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® Rapprochement between the Roman atnNnol1lc
and Protestant Churches ı1in the Doectrine of
Au Baticn: |Danger or hope?‘
Annä  Ng zwıschen der römısch katholischen un
den protestantıischen Kırchen der
Rechtfertigungslehre: Gefahr der Hoffnung?
Rapprochement entre l’Eglıse Catholique omaıne et
les Eglıses Protestantes SUur la doctrine de la
Justıfication Danger ESPDOLF de reglement?
E Hahn Tübıngen

RESUME entre les Eglıses des dernıeres
annees sSur le de ’uniıite ONnt DOUF
but de Surmonter les divisıions duCet artıcle EXDOSE grands £raıts les

dıfferences ımportiantes entre la sıecle Pr UNe nouvelle comprehensıon
conceptıon de Ia Justificatıon Dar la foL de la posıtlıon chacun Il reste
chez Martın Luther et Ia reactiıon de SAOUVOLFr S5L sımplement glıisse sSUur les
Eglıse Catholıque omaıne lors du dıfferences SL les problemes ONt

Concıle de Trente Pour Luther Ia reellement etfe resolus, S! le fosse entre
doctrine de Ia Justificatıon Dar Ia fol les Exglıses tend Jusqu fondement

efaılt DaS Un sımple doctrıne S! on est seulement
autres, MAaLS le erıtere decısıf de dıfferentes formes d’expression de Ia

doctrine PDPar lequel la verıltle de chaque INeme fOL Ce debat devraıt faıre SeniıLr
declaratıion de fol o1t etre S57 cCe (1  &2 chretiens protestants la necessıte de
doectrine est edulcoree A de INeme ralılter la Justıfıcatıon du pecheur PDPar Ia
de la fOl, la ULE et des actes de LOut de Dıeu NO  - DasS DpOoLN.
chretien de l’Eglıse dans sSon de doctrine autre INaLs
ensemble Tandıs QUEC Luther nsıste SUur le centre la proclamatıon el de
le sola fiıde e concıle de Trente l’enseignement chretıens, le
comprend Ia foL fides arıtate E  eme de la foL chretienne et le
formata Les (PUUTes demontrent Mmessage d’esperance DOUF le monde
l’authenticıite de la foL Les discussions entıer

USAMMENFASSUN! nıcht OL Lehrstück neben anderen
sondern das Krıterıum Jjeder Lehre

In dem Artıkel werden zunächst dıe dem sıch dıe Sachgemässheıit aller
schwerwiegenden Unterschiede zwıschen Glaubensaussagen entscheıidet Wırd dıe
der Darlegung der Rechtfertigung bei Rechtfertigung verfehlt LST Glaube
Martın Luther und der Reaktıon der Leben und Handeln des einzelnen
römısch hatholıschen Kırche aufdem OChrısten LE der Kırche als anzer
Konzil UO.  s Trıent shızzıert Für Luther verfehlt Wo Luther dıe Bedeutung des
LSEt der Artıkel vVvO  s der Rechtfertigung sola fide einschärft versteht das
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Trıiıdentinum den Glauben als fides ungebrochenen römıschen
charıtate formata: erst dıe Werke Iradıtionsprinzips WAare 1er DVOr allem
erweısen den Glauben als echt dıe durch dıe ıenter Anathematıismen

Die Einiıgungsverhandeln zwıschen egeıistlıche Wırklichkeit
den Kırchen ın den etzten Jahren zıelen bedenken.
darauf, durch eın Verständnıs der Protestantische Chrısten sollten sıch
Jeweılıgen Posıtıon dıe Gräben des durch dıe Debatte verpflıichtet sehen, dıe
16.Jahrhunderts überbrücken. Dabei:i Rechtfertigung des Sünders durch dıe
hbleibt dıe Frage offen, ob 1er nade Gottes nıcht als konfessionellesUnterschiede ledıglich vertuscht oder Spezialthema behandeln, sondern als
wırklıich aufgehoben werden, ob der Rıss das T’hema des chrıstlıchen Lebens aufszwıschen den Kırchen durch das euUue 1LNSs Zentrum vVvO  < VerkündıgungFundament geht oder ob NnUur und Lehre rücken, als Botschaft der
unterschiedliche Auslegungsformen des Hoffnung für alle Welt.
einen Glaubens betrifft. Angesiıchts des

Introduction understanding of Justificatiıon and the
reactiıon of the Council of Trent LO the
eformation. In Part wiıll outline the'The topıc which ATr dealıng wıth ake

question hıch will be answered al the fiındıngs of the ecumenıcal cCommı1ss1ıonN
end But the topıc Iso includes STLATLE- Justification ın Germany, fiırst publiıshed
ment that contaıns quıte surprIıse. 'T’hıs 1ın 1986 In Part SOINE reactions LO thıs
surprıse fiınd 1ın the term Tapproche- document 111 be presented and finallyment.. 'There 1S question that the OCU- the inıtial question wiıll be answered.
ments published 1n recent by
Varıous ecumenı1cal ComMmM1sSS]1o0Ns testify Martın Luther f  0 JustificationLO remarkable Con  NC between the
Roman Catholiec Church an the
Churches of the Reformation. On the

“The Justificatıon artıcle 1S5 the master an
princıpal, lord, leader an Judge of alother hand, lookıng al the documents of kınds of doctrine. It TV and SOV-the 16th CenturYy, the term Tapproche- TNSs CVETY doctrine wıthın the Churchment‘ wıth regard LO each sS1de’s teachıng an upholds CONSCIENCE before GodJustificatıon ould SPCEEIN hıghly

ınapproprlate. What find there 18 the
ıthout thıs artıcle the world 1S utterly
death an darkness. * It 1s only thıs artıcleexact Opposıte of rapprochement. 'The that makes theolog1ans. It 1S by thısterm anathema damnamus 1s frequently artıcle that the Church stands fallsused, ındıcatıng the exclusion ofthe ODDO- (artıculus tantıs et cadentiıs ecclesıiae).nent heretic, hıs separatıon from the Concentrating Justification, thechurch and the fellowship ofthe belıevers, Church 1s indıcatıng her centre ellhandıng hım vVer LO 0d’s eternal Judge- her boundaries. It 1s here an here alonement. that the subject of theology 1s being de-speak of rapprochement today,

mMUust reckon wıth the ENOTTINOUS gap left
fined 'The subject of theology 1s sınful
INan, accused and lost, an the God whoLO from Reformation tımes. 'The QUCS- Justifies an thıs INa  } of S1N. What-tıon ' danger hope?’ indicates that the Ver 1sS disputed an discussed 1ın theologybrıdging ofthıs gap ın times might not apart from thıs subject 1s 1r0or an pO1-be wholly desirable iın V1eW of the 1mMpDor- Son

tance of the doectrine of Justification for Thiıs that Justification 1S not ONeChristianity. doctrine N others, but here findThese ıntroductory remarks oOPpCN the the poıint from which lıfe Ca  - be PTFOD-WaVYVY for presentatıon of this topıc In erly viewed before the holy God On thearts wiıll deal wıth Luther’s WaY 1ın hıch define thıs point that
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everything Ise Chrıstian faıth and the- destroying Christian ethıcs The NSe-
ology depends Through Justification YUENCES of mısunderstanding Justifica-
COME to understand who God hat tıon Libertinısm Ca  ; be SeEEeNMN the
COChrıst has one for hat the work of other front that of the peasents the
the Holy Spirıt wh INa  b and tiınomı1an front Even the believer needs
hat the weıight of sS1MN sıgnıfies Justifica- the revealıng law of God because he

INalns S111NerL1078N strictly eschatologically orıented although hrıst)
evervyon« will stand before G0d the CTeEa- rıghtousness counted hıs favour
LOr an Judge In thıs the daıly Therefore S1111 nOot only forgıven 1T Iso
confessıon of S1115 meant LO PTFreCDare for must be thrown out Entering daıly iınto
E final aPpPCATraNlE before God The ONe baptısm that ATe called LO
preachıng of the law discloses SITU- consıder ourselves dead owards S11 Rom
atl10Nn before G0d human beings have bro- 11) hrıst has brought not only 2T7da-
ken the first commandment faılıng LO L1a but Iso donum the gift of the Holy
put theır entiıre trust (G0d Father Spirıt who fıghts agaınst S11 'Therefore
Out of thıs basıc transgressıon follow al the LWO sıdes cannot be separated for
the other Lransgress10ons of 0d’s COIN- Christ’s sake Aare declared rıghteous
mandments The law Iso reveals od’s and ATe made rıghteous imputed an
Judgment uDOoN the S1111er From thıs effective Justificatıon are ONeEe an the
revelatıon Ca  - only flee LO Christ’ Samne only sSeen from dıfferent angles
eross—-the WaYy hıch opened by the Justification the only WaY tO D1IVeE
Gospel LO the tormented CONSCIENCE be-

'T’hıs understandıng of Justification put IT based the exXtIra NLOS of
Luther posıtı1on hıch he had to Chrıist’s work It the only WaY LO
fight LWO dıfferent fronts. Peters cCounter certaınty of faıth because 1T 0eSs
calls them ‘the monks’ front an the PCaS-
nts front’.* 'Towards the first, Luther

not depend INa  } works that ATe
sufficıent but Christ death an 1e6S-

emphasızes STaCcCEe the free gift of God urrection (J0d faıthful Ca  - rely
Justification 0€eSs not 1Nean God Just completely Hıs DTOINISC
an he wants tLO become Just he Whıle Justificatıon Was gaıned by

through OWI) endeavour Rather Christ the 1T ould be of uUusSe
G(Ü0d JUuSt an through Christ he 1mparts LO ıf ıt WerTe not distributed an admın-
thıs dıyıne Justice LO wıthout an y CON- iıstered Thıs happens through the procla-
trıbution of N C—— IN OW. contrıbution matıon of the gospel through the word of
being only S1MN 'Thıs the admırabiıle absolution followıng the confess1i0n and
oOoMMercıum.,, the ‘miraculous exchange’, through the Lord’s Supper Through

explained the freedom of these the exalted hrıst hımself
Christian Man (1520) “The rıch, noble, the ofthe Holy Spirıt distributes
u briıdegroom Christ the the frunt of hıs death and resurrection LO
PDOOT despised bad hlıttle prostıtute (the the belıever
human soul) everythıing that belongs LO
Christ al hıs riıches and glory, g1ven tO 3 Justihcation a the Councıiıl of
thıs bride and everythıng that belongs tO ren (1545-1563) Decretum S
her the S1711 S1ven LO Chrıiıst the brıde- Justification (6th Jan 13,
2T00M What happy household thıs will
be, hriıst/ Justice ı far LOO strong for
the bride’s S1115 'The MarT1ase  6G6rtr  ”' F rmn$g be- 'The effect of the Reformation made thıs
tween the LWO faith.® Luther Iso de- councıl—ın the CYCS of the Catholiec
fines faıth fides apprehensiva Church—necessary T’here W as generalChristi— the faıth that apprehends
Christ’

dıisorder monasterles WeTe being dıs-
solved few people knew an y INOTE what

Justification by faıth alone wıthout they should beheve preach Therefore
works has always een erntic1zed the ıntent.ıon Was tOo strengthen Roman
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Catholic faıth by declarıng what tru pentant sınner, after havıng rece1ved the
Roman Christian must believe an by STaCEe of Justification, 1sS5 acquıtted of hıs
refuting hat they consıdered the here- guilt an of hıs eternal penalty 1ın the
S1eSs of the Reformation. that there 1s 10011 for an Yy tem-

It should be noted that not everythiıng poral penalty which has tLO be pald either
that 1s saı1d 1s bındıng Roman Catholiec ın thiıs time ın the future 1ın purga(torYy,
dogma 'The first part 1S formed by before the AaCCESS to the re1gn of heaven
capıta (chapters) that SETVE the wıll be opened: anathema sSıt
an background for the following
Canrnones (canons) that alone Aare dogma ın The endeavour of the ecumenıcal
the that theır acceptance 15 oblıga- COomMMIlss1ıon concerning
LOTY, NECESSaACY for salvatıon for the true Justification, sacraments and ffice
Roman Catholiec Christian. “T’he TO-
Sanct, ecumenıcal and general Councıl of It ould be WTONS LO thınk that affırma-
Trent undertakes tOo CXDOSC the tru: tıons such the oNnes quoted clear
an! healthy doctrine of Justification, ıt enough to perpetuate the gap between the
W as taught Dy Christ Jesus, transmıtted Roman Catholiec an! the Protestant
by the apostles, preserved continuously Churches, and that only wıthdrawal
by the OCatholic Church through the SUu$S- from such condemnations could OPCN the
gestion of the Holy Spirıt she MOST. WaY for rapprochement. This, however,strictly forbıds that aln VONC 1ın future 1s ımpossıble the Roman Catholic sıde,should are LO beliıeve, preach teach SINCE the CanonNs, which geLt theır author-
dıfferently than prescr1ibed and declared 1ty through the Holy Spirit who gu1ldes the
by thıs present deecretum.’

'The moOost ımportant topıcs ATe the
Church through the apostles an finally
through Chrıiıst hımself, ATre meant LO be

question of free will (ch 1) the necessıity bındıng. yet the ecumen1ı1cal COoMMIS-
of preparatıon to reCeEIVve STraCce an JuS- S10N LO the conclusion: ‘Concerningtification chs 5—6.), STraCce inherent the understanding of the Justification of
qualıty, faıth fides charıtate formata the siınner the mutual declarations of
(ch {): certaiınty of salvatıon (ch 9.12):; anathematızatıon of the 16th century—the meriıt ofgood works (ch 16) 'The COUN- wıth the effect of separatıon between the
c1il’s erıtic1ısm of the eformatıon teaching churches longer apply tO the partnerJustification Ca  ; be summMmed ın of today.”“ The cCommMmM1ssS10N has adoptedthese terms: °‘No freedom, eal NECW
being”, ethıcs, merıts, Church procedure hıch 185 marked by the follow-

ıng questions: ‘Agaınst whom 1s partıcu-(baptism!).””“ lar condemnation directed? Has thıs
'The quotatiıon ofthree CAanNnons 15 mean condemnatiıon really met the actual hıs-

TLO illustrate the dimensıion of the Sap be- torıcal sıtuatıon? Does ıt. apply LO the sıtu-
tween Roman Catholic an Protestant atıon of the partner today? S hat 1S
teachıing: Can ‘Whoever Sayvy>s that JUS- the rank and importance ofthe remaıinıngtıfyıng faıth 1s nothing Ise than TUS 1ın difference?”®
divıne that forgives the SINS for Broadly speakıng, there{fore, the COTN-
Christ’s sake; that ıt 1s thıs TUuS alone mıss1ıon states change 1ın the relatıon-
by hıch ATre Saved: anathema sıl,
shall be anathematized’. sh1ıp between the Churches, brought

about by the ecumenı1cal movement an
Can ‘Whoever SaysS that the the 11 Vatıcan Councıl, growıng under-

ce1ved Justificatiıon 1S not preserved nel- standıng wıthın Bıblical scholarship,ther enlarged before (G0d by g0o0d works, ell 1ın the ofChurch Hıstory an
but that these works ATr merely the fruts Hıstory of Doctrine; vVec often, the CONMN-
an S1gNSs oftheJustificatıion rece1ıved, an demnations of the 16th CeNtury WerTe
not Iso the 1E4S0ON for ıts increase: anath- made Out of m1isunderstanding 12N0-
enm sıt ofthe other’s posıtıon. Seven

Can W hoever SaYyY>S that ach AI being examıned: ‘the depravıty of hu-
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INa  ; nature’, "CONCuplScCeNCEe’, 'humanıty mentally CONtrary “T’he difference exX1ISts
Y al the O0LT oth God an the Christianpassıvely 0d’s 9TraCle,

ward outwardJustificatiıon’ (effective AT defined differently 319 Whereas the
forens1c), Taith alone and good  F works;’, Councıl of 'Irent VIEWS INa  - partner
‘certaınty of salvatiıon., ‘merit’, ” leadıng Justificatıon, wıth 0d’s STaCcCEe and
LO the already mentioned conclusıon man OW actıvıty workıng together,“
that—)udged theologically—there Are the Lutheran Reformatıon‚Justificatıion ı
INOTe TEASONS for the separatıon of the od’s work alone and the Christian
Roman Catholic an the Protestant only creation out of nothıng, Creatiura
Churches the basıs of the doctrine of verbı, under the condemnıng word of the
justificatıon law an the creatıing ofthe gospel.“

Baur  s booklet has provoked
Reactions to the document quıte number of erıitical reactıons ÖOne

published by the ecumeniıical of the INal questi1ons dealt wıth has LO do
wıth the sıgnıfıcance of the dıfferences
Does the gap splıt the foundatıon 1T

Among the VerYvy INanYy contrıbutions that DSap less fundamental level?
WeTe provoked by thıs document 0)81  D The maJor1ıty of Lutheran theolog1ıans
must be mentioned especlally It Was ould Sa VYvy No the Sap nOoL fundamen-
wrıtten ı 1989 by Jörg Baur, Professor of tal but 1T Ca  - be brıdged EVEN ıf there

number of problems LO be solvedTheology at Göttingen, under the tıtle
agree E Pa 4 TW  D P a  mst1ficatmn"’16 In CONN- But the Uunıty ofthe Church possıble

Tas LO the ManYy posıtıve reactions, thıs the basıs of thıs document T'hıs of
harsh er1ıt1c1sm ofthe method an the takes back tOo the inıtıal question Does

results of the document Baur doesn’t thıs approach INean danger hope for
hesıtate LO uUusSe strong I1l  9 unusual

wıthın the Lutheran Church?
sıtuatıon organısatıons working

thiıs kınd of theological debate, when
he speaks of “Tintenfischökumeniı1k’ (ecu- When look al the history of the

of the octopus)”‘“— obscuring the Roman Catholie and the Protestant
matter (as ıth octopus-ınk) instead of Churches when consıder the N1SE@-

gettuung the quest1ons clear! QUEINCECS that the teachıng of Justification
Baur InNal poın of er1ıt1c1sm has had them Ca  s only SaVvyY 'T’he Sgap

the hermeneutical procedure of the OCU- TeINAalNSs until thıs VE day The 1ıdea of
ment The authors LrYy LO fiınd oOut whether cCooperatıon between INa  - an God the
the LWO s1ıdes have understood each other TEa of salvatıon wıdepread Nn Ro-

INa  - Catholic believers Whether thıscorrectly not then offer Ne under-
standıng of the 'Therefore the OCU- popular Catholiceism accordance wıth
ment presents ‘hermeneutic of the 1ts theologıcal interpretatıon quıte
hermeneutic What MIUSSINS, however other StOTYy We should Iso reCOMNIZE that

the question whether the LWwoO sıdes there AI hrıstians wıthın the Roman
Catholie Church wh beheve ‚Jesusave understood the of Justificatıon

correctly nOot Baur deplores that for COhrist accordıng to Reformation teach-
thıs Teason the real confrontation—be- ing! OWE@EeVver the problem TeMmMaıns 'The
tween sınful INa  - an the holy G0od—does Catholie princıple of tradıtion makes
NnOL COMNE 1INTO focus He remıinds the real break wıth the old an completely
reader that the Councıl of Irent dıdn’t Ne begiınnıiıng vırtually impossıble
spea. of lesser dıfferences rather ‘Rome Therefore will only get Ne nterpre-
Sa W eformation Justification another at]ıons of old dogmas The danger that
God than ıts OW. wh acted completely thıs PTOCESS the undamental questions
m_ ı91l  d1fi'erently from the Roman Catholiec will not. be exposed but rather concealed
G0d 218 OoOWever should Iso ask the OPPO-

Hıs conclusıon that the dıifferent p - SITE question How INanYy Protestant
S1t10NSs regardıng God an are funda- Christians really know Justificatıon by
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faıth how Man Y lıve those that AT 111; escC. Peters, Eıinführung ı dıe
Justified by faıth an how INan y of them re vVO.  - A S  Gnade un Rechtfertigung,Darmstadt * 1989, 173ATE realıty followıng SOINE kind of- GF: Denzinger (ed Hünermann)ergı1sm? Therefore 1T extremely OTr-
tant that make usSe of thıs OPPOFTUNITLY Ench  alrıdıion symbolorum Freıburg et

NO that Justification has COTNE back iınto 1991,; 1520
esc. Ö cıt. 208the centre of discussıon We must PTO- 41 Cf Denzinger Ö c1ıt. 1562 1574 1580

claım Justification Dy faıth to the people (T ann, enberg,
meet wıthın the contexts hıch hrverurteilungen—kırc entrennend? Vol

work We should not do thıs ıf 1T WeTEC ch 986,1, Freiburg/Göttingen
Lutheran speclalıty but hat 1T really Lehmann 0 C1ıt 15

the gospel MesSsSase of freedom irom Cf ıbıd
S1711 death an the devıl through ‚Jesus 15 &} ıbıd 35ff.48ff

Kınıg Sachen Rechtfertigung? Tübın-Christ It thıs and thıs alone!) that
gen 1989ODP1C brings hope LO the comMmMUuNıtıES CI Ö C1IL 23an the sSocıetles which lıve an Ibıd

SETVE Ibıd 109
() CGf 1ıbıd
21 DE ıbıd

otes Cf Pöhlmann "Trenn dıe ec.  er-
tiıgungsgslehre wirklich och dıe onfes-

aper presented al the theologıcal COIl- s10nen? Schütte (Ed ınıg der
atıon ofURIM (European Inner Miıs- Lehre DO  S der Eechtfertigung, aderborn

wiıt. the Lutheran hurch) 1990 16f (oE Iso Küuüh:  } U ./Pesch
9°7 B 1996 al Svendborg, Denmark Rechtfertigung Dısput Tübıngen 1991

205 author Sl translatıon Lange ed.) UÜberhaolte Verurteiulun-
11 308 gen? Göttingen 1991 Mannerma

Inıg Sachen Rechtfertigung”? TAR( A _.Peters Rechtfertigung, andadDuUuCcC.
(1990) 39295—335 Pfnür ‘VerworfenSystemaltıscher ologıe Gütersloh

35 und ausgeschlossen der TE VO  .
20f£f der na und Rechtfertigung?

Cf ı1bıd 25 Schütte (Ed f ınıg der Lehre DVO  S der
Cf 39 | thes (ef Peters loc C1t Rechtfertigung aderborn 1990 43692
41 ref. 48) Schütte Okumenisches erständnıiıs
'Thıs der Rechtfertigungslehre Idem Ed.)o0es not appi1y to discıplınary
Canones however cf esc. Das Kon- ınıg der Lehre DO  s der Rechtfertigung,
711 Von TIrıent und dıe Folgen aderDorn 1990 6383

Facıng ell Autobiography S81
.John enham

InE book Wenham faces the final moral The evd Dr John Wenham Was

question of eXISTENCE of Scripture how member of the Society for New Testament
reconcıle the everlastıng torment of UudYy Hıs academıc appoıntments included

Hell wıth the perfect love of G0d? But thıs Vice Princıpal of Iyndale rısto
nNnOot much theological treatıse 2ASs en of Latımer House
autobiography Wenham treats the doctrine
of hell wıthın the CoONtText of hıs OWI) lıfe STOTYy 85364 8717 paperbac :DD

of evangelıc theology B. 198 mm
verı1table who of the

hcal WOTF.ce:  gel
aternoster Publishing Box 300 arlısle 1r1a CA3 0QS
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