l v a t i o n  demands t h a t  He express Himsel f  i n  c lear ,  
unequivocal language. For God t o  communicate ad- 
equate ly  w i t h  mankind there  must be no double- ta lk .  
Rather, there  must be a  book which i s  understandable 
i n  i t s e l f ,  a  book whose p a r t s  throw l i g h t  mu tua l l y  
on each other,  Quot ing Theological  Hermeneutics 
again, "The o n l y  au then t i c  expos i to r  o f  the  B i b l e  i s  
the  B i b l e  i t s e l f .  Human reason, under the  d i r e c t i o n  
o f  the  Holy Ghost, ac ts  merely as the  instrument 
through which the  expos i t i on  takes place; i t  there-  
f o r e  i s  never t o  be regarded as the  norm o r  judge 
according t o  which the  sense o f  S c r i p t u r e  i s  t o  be 
es tab l  ished." (p. 19). 

The mat te r  may be expressed a l s o  i n  t h i s  way: 
The Reformation emphasized the  important p r i n c i p l e  
t h a t  every i n d i v i d u a l  has the r i g h t  t o  i n v e s t i g a t e  

and t o  i n t e r p r e t  the Word o f  God f o r  h imsel f ,  
Berkhof i s  r i g h t  when he says i n  h i s  hermeneutics, 

I "The i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  o f  the church have d i v i n e  author- 
i t y  on l y  i n s o f a r  as they are i n  harmony w i t h  the 
teachings o f  the B ib le .  . . And every i n d i v i d u a l  
must judge o f  t h i s  f o r  himself." (p.  65) .  Nor i s  
t h i s  a p r i n c i p l e  dreanied up by the Reformers. I t  i s  

* s i g n i f i s a n t  t ha t  the Sc r ip tu res  address themselves 
d i r e c ~ 3 y  to  t h e  % n d i v i d u a l ,  t o  the people, and not  

7 to t h e  members o f  a p r i e s t l y  c l ass  o r  the  o f f i c e r s  
o f  a synod, The B i b l e  e i e a r l y  i nd i ca tes  t h a t  the 

B i n d i v i d u a ' i  i s  to  i n ~ e r p r e t  the Scr ip tu res  himsel f. 
Gf,  ~ o h n  5, 39: '5earcf-B the Scr iptures,"  PauS 
s t a t e s ,  ' T h o u g h  we o r  an ange3 f rom heaven preach 
any o the r  Gospel unto  you than tha t  which we have 
preached, : e t  h i m  be accursed." ( ~ a l .  i B  
G f ,  a l s o  Deut, 8 3 ,  1-13, where the I s r a e l i t e s  are 
-'Iarned t o  mark  and a v o i d  f a l s e  prophets who would 
;Ping t each ings  out o f  harmony w i t h  t he  "command- 
:pent%" o f  & h e  Lord. So t he  p r i n c i p l e  of  p r i v a t e  
~ n t e r p r e t a t i o n  i s  c l e a r l y  establ ished,  But a l s o  
t h i s  $ 3  f:s be emphas i zed :  p r i v a t e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
does not  mean t h a t  each person i s  t o  read i n t o  
Sc r ip tu re  the r e l i g i o u s  t r u t h  tha t  he would l i k e  t o  
see t h e r e ,  : a t h e r  he i s  t o  o b j e c t i v e l y  f i n d  i n  
Scripture t h a t  ~eligious t r u t h ,  the one t r u t h ,  t h a t  
Sod has pu t  tnere, Th i s  u l t i m a t e l y  demands Scr ip -  
t u r e  t o  be a c t e a r  book, a book t h a t  exp la ins  i t s e l f ,  
a book t h a t  i s  s e l f - s u f f i c i e n t .  Never are we 
d i r e c t e d  i n  Sc r ip tu re  to examine some commentary o r  
p h i l o s o p h i c a l  exp lanat ion  o f  what Sc r ip tu re  says. 

4 

The answer i s  a lways  assumed t o  l i e  i n  Sc r ip tu re  
i t s e l f .  

i 7 

A b i t  o f  Pieper and o f  Luther  i s  o f  value here. 
Bn the  Eng l ish  t r a n s l a t i o n  o f  P ieper 's  Dogmatics, 
Vol. I, p. 360, we read, "The f i r s t  and foremost 
du ty  o f  the exegete cons is ts  i n  ho ld ing  the f l  i g h t y  
s p i r i t  o f  man t o  the simple word o f  S c r i p t u r e  and, 
where he has departed from i t ,  t o  lead him back t o  
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t h e  s imp le  word o f  Sc r i p tu re .  Lu ther  says t h a t  t h e  
whole purpose o f  h i s  w r i t i n g s ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  o f  h i s  
e x e g e t i c a l  works i s  t o  lead  back i n t o  S c r i p t u r e ,  t o  
ge t  every  C h r i s t i a n  and every  teacher  t o  base h i s  
f a i t h  on-  t h e  bare S c r i p t u r e ,  on t h e  'nuda' - S c r i p t u r a ,  
minus any 'g loss, '  t h e  good g losses no l ess  than t h e  
f a l s e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  Lu ther ,  t he re fo re ,  as i s  we1 1  
known, f r e q u e n t l y  u t t e r e d  t h e  w ish  t h a t  a l s o  h i s  C 

books migh t  p e r i s h  i n  o r d e r  t h a t  C h r i s t i a n s  migh t  7 

base t h e i r  f a i t h  on t h e  'nudal S c r i p t u r a ,  w i t h o u t  
any i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ;  every  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  i s  l e s s  
c l e a r  than S c r i p t u r e ,  and every i n t e r p r e t a t  i o n  must 

5 

be examined i n  t he  c l e a r e r  l i g h t  o f  Sc r i p tu re .  "0 

. c l ea re r  book has been w r i t t e n  on e a r t h  than Ho ly  
Sc r i p tu re ,  Among a l l  o t h e r  books i t  i s  l i k e  t h e  sun 
among a l l  l i g h t s . '  ( s t .  L. V: 334)." 

F i v e  pages l a t e r  i n  h i s  Dogmatics, P ieper  w r i t e s  
on t h e  t o p i c ,  "The S c r i p t u r e s  a r e  a  l i g h t  i n  them- , - 
selves." He s ta tes :  "Th is  p r i n c i p l e  takes i n  bo th  
the  l i n g u i ~ t i c  usage and t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  c i rcumstances 
o f  t h e  t e x t .  As i n t e r e s t i n g  and impor tan t  f o r  apo l -  
o g e t i c s  as i t  i s ,  e.g., t o  compare the  New Testament 
Greek w i t h  the  e a r l  i e r  Greek o f  Homer and w i t h  the  
contemporary Greek o f  Phi  l o  and Josephus and t he  
monuments, etc. ,  i n  t h e  l a s t  a n a l y s i s  t he  l i n g u i s t i c  
usage o f  t h e  New Testament a lone dec ides the  mat te r .  
We would be v i o l a t i n g  t h e  fundamental t ene t :  Sc r i p -  
turam ex S c r i p t u r a  expl icandum esse, and i n t r o d u c i n g  -- - 
an element o f  u n c e r t a i n t y  i n t o  ou r  understanding o f  
S c r i p t u r e  i f  we inves ted  a  word o r  a  phrase w i t h  a  9 

meaning which i t  does n o t  bear i n  S c r i p t u r e  i t s e l f  . . . To be sure, acquaintance w i t h  contemporary 
h i s t o r y ,  as i t  i s  based on what secu la r  w r i t e r s ,  4 

h i s t o r i c a l  monuments, etc., say, i s  impor tant ;  im- 
p o r t a n t ,  f o r  instance, f o r  apo loge t i cs ,  w i t h  which 
we cannot e n t i r e l y  dispense. I t  enables us t o  show 
t h a t  the  h i s t o r i c a l ,  etc., data o f  Ho ly  S c r i p t u r e  
a r e  n o t  f a b l e s  b u t  a re  l a r g e l y  conf i rmed by s e c u l a r  
h i s t o r y .  But on t he  o t h e r  hand, i t  must be ma in ta ined  

t h a t  the sure understanding o f  S c r i p t u r e  i n  no wise 
depends on the  acquaintance w i t h  i t s  secu la r -  
h i s t o r i c a l  background, s i nce  the  e n t i r e  ' h i s t o r i c a l  
background' necessary f o r  a  c o r r e c t  understanding o f  
the meaning o f  S c r i p t u r e  i s  g i ven  i n  S c r i p t u r e  i t -  
s e l f  ." (p. 365) 

However, t he re  i s  no doubt t h a t  t h e  bes t  way t o  
ga in  an understanding o f  the  p r i n c i p l e  o f  hermeneu- 
t i c s  t h a t  S c r i p t u r e  i n t e r p r e t s  S c r i p t u r e  i s  t o  
examine the  ways i n  which the B i b l e  does a c t u a l l y  
i n t e r p r e t  i t s e l f .  One i s  amazed a t  t he  many dev ices 
t h a t  a re  used t o  i n t e r l a c e  and i n t e r r e l a t e  the  books 
os Ho ly  W r i t .  I n  one o f  the l a t e s t  works on her-  
meneutics, P r i n c i p l e s  o f  B i b l i c a l  I n t e r p r e t a t i o n  by 
L, Berkhof,  P res iden t  emer i tus  o f  C a l v i n  Seminary, 
Grand Rapids, Michigan, t he re  a re  l i s t e d  some o f  
the ways i n  which the B i b l e  a i d s  i n  i t s  own i n t e r p r e -  
t a t i o n .  Th i s  l i s t  i s  by no means o r i g i n a l  w i t h  
Berkhof,  bu t  shows c l e a r  s igns  o f  go ing  back t o  the  
w r i t i n g s  o f  the o l d e r  hermeneut ica l  w r i t e r s .  I t  i s  
none the l ess  va luable.  

( ~ o t e :  Roman numerals I and I I  f o l l o w i n g  a re  
taken from Berkhof ,  p. 103 f f . )  

I. I n t e r n a l  Helps 
1, Spec ia l  Scope o f  t he  Author  

O f t t imes  the  au thor  a t  t he  beg inn ing  o f  
h i s  book o r  a t  t h e  s t a r t  o f  a  s e c t i o n  announces t he  
purpose o f  h i s  w r i t i n g .  Bear ing the  purpose i n  mind 
a i d s  cons iderab ly  i n  understanding the  con ten t  o f  
the  s p e c i f i c  passages. For  example, P h i l i p p i a n s  2 ,  
6-11 speaks o f  the  h u m i l i a t i o n  and e x a l t a t i o n  o f  
C h r i s t .  I t s  a p p l i c a t i o n  t o  C h r i s t i a n  1 i f e  i s  a ided  
by verses t h ree  and f o u r  which t e l l  us t o  l e t  
n o t h i n g  be done by us through s t r i f e  o r  va ing lo r y .  
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ga in  an understanding o f  the  p r i n c i p l e  o f  hermeneu- 
t i c s  t h a t  S c r i p t u r e  i n t e r p r e t s  S c r i p t u r e  i s  t o  
examine the  ways i n  which the B i b l e  does a c t u a l l y  
i n t e r p r e t  i t s e l f .  One i s  amazed a t  t he  many dev ices 
t h a t  a re  used t o  i n t e r l a c e  and i n t e r r e l a t e  the  books 
os Ho ly  W r i t .  I n  one o f  the l a t e s t  works on her-  
meneutics, P r i n c i p l e s  o f  B i b l i c a l  I n t e r p r e t a t i o n  by 
L, Berkhof,  P res iden t  emer i tus  o f  C a l v i n  Seminary, 
Grand Rapids, Michigan, t he re  a re  l i s t e d  some o f  
the ways i n  which the B i b l e  a i d s  i n  i t s  own i n t e r p r e -  
t a t i o n .  Th i s  l i s t  i s  by no means o r i g i n a l  w i t h  
Berkhof,  bu t  shows c l e a r  s igns  o f  go ing  back t o  the  
w r i t i n g s  o f  the o l d e r  hermeneut ica l  w r i t e r s .  I t  i s  
none the l ess  va luable.  

( ~ o t e :  Roman numerals I and I I  f o l l o w i n g  a re  
taken from Berkhof ,  p. 103 f f . )  

I. I n t e r n a l  Helps 
1, Spec ia l  Scope o f  t he  Author  

O f t t imes  the  au thor  a t  t he  beg inn ing  o f  
h i s  book o r  a t  t h e  s t a r t  o f  a  s e c t i o n  announces t he  
purpose o f  h i s  w r i t i n g .  Bear ing the  purpose i n  mind 
a i d s  cons iderab ly  i n  understanding the  con ten t  o f  
the  s p e c i f i c  passages. For  example, P h i l i p p i a n s  2 ,  
6-11 speaks o f  the  h u m i l i a t i o n  and e x a l t a t i o n  o f  
C h r i s t .  I t s  a p p l i c a t i o n  t o  C h r i s t i a n  1 i f e  i s  a ided  
by verses t h ree  and f o u r  which t e l l  us t o  l e t  
n o t h i n g  be done by us through s t r i f e  o r  va ing lo r y .  



2. The Connection (i.e. contex t )  
a. H i s t o r i c a l  - When one h i s t o r i c a l  nar- 

r a t i v e  fo l l ows  another t o  which i t  i s  g e n e t i c a l l y  
o r  i d e o l o g i c a l l y  re la ted .  C f .  Matt. 3, 13-17 f o l -  
lowed by 4, 1-11. 

b, H is to r ica l -Dogmat ica l  - When a dog- 
ma t i ca l  discourse o r  teaching i s  connected w i t h  a 
h i s t o r i c a l  f ac t .  C f .  John 6, 1-14 fo l lowed by 26- 
65. 

c, Log ica l  - I n  t h a t  the  thoughts o r  
arguments are  presented i n  a s t r i c t l y  l o g i c a l  sense. 
C f .  Romans 5, I f f .  

d. Psychological - The connect ion depends 
upon the assoc ia t ion  o f  ideas. This  assoc ia t i on  may 
*cause what appears t o  be a break i n  the  l o g i c a l  
progression o f  thought. C f .  Hebrews 5, 1 O f f .  

3, P a r a l l e l i s m  i n  a t e x t  
One must be aware t h a t  p a r a l l e l s  do n o t  

i nvo l ve  mere tauto logy.  Likewise, +he p a r a l l e l  
clauses do no t  have meanings d i s t i n c t  from each 
o ther ;  t he te  i s  a connect ion between the two. One 
may be general and the  o the r  s p e c i f i c .  One may be 
a f f i r m a t i v e ;  the  o the r  negat ive. One may be f i g u r -  
a t i v e ;  the  o the r  l i t e r a l .  C f .  Ps. 22, 27; John 6, 
35; 1 I Cor. 5, 2.1. 

I I. H i s t o r i c a l  In fo rmat ion  fu rn ished by Scr ip -  
ture.  

The p r i n c i p a l  resources f o r  the  h i s t o r i c a l  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  S c r i p t u r e  are  t o  be found i n  the  
B i b l e  i t s e l f .  As a mat te r  o f  f ac t ,  the spade o f  the 
a rcheo log i s t  has been very ta rdy  i n  ca tch ing  up 
w i t h  the B i b l e  i n  g i v i n g  a complete and accurate 
p i c t u r e  o f  Old Testament times, places, and nat ions.  

Examples: I I  Chron. 30, 1 ,  Hezekiah com- 
mands I s r a e l  and Judah t o  keep the Passover. The 
f u l l  imp l i ca t i ons  o f  t h i s  command are  found by ex- 
amining such passages as Ex. 12, 1-21; L e v i t i c u s  23, 
4-14, etc.  

Judges 13, 5 speaks o f  Samson 
being a Nazari te.  This  i s  expla ined i n  Numbers 6, 
1-22 q u i t e  completely. 

Numerous New Testament r e f e r -  
ences t o  the  Samaritans and t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s  w i t h  the 
Jews are expla ined by checking w i t h  the in fo rmat ion  
contained i n  I I  Kings 17, 24-44, Ezra 4 and Neh. 4. 

+ 

(Note: so f a r  the  o u t l i n e  o f  ma te r i a l  t o  be 
w 

found i n  Berkhof!) 

Y I l l .  The Old and the  New Testaments Throw l i g h t  
on each other .  

The two testaments are no t  separate books, but  
p a r t s  o f  a whole. Both have the same author,  the 
same purpose, the same Messiah, and the  same doc- 
t r i n e  o f  redemption. Thus, f i r s t  o f  a l l ,  the Old 
Testament o f f e r s  the  key t o  the r i g h t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
o f  the  New. The New Testament presupposes the  doc- 
t r i n e  o f  s in ,  the covenant o f  grace, and the var ious 
s p e c i f i c  prophecies concerning the Redeemer, and a l l  
o f  the  h i s t o r i c a l  ac t i ons  o f  the Old Testament t h a t  
are grouped about these bas i c  concepts. C f .  John 3, 
14-15; Heb. 13, 10-13. Many examples might be given. 
I t  i s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  see how many o f  the  modern sects 
today can ignore o r  subordinate the Old Testament, 
which i s  such v i t a l  background ma te r ia l  f o r  a proper 
understanding o f  the New Testament. 

Conversely the New Testament i s  very obv ious ly  
+ a commentary on the Old Testament. The statement i n  

the  New Testament t ha t ,  i n  some p a r t i c u l a r  i nc iden t  

+ o r  o ther ,  one o f  the prophecies o f  the Old Testament 
was f u l f i l l e d  i s  a very f a m i l i a r  one even t o  the  
most casual B i b l e  scholar.  Not o n l y  s p e c i f i c  proph- 
ec ies,  but  a l s o  Messianic types are i d e n t i f i e d .  I n  
some cases the a i d  i n  the i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t he  Old 
Testament passages which the  New Testament references 
g i v e  i s  u t t e r l y  b rea th  taking, C f ,  Hosea 11 ,  1:  
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Testament passages which the  New Testament references 
g i v e  i s  u t t e r l y  b rea th  taking, C f ,  Hosea 11 ,  1:  



"When I s r a e l  was a c h i l d ,  then I loved  h im and 
c a l l e d  my son o u t  o f  Egypt." Matt. 2, 15 i s  most 
h e l p f u l  i n  r e f e r r i n g  t h i s  t o  Jesus' r e t u r n  f rom H i s  
ch i l dhood  f l i g h t  t o  Egypt. Compare a l s o  Jeremiah 
31, 15, which reads, "Thus s a i t h  t he  Lord, a v o i c e  
was heard i n  Ramah, lamentat ion,  and b i t t e r  weeping; 
Rahel weeping f o r  her  c h i l d r e n ,  re fused  t o  be com- 
f o r t e d  f o r  her  c h i  ld ren ,  because t hey  were not." t 

Matt .  2, 17-18 r e f e r s  t o  t he  s l augh te r  o f  t h e  i n -  
f a n t s  by Herod as be ing  a s p e c i f i c  f u l f i l l m e n t  o f  
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t h i s  prophecy. Joe l  i n  h i s  second chapter ,  verses 
28-32, r e f e r s  t o  t h e  day o f  Pentecost  and t o  t he  =+ 

s igns  o f  the coming o f  t h e  l a s t  day i n  one breath.  
.Ou r  understanding o f  t h i s  passage i s  he lped tremen- 

dous ly  by P e t e r ' s  i n c l u d i n g  It i n  h i s  Pentecost 
sermon ( ~ c t s  2, 16-21) and s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h e  Pente- 
cos t  phenomenon was f u l f i l l m e n t  o f  t h e  passage t h a t  
s t a r t s ,  "And i t  s h a l l  come t o  pass a f t e r w a r d  t h a t  
I w i l l  pour o u t  my s p i r i t  upon a l l  f l e s h ,  and your  
sons and your daughters s h a l l  prophesy, and your  o l d  
men s h a l l  .dream dreams, etc." 

Concerning t h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e  Old 
Testament and t he  New Testament, Lu ther  says ve ry  
a p t l y :  "When you compare t h e  Church o f  t he  Old 
Testament w i t h  .the Church o f  t he  New Testament, i t  
i s  as though a man w i t h  weak eyes looks  a t  something 
a f a r  o f f .  He sees t h e  same t h i n g  t h a t  another  o f  
b e t t e r  v i s i o n  sees, bu t  n o t  as c l e a r l y .  He d i s -  

t i n g u i s h e s  from a f a r  a h i l l ,  a tower, a c a s t l e ,  a 
c i t y ,  b u t  those who have sharper  v i s i o n  can make o u t  
the  sma l l es t  p a r t s  o f  t he  b u i l d i n g s .  I n  t h i s  way, 

t h e  same d o c t r i n e ,  t he  same t h i n g s  a re  l e d  b e f o r e  
the  Church a t  a l l  t imes, b u t  t h e  New Testament 
b r i n g s  these ve ry  t h i n g s  c l o s e r  t o  t h e  eye and l e t s  
them be observed more c l ea r l y . "  (St. L. V I ,  1234) 

I n  a s e c t i o n  on " t h e o l o g i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n "  

Berkhof l i s t s  a s e r i e s  o f  ways i n  which S c r i p t u r e  
i n t e r p r e t s  i t s e l f .  One s e c t i o n  r e f e r s  t o  t h e  

f a m i l i a r  concept o f  the  "analogy o f  f a i t h "  which 
we w i l l  d i scuss  l a t e r .  The o t h e r  s e c t i o n  dea ls  w i t h  
what a re  known as Real P a r a l l e l s  o r  P a r a l l e l s  o f  
Ideas. T e r r y  de f i nes  r e a l  p a r a l l e l s  as " those sim- 
i l a r  passages i n  which t he  l i keness  o r  i d e n t i t y  con- 
s i s t s  no t  i n  words o r  phrases, bu t  i n  f a c t s ,  sub- 
j e c t s ,  sent iments ,  o r  doct r ines."  ( ~ e r k h o f ,  160) 
They may be d i v i d e d  i n t o  t h r e e  groups. 

1. H i s t o r i c  p a r a l  l e l s  
a. Passages i n  which a h i s t o r i c a l  event  i s  

n a r r a t e d  i n  t he  same words and w i t h  t he  same a t t e n -  
dant c i rcumstances, though p o s s i b l y  d i f f e r i n g  
s l i g h t l y  i n  ma t te r s  o f  d e t a i l .  These a r e  va luab le  
f o r  mutual con f i rmat ion .  C f .  I Ki .  22, 29-35 w i t h  
I I  Chron. 18, 28-34. 

b. Passages i n  which t he  same n a r r a t i v e  i s  
couched i n  d i f f e r e n t  words and t h e  circumstances a re  
more d e t a i l e d  i n  one ins tance  than i n  another.  The 
more e l a b o r a t e  n a r r a t i v e  wi 11 i 1 lumine t h e  o ther .  
C f .  Matt .  9, 1-8 w i t h  Mark 2, 1-12 - t h e  man s i c k  
o f  t h e  pa lsy.  

c, N a r r a t i v e s  t h a t  a r e  i d e n t i c a l ,  bu t  which 
occur  i n  connect ions t h a t  a r e  d i f f e r e n t .  One g i ves  
t he  t r u e  h i s t o r i c a l  s e t t i n g .  C f .  Matt .  8, 2-4 and 
Mark i, 40-45 and Luke 5, 12-16. I n  some cases 
s t o r i e s  a re  grouped toge ther ,  i n  o t h e r  cases chron- 
o l o g i c a l  arrangement i s  fo l lowed.  

d. Passages t h a t  do n o t  d u p l i c a t e  a c e r t a i n  
n a r r a t i v e ,  b u t  add circumstances, and are, there -  
f o re ,  i n  a way complementary. C f .  Gen. 32, 24-32 
w i t h  Hosea 12, 4.5. - Reference t o  Jacob wres t1  i n g  
w i t h  t he  angel i n  Hosea. 

2. D i d a c t i c  p a r a l  l e l s  
a. Same s u b j e c t  i s  t r ea ted ,  bu t  n o t  i n  t h e  

same terms. Matt .  10, 37 and Luke 14, 26. 
b. Para1 l e l  passages t h a t  correspond i n  

thought  and express ion,  b u t  one o f  which has no 
d i r e c t  connec t ion  w i t h  t h e  p reced ing  o r  f o l l o w i n g  



"When I s r a e l  was a c h i l d ,  then I loved  h im and 
c a l l e d  my son o u t  o f  Egypt." Matt. 2, 15 i s  most 
h e l p f u l  i n  r e f e r r i n g  t h i s  t o  Jesus' r e t u r n  f rom H i s  
ch i l dhood  f l i g h t  t o  Egypt. Compare a l s o  Jeremiah 
31, 15, which reads, "Thus s a i t h  t he  Lord, a v o i c e  
was heard i n  Ramah, lamentat ion,  and b i t t e r  weeping; 
Rahel weeping f o r  her  c h i l d r e n ,  re fused  t o  be com- 
f o r t e d  f o r  her  c h i  ld ren ,  because t hey  were not." t 

Matt .  2, 17-18 r e f e r s  t o  t he  s l augh te r  o f  t h e  i n -  
f a n t s  by Herod as be ing  a s p e c i f i c  f u l f i l l m e n t  o f  
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t h i s  prophecy. Joe l  i n  h i s  second chapter ,  verses 
28-32, r e f e r s  t o  t h e  day o f  Pentecost  and t o  t he  =+ 

s igns  o f  the coming o f  t h e  l a s t  day i n  one breath.  
.Ou r  understanding o f  t h i s  passage i s  he lped tremen- 

dous ly  by P e t e r ' s  i n c l u d i n g  It i n  h i s  Pentecost 
sermon ( ~ c t s  2, 16-21) and s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h e  Pente- 
cos t  phenomenon was f u l f i l l m e n t  o f  t h e  passage t h a t  
s t a r t s ,  "And i t  s h a l l  come t o  pass a f t e r w a r d  t h a t  
I w i l l  pour o u t  my s p i r i t  upon a l l  f l e s h ,  and your  
sons and your daughters s h a l l  prophesy, and your  o l d  
men s h a l l  .dream dreams, etc." 

Concerning t h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e  Old 
Testament and t he  New Testament, Lu ther  says ve ry  
a p t l y :  "When you compare t h e  Church o f  t he  Old 
Testament w i t h  .the Church o f  t he  New Testament, i t  
i s  as though a man w i t h  weak eyes looks  a t  something 
a f a r  o f f .  He sees t h e  same t h i n g  t h a t  another  o f  
b e t t e r  v i s i o n  sees, bu t  n o t  as c l e a r l y .  He d i s -  

t i n g u i s h e s  from a f a r  a h i l l ,  a tower, a c a s t l e ,  a 
c i t y ,  b u t  those who have sharper  v i s i o n  can make o u t  
the  sma l l es t  p a r t s  o f  t he  b u i l d i n g s .  I n  t h i s  way, 

t h e  same d o c t r i n e ,  t he  same t h i n g s  a re  l e d  b e f o r e  
the  Church a t  a l l  t imes, b u t  t h e  New Testament 
b r i n g s  these ve ry  t h i n g s  c l o s e r  t o  t h e  eye and l e t s  
them be observed more c l ea r l y . "  (St. L. V I ,  1234) 

I n  a s e c t i o n  on " t h e o l o g i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n "  

Berkhof l i s t s  a s e r i e s  o f  ways i n  which S c r i p t u r e  
i n t e r p r e t s  i t s e l f .  One s e c t i o n  r e f e r s  t o  t h e  

f a m i l i a r  concept o f  the  "analogy o f  f a i t h "  which 
we w i l l  d i scuss  l a t e r .  The o t h e r  s e c t i o n  dea ls  w i t h  
what a re  known as Real P a r a l l e l s  o r  P a r a l l e l s  o f  
Ideas. T e r r y  de f i nes  r e a l  p a r a l l e l s  as " those sim- 
i l a r  passages i n  which t he  l i keness  o r  i d e n t i t y  con- 
s i s t s  no t  i n  words o r  phrases, bu t  i n  f a c t s ,  sub- 
j e c t s ,  sent iments ,  o r  doct r ines."  ( ~ e r k h o f ,  160) 
They may be d i v i d e d  i n t o  t h r e e  groups. 

1. H i s t o r i c  p a r a l  l e l s  
a. Passages i n  which a h i s t o r i c a l  event  i s  

n a r r a t e d  i n  t he  same words and w i t h  t he  same a t t e n -  
dant c i rcumstances, though p o s s i b l y  d i f f e r i n g  
s l i g h t l y  i n  ma t te r s  o f  d e t a i l .  These a r e  va luab le  
f o r  mutual con f i rmat ion .  C f .  I Ki .  22, 29-35 w i t h  
I I  Chron. 18, 28-34. 

b. Passages i n  which t he  same n a r r a t i v e  i s  
couched i n  d i f f e r e n t  words and t h e  circumstances a re  
more d e t a i l e d  i n  one ins tance  than i n  another.  The 
more e l a b o r a t e  n a r r a t i v e  wi 11 i 1 lumine t h e  o ther .  
C f .  Matt .  9, 1-8 w i t h  Mark 2, 1-12 - t h e  man s i c k  
o f  t h e  pa lsy.  

c, N a r r a t i v e s  t h a t  a r e  i d e n t i c a l ,  bu t  which 
occur  i n  connect ions t h a t  a r e  d i f f e r e n t .  One g i ves  
t he  t r u e  h i s t o r i c a l  s e t t i n g .  C f .  Matt .  8, 2-4 and 
Mark i, 40-45 and Luke 5, 12-16. I n  some cases 
s t o r i e s  a re  grouped toge ther ,  i n  o t h e r  cases chron- 
o l o g i c a l  arrangement i s  fo l lowed.  

d. Passages t h a t  do n o t  d u p l i c a t e  a c e r t a i n  
n a r r a t i v e ,  b u t  add circumstances, and are, there -  
f o re ,  i n  a way complementary. C f .  Gen. 32, 24-32 
w i t h  Hosea 12, 4.5. - Reference t o  Jacob wres t1  i n g  
w i t h  t he  angel i n  Hosea. 

2. D i d a c t i c  p a r a l  l e l s  
a. Same s u b j e c t  i s  t r ea ted ,  bu t  n o t  i n  t h e  

same terms. Matt .  10, 37 and Luke 14, 26. 
b. Para1 l e l  passages t h a t  correspond i n  

thought  and express ion,  b u t  one o f  which has no 
d i r e c t  connec t ion  w i t h  t h e  p reced ing  o r  f o l l o w i n g  



context.  C f .  Matt. 7, 13. 14 and Luke 13, 23. 24. 
I n  Luke the  h i s t o r i c a l  s e t t i n g  i s  provided. 

c. P a r a l l e l s  t h a t  occur i n  connect ions 
e n t i r e l y  d i f f e r e n t ,  though perhaps equa l l y  f i t t i n g .  - E.g. case where one saying may have been u t t e r e d  
on two o r  more occasions. C f .  Matt. 7, 21-23 and 
Luke 13, 25-28. 

a 

3. Quotat ions from the  Old Testament i n  t he  
-D New (para1 l e l  s i n  a spec i a1 sense) 

a. Those which serve the  purpose o f  showing 
t h a t  the  Old Testament p red i c t i ons ,  whether d i r e c t  - 
o r  i n d i r e c t ,  were f u l f i l l e d  i n  the  New Testament. 

- C f .  use o f  the  formula, "That i t  might  be f u l f i l l e d  . . ." C f .  Matt. 2, 17. 23; 4, 14; John 15, 25. 
b. Those quoted f o r  the purpose o f  showing 

t h a t  a g iven d o c t r i n e  i s  taught elsewhere also. I n  
Romans 3, 9-19 Paul quotes from the  Psalms t o  prove 
the  un i ve rsa l  dep rav i t y  o f  man. Romans 4, 3 c i t e s  
the example o f  Abraham t o  prove t h a t  man i s  j u s t i -  
f i e d  by f q i t h  r a t h e r  than by the  works o f  the  law. 
C f .  a l s o  Gal. 3, 6 and Hebrews 4, 7. 

c. Those c i t e d  t o  r e f u t e  and rebuke an 
enemy. Jesus quoted S c r i p t u r e  i n  John 5, 39. 40 t o  
expose the  inconsis tency o f  the  Jews i n  c la im ing  
g rea t  reverence' f o r  S c r i p t u r e  and y e t  no t  b e l i e v i n g  
i n  Him o f  whom the  Sc r ip tu res  testified-. C f .  a l s o  
John 10, 34-36; Matt. 22, 29-32. 

dm Those c i t e d  f o r  r h e t o r i c a l  purposes o r  
f o r  the  purpose o f  i l l u s t r a t i n g  some t r u t h .  I n  
I Tim. 5, 18 Paul quotes the  r e g u l a t i o n  concerning 
the  ox t h a t  t readeth  ou t  the  gra in.  He uses i t  as 3 

an i n s t r u c t i v e  p a r a l l e l  and leaves i t  t o  h i s  readers 
t o  deduce t h a t  the  human laborer  i s  s t i l l  more + 
worthy o f  h i s  h i re .  

most a t t e n t i o n ,  s ince  i t  has been most misunderstood 
or ,  a t  l eas t ,  most discussed. The term i s  der ived 
from Romans 12, 6: "Having then g i f t s  d i f f e r i n g  
according t o  the  grace t h a t  i s  g iven t o  us, whether 
prophecy, l e t  us prophesy according t o  the  propor- . . 
t i o n  o f - f a i t h . "  ( ~ a t a  -- ten analogian - tes p i s teos )  
Many o f .  the  01 d theologians i n t e r p r e t e d  "p i  steos" 
here as being " f i des  quae c red i tu r , "  i.e., the  f a i t h  
which i s  bel ieved,  and hence ob jec t i ve .  Today many 
i n t e r p r e t  i t  as " f i des  qua c red i tu r , "  i.e., the  
f a i t h  by which we be l ieve ,  and hence make i t  sub- 
j e c t i v e .  Thus Theo. Graebner, i n  h i s  c lass  notes 
on Romans, s ta ted  t h a t  the passage means t h a t  "one 
should prophesy ( i .em, t e s t  i f y )  according t o  the 
p ropo r t i on  o f  the assurance t h a t  you have; i.e., 
some have a g rea te r  a b i l i t y  than o thers  t o  speak 
out." J. P. Koehler, w r i t i n g  i n  the  Q u a r t a l s c h r i f t  
o f  1904 stated:  "I am convinced t h a t  ' p i s t i s '  
occurs i n  o n l y  one sense i n  the  New Testament, i n  
the  sub jec t i ve  sense, and designates the  saving 
fa i t h . "  ( ~ u o t e d  from the Eng l ish  t r a n s l a t i o n  pub- - - 
l i s h e d  s e r i a l l y  i n  F a i t h - L i f e  from Oct., 1951, t o  -- 
Mav. 1952.) He argues t h a t  i n  passages 1 i k e  Gal. 

I .  - 

1, 23 and Jude 3, where " p i s t i s "  appears so s t r o n g l y  
t o  be ob jec t i ve ,  t h a t  i t  i s  merely person i f ied .  
( ~ a i t h - ~ i f e ,  -- Nov. 1951, p. 15) Stoeckhardt i n  h i s  
Roemerbrief agrees and says t h a t  i t  i s  doubt fu l  
whether " p i s t i s "  i s  ever used i n  the  New Testament 
i n  an o b j e c t i v e  sense. He i n t e r p r e t s  the  Romans 
passage t o  mean t h a t  i n  prophesying one should a l -  
ways be aware and sure o f  t h i s  t h a t  the  S p i r i t  o f  
God des i res  t o  speak through him, and, f o r  t h a t  
reason, he should be mindfu l  i n  h i s  d iscourse t o  
express r i g h t l y ,  t o  make c l e a r  and powerful ,  t o  w i t -  
ness c o n f i d e n t l y  what the  S p i r i t  now d i r e c t l y  through 
him wishes t o  say t o  the  congregations. The empha- 
s i s  i s  on the  prophet us ing  h i s  charisma r i g h t  
wor th i  l y  f o r  the p r o f i t  o f  the  congregation. (~oemer-  
b r  i e f  , 586-570) 

There s t i l l  remains t o  be considered the  t o p i c  
o f  the  "Analogy o f  Faith." Th is  perhaps deserves 



context.  C f .  Matt. 7, 13. 14 and Luke 13, 23. 24. 
I n  Luke the  h i s t o r i c a l  s e t t i n g  i s  provided. 

c. P a r a l l e l s  t h a t  occur i n  connect ions 
e n t i r e l y  d i f f e r e n t ,  though perhaps equa l l y  f i t t i n g .  - E.g. case where one saying may have been u t t e r e d  
on two o r  more occasions. C f .  Matt. 7, 21-23 and 
Luke 13, 25-28. 
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3. Quotat ions from the  Old Testament i n  t he  
-D New (para1 l e l  s i n  a spec i a1 sense) 

a. Those which serve the  purpose o f  showing 
t h a t  the  Old Testament p red i c t i ons ,  whether d i r e c t  - 
o r  i n d i r e c t ,  were f u l f i l l e d  i n  the  New Testament. 

- C f .  use o f  the  formula, "That i t  might  be f u l f i l l e d  . . ." C f .  Matt. 2, 17. 23; 4, 14; John 15, 25. 
b. Those quoted f o r  the purpose o f  showing 

t h a t  a g iven d o c t r i n e  i s  taught elsewhere also. I n  
Romans 3, 9-19 Paul quotes from the  Psalms t o  prove 
the  un i ve rsa l  dep rav i t y  o f  man. Romans 4, 3 c i t e s  
the example o f  Abraham t o  prove t h a t  man i s  j u s t i -  
f i e d  by f q i t h  r a t h e r  than by the  works o f  the  law. 
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g rea t  reverence' f o r  S c r i p t u r e  and y e t  no t  b e l i e v i n g  
i n  Him o f  whom the  Sc r ip tu res  testified-. C f .  a l s o  
John 10, 34-36; Matt. 22, 29-32. 

dm Those c i t e d  f o r  r h e t o r i c a l  purposes o r  
f o r  the  purpose o f  i l l u s t r a t i n g  some t r u t h .  I n  
I Tim. 5, 18 Paul quotes the  r e g u l a t i o n  concerning 
the  ox t h a t  t readeth  ou t  the  gra in.  He uses i t  as 3 

an i n s t r u c t i v e  p a r a l l e l  and leaves i t  t o  h i s  readers 
t o  deduce t h a t  the  human laborer  i s  s t i l l  more + 
worthy o f  h i s  h i re .  

most a t t e n t i o n ,  s ince  i t  has been most misunderstood 
or ,  a t  l eas t ,  most discussed. The term i s  der ived 
from Romans 12, 6: "Having then g i f t s  d i f f e r i n g  
according t o  the  grace t h a t  i s  g iven t o  us, whether 
prophecy, l e t  us prophesy according t o  the  propor- . . 
t i o n  o f - f a i t h . "  ( ~ a t a  -- ten analogian - tes p i s teos )  
Many o f .  the  01 d theologians i n t e r p r e t e d  "p i  steos" 
here as being " f i des  quae c red i tu r , "  i.e., the  f a i t h  
which i s  bel ieved,  and hence ob jec t i ve .  Today many 
i n t e r p r e t  i t  as " f i des  qua c red i tu r , "  i.e., the  
f a i t h  by which we be l ieve ,  and hence make i t  sub- 
j e c t i v e .  Thus Theo. Graebner, i n  h i s  c lass  notes 
on Romans, s ta ted  t h a t  the passage means t h a t  "one 
should prophesy ( i .em, t e s t  i f y )  according t o  the 
p ropo r t i on  o f  the assurance t h a t  you have; i.e., 
some have a g rea te r  a b i l i t y  than o thers  t o  speak 
out." J. P. Koehler, w r i t i n g  i n  the  Q u a r t a l s c h r i f t  
o f  1904 stated:  "I am convinced t h a t  ' p i s t i s '  
occurs i n  o n l y  one sense i n  the  New Testament, i n  
the  sub jec t i ve  sense, and designates the  saving 
fa i t h . "  ( ~ u o t e d  from the Eng l ish  t r a n s l a t i o n  pub- - - 
l i s h e d  s e r i a l l y  i n  F a i t h - L i f e  from Oct., 1951, t o  -- 
Mav. 1952.) He argues t h a t  i n  passages 1 i k e  Gal. 

I .  - 

1, 23 and Jude 3, where " p i s t i s "  appears so s t r o n g l y  
t o  be ob jec t i ve ,  t h a t  i t  i s  merely person i f ied .  
( ~ a i t h - ~ i f e ,  -- Nov. 1951, p. 15) Stoeckhardt i n  h i s  
Roemerbrief agrees and says t h a t  i t  i s  doubt fu l  
whether " p i s t i s "  i s  ever used i n  the  New Testament 
i n  an o b j e c t i v e  sense. He i n t e r p r e t s  the  Romans 
passage t o  mean t h a t  i n  prophesying one should a l -  
ways be aware and sure o f  t h i s  t h a t  the  S p i r i t  o f  
God des i res  t o  speak through him, and, f o r  t h a t  
reason, he should be mindfu l  i n  h i s  d iscourse t o  
express r i g h t l y ,  t o  make c l e a r  and powerful ,  t o  w i t -  
ness c o n f i d e n t l y  what the  S p i r i t  now d i r e c t l y  through 
him wishes t o  say t o  the  congregations. The empha- 
s i s  i s  on the  prophet us ing  h i s  charisma r i g h t  
wor th i  l y  f o r  the p r o f i t  o f  the  congregation. (~oemer-  
b r  i e f  , 586-570) 

There s t i l l  remains t o  be considered the  t o p i c  
o f  the  "Analogy o f  Faith." Th is  perhaps deserves 



On the  o t h e r  hand, Stoeckhardt records t h a t  
Luther  uses bo th  the  o b j e c t i v e  and sub jec t i ve  con- 
cept  o f  "p is t i s " .  ( ~ ~ i s t e l ~ o s t i l l e  on Rom. 12, 1) 
D r .  L. Fuerbr inger  i n  "Theological Hermeneutics", 
p. 19, s ta tes :  "Our o l d  teo log ians  understood 
Romans 12, 6 t o  mean t h a t  a l l  prophecy must agree 
w i t h  the ;reed (ka ta  ten  analogian - tes p is teos ;  
analogia equals a c o r r e c t  r e l a t i o n ,  agreement; 
' p i s t i s '  equals 'f ____  ides quae c r e d i t u r ' ) ;  bu t  t h i s  i s  
no t  t o  be understood as meaning t h a t  the  theologians 
must f i r s t  f o r m u l ~ t e  a harmonizing whole or  a system 
from the  sinqle doz;:iefnes qf S c r i p t u r e s  which must  
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g-, search no Fur the r ,  ?"be clainl <:hat Pau3 i,;ieani; 
the  prophet's own measure o f  f a i t h  i s  s h a t t e r e d  the 
moment one, sees t h a t  no 'prophet '  i s  mentioned, o n l y  
'prophecy'. Now Iprophecy'  i s  ob jec t i ve ,  the  con- 
t en ts  o f  what one may prophesy, a n d  i t  i s  c e r t a i n l y  
p l a i n  t h a t  the  c o n t r o l i i n g  norm for t h i s  cannoc be 
something sub jec t ive ,  t h e  prophet 's  own t r u s t ,  but  
i n  the  very natGre sf the  case must a l so  be some- 
t h i n g  ob jec t i ve ,  ' t h e  f a i t h n  (o r  doc t r i ne )  once de- 
l i ve red t o  the  s a i n t s  ( ~ u d e  3). The e f f o r t  t o  ga in  
support f o r  the s u b j e c t i v e  idea from analogia i s  
abor t i ve .  I t  n e i t h e r  means p o r t  i on  ( C f .  verse 3) 
nor  any th ing  save the  o b j e c t i v e  ' r i g h t  r e l a t i o n  t o g ,  
' t r u e  agreement' w i t h  the  o b j e c t i v e  doctr ine." 
(p. 766-767) 

I t  i s  no t  our  t ask  here t o  s e t t l e  t h i s  exeget- 
i c a l  po in t .  Rather i t  i s  s u f f i c i e n t  t o  p o i n t  ou t  
the ex is tence o f  the  problem and t o  r e f e r  t o  some 
o f  t he  p e r t i n e n t  l i t e r a t u r e  as we have done. We 

might  add t h a t  our  i n d i v i d u a l  judgment i s  t h a t  
" p i s t i s "  i s  t o  be taken here i n  an o b j e c t i v e  sense. 

Nevertheless, i n t e r e s t i n g l y  enough, none o f  the 
sound Lutheran theologians chal lenge the concept 
o f  the "analogy o f  f a i t h , "  regardless o f  t h e i  r in -  
d i v i d u a l  stand on Romans 12, 6. I f  the concept i s  
n o t  found i n  Romans 12, i t  c e r t a i n l y  i s  res ident  
i n  Scr ip tu re ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  the  d o c t r i n e  o f  verb 
i n s p i r a t i o n .  A l l  t h a t  i s  taught  must be i n  harmon 
w i t h  the one Word o f  God, which i s  a u n i f i e d ,  har- 
monious th ing ,  which brooks no genuine cont rad ic -  
t i ons ;  though i t  may conta in  th ings  d i f f i c u l t  f o r  
man s reason. 

On page 361 o f  the Eng l ish  t r a n s l a t i o n  o f  the  
f i r s t  volume o f  h i s  Dogmatics, Pieper s ta tes  very 
n i c e l y  the concept o f  the analogy o f  f a i t h  as i t  
app l i es  t o  hermeneutics: "Scr ip tu re  must c e r t a i n l y  
be i n te rp re ted  according t o  the  analogy o f  f a i t h .  
But t h i s  term i s  used i n  a two-fo ld,  c o n t r a d i c t o r y  
sense, w i t h  t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  resu l ts .  R i g h t l y  
used, i t  serves the  proper i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  Scr ip -  
ture. Wrongly used, i t  serves u t t e r l y  t o  pe rve r t  
Scr ip tu re .  Luther  and the  o l d  theologians, who w i t h  
him took the r i g h t  course, understood by analogy o f  
f a i t h  the c l e a r  S c r i p t u r e  passages t h a t  requ i re  no 
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  but  are l u c i d  i n  themselves. The 
sum o f  these passages c o n s t i t u t e  the  'analogy'  o r  
the ' r u l e  o f  f a i t h . '  The Apology def ines the  ' r u l e  
o f  f a i t h '  when i t  says, 'Besides, examples ought t o  
be i n t e r p r e t e d  according t o  the  ru le ,  i.e., accord- 
i ng  t o  c e r t a i n  and c l e a r  passages o f  Scr ip tu re . '  
( T r i g l o t t a ,  441, 60). And Luther  reminds us: 
"Therefore you are  t o  know t h a t  the  Sc r ip tu re  w i th -  
ou t  any g loss i s  the  sun and the  whole l i g h t ,  from 
which a l l  teachers rece ive  t h e i r  l i g h t .  They do 
no t  shed 1 i g h t  on the Scr iptures. '  (St. L. X V I  I I: 
1293). He teaches t h a t  both the  i n s t r u c t i n g  and 
the  r e f u t i n g  o f  e r r o r  must be done ' w i t h  c l e a r  pas- 
sages as w i t h  a bared and drawn sword, w i thout  any 
g loss o r  commentaries.' These c l e a r  passages a re  the  
r u l e  according t o  which the  f a i t h f u l  teacher i s  t o  



On the  o t h e r  hand, Stoeckhardt records t h a t  
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e x p l a i n  obscure passages as f a r  as t h i s  l i e s  i n  h i s  
power. 'The h o l y  fa thers , '  Luther  says, 'expla ined 
S c r i p t u r e  by tak ing  the  c lea r ,  l u c i d  passages and 
w i t h  them shed l i g h t  on obscure and doub t fu l  pas- 
saqes.' (St. L. XX: 856). These ' c l e a r ,  l u c i d '  pas- - 
sages are, o f  course, t o  be found i n  those places 
i n  S c r i p t u r e  which deal w i t h  a d o c t r i n e  - ex professo, 
i n  the  soca l l ed  sedes doctr inae.  Quenstedt says: 
Ill t i s  t o  be observed t h a t  every a r t i c l e  has i t s  
proper and n a t i v e  seat from which i t  i s  determined.' 
(Systema 1 ,  349). Only i n  t h i s  way i s  the  p r i n c i p l e  
maintained: S c r i p t u r a  - ex S c r i p t u r a  expl icanda - est." 

I t  i s  p r o f i t a b l e  t o  quote a l s o  from J. P. 
Koehler on t h i s  p o i n t :  I1The Synodical Conference 
mainta ins t h a t  i n  exp la in ing  the  so-ca l led  - l o c i  
c l a s s i c i  o r  the  sedes doc t r inae one may not ,  when 
i t  i s  a quest ion o f  o b t a i n i n g  a doc t r ine ,  dev ia te  
from the qrammat ica l -h is to r ica l  sense which i s  im-  - 
mediate ly  and c l e a r l y  contained i n  these passages. 
And i f  these passages conta in  terms which according 
t o  our  human understanding seem t o  c o n t r a d i c t  o t h e r  
doc t r ines ,  prov ided they are c l e a r l y  presented i n  

these - l o c i  c l a s s i c i  and are  i n t e g r a l  p a r t s  o f  t h i s  
  articular doct r ine .  . . An adequate comparison may 
be made on l y  between passages dea l i ng  w i t h  the  same 
d o c t r i n e  and i n  such cases the  more obscure pas- 
sages must be i n t e r p r e t e d  according t o  the  c l e a r  
passages. . . . Now i t  may happen tha t  accord ing t o  
a pu re l y  human understanding a d i f f i c u l t y  i s  present 
which cons i s t s  i n  t h i s  t h a t  t h i s  d o c t r i n e  according 
t o  our  reason cannot be brought i n t o  harmony w i t h  
o t h e r  doc t r ines .  Then i t  i s  a p a r t  o f  c o r r e c t  in -  
t e r p r e t a t i o n  and o f  c o r r e c t  p resenta t ion  o f  d o c t r i n e  
t o  e s t a b l i s h  t h i s  d i f f i c u l t y  and t o  make i t  known." 
(Fa i th -L i f e ,  Oct. 15, p. 5 - t r a n s l a t i o n  o f  Quar- 
_ . _ _  

t a l s c h r i f t  a r t i c l e ,  1904.) 

The quest ion a r i s e s  as t o  what i s  a c l e a r  and 
l u c i d  passage. J. P. Koehler answers t h i s  i n  the  

same a r t i c l e :  " F i r s t ,  a  passage i s  c l e a r  t o  me i f  I 
know what the i n d i v i d u a l  words wish t o  say i n  t h e i r  
grammatical and h i s t o r i c a l  sense, t h a t  i s ,  accord ing 
t o  t h e i r  d i c t i o n a r y  meaning and i n  the grammatical 
connect ion i n  the g iven context.  Th is  i s  c a l l e d  
c l e a r  wording. For t h i s  i t  i s  no t  necessary t h a t  
the l o g i c a l  and t h e o r e t i c a l  connect ion o f  thought 

C w i t h  o the r  passages i s  c l e a r  t o  me as f a r  as there  i s  

d 
a system o f  thought. For i f  t h i s  were the  meaning, 
one would have t o  surrender c l a i m  t o  a l l  c l e a r  t h ink -  
ing." ( ~ a i t h - L i f e ,  -- Jan. 1952. p. 13) 

-4 

"A passage o r  a group o f  passages may be c l e a r  
i n  t h e i r  wording and ye t  an o b s c u r i t y  remain i n  so 
f a r  as I am n o t  ab le  t o  b r i n g  them i n t o  agreement 
w i t h  others.  This  i s ,  e.g., the case w i t h  a l l  the 
passages w i t h  which a century ago the  r a t i o n a l i s t s  
concerned themselves when they t r i e d  t o  e s t a b l i s h  
h i s t o r i c a l  cont rad ic t ions .  where h i t h e r t o  no abso- 
l u t e l y  sure s o l u t i o n  has been found, i t  i s  f requen t l y  
poss ib le  t h a t  i n s i g n i f i c a n t  h i s t o r i c a l  d e t a i l s .  i f  
we o n l y  knew them,-would immediately cas t  a b r i g h t  
l i g h t  on the connection. Hence there  i s  l ack ing  i n  
t h i s  case an important p a r t  i n  o rder  t o  s e t  a t  the - 
meaning o f  Scr ip tu re ,  namely the context.  . . I have 
no r i g h t  i n  t h i s  case t o  c a l l  one passage c l e a r  o r  
obscure i n  con t ras t  w i t h  the  other .  The wording may 
be c l e a r  i n  both cases; the o b s c u r i t y  l i e s  w i t h  me 
because the  connect ion o f  the f a c t s  i s  lacking." 
( ib id . )  - 

+ Regarding the  understanding o f  a prophecy: 

"If a t  present I do no t  possess the  h i s t o r i c a l  
4 knowledge o f  those days which i s  necessary t o  corn- 

pare the  f u l f i  1 lment w i t h  the prophecy, the l a t t e r  
remains obscure t o  me i n  the  same sense, a l though 
i t  may be ev ident  t o  me t h a t  i t s  wording i s  clear." 
( i b id . )  - 

Regarding doc t r i ne ,  a d o c t r i n e  may be s ta ted  
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c l e a r l y  enough, y e t  an o b s c u r i t y  may remain i n  i t s  
connect ion w i t h  o the r  doctr ines,  The d i f f i c u l t y  i s  
t h a t  the concepts transcend my in te l l i gence ,  But as 
f a r  as the  concepts can be formed a t  a l l ,  they a re  
c l e a r  and the  wording remains c lear .  C f ,  d o c t r i n e  
o f  personal e lec t i on .  

So f a r  the t r u e  concept o f  the analogy o f  
f a i t h .  It w i l l  be r e c a l l e d  t h a t  Pieper  speaks 
s t r o n g l y  concerning those who have a fa1 se concept. 
He r e f e r s  t o  the Sacramentarians o f  Lu the r ' s  day, 
who wanted man's reason t o  do the harmonizing neces- 
sary t o  b r i n g  p l a i n l y  expressed, but  seemingly con- 

D e t r o i t  theses formulated by the lowa and Ohio 
synods a t  an i n te rsynod ica l  conference s h o r t l y  be- 
f o r e  J. P, Koehler wrote h i s  a r t i c l e  on the  analogy 
o f  f a i t h  f o r  the  Q u a r t a l s c h r i f t ,  He quotes one 
thesis :  "The lowa and Ohio Synods main ta in  t h a t  the 
C h r i s t i a n  doc t r i nes  form a harmonious whole o r  sys- 
tem recognizable by the  b e l i e v e r ,  e s p e c i a l l y  by the 

C 

theologian. This system i s  taken from, and composed - o f ,  the who l ly  c l e a r  passages o f  Holy W r i t .  Th is  

organic whole as the  h ighes t  form f o r  the  i n te rp re -  

4 
ta ion o f  Sc r ip tu re  c a r r i e s  even greater  weight than 
t h e  p a r a l l e l i s m  o r  the comparison o f  the passages 
which t r e a t  o f  the same doc t r i ne ,  i n  o the r  words, i t  
f a rms  the analogy o f  fa i th . "  

t r a d i c t o r y  ideas together,  I n  t h i s  connection, i t  
i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  quote Lu ther 's  r e f u t a t i o n  o f  t h i s  
f a l s e  concept, S t .  L, XX, 1003; 274-5 records 
Lu ther 's  words aga ins t  Becolampadius i n  the contro-  
versy concerning the  Lord 's  Supper. Luther,  o f  
course, argued f o r  a " rea l  body" and not  a "1 i keness 
o f  a body" being meant by the  tex t ,  He s ta ted :  
"One should l e t  the  words be evaluated as t o  what 
they mean on the  bas is  o f  t h e i r  nature, and should 
g i ve  them no o the r  meaning unless compelled t o  by 
an open a r t i c l e  o f  f a i t h .  , , Where one has now such 
words as have a c e r t a i n  meaning t h a t  i s  recognized 
by a l l ,  and where no o the r  meaning i s  provable, 
those are the  c lea r ,  b r i g h t  words o f  the  tex t .  For 
no one on e a r t h  has ever heard t h a t  'body' should 
mean ' a  l i keness  o f  the  body1, and i t  i s  a new, dark, 7 

and unknown meaning, For t h a t  reason, i t  needs t o  
be r i g i d l y  proved. But the  f i r s t  meaning (i.e., 
body) i s  i n  i t s e l f  c l e a r  and c e r t a i n ,  as everyone 
should recognize," 

Scheiermacher and Hoffman promoted t h e  idea o f  
t ak ing  recourse t o  the "Whole o f  Scr ipture" ,  which 
i s  another pervers ion  o f  the concept o f  the analogy 
o f  Scr ipture,  Th is  e r r o r  was r e f l e c t e d  i n  some 

To t h i s  t hes i s  Koehler r e p l i e d :  " I n  the present 
case the quest ion revolves about a s p e c i f i c  p o i n t :  
By what i s  the i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  a Sc r ip tu re  passage 
or  a group o f  passages d e a l i n g  w i t h  the same doc t r i ne  
t o  be guided when t h i s  passage, o r  these passages, 
according t o  the immediate, c l e a r  wording appear t o  
c o n t r a d i c t  a recognized d o c t r i n e ?  Here i t  i s  the  
p o s i t i o n  o f  the Synodical Conference t h a t  we are  t o  
be g u i d e d  on ly  by the  c l e a r  wording o f  the passages 
i n  question, T h i s  does no t  mean t h a t  the  cont rad ic -  
t i o n ,  as s u c h ,  t o  o the r  passages and doc t r i ne  i s  
acknowledged, The harmony o f  a i l  statements o f  
Sc r ip tu re  i s  presupposed, But we do not  see t h i s  - 
agreement completely. And the re fo re  we must no t  say 
more about these mat ters than what i s  revealed i n  
c l e a r  words." ( F a i t h - L i f e  Dec. 1951 & Jan. 1952.) - 9 

"The opponents a l s o  c l a i m  t h a t  they do n o t  
wish t o  exceed the  c l e a r  wording o f  Scr ip tu re .  But 
t h i s  p o i n t  i s  evaded i n  t h e i r  t h e s i s  quoted above. 
The thes i s  says t h a t  above the  p a r a l l e l i s m  o f  Scr ip-  
t u r e  passages stands, i n  add i t i on ,  the  whole o f  
Sc r ip tu re  as norm o f  i nves t i ga t i on .  I s  t he re fo re  
the  wording o f  the passages which a re  t o  be expla ined 
no t  dec is ive? The opponents say, ' I t  c e r t a i n l y  is ,  
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But the  quest ion i s ,  What i s  the  c l e a r  wording?' 
Here we r e a l l y  have the  hea r t  o f  the  matter, 

"The Synodical Conference mainta ins the  c l e a r  
wording o f  a d o c t r i n a l  passage i s  t h a t  meaning o f  
t he  passage which i n  connect ion w i t h  the immediate 
presenta t ion  i s  t ransmi t ted  d i r e c t l y  through the  
words according t o  t h e i r  l i n g u i s t i c  and h i s t o r i c a l ,  
d i c t i o n a r y  meaning and t h e i r  grammatical construc- 
t i on .  I f  1 take the  i n d i v i d u a l  words as they occur  
i n  the h i s t o r y  o f  the  language and l i k e w i s e  t h e i r  
grammatical connect ion w i thou t  much attempt a t  
ingenious explanat ion,  and if the  r e s u l t i n g  idea f i t s  
j u s t  as simply i n t o  the immediate context ,  t h a t  i s  
the  clear The opponents deny t h i s ,  They 
say: A t h e o r e t i c a l  consideration must be added, 
namely, where an agreement f u l l y  recognizable by us 
e x i s t s  between t h i s  meaning and o the r  doc t r ines ,  I f  
t h a t  i s  no t  the case, the  wording which the  Synod- 
i c a l  Conference c a l l s  c l e a r  must s u f f e r  a change, 
The meaning r e s u l t i n g  i n  t h i s  fash ion  i s  t he  c l e a r  
wording according t o  t h i s  understanding. Th i s  i s  
what i s  meant by the  statement t h a t  the  whole o f  
S c r i p t u r e  stands even above the  p a r a l l e l i s m  o f  Scr ip -  
t u r e  passages, . . The opponents8 statement thus 
should have read; 'Not the c l e a r  wording, bu t  the  
analogy o f  f a i t h  i s  the  c h i e f  norm o f  i n t e r p r e t a -  
t ion. ' "  ( ( ib id. )  - 

Berkhof (p. 166) r i g h t l y  lays  down the  general 
hermeneutical ru le :  " I n  cases where the analogy o f  
S c r i p t u r e  leads t o  the establ ishment o f  two doc- 
t r i n e s  t h a t  appear con t rad i c to ry ,  both doc t r i nes  
should be accepted as S c r i p t u r a l  i n  the  con f i den t  
b e l i e f  t h a t  they w i l l  reso lve  themselves i n t o  a 
h igher  unity," C f .  d o c t r i n e  o f  p redest ina t ion ,  
t o t a l  dep rav i t y  o f  man and human r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  C f ,  
a l s o  I Cor. 13, 9-12, 

Two o t h e r  r u l e s  t h a t  he l i s t s  may serve as our  
c l o s i n g  thoughts, 

1, "A d o c t r i n e  t h a t  i s  c l e a r l y  supported by the 
analogy o f  f a i t h  cannot be con t rad i c ted  by a con- 
t r a r y  and obscure passage." C f .  I John 3, 6 ("who- 

@ 
soever ab ide th  i n  H i m  s inneth  not!") and the teach- 
ing  o f  o the r  passages t h a t  b e l i e v e r s  a l s o  s in ,  e.g,, 

- 1 John 1, 8. 

2. "When a d o c t r i n e  i s  supported by an obscure 
-Z passage o f  S c r i p t u r e  and f i n d s  no support i n  the  

analogy o f  f a i t h  ( i  .e., c l e a r  i t  can be 
accepted o n l y  w i t h  g reat  reserve. Poss ib ly  the 
passage requi  res a d i f f e r e n t  i n t e r p r e t a t  ion." 
C e l l e r i e r  makes t h i s  same p o i n t  and i l l u s t r a t e s  i t  
by showing t h a t  the Roman Ca tho l i c  church has no 
r i g h t  t o  found two new sacraments on James 5, 14-16, 
when the  passage does not  i n d i c a t e  the  e s t a b l i s h -  
ment o f  those sacraments and the  concept o f  such 
sacraments i s  not  found elsewhere i n  Scr ip tu re .  
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THE REWARD MOTIVE I N  THE ADMONITIONS 

TO SANCTIFICATION 

I. God w i l l  here i n  t ime and i n  e t e r n i t y ,  i n  grace, 
reward the good works o f  the be1 ievers:  

Matt. 16:27, "And then He s h a l l  reward every 
man accord i ng t o  h i s works .I' 

Romans 2:6.7, "Who wi 1 1  render t o  every man 
according t o  h i s  deeds." 

1 Cor. 15:58, "Your labor  i s  n o t  i n  va in  i n  
t he  Lord," 

1 Tim. 4:8, "But godl iness i s  p r o f i t a b l e  un to  
a l l  th ings,  having promise o f  the  
l i f e  t h a t  now is ,  and o f  t h a t  
which i s  t o  come.Ii 

How do these promises o f  reward agree w i t h  such 
passages o f  S c r i p t u r e  as Eph. 2:8, "By grace are  ye 
saved through f a i t h ;  and t h a t  n o t  o f  yourselves: i t  
i s  the  g i f t  o f  God, . v. 9: "Not o f  works, l e s t  any 
man should boast"? 

The promises o f  reward may appear con t rad i c to ry  
t o  the statements by S c r i p t u r e  on grace i f  g iven 
o n l y  passing no t ice .  Espec ia l l y  our  l a i t y  may f i n d  
i t  d i f f i c u l t  i n  contending f o r  the  f a i t h  w i t h  
Romanists, Mormons, and o thers ,  t o  answer quest ions 
regarding these promises o f  reward, I f  the g i f t s  o f  
God, and e s p e c i a l l y  sa l va t i on ,  a re  pu re l y  by grace, 
why then these promises o f  reward? 

Here we would b r i e f l y  l i k e  t o  s t a t e  t h a t  by the  
promise o f  reward Chr i s t i ans  are  t o  be made g lad  and 
joyous i n  t h e  performance o f  good works through the  
Gospel. Our f l e s h  would become weary i n  we l l -do ing  
i n  the  b a t t l e  o f  l i f e .  God holds var ious promises 
o f  reward, even t h e  crown o f  l i f e ,  be fore  us t o  
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encourage us t o  f a i t h f u l n e s s  and good works. 

.We know t h a t  God des i res  o u r  s a n c t i f i c a t i o n :  
1 Thess. 4:3, "Th is  i s  t he  w i l l  o f  God, even your  
s a n c t i f i c a t i o n . "  - We p r a i s e  H i m ,  ou r  God, f o r  He 
i s  ou r  Creator ,  Redeemer. I n  g r a t e f u l  devo t i on  ou r  
t r i b u t e  we b r ing .  - God des i res  s a n c t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  
t he  C h r i s t i a n ' s  sake, s i nce  i t  i s  a test imony o f  ou r  .9 

s t a t e  o f  grace: 1 John 3:14, "We know t h a t  we have 
passed from death t o  l i f e ,  because we love  t he  
brethren. ' '  - Then too, ou r  1 i f e  i s  t o  be an e x t e r n a l  
p r o o f  o f  the  t r u t h  o f  the  Gospel t o  the  wor ld ,  so 
t h a t  t he  unbeF ;ever may be induced t o  hear t he  sav- 
i ng  Word: 1 Pe te r  2:12, "Ti?-y inay by your  good 
works, which they s h a l l  behold,  g l o r i f y  God i n  the 
day o f  ' t i s i t a t i on . "  

11. REWARDS -- Temporal and S p i r i t u a l .  

a. Temporal rewards: Eph. 6:2.3, "Honor t h y  
f a t h e r  and mother; which i s  t h e  f i r s t  commandment 
w i t h  promise; t h a t  i t  may be we1 l w i t h  thee, and 
thou mayest l i v e  long on t he  earth."  Th i s  promise 
God o f t e n  f u l f i l l s  t o  u n b e l i e v i n g  c h i l d r e n  a lso.  
 o or t h e  b e l i e v e r  a Reward o f  Grace - Apol. A r t .  1 1 1 ,  
pa 221) 

Temporal reward: So the  midwives who d i d  
no t  s l a y  t h e  Hebrew c h i l d r e n  i n  Egypt a t  b i r t h :  
Ex. 1:20, "Because the  midwives feared  God, - He 
made them houses." 

b. S p i r i t u a l  rewards, e.g., are:  The g i f t  t o  
understand and e x p l a i n  t he  Sc r i p tu res ;  t o  prove t h e  
s p i r i t s ;  t o  r e f u t e  t h e  e r r i n g ,  t o  encourage, t o  ex- 
h o r t ,  t o  pray. To these b less ings  a l s o  belong - a 
good conscience; peace o f  hea r t ;  j o y  i n  v i c t o r y  o f  
C h r i s t ' s  cause and the  suppress ing o f  e v i l ;  increas-  
i ng  conf idence i n  t he  f a i t h ,  and i nc reas ing  cer -  
t a i n t y  o f  be ing  i n  t h e  s t a t e  o f  grace. 

S p i r i t u a l  awards a r e  o f f e r e d  the b e l i e v e r s :  
Lev. 26:3.12, " I f  ye walk  i n  my s t a t u t e s .  . . I w i l l  
walk  among you, and w i l l  be your  God, and ye s h a l l  
be my people." John 14:23, "I f  a man love  Me, he 
w i l l  keep My words: and My Fa ther  w i l l  l o ve  him, and 
we w i l l  come un to  him, and make ou r  abode w i t h  him." 
Matt .  5:11.12, "Blessed. . . when men r e v i l e ,  . . 
f o r  g r e a t  i s  your  reward i n  heaven." 

I t  has been s t a t e d  t h a t  "The B i b l e  con ta ins  
n e a r l y  two thousand promises, assurances, and o t h e r  
re ferences t o  t he  genera l  e f f e c t  t h a t  God does n o t  
leave the  se rv i ces  o f  H i s  f a i t h f u l  and l o y a l  c h i l -  
dren unrewarded." (~ re t sch rna r ,  The Stewardship L i f e ,  
pe 195) 

Rewards o f  Grace promised i n  t he  New Testament 
a re  e.g.: Matt. 5 :3 f f .  (The Beat i tudes :  "Blessed - 
f o r  . ) Matt .  25:21.23; Mark 4:24; Luke 19:11-27; 
John 5:29; Acts  10:4; Rom. 2:6.7; 1 Cor. 15:58; 
2 Cor. 9 : 7 ;  Gal. 6 : 8 ;  Eph. 6:2.3; P h i l .  4:17; 
Col. 3~23.24;  1 Tim. 4:8; 2 Tim. 4:7; Hebr. 6:10; 
James 1:25; 1 Pe te r  5:1.2; 2 John 8; 1 John 2:17; 
Rev, 2:1Q. 

Some rewards promised i n  t h e  Old Testament: 
Genesis 15: l ;  Exodus 20:6.12; Danie l  12:3; Psalm 19: 
11 ; Psalm 37:3.9.11.25.26.29,34.37; Psalm 112 ( ~ o t e  
the  heading) : 1.2.4.6.9; Psalm 128: 1-6, 

111. SALVATION I S  BY GRACE -- though many may o f t e n  
misuse the  Reward passages. 

I n  t h e  Parable o f  t he  Laborers i n  the  Vineyard 
( ~ a t t . 2 0 : l - 1 6 ) ,  those l abo re rs  who demanded more 
pay because they had labored more were t o l d  t o  "go 
t h e i r  way." Immediately p r i o r  t o  hea r i ng  t h i s  t e l l -  
i n g  parable,  Pe te r  had asked about compensation f o r  
f o r s a k i n g  a l l  and f o l l o w i n g  Jesus. The Sav io r  
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promised a reward o f  grace ( ~ a t t . 1 9 : 2 9 ) ,  "Sha l l  
r ece i ve  an hundredfo ld ,  and s h a l l  i n h e r i t  e v e r l a s t -  
i n g  l i f e , "  b u t  then adds, "Many t h a t  a re  f i r s t  s h a l l  
be las t , "  and r e l a t e s  t he  pa rab le  o f  t h e  s e l f -  
seek ing laborers .  S a l v a t i o n  u n t o  us has come by 
God's f r e e  grace and favor .  "We a re  u n p r o f i t a b l e  
servants :  we have done t h a t  which was o u r  du t y  t o  
do." (buke 17:10) 

I f there  a r e  hundreds o f  passages which speak 
o f  a reward o f  grace, t h e r e  a r e  sl so thousands 
which g l o r i f y  t h e  m r c y  of  God i n  C h r i s t  Jesus the  
o n l y  S a v i r ~ r :  The angel  anrjsunces t he  b i r t h  o f  
Jesus, "IJnto you i s  born, . ,, a S a ~ i o r , ' ~  Jesus 
cr ies  out  on the  cross,  " i t  is f i ~ i s h e d , "  land r i s e s  
from t h e  dead on the t h i r d  day. Paul w r i t e s ,  
Rom. 4:25, "Who was d e l  i ve red  f o r  our o f fenses ,  
and was ra i sed  again f o r  our j u s t i f i c a t i o n . "  And 
again,  Eph. 1:6.7, "He ha th  made us accepted i n  
the beloved. I n  whom we have redemption through 
H i s  b lood , , the  fo rg iveness  o f  s i ns ,  accord ing  t s  
the  r i c h e s  o f  H i s  grace." Pe te r  confesses C h r i s t ,  
Acts 1t:12, "Ne i ther  i s  t h e r e  s a l v a t i o n  i n  any other , "  
and w r i  tes ,  1 Pe te r  1 : 8 .  9 "Ye were n o t  redeemed 
w i t h  c o r r u p t i b l e  t h i ngs ,  as s i l v e r  and gold.  . . 
b u t  w i t h  t h e  pre-cious b lood  o f  C h r i s t ,  as o f  a Lamb 
w i t h o u t  b lemish and spot." 

" F a i t h  makes t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  between t he  wor thy 
and the  unworthy, because e t e r n a l  l i f e  has been 
promised t o  t he  j u s t i f i e d ;  and f a i t h  j u s t i f i e s . "  
( ~ ~ o l . ,  A r t .  I l l ,  p. 217). God i s  " the  j u s t i f i e r  
o f  him which be1 i e v e t h  i n  Jesus."  o om. 3 ~ 2 6 )  "For 
by grace a r e  ye saved through f a i t h ;  and t h a t  n o t  
o f  yourse lves:  i t  i s  t h e  g i f t  o f  God." ( E P ~ .  2: 
8) 

And f a i t h  i s  n o t  man's work, n o t  an achieve-  
ment f o r  which he may expect  a reward. T h i s  i s  
an e r r o r  o f  t h e  t heo log ian  Lu thard t ,  which Wal ther  

says (Law -- and Gospel, p a  272) i s  so g rea t ,  t h a t  i t  
" v i t i a t e s  h i s  e n t i r e  t h e ~ l o g y , ~ '  Paul w r i t e s ,  
Rom. 4:16, "Therefore i t  i s - o f  f a i t h ,  t h a t  i t  might  
be by grace; t o  the  end t h e  promise migh t  be sure 
t o  a1 1 t he  seed," F a i t h  i s  n o t  a m e r i t o r i o u s  work. 
I t  i s  acceptance and t r u s t .  

+ THE DEMAND f o r  reward i s  answered w i t h  damna- 

t i o n .  Gal, 5:4, "Ch r i s t  i s  become o f  no e f f e c t  
un to  you, whosoever o f  you a re  j u s t i f i e d  by t h e  Law; 
ye a r e  f a l l e n  f rom grace." The Law i s  t h e  m i n i s t r y  
o f  death and condemnation (2 Cor. 3:6.7.9). The 
reward o f  the  Law i s  cond i t i oned  by p e r f e c t  f u l f i l -  
ment: Gal. 3:10, "Cursed i s  every  one t h a t  con- 
t i n u e t h  n o t  i n  a l l  t h i n g s  which a r e  w r i t t e n  i n  t h e  
book o f  t h e  Law t o  do them." 

The "Judgment Day passages,'' Matt .  25, etc,, 
i n  which God s t a t e s  t h a t  He w i l l  reward man accord- 
i n g  t o  h i s  works, show us t h a t  t he  Lord  on Judgment 
Day w i l l  p o i n t  t o  t he  works o f  t he  b e l i e v e r  as a 
p r o o f  o f  h i s  f a i t h .  

The Counci l  o f  T ren t  admits t h a t  good works 
a r e  a g i f t  o f  God, b u t  ma in ta ins  t h a t  they  a r e  
m e r i t s  o f  t h e  j u s t i f i e d  man, I t  p laces  t h e  anath- 
ema on a1 1 who teach o the rw i se  ( ~ e s s i o  V 1  , Canon 
X X X I I ) .  (cp. Evange l i ca l  Counsels: "c l imb t o  
h i g h  p l ace  i n  heaven"; cp. R e l i g i o n  o f  t h e  ~ o d ~ e ) .  
These a re  cursed, f i l t h y  rags, l ead ing  man t o  h e l l  
under t he  gu i se  o f  p ious  r e l i g i o n .  

IV. THE REWARD IS  A REWARD OF GRACE. 

The Reward o f  Grace does n o t  c o n s i s t  i n  t h e  
fo rq iveness  o f  s ins .  "He1 1 i s  always mer i ted,  
~ e a i e n  never." ( ~ t o e c k h .  Roem., p. 303) Fu r the r -  
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un to  you, whosoever o f  you a re  j u s t i f i e d  by t h e  Law; 
ye a r e  f a l l e n  f rom grace." The Law i s  t h e  m i n i s t r y  
o f  death and condemnation (2 Cor. 3:6.7.9). The 
reward o f  the  Law i s  cond i t i oned  by p e r f e c t  f u l f i l -  
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John l5:5, "He t h a t  abideth."  

I ( ~ ~ o l o g y ,  A r t .  I I I, p. 219), " I f  the  adver- 
s a r i e s  w i l l  concede t h a t  we a re  accounted r i gh teous  
by f a i t h  because o f  C h r i s t ,  and t h a t  good works 
p lease  God because o f  f a i t h ,  we w i l l  n o t  a f t e rwa rds  
contend much concern ing the  term Reward. We con- 
f ess  t h a t  e t e r n a l  l i f e  i s  a reward, because i t  i s  
something due on account o f  the  promise, n o t  on 
account o f  o u r  mer i t s .  . . For t h e  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  
has been promised, which we have above shown t o  be 
p r o p e r l y  a g i f t  o f  God; and t o  t h i s  g i f t  has been 
added e t e r n a l  1 i f e ,  accord ing  t o  Rom. 8:30, l~hom He 

, j u s t i f i e d .  them He a l s o  g l o r i f i e d . '  . . . 2 Tim. 
4:8, 'Tk7-e i s  l a i d  up f o r  me a crown o f  r i gh teous -  
ness' . . . The crown i s  due t h e  j u s t i f i e d  because 
o f  t he  promise. And t h i s  promise s a i n t s  should 
know, n o t  t h a t  they  may l a b o r  f o r  t h e i r  own p r o f i t ,  
f o r  they  ought t o  l a b o r  f o r  t he  g l o r y  o f  God; b u t  
i n  o rde r  t h a t  they  may n o t  despa i r  i n  a f f l i c t i o n s ,  
they should know God's w i l l ,  t h a t  He d e s i r e s  t o  a id ,  
t o  d e l i v e r ,  t o  p r o t e c t  them. . . e.g., When the  
emperor g ran t s  t he  servan t  a p r i n c i p a l i t y .  . t h e  
work i s  n o t  wo r th  t h e  p r i n c i p a l  i t y ,  bu t  t h e  servan t  
acknowledges t h a t  he has rece ived  a g rac ious  l i e n .  
Thus God does n o t  owe us e t e r n a l  l i f e ,  -- s t i l l ,  
when He g r a n t s  i t  t o  b e l i e v e r s  f o r  C h r i s t ' s  sake, 
t h a t  i s  a compensation f o r  o u r  s u f f e r i n g s  and 
works. . . I n  t h e  p reach ing  o f  rewards, grace i s  
s e t  f o r t h .  . . Wherefore, when e t e r n a l  1 i f e  i s  
g ran ted  t o  works, i t  i s  g ran ted  t o  those who have 
been j u s t i f i e d ,  because no men except  j u s t i f i e d  
men, who a re  l e d  by t he  S p i r i t  o f  C h r i s t ,  can do 
good works. . . Heb. 6 'Wi thou t  f a i t h  i t  i s  
imposs ib le  t o  p lease  God.'I1 

There fo re  when t h e  Lord  rewards good works He 
mere ly  crowns H i s  Own work, s i n c e  these a re  p o s s i b l e  
o n l y  by f a i t h ,  which God works i n  us. 

Out o f  spec ia l  grace God w i l l  reward H i s  be- 
l i e v e r s  w i t h  g r e a t e r  o r  l e s s e r  g l o r y ,  accord ing  as 
they have worked o r  s u f f e r e d  i n  H i s  kingdom. There 
w i l l  be degrees o f  g l o r y  i n  heaven. Dan. 12:3, 
"They t h a t  t u r n  many t o  r ighteousness s h a l l  sh ine  
as t he  s t a r s  f o r  ever  and ever." 2 Cor. 9:6, "He 
which soweth b o u n t i f u l l y  s h a l l  reap a l s o  boun t i -  
f u l l y . "  Lu ther  ( v I  I, 676): " S t .  Paul w i l l  sh ine  
most b e a u t i f u l l y  be fo re  o thers .  That does n o t  r e f e r  
t o  t he  fo rg iveness  o f  s i ns ,  o r  m e r i t i n g  o f  heaven, 
b u t  reward ing o f  s u f f e r i n g  w i t h  so much t h e  more 
g lory . "  

V. THE P R O M I S E  OF A REWARD BY GRACE I S  A PART OF 
THE GOSPEL. 

Only the  grace o f  God i s  t o  be employed as a 
m o t i v a t i o n  t o  s a n c t i f i c a t i o n  and good works: Rom. 
12:1, " 1  beseech you t he re fo re ,  b re th ren ,  by t he  
mercies o f  God, t h a t  ye p resen t  your  bodies a l i v i n g  
s a c r i f i c e .  . .I8 Col. 1:5.6, "The word o f  the  t r u t h  
o f  the  Gospel . . . b r i n g e t h  f o r t h  f r u i t . "  2 Cot. 
5 : 1 5 ,  "He d i e d  f o r  a l l ,  t h a t  they which 1 ive.  . . I I 

"By t he  Law i s  t h e  knowledge o f  s i n "   om. - 

3:20). Wal ther ,  -- Law and Gospel, Thes is  X X I I I ,  p. 
381, "The at tempt  t o  make men god ly  by means o f  t he  
Law and t o  induce even those who a r e  a l r eady  be- 
l i e v e r s  i n  C h r i s t  t o  do good, by h o l d i n g  up the  Law 
and i s s u i n g  commands t o  them, i s  a very  gross con- 
founding o f  Law and Gospel. 

1)  

Now these Rewards o f  Grace a re  Gospel Promises. 
There i s  a d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  promises o f  t h e  
Law and those o f  t he  Gospel. The promises o f  t he  
Law a re  cond i t i oned  by p e r f e c t  f u l f i l m e n t .  The 
promises o f  t h e  Gospel a r e  o f f e r e d  as g i f t s .  Rom. 
4:16, "Therefore i t  i s  o f  f a i t h ,  t h a t  i t  migh t  be by 
grace; t o  t he  end t he  promise migh t  be sure t o  a l l  
t h e  seed." 
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"The reward o f  the  good works i s  owing t o  the 
Gospel which fo rg i ves  the  s in fu lness  i n  our good 
works and enables us t o  lead a godly l i f e . "  -- 
Engelder 

Object ion:  This  must be a promise o f  the Law 
s ince i t  i s  cond i t ioned by love o f  God and keeping 
o f  God's commandments. (EX. 20:6) e 

Answer: As l i t t l e  as f a i ' t h  i s  a c o n d i t i o n  o f  
j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  so l i t t l e  i s  a l s o  the obedience o f  
f a i t h  worked by grace a c o n d i t i o n  o f  the promise. 
E.g., When God commands, "Baptize," o r  "Eat and 
Drink" i n  the  Sacrament o f  the  A l t a r ,  we have the  
sweetest Gospel i n  the  form o f  a command. -- Carpzov 

That these rewards expressed i n  Sc r ip tu re  are  
rewards o f  Grace i s  even ind ica ted  i n  the  wording 
o f  Sc r ip tu re  passages and context :  

2 Tim. 1:16, "The Lord g i v e  mercy un to  the 
house o f  Ones i phorus .I1 

Col. 3:23, '"'The reward o f  the  inheri tance." 
Rev. 21:7, "H im t h a t  overcometh. . . s h a l l  

i n h e r i t  a1 1 things." 
Matt. 25:35, "Ye gave me meat" but ,  v. 34, 

" I n h e r i t  the kingdom." 
Hebr. 10:35', "Recompence o f  reward," but ,  v. 

36, "Receive the  promise." 

3. Confession t o  Chr i s t ,  Matt. 10:32, "Whoso- 
ever s h a l l  confess me. . . him w i l l  I confess also." 

4. Meekness, h u m i l i t y ,  peace, Matt. 5:l-9. The 
Beati tudes. 

5. Joy fu l  bear ing o f  the cross, Matt. 5:11.12, 
"Blessed. . . when men r e v i l e .  . . great  i s  your 
reward.'! 

Apology, p. 219: "Therefore i t  i s  a s u f f i c i e n t  
reason why e t e  rna  1 l i f e  i s ca 1 1 ed a reward , because 
thereby the t r i b u l a t i o n s  which we s u f f e r ,  and the 
works o f  Esve which we do, a r e  compensated2' 

, u r h e r ,  V I  I ,  6 7 2 f f ,  :to Mat t .  5 bb, 7' chaps,): 
=--- s 

'"i,: t ~ ! i a $  ;4s you 5ay ta k h i g  t h a t  anere ai'e s a  man;/ 
passages o f  reward and  m e e a i t ?  . . . Tkiey zr-e pure 

$ 0  

ccmfs r t  fgg- the Christians, . . Mot t h a t  rhe w s i - ~ .  sn 
QL5e{ f ; 5 5 6  ~ P ~ C ~ O U S ,  bus t  because isas given us  
:he promise, -for our strengthening and comfo r t ,  t h a t  
we d o  not t h i nk  our work, t roub le ,  and m i s e r y  a r e  
Isst o r  forgotten." 

So the  Lord would urge us w i l l  i n g l y  t o  do 
according t o  H i s  commandments. We know our good 
works a r e  t a i n t e d  by s i n ,  and o n l y  deserve God's 
wrath. Neverthei ess these promi sed rewards o f  grace 
Bead t o  a j o y f u l  service. The Lord wants w i l  l fng 
serv ice.  

VI. THE PURPOSE GOD HAS I N  V I E W  WITH THESE PROMISES. 
V I I .  HOW THE REWARD MOTIVE 1s USED AMONG US. 

Our s a n c t i f i c a t i o n .  
Through these promises we are  i n c i t e d  to:  
1. Denial o f  the wor ld  and i t s  l u s t ,  Heb. 11 :  

26 ( ~ o s e s  had respect un to  the recompense o f  the  
reward. Reproach o f  C h r i s t  vs. t reasury  o f  ~ g y p t . )  

2. Cheerfulness i n  serv ing  God and the  neigh- 
bor,  Col. 3:23.24, "Whatsoever. . . do i t  h e a r t i l y  . . . knowing tha t  o f  the Lord we s h a l l  rece ive  
the  reward." 

1 .  AGENDA, p. 391 -- To the  Church Council 
go i ng ou t  o f  o f f  i ce. "May the  Lord our God gra- 
c i o u s l y  reward them f o r  t h e i r  serv ices  done f o r  H is  
g l o r y  and i n  t he  i n t e r e s t  o f  H is  Church." 

COLLECT f o r  the  24th Sunday a f t e r  T r i n i t y ,  p. 
86: " S t i r  up, we beseech Thee, 0 Lord, the w i l l s  
o f  Thy f a i t h f u l  people, t h a t  they, p len teous ly  
b r i n g i n g  f o r t h  the  f r u i t  o f  good works, may o f  Thee 



"The reward o f  the  good works i s  owing t o  the 
Gospel which fo rg i ves  the  s in fu lness  i n  our good 
works and enables us t o  lead a godly l i f e . "  -- 
Engelder 

Object ion:  This  must be a promise o f  the Law 
s ince i t  i s  cond i t ioned by love o f  God and keeping 
o f  God's commandments. (EX. 20:6) e 

Answer: As l i t t l e  as f a i ' t h  i s  a c o n d i t i o n  o f  
j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  so l i t t l e  i s  a l s o  the obedience o f  
f a i t h  worked by grace a c o n d i t i o n  o f  the promise. 
E.g., When God commands, "Baptize," o r  "Eat and 
Drink" i n  the  Sacrament o f  the  A l t a r ,  we have the  
sweetest Gospel i n  the  form o f  a command. -- Carpzov 

That these rewards expressed i n  Sc r ip tu re  are  
rewards o f  Grace i s  even ind ica ted  i n  the  wording 
o f  Sc r ip tu re  passages and context :  

2 Tim. 1:16, "The Lord g i v e  mercy un to  the 
house o f  Ones i phorus .I1 

Col. 3:23, '"'The reward o f  the  inheri tance." 
Rev. 21:7, "H im t h a t  overcometh. . . s h a l l  

i n h e r i t  a1 1 things." 
Matt. 25:35, "Ye gave me meat" but ,  v. 34, 

" I n h e r i t  the kingdom." 
Hebr. 10:35', "Recompence o f  reward," but ,  v. 

36, "Receive the  promise." 

3. Confession t o  Chr i s t ,  Matt. 10:32, "Whoso- 
ever s h a l l  confess me. . . him w i l l  I confess also." 

4. Meekness, h u m i l i t y ,  peace, Matt. 5:l-9. The 
Beati tudes. 

5. Joy fu l  bear ing o f  the cross, Matt. 5:11.12, 
"Blessed. . . when men r e v i l e .  . . great  i s  your 
reward.'! 

Apology, p. 219: "Therefore i t  i s  a s u f f i c i e n t  
reason why e t e  rna  1 l i f e  i s ca 1 1 ed a reward , because 
thereby the t r i b u l a t i o n s  which we s u f f e r ,  and the 
works o f  Esve which we do, a r e  compensated2' 

, u r h e r ,  V I  I ,  6 7 2 f f ,  :to Mat t .  5 bb, 7' chaps,): 
=--- s 

'"i,: t ~ ! i a $  ;4s you 5ay ta k h i g  t h a t  anere ai'e s a  man;/ 
passages o f  reward and  m e e a i t ?  . . . Tkiey zr-e pure 

$ 0  

ccmfs r t  fgg- the Christians, . . Mot t h a t  rhe w s i - ~ .  sn 
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be p len teous ly  rewarded; through Jesus Chr is t .  . . I I 
2. HYMNAL 

472, 4: "When H i s  servants stand before  H i m ,  
each rece i v ing  h i s  reward." 

74, 4: "He who thus endureth b r i g h t  reward 
secureth." 

619, 5: I1The chosen ones on e a r t h  who wrought + 

the  most. . . I I 
3. DEVOTIONAL LITERATURE 

"Por ta ls  of Prayer," J u l y  23, 1948: "Thei r  
works do f o l l o w  them, no t  precede, but  f o l l o w ,  and 
b r i n g  the reward o f  grace." 

4 ,  SERMONS 
a. Walther: Ep. P o s t i l l e  15, S. a. Tr. 

( ~ a l .  5 : 2 5 f m &  who sows unto the  S p i r i t . "  
I1There we s h a l l  see, God w i l l  no t  f o r g e t  what we 
o f f e r e d  Him." 

b. Funeral sermons. No f l a t t e r y ,  but  a 
t r i b u t e  t o  the departed. 

Funeral t e x t  o f  pastors -- Dan. 12:3, 
"They t h a t  be wise s h a l l  sh ine as the  brightness." 

c. I n s t a l l a t i o n  -- 1 Pet. 5:2.4, "Feed the  
f l ock .  . . when the  c h i e f  Shepherd s h a l l  appear. . . 
crown o f  glory." 

5. CONFIRMATION 
Rev. 2:10, "Be thou f a i t h f u l  un to  death." 
We may remind the  c h i  l d ren  o f  t h e  reward 

o f  steadfastness. 

6. SCHOOL 
(T ra in  Up A Chi ld ,  p. 28) : "The rewards ---- 

should probably no t  have any monetary value. Sat- 

7. PERIODICALS 
Ob i tua r ies  --'Dan. 12:3. 

8. FINANCIAL ENDEAVORS 
Luke 6:38, "Give and i t  s h a l l  be given." 

CONCLUSION 

Luther,  Preface t o  Small Catechism: "There- 
f o r e  look t o  i t, ye pas tors  and preachers; ou r  
o f f i c e  i s  a d i f f e r e n t  t h i n g  now. . . Hence i t  in -  
volves much more t r o u b l e  and labor,  danger and 
t r i a l ,  and secures bu t  l i t t l e  reward and g r a t i t u d e  
i n  the  world. But C h r i s t  Himsel f  w i l l  be our  Reward 
i f  we labor  f a i t h f u l l y . "  

D r .  A. L. Graebner, Doc t r i na l  Theology, p. 278: 
"While the  b l i s s  o f  the h e i r s  o f  s a l v a t i o n  w i l l  be 
p e r f e c t  and t h e i r  g l o r y  g reat ,  there  w i l l  be degrees 
o f  g lo ry ,  as God w i l l  g rac ious l y  reward i n  t he  k ing-  
dom o f  g l o r y  the  works performed by those who were 
f a i t h f u l  stewards i n  the  kingdom o f  grace. Then 
s h a l l  the  g l o r y  o f  t h e  r igh teous redound t o  the 
g l o r y  o f  H i m  t o  whose cross we owe a l l  our  crowns 
and whom w i t h  immortal l i p s  we s h a l l  f o reve r  p ra ise ,  
our  Savior  and our God." 

-- W. Wer l ing 

i s f y i n g r e w a r d s  are: the  knowledge t h a t  God i s  
pleased w i t h  ou r  behavior, etc." 
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B O O K  R E V I E W S  

W. A. C r i s w e l l .  Expos i t o r y  Sermons on t h e  Book o f  ---- 
Danie l ,  Volume One. Grand Rapids: Zondervan 
P u b l i s h i n g  House, 1968, 123 pages (NO p r i c e  
1 i s t e d ) .  C 

As i s  suggested by t he  phrase "Volume One," 
more volumes w i l l  f o l l ow .  I n  f a c t ,  t h i s  volume 
dea ls  o n l y  w i t h  genera l  i n t r o d u c t o r y  mat te rs ,  as 
the  t i t l e s  o f  the  ten  chapters  w i l l  r e a d i l y  i n d i -  
ca te :  I. k i ~ y  t he  C r i t i c s  Assa i l  t he  Book o f  Danie l .  
1 1 .  Danie l  i s  Eaten Up i n  the  C r i t i c s '  Den. 
I I I. H L ~ w  the  C r i t i c s  Fare i n  t he  F i e r y  Furnace. 
I V .  W i l l  t he  Real Danie l  Stand Up? V. Danie l  i n  
t he  Eyes o f  H i s  Contemporaries. V I .  The Language 
o f  God. V I I .  God's Sovereign Choice o f  Nebuchad- 
nezzar. V I I I .  The Babylon ian C a p t i v i t y .  I X .  The 
Format ive Years o f  D a n i e l ' s  L i f e .  X. Danie l  and 
~ e v e l a t  ion. 

I n  a  sense, t he  t i t l e  i s  mis leading.  As one 
begins t o  read t h i s  volume, he soon ge ts  t he  f e e l i n g  
t h a t  i t  i s  h a r d l y  a  book o f  sermons, bu t  r a t h e r  an 
i n t r o d u c t o r y  book on Danie l  t h a t  he i s  reading. 
Arguments a re  marshal l e d  f rom S c r i p t u r e ,  h i s t o r y  and 
grammar t o  g i v e  a c l e a r  and conv inc ing  p r e s e n t a t i o n  
o f  the conse rva t i ve  S c r i p t u r a l  i n t e r p r e t a t  i on  o f  
t h i s  much-attacked book. I t  i s  a  p r o f i t a b l e  exper- 
ience t o  read these chapters .  On the  o t h e r  hand, 
one wonders how w e l l  t h i s  m a t e r i a l  was communicated 
i n  a  church serv ice .  To have made i t success fu l ,  
i t  must have requ i red  an excep t i ona l  speaker as w e l l  
as an excep t i ona l  audience. From the  no tes  on t he  
i n s i d e  j a c k e t  o f  t h e  book, we l e a r n  t h a t  D r .  C r i s -  
w e l l  i s  an ou t s tand ing  Southern B a p t i s t  preacher  i n  
one o f  t he  l a r g e s t  churches i n  the  wor ld :  F i r s t  
B a p t i s t  Church o f  Da l l as ,  w i t h  more than 13,000 

members. The au thor  must be a ve ry  busy man, and 
an excep t i ona l  person. However, i t  i s  s t i l l  d i f f i -  
c u l t  t o  imagine t h a t  t h e  con ten ts  o f  t he  book would 
"go over" w e l l  f rom t h e  p u l p i t .  

As an i n t r o d u c t o r y  gu ide  f o r  Dan ie l ,  however, 
i t  i s  e x c e l l e n t .  The au tho r  expresses h i s  g r a t i t u d e  
f o r  the  ass i s tance  o f  D r .  Bruce Wal tke,  a  Ph. 0. 

i n  Semi t i cs  f rom Harvard. Wi th  h i s  h e l p  he s u r e l y  

succeeded i n  unde rg i r d i ng  h i s  arguments i n  defense 
o f  t he  Book o f  Danie l  w i t h  sound scho la rsh ip ,  l i n -  
g u i s t i c a l l y  and otherwise.  Throughout he capably  

answers t h e  "re-hashed" c r  i t i c i sms o f  t he  "modern- 
i s ts . "  The o n l y  c r i t i c i s m  the  rev iewer  would have 
o f  t he  book i s  an occas iona l  express ion  o f  b e l i e f  
i n  M i l l e n n i a l i s m .  C f .  pp. 118 and 123. 

Rudolph E. Honsey 

Geof f rey R. King. Danie l .  Grand Rapids: Wm. B. 
Eerdmans P u b l i s h i n g  Co., 1966. 248 pp., $3.75. 

Th i s  book i s  e s s e n t i a l l y  a  s e r i e s  o f  B i b l e  
School l e c t u r e s  re-worked i n t o  book form. The s t y l e  
i s  easy, i n f o rma l ,  conve rsa t i ona l  and i n t e r e s t i n g .  
Repeated contemporary o r  recen t  h i  s t o r  i c a l  r e fe ren -  
ces make i t  t i m e l y  and re l evan t .  The au thor  i n  

general  upholds t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  conse rva t i ve  p o s i -  
t i o n  on au thorsh ip ,  c a n o n i c i t y ,  date,  and o t h e r  
i sagog i ca l  mat ters .  A l though w r i t t e n  i n  popu la r  

language, t he  book con ta ins  a number o f  re fe rences  
t o  Hebrew and Aramaic. Most o f  them a re  l e g i t i m a t e  

and g i v e  ev idence o f  c a r e f u l  study. An excep t i on  

t o  t h i s  occurs i n  some o f  t h e  names and t h e i r  mean- 
ings. E.g., he i n t e r p r e t s  "Mishael" as "Who i s  
l i k e  God?" I t  would then have t o  be Michael.  
"Mishael" must mean e i t h e r  "Who i s  what God ( i s ) ? "  
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School l e c t u r e s  re-worked i n t o  book form. The s t y l e  
i s  easy, i n f o rma l ,  conve rsa t i ona l  and i n t e r e s t i n g .  
Repeated contemporary o r  recen t  h i  s t o r  i c a l  r e fe ren -  
ces make i t  t i m e l y  and re l evan t .  The au thor  i n  

general  upholds t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  conse rva t i ve  p o s i -  
t i o n  on au thorsh ip ,  c a n o n i c i t y ,  date,  and o t h e r  
i sagog i ca l  mat ters .  A l though w r i t t e n  i n  popu la r  

language, t he  book con ta ins  a number o f  re fe rences  
t o  Hebrew and Aramaic. Most o f  them a re  l e g i t i m a t e  

and g i v e  ev idence o f  c a r e f u l  study. An excep t i on  

t o  t h i s  occurs i n  some o f  t h e  names and t h e i r  mean- 
ings. E.g., he i n t e r p r e t s  "Mishael" as "Who i s  
l i k e  God?" I t  would then have t o  be Michael.  
"Mishael" must mean e i t h e r  "Who i s  what God ( i s ) ? "  



o r  Itwho i s  t he  one o f  God?" The "sha" i n  t he  name 
migh t  be e i t h e r  t h e  r e l a t i v e  pronoun, as occasion- 
a l l y  used i n  Hebrew, o r  t he  demonstrat ive f o l l owed  
by the  g e n i t i v e ,  as i n  Akkadian. I t  does NOT mean 
the  same as t he  p r e p o s i t i o n  "k". S i m i l a r l y  w i t h  
t he  Chaldean coun te rpa r t  o f  "Mishael," "Meshach." 
The au thor  here, too, m i s t r a n s l a t e s  i t  "Who i s  1 i k e  
Aku?" I t wou 1 d r a t  her  mean "Who i s what Aku ( i s) ?Ii + 

o r  "Who i s  t h e  one o f  Aku?" ( ~ k u  was a name o f  a 
moon god o f  ~ a b y l o n . )  S i m i l a r l y ,  M r .  K ing mis- 
t r a n s l a t e s  Dan ie l ' s  Chaldean name "Belteshazzar" 
as "Be1 p r o t e c t  h i s  l i f e . "  Rather t h e  name means 
"Pro tec t  the  ! i f e  o f  t he  king." (The name "Bel- 
shazzar" meal; "Be1 p r o t e c t  the  king." The au tho r  
e v i d e n t l y  c ~ n f u s e d  t h e  two names.) These are,  how- 
ever,  rnlnor mat ters .  

O f  more se r i ous  s i g n i f i c a n c e  a re  two o t h e r  in -  
t e r p r e t a t i o n s  o f  t he  author.  One o f  them i s  o f  
l i n g u i s t i c  s i g n i f i c a n c e ,  t he  o t h e r  not .  I n  h i s  d i s -  
cuss ion  o f , c h a p t e r  4, he c o n s i s t e n t l y  i n t e r p r e t s  
t he  express ion  "t imes" as "years." That, we f e e l ,  
i s  u n j u s t i f i a b l e .  Whi le  i t  might  mean "years," i t  
does n o t  exp ress l y  say t h a t ;  i t  cou ld  be "seasons", 
e i t h e r  two, t h ree  o r  f o u r  i n  a year,  depending on 
how they  a re  f i gu red .  (we t h i n k  o f  f ou r ,  b u t  o t h e r  
c i v i l  i z a t i o n s  have had two o r  three.) It cou ld  be 
l ess  than a year,  o r  more than a year. The Aramaic 
word i s 7 , ( i ddzn) , wh i c h  means "appointed 
time," "s aron." I t appa ren t l y  corresponds t o  t he  
Hebrew word 7;?fT7 (mb k d ) ,  which means s p e c i f -  
i c a l  l y  t h a t ,  r a t h e r  than t he  word JI 3 ( 'E t ) ,  which 
means "t ime" i n  t he  more genera l  sense: The word 
i s  used i n  an i n t e r e s t i n g  sense i n  7:25: . . . "a 
t ime and t imes and t he  d i v i d i n g  o f  time." I n  t h a t  
passage t he  Aramaic language i s  used, and t h e  word 
i s  t h e  above-mentioned 173 i n  a1 1 t h ree  instances.  

I I I n  a p a r a l l e l  passage i n  1T:7 we read: . . . a 
t ime, t imes, and a ha l f . "  There t h e  Hebrew language 
i s  used, and the  word i s  7 j i ~ e a c h  time. Th i s  
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i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  i t  must mean a "set  ," "appointed" 
t ime, b u t  one known t o  God and n o t  man as regards 
i t s  exac t  leng th ,  s i nce  no  word such as year,  month, 
week, o r  day i s  used. The g e n e r a l l y  accepted i n t e r -  
p r e t a t i o n  i s  t h a t  "t ime" means one, "t imes" two, 
and " d i v i d i n g  o f  t ime" h a l f ,  adding up t o  3 1/2, 
which i s  o n l y  h a l f  o f  7, thus f a l l i n g  s h o r t  o f  i t .  

However, ou r  c h i e f  c r i t i c i s m  concerns t h e  
a u t h o r ' s  m i l l e n n i a l i s t i c  views, which he ment ions 
occas iona l l y .  C f .  pages 70, 72, 76, 233, 238, 246, 
and 248. I t  i s  u n f o r t u n a t e  t h a t  a l a r g e  number o f  
o the rw i se  staunch and conse rva t i ve  Reformed B i b l i c a l  
scho la rs  h o l d  m i l l e n n i a l i s t i c  v iewpo in ts .  One ex- 
c e p t i o n  i s  Edward J. Young, who disavows m i l l e n -  
n i a l i s m .  (He ment ions t h a t  i n  h i s  commentary on 
Isa iah ,  Vol. I.) 

The au thor  uses a l l i t e r a t i o n  t o  a g rea t  ex ten t ,  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  h i s  chap te r  headings and subhead- 
ings. Since t he  chap te r  headings a re  very  b r i e f ,  
we s h a l l  quote them: THE MESSAGE AND THE MAN, THE 
DEVELOPMENT OF DANIEL, NEBUCHADNEZZAR'S NIGHTMARE, 
A DREAM OF DESTINY, UNBENDING AND YET UNBURNED, THE 
SOVEREIGN AND THE SERAPHS, FOCUS ON THE FEET, PRE- 
DICTION'S PERFECT PLAN, THE WRITING ON THE WALL, A 
PROPHET'S PRAYER, AN ANGEL'S ANSWER, THE LIONHEARTED 
IN THE LION'S DEN, ANGELIC AGENCIES, THE PRAYING 
THAT PREVAILS, A PROPHETIC PREVIEW, ANTICHRIST 
ANTICIPATED, ANTICHRIST ARRIVED, CONSUMI4ATION AND 
CONCLUSION, ANY OTHER BUSINESS AND BENEDICTION. 
A l l i t e r a t i o n  can be e f f e c t i v e .  However, the  re -  
v iewer  f e e l s  t h a t  M r .  K ing  has overdone it. 

There i s  much va luab le  m a t e r i a l  i n  t h i s  book. 
There a r e  many t i m e l y  re fe rences  t o  Nazism, Commu- 
nism, and o t h e r  movements. There a r e  numerous ex- 
c e l l e n t  quo ta t ions .  The rev iewer  was tempted t o  
quote p o r t i o n s  f rom the  book i n  t h i s  review, b u t  
space would n o t  permi t .  The book was w r i t t e n  by a 
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man who loved every  verse o f  i t ,  and who succeeded 
i n  communicating h i s  enthusiasm t o  the reader as 
he must have communicated i t  t o  h i s  c lass .  I t  i s  
w e l l  wor th  read ing  and a l s o  purchasing. 

Rudolph E. Honsey 

L loyd  Hustvedt.  Rasmus B j b r n  Anderson -- Pioneer 
Scholar.  ~ o ~ ~ h f i e i d ,  Minn.: The Norwegian- 
American ?istorical Assoc ia t ion ,  1966. 

Tbf(s Lan8jersigned read t h i s  b a s k  more than two 
years 2- J, and should have N, r t t e n  t h i s  rev iew a t  
t h a t  tirne. As he looked through the  book again,  he 
f e l t  t h a t  a rev iew a t  t h i s  t ime would be j u s t i f i e d  
s i n c e  t he  sub jec t  s f  the b iography had h i s  r oo t s  i n  
t he  o l d  Norwegian Synod, and s i nce  t h a t  church body 
f r e q u e n t l y  e n t e r s  i n t o  the  d iscuss ion .  

The book i s  a r ev i sed  and a m p l i f i e d  ve rs i on  o f  
the  au tho r ' s  d o c t o r a l  d i s s e r t a t i o n  a t  t he  U n i v e r s i t y  
o f  Wisconsin, where D r .  Hustvedt s t ud ied  under D r .  
E i na r  Haugen. The rev iewer  r e c a l l s  t h a t  t he  au tho r  
was work ing on t h a t  sub jec t  w h i l e  he was a member 
o f  a seminar c l a s s  i n  prominent Norwegian Americans 
under D r .  Haugen. The rev iewe r ' s  sub jec t  f o r  t h a t  
c l a s s  was K r i s t o f e r  Janson, on whom he submi t ted  a 
number o f  a r t i c l e s  f o r  THE CLERGY BULLETIN about 10- 
12 years ago. D r .  Hustvedt,  now chairman o f  t h e  
Department o f  Norwegian a t  S t .  O l a f  Col lege,  con- 
t i nued  h i s  research on K. B. Anderson f o r  severa l  
years,  and has g iven  us i n  h i s  book a s c h o l a r l y  and 
readable account o f  the  l i f e  and con t rove rs i es  o f  
the b r i l l i a n t  b u t  v o l a t i l e  M r .  Anderson. 

There a re  many i n t e r e s t i n g  events  i n  t he  long  
l i f e  o f  R. B. Anderson, who p e r s o n a l l y  knew famous 

i n d i v i d u a l s  such as Ole B u l l ,  B j d r n s t j e r n e  Bjdrnson, 
John A. Johnson ( t h e  sub jec t  o f  t he  nex t  book re-  
v iew),  and Henry Wadsworth Long fe l  low, as we1 1 as 
p ioneer  pas to r s  o f  our  synod and o t h e r  church 
bodies. We can o n l y  ment ion a few i n  t h i s  review, 
and very  b r i e f  i y .  The man taught  a t  A l b i o n  Academy 
i n  Wisconsin, and l a t e r  a t  the  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Wis- 
cons in ,  where he h e l d  the  f i r s t  c h a i r  o f  Scandina- 
v i a n  Stud ies a t  a s t a t e  i n s t i t u t i o n  i n  ou r  country .  
However, a f t e r  a few years he res igned t o  accept 
t he  honored p o s i t i o n  o f  M i n i s t e r  t o  Denmark. H i s  
c h i e f  a c t i v i t y ,  however, was t h a t  o f  a newspaper 
e d i t o r ,  where he o f t e n  w ie lded  t he  pen w i t h  t he  
reck less  abandon o f  a tournament k n i g h t  aroused t o  
conquer h i s  foe. Needless t o  say, he gained many 
enemies through h i s  j o u r n a l i s t i c  polemics. Most o f  
h i s  books show a l a c k  o f  s c h o l a r l y  research and 
d i s c i p l i n e ,  as t h e  au thor  c o r r e c t l y  p o i n t s  out .  O f  
c h i e f  i n t e r e s t  t o  t he  readers o f  ou r  LUTHERAN SYNOD 
QUARTERLY, however, would be Anderson's r e l a t i o n s  
w i t h  and f e e l i n g s  toward our  synod. I n  t h i s  w e l l -  
documented book, which draws h e a v i l y  on correspond- 
ence i n v o l v i n g  t he  sub jec t ,  t h e r e  i s  a cons iderab le  
amount o f  m a t e r i a l  on Anderson and t h e  Norwegian 
Synod. Only a few h i g h  p o i n t s  w i l l  be mentioned 
he re.  

Anderson's e a r l y  1 i f e ,  i n c l u d i n g  h i s  exper- 
iences as a s tuden t  a t  Lu ther  Col lege, Decorah, 
Iowa, has t he  earmarks o f  a f a s c i n a t i n g  novel .  H i s  
d i sm issa l  f rom Lu ther  tu rned  him aga ins t  t he  Synod, 
as migh t  be expected. L i k e  h i s  o l d e r  f r i e n d  John 
A. Johnson, Anderson opposed t h e  p o s i t i o n  o f  many 
i n  t he  Missour i  Synod and i n  t he  Norwegian Synod on 
s lavery .  As migh t  be expected, bo th  Hustvedt and 
Miss Larson (au thor  o f  JOHN A. JOHNSON -- AN 
UNCOMMON AMERICAN -- see below) were unsympathet ic 
t o  t h a t  p o s i t i o n .   o or an exp lana t i on  o f  t h a t  pos i -  
t i o n ,  see GRACE FOR GRACE, pp. 148-155. On those 
pages i t  i s  a l s o  p o i n t e d  o u t  t h a t ,  w h i l e  many church 
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bodies took t he  same sens ib l e  stand on s l a v e r y  as 
d i d  t he  Norwegian Synod, somehow i t  was the  Synod 
t h a t  was e x c o r i a t e d  by i t s  opponents as be ing  "pro- 
s lavery "  i n  i t s  v iewpoint .)  

Another ma t te r  i n  wk i c h  Anderson took issue 
w i t h  t he  Norwegian Synod was t he  pub1 ic school,  
which he s t r o n g l y  defended. He d i d  n o t  share t he  
5ynodss c o n v i c t i o n  w i t h  regard t o  t h e  need o f  
C h r i s t i a n  elementary educat ion,  

- $ h e  ieeadiqq : : h i s  hic9raphy f t . i r ther s t r e n g -  
, t -;2ei1ed ;-:;e y P  . y ( 5 ,50nit c n  t aax  3., 3 A r ; d e ~ ~ ; ~ t  
g.hough ' -  r * ,  ::-~c~cwesf L J ~  t \ ,  ,-- ., U S  gent: , ; f  ten 
: aclcec' - $  .. : " l.y a n d  3.f;ber j i T ?  :j l; :; G64b i 

appear -  s ,nes %o ;2 ,2.~r  bee; . c t  ..q ipaeher by 
0ppo r : - u r l i s t i e  cans ide ra t i ons  tkih1an 72> $ : ~ ~ ~ c z r e  con- 
Lf ' c : -Fm,  A r e a d i n g  s f  Hustvedt's ?oak + d l  i 1 i n d i c a t e  
-.-is: ; u c h  was t h e  case no t  sn9y i n  no3 icicai b u t  
; iss i n  re l  Igious mat te rs .  'de can broadly g e n e r a l -  
;se  by s t a t i n g  t h a t  he was horn i n t o  and grew u p  
t'n the Synod, i~ecame es t ranged  and  l e f ~  i t s  For 
various reasons became a t t r a c t e d  t o  I t  a g a i n ,  se- 
Jo ined I t  bu t  had h i s  f a l l  ings-ocrt aga in ,  bu t  i r l  

the end was happy t o  receive the m i n i s t e s i n g  o f  5 e  
sa in ted  Pas to r  E i i l n g  Y l v i sake r ,  who conducted h i s  
f une ra l  se rv ice .  (See the l a s t  page  o f  t h e  t e x t . )  

Rudolph E. Honsey 

Agnes M. Larson. John A. Johnson -- An Uncommon 
American. N o r t h f  i e l d ,  Minn.: The Norwegian- 
American H i s t o r i c a l  Assoc ia t ion ,  Foreword by 
Kenneth 0. D jo rk ,  1969, 312 pages. 

Th i s  i s  t h e  1969 s e l e c t i o n  o f  t he  Norwegian- 
American H i s t o r i c a l  Assoc ia t i on ,  sent  t o  members o f  

t h a t  assoc ia t i on .  I t  may be purchased from t h a t  
assoc ia t i on .  

The book i s  a b iography o f  a prominent Norwe- 
g i a n  American who came t o  America i n  1844 a t  t h e  age 
o f  12, s e t t l e d  i n  Wisconsin, and spent most o f  h i s  
i l l u s t r i ~ o u s  ca ree r  i n  Madison. He was a c t i v e  i n  
c i v i c  a f f a i r s  and e l e c t e d  t o  p u b l i c  o f f i c e .  Large ly  
se l f -educated,  he became an e x p e r t  on farm machinery, 
and f o r  many years served as p r e s i d e n t  o f  two i n -  
d u s t r i e s :  The Ful  l e r  and Johnson Farm Machinery 
Company and the  G i s h o l t  Company. The l a t t e r  made 
t o o l s ,  and d u r i n g  World War I supp l i ed  t h e  A l l i e s  
w i t h  machine t oo l s .  Johnson d i e d  i n  1901. 

He combined human i ta r ian  and p h i l a n t h r o p i c  
i d e a l s  w i t h  good p r a c t i c a l  business sense t o  ach ieve 
much success and a h i g h  r e p u t a t i o n  i n  h i s  community 
and s ta te .  The book i s  an i n t e r e s t i n g  b iography o f  
a man who achieved success through hard work. He 
was a man o f  h i g h  i n t e g r i t y  and commendable personal  
hab i t s .  

O f  c h i e f  i n t e r e s t  t o  us, however, a re  h i s  con- 
t a c t s  w i t h  the  Norwegian Synod. He grew up i n  t he  
Koshkonong area and was conf i rmed by t he  Rev. J. W. 
C. D i e t r i c h s o n  22). H is  f a t h e r  was a c h a r t e r  
subscr iber  t o  t he  MAAIJEDSTIDENDE, a p u b l i c a t i o n  
e d i t e d  by C. L. Clausen, H. A. Stub, and A. C. 
Preus (p. 23).  The au thor  ment ions h i s  sen t imenta l  
at tachment t o  t he  Synod. Never the less,  he came t o  
d i f f e r  sha rp l y  w i t h  t he  Synod on t he  same two p o i n t s  
as Anderson (above) d i f f e r e d  w i t h  i t :  The Synod's 
s tand on s l a v e r y  and i t s  p o s i t i o n  on t h e  p u b l i c  
school.  Js a man o f  l i b e r a l  r e l i g i o u s  op in ions ,  he 
s t r o n g l y  denounced the  former and as s t r o n g l y  sup- 
po r t ed  the  l a t t e r .  He had no sympathy f o r  the  
Lutheran pa roch ia l  schools.  The au thor ,  D r .  Larson, 
who f o r  many years served as p ro fesso r  and chairman 
o f  the  department o f  h i s t o r y  a t  S t .  O la f  Col lege, 
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appears t o  have been i n  f u l l  sympathy w i t h  h im on 
bo th  issues,  as on v i r t u a l l y  a l l  mat te rs  i n  the  
book. Th is  b iography i s ,  t he re fo re ,  a eu logy o f  
t h e  man from beginni 'ng t o  end, i n  s p i t e  o f  i t s  
me r i t s .  

Johnson's growing l i b e r a l i s m  i n  theology i s  re- 
f l e c t e d  by the  f a c t  t h a t  i n  1870 he l e f t  the  Synod 
and j o i n e d  the newly-formed Conference f o r  t he  Nor- 
wegian-Danish Evange l i ca l  Lutheran Church i n  America 

9 7 f ) ,  and t h a t  i a t e r  he l e f t  t h e  Lutheran C h u r c h  
a n d  j o i n e d  t he  Ijci a r i a n  i;c.ciety. ile was eu log i zed  

b u r i e d  by . 3n i i . a r i an  ii;l . j ister ( p .  2 7 2 ) .  The 
f a c t  t h a t  r b z  z ~ t h o r ,  pres::iiq s k s l y  a Lutheran h e r s e l f ,  
r epo r t5  ^';.:?. ti-eoad i17 h i s  r~ bgiou:; deveopment  i n  
a foo ,~~a -3  ~ i t h o u t  any indication o f  d isapprova l  o r  
r e g r e t ,  as she r e p o r t s  e v e r y t h i n g  about t he  man i n  
a f a v o r a b l e  l i g h t ,  i s  noteworthy.  tt Bs a l s o  of 
i n t e r e s t  t h a t  t he  au thor  h e r s e l f ,  who passed away 
a few years ago f o l l o w i n g  a severe i l l n e s s  which 
made t he  c o p p l e t i o n  s f  the  b iography a l abo r  of  r e a l  
e f f o r t  as w e l l  as a labor  o f  love ,  i s  h i g h l y  p r a i s e d  
by D r .  B j o r k  i n  t he  foreword. I n  s t a t i n g  t h i s ,  we 
would n o t  deny t h a t  she must have been bo th  a  com- 
pe ten t  and an admirab le  person, We do f e e l ,  how- 
ever,  t h a t  few i f  any m o r t a l s  a re  wor thy o f  uncon- 
d i t i o n a l  commendation and p ra i se .  She au thor  j u s t  
h i n t s  a t  t he  t r a i t s  sf stubbornness which were a l s o  
a  p a r t  of  Johnson's charac te r ,  A l so  men l i k e  Ole 
B u l l ,  G j d r n s t j e r n e  Bjdrnson and Wasmus €3. Anderson, 
n o t  o n l y  famous b u t  a l s o  c o n t r o v e r s i a l  cha rac te r s  
w i t h  personal  shortcomings and ques t ionab le  p h i l -  
osophies, a r e  p i c t u r e d  perhaps more f a v o r a b l y  than 
they deserve t o  be. On the  o t h e r  hand, the  Norwe- 
g i an  Synod i s  a t t acked  f o r  i t s  p o s i t i o n  on t h e  
ma t te r s  mentioned above. The m a t t e r  o f  s l a v e r y  i s  
viewed f rom t h e  emot ional  and human i ta r ian  v i ewpo in t  
r a t h e r  than f rom the  S c r i p t u r a l  and d o c t r i n a l  view- 
p o i n t .  

I n  s p i t e  o f  these rese rva t i ons ,  however, the 
rev iewer  en joyed t he  book and p r o f i t e d  from i t ,  as 
he d i d  f rom the  p rev ious  one. The reader o f  t h i s  
rev iew may have t h e  same experience. 

Rudolph E. Honsey 

N i l s  C. Oesleby. An I n q u i r y  i n t o  the  Verb o f  t he  
N i n t h  and Tenth Commandments. Eau C l a i r e ,  
Wis., 1969, 92 numbered pages, p l u s  4 a t  be- 
g i n n i n g  o f  book. P r i c e  n o t  l i s t e d .  Pub l i shed  
and copy r i gh ted  by the  author .  

Th i s  thorough and s c h o l a r l y  s tudy  i s  a  sequel 
t o  Pastor  Oesleby 's  s tudy pub l i shed  i n  1963: YOUR - 
NEIGHBOR'S PLACE: A  ~efkn;e o f  t h e  ~ u t h e r a n  ~ i v i -  
s i o n  o f  t he  Decalog and an E x p o s i t i o n  o f  the Seventh, 
N i n t h  and Tenth Commandments. 

The reader  w i l l  no doubt recognize t he  au thor  
as pas to r  o f  P inehu rs t  Lutheran Church i n  Eau C l a i r e ,  
Wisconsin, a member congregat ion o f  t he  Evange l i ca l  
Lu t he ran Synod. 

As he i n d i c a t e s  i n  h i s  i n t r o d u c t i o n ,  Pas to r  
Oesleby has had a  long  and a b i d i n g  i n t e r e s t  i n  the  
sub jec t  o f  t h i s  monograph. One does n o t  have t o  
read ve ry  f a r  t o  r e a l i z e  a l s o  t h a t  he has penet ra ted  
deeply i n t o  t he  sub jec t  and read w ide ly ,  as i s  e v i -  
dent n o t  o n l y  f rom the  three-page b i b l i o g r a p h y  a t  
the end o f  the  book, bu t  a l s o  f rom the  book i t s e l f .  
The a u t h o r ' s  i n t e r e s t  and p r o f i c i e n c y  i n  Hebrew, 
s t i m u l a t e d  by h i s  s t u d i e s  under t he  eminent Hebrew 
scho la r  D r .  Menahem Hansoor a t  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  
Wisconsin some years ago, i s  a t t e s t e d  by h i s  use o f  
the Samari tan Pentateuch and t he  Nash Papyrus, bo th  
o f  which have a  bear ing  on the s tudy o f  the  Decalog. 
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p o i n t .  

I n  s p i t e  o f  these rese rva t i ons ,  however, the 
rev iewer  en joyed t he  book and p r o f i t e d  from i t ,  as 
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rev iew may have t h e  same experience. 

Rudolph E. Honsey 

N i l s  C. Oesleby. An I n q u i r y  i n t o  the  Verb o f  t he  
N i n t h  and Tenth Commandments. Eau C l a i r e ,  
Wis., 1969, 92 numbered pages, p l u s  4 a t  be- 
g i n n i n g  o f  book. P r i c e  n o t  l i s t e d .  Pub l i shed  
and copy r i gh ted  by the  author .  

Th i s  thorough and s c h o l a r l y  s tudy  i s  a  sequel 
t o  Pastor  Oesleby 's  s tudy pub l i shed  i n  1963: YOUR - 
NEIGHBOR'S PLACE: A  ~efkn;e o f  t h e  ~ u t h e r a n  ~ i v i -  
s i o n  o f  t he  Decalog and an E x p o s i t i o n  o f  the Seventh, 
N i n t h  and Tenth Commandments. 

The reader  w i l l  no doubt recognize t he  au thor  
as pas to r  o f  P inehu rs t  Lutheran Church i n  Eau C l a i r e ,  
Wisconsin, a member congregat ion o f  t he  Evange l i ca l  
Lu t he ran Synod. 

As he i n d i c a t e s  i n  h i s  i n t r o d u c t i o n ,  Pas to r  
Oesleby has had a  long  and a b i d i n g  i n t e r e s t  i n  the  
sub jec t  o f  t h i s  monograph. One does n o t  have t o  
read ve ry  f a r  t o  r e a l i z e  a l s o  t h a t  he has penet ra ted  
deeply i n t o  t he  sub jec t  and read w ide ly ,  as i s  e v i -  
dent n o t  o n l y  f rom the  three-page b i b l i o g r a p h y  a t  
the end o f  the  book, bu t  a l s o  f rom the  book i t s e l f .  
The a u t h o r ' s  i n t e r e s t  and p r o f i c i e n c y  i n  Hebrew, 
s t i m u l a t e d  by h i s  s t u d i e s  under t he  eminent Hebrew 
scho la r  D r .  Menahem Hansoor a t  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  
Wisconsin some years ago, i s  a t t e s t e d  by h i s  use o f  
the Samari tan Pentateuch and t he  Nash Papyrus, bo th  
o f  which have a  bear ing  on the s tudy o f  the  Decalog. 



Other  sources incorpora ted  i n t o  h i s  s tudy i nc l ude  
va r i ous  vers ions  o f  t he  Ten Commandments by Lu ther  
and o t h e r  scho la rs ,  a1 1 quoted i n  t he  o r i g i n a l  
language, i n c l u d i n g  L a t i n ,  Norwegian, and severa l  
v in tages  o f  German and Eng l i sh .  Whi le  t h e  m u l t i t u d e  
o f  languages w i l l  r e t a r d  the  read ing  progress o f  
almost anyone, these sources p rov ide  a  v e r i t a b l e  
storehouse o f  t reasures  f o r  one who would approach 
t h e  sub jec t  i n  t he  s p i r i t  o f  c a r e f u l  research. 

The rev iewer  must confess t h a t  he has found 
h i m s e l f  i n  b a s i c  agreement w i t h  t he  au thor  d u r i n g  
t he  pas t  decade o r  so when he has heard him speak 
o f  t h e  n i n t +  and t e n t h  commandments. He a l s o  f e e l s  
t h a t  i n  :hss work as w e l l  as i n  "Your Ne ighbo rss  
Place" Pas to r  Oesleby makes a conv inc ing  case f o r  
t he  separate l i s t i n g  s f  t he  l a s t  two commandments. 
I n  t he  work here reviewed, he goes i n t o  d e t a i l  t o  
show t h a t  t h e  Hebrew verbs chamad and avah, used - 
i n  these commandments, a r e  i n  themselves o f  n e u t r a l  
connota t ion ,  and t h a t  t h e  s i n  l i e s  i n  the  d e s i r i n g  
o f  something t h a t  i s  someone e l se ' s .  He comes t o  
t he  same conc lus ion  w i t h  regard t o  t he  Greek verb  
epithumeo, as w e l l  as i t s  noun and a d j e c t i v e  cog- 
nates. For t h a t  reason he p r e f e r s  t o  t r a n s l a t e  t he  
verb  o f  t h e  l a s t ' t w o  commandments "desire",  and n o t  
"covet", which he shows t o  be ambiguous, obsoles-  
cen t  and mis leading.  

The au thor  a l s o  a b l y  demonstrates t h a t  i t  i s  
un tenab le  t o  emphasize t he  verb a t  t he  expense o f  
t h e  d i r e c t  o b j e c t ,  which i s  done i n  many catechisms 
and exp lana t i ons  which group the  l a s t  two command- 
ments toge ther  and, by s t r e s s i n g  the  s i n  o f  covet -  
ousness i n  t h a t  connect ion,  imply  t h a t  t he  l a s t  two 
commandments condemn i n t e r n a l  s i n s  whereas t he  f i r s t  
e i g h t  condemn e x t e r n a l  s ins .  The f a c t  i s ,  o f  course, 
t h a t  a l l  t e n  commandments condemn s i n s  o f  thought ,  
des i re,  gesture,  word and deed. No one can read the 
Sermon on t he  Mount and s i m i l a r  passages w i t h o u t  

a r r i v i n g  a t  t h a t  conc lus ion.  Repeatedly the  au thor  
reminds the  reader  o f  the  comprehensive na tu re  o f  
each o f  t he  commandments. 

The l a r g e  number o f  sources quoted i n  t h e  book 
a t  t imes g i ves  t he  reader a  f e e l i n g  o f  abruptness 
and l a c k  o f  t r a n s i t i o n .  However, t h e  wea l t h  o f  
i n f o rma t i on  con ta ined  i n  these pages more than com- 
pensates f o r  t ha t .  H i s  repeated use o f  E n g l i s h  
B i b l e  vers ions  i s  va luable.  

The format  i s ,  i n  genera l ,  a t t r a c t i v e  and l e g i -  
b l e .  The work i s  typed and mimeographed. There 
a r e  a  few t ypog raph i ca l  e r r o r s ,  as can be expected 
o f  such a  process. Only one ins tance  i s  de tec ted  
where t h e  meaning i s  changed and i n  t h a t  ins tance,  
page 1 ,  l i n e  27, t h e  nega t i ve  i s  s e l f - e v i d e n t l y  an 
e r r o r .  

Th i s  monograph i s  a  l a b o r  o f  l ove  produced by 
a  man who i s  deeply i n t e r e s t e d  as w e l l  as knowledge- 
a b l e  i n  t h i s  f i e l d .  I t  deserves ou r  c a r e f u l  study. 

Rudolph E. Honsey 
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