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1: 17 [HoOBPZENICI o THEN, BU2r0EM~NEHLES ]
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® E. Kisemann, An die Romer (HbNT 8a; 2. durchgesehene Aufl. ; Tiibingen : Mohr,
1974) 31; J. D. B. Dunn, Romans (WBC 38AB ; Dullas : Word Books, 1988) 1.54; H.
Schlier, Der Romerbrief (HThKNT6 ; Freiburg i.Br. : Herder, 1977) 48 ; U. Wilckens, Der
Brief an die Romer (2. verbesserte Aufl. ; 3 Bde ; Neukirchen-Vluyn : Neikirchener Verlag,
1987) 1.93, 101 ; E. Lohse, Der Brief an die Rimer (KEK5 ; Gottingen : Vandenhoeck &
Ruprecht, 2003) 83, 85-86; JIISHE M [0 ~Fasze] HOCfE, 2010 47, 67-68 Hx ZHH,
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" Dunn, 1.56 # %, 1, C.E.B. Cranfield, A Critical and Exegetical Commentary on
the Epistle to the Romans (ICC; 2 vols ; Edinburgh : T.&T. Clark, 1975-79) 1.110-111
F, EOEHICBNT (B3 1:17), MORDOALLT, MORKY HTERE N
LEEZTHRDLN, LA, BEVHEOLNLUAOMFOWHE THDL EEZ HX
& CTd %o H. Lietzmann, An die Romer (Tiibingen : Mohr-Siebeck, 1906) 8 % £:&,

® Wilckens, 1102 % £/,

B 7 dnokedlmte O FF LW FR 4 09 45 AT 1E, LSJ 201 ; Bauer-Aland, 184 ; A.
Oepke, “amokertmtw,” ThWNT 111 565-597 ; T. Holtz, “amokarimiw,” EWNT 1. 312-317
i T

2t L < 13, G.Bornkamm, “Die Offenbarung des Zornes Gottes,” in ders., Das
Ende des Gesetzes. Paulustudien (Miinchen : Kaiser, 1952) 9-33; N. Walter, “Gottes
Zorn und das ,,Harren der Kreatur”. Zur Koprrespondenz zwischen Rémer 1,18-32 und
8,19-22,” in ders., Praeparatio Evangelica. Studien zur Umuwelt, Exegese und
Hermeneutik des Neuen Testaments (Tiibingen : Mohr-Siebeck, 1997) 293-302 % Z:H,
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" Ders., Reformation als Entscheidung, S.8.
' Ebd., S.7-10.

' Ebd., S.10f.

" Ebd., S.11-17.
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VEYANE] OB LT, WML HL, L Tw < ik
AP SO TH Lo M, FHRYCEIERL NS0T
07 ALY »7 4 XA, BURl, ERHEMZ b - TR, 7
BYHORM L2 BAN, MrmiEfi oz L 2MEE L2
Thbb, ZIIGABAHLICTS, EMZERECHEE, A=
b, 2 L CRBERER L OBRICBWTHES ) LT 2REDEND
D, 2O M) OB\HEERBEE I I LTRLL, 4 74 aE—7
SHEEN, BUNOBEBICERES A L%, /L MR FRL TV o 72
DTHBY,

SO, NV MEFEHES FA Y F) A MEIEPTL T <
72 Uil o 72RO HT T, SFREYEED, L) DIy — ot L HUY A,
ST TRY YT 4 AL G RE A LD RO g &
BHL7ze ZLTIDZ &L, HOZFOHBOEEDOLZ L%, ZOkR
B & IS 2 K& B, MEElERE L2 DL %L, L
L, FEUCECHBNERL IR T 2 S ORI, FRUCEMEREIZ B W
T, IERERROFFENIFOEGE LR SNL0DTHY, 20
BRGSO Z DB O TFEYCEAF L O A, S HIZI3FFRE
FAZ B b FHUCEM AR ORM 2 BET 52 L1220 TH b,

(3) W —fhEE OELY A A
COXEITEYRETREFEE L TOFEHR R & BRI L |

' Ebd., S.17-24. ; ders., Lutherfeier 1933, S.17-21.
¥ Ders., Reformation als Entscheidung, S.23.
* Ebd., S.6f.,, 10-19, 23f. ; ders., Lutherfeier 1933, S.6,8.
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T, 2NVMNIZOH, ATy Y EIBATIVY —OREIIN T 4%
IR MLA T IGD, OMELRILSE Voo, ZORRIEN
O [#asEY]) (1932-674) OHICBNDL Z LIk b, TOR,
ZOWN MADAETTZDH DS, 1D Z OFERLEH 2 NI L7z
LDOTHoTze Thbb, 2NV MOLT —~OEIITE LI2FD 1%
(Prolegomena), § &b biEOMFOEBEZ L L5 I2EP LT
bo TLTC A DT —<IZOWTELAKE, 27NV MIED KLV Y —
ZHIEEVICHL, VY — L DOMFHEIIBWT, HEFOMFE % R &
TV EVI BN HTIPMSENTWEDTH D, = L THAMKIL X
LT —~b, EHGOMEERREIWLbDTHo72, T4
bbZNE, VI —PEEEEEREOTLREE L2, b
DVIHEFOREL L TOMOFHEOER”, BE L CoREIH
2, FENERROPLNER THY, SIS =%
FHOICEBRRREAE BT P L THoTze ZOWHYHHNTTD,
VY —HBOFE) #ZBICH LW LD, NV ho@EsNIR
EHHIBWT, VY —%ELELEREb > TSN EHEREIND
bDTHb, TNHDOFSHTIE, HHWERFIEIR ST, Sm%k
BRDOLEHE b > TVY —DFENBEILIN T 2D TH 5,
bolkd, NVMINVY —MHFETRCTEBHE L CHMIZZEL
e Tid RS, TS Az S REL, BYELZORAE

*! Barth, Kirchliche Dogmatik I-1, Miinchen 1932, S.18, 30, 71£.,92, 98.
* Ebd., S.156f.

* Ebd., S.142, 148f., 156f., 161, 259

" Ebd., IV-1, Zollikon-Ziirich, 1953, S.579f.

* Ebd., I-1, S.18, 30
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BLTw5, )b TRShmM] & ToRshzm] X4
2, MO R BIET 2 GRS 2 LI ot R & S,
F2F VA RFHIIOWTYH, FNAF) R oW % b o TARMY
bOEMLL, Ml NHOBROART S LT 5 fEkz o
TERERHL TV, AL O ME % b o0 RS %
T OEEA, F ) A Ml BV TR L, RUR ks hogcEn
e BADIEAI . EHIZ, 7V MINVEY =28 A EET O
FIMER B L, HERICN T 2 EE OB Z AL T a®, 22
BWTh, WY —LOREEOHR T/ P OMEAS LY BT CRE
ENTWL T ADARB5 9.

[BEHBEF] RN ZOL) R MAANS, Ly —I1FEN
N MR L C— 2 NSHEN A ZH ThIL, HERN LA T
ON—EEGZ-MEHEIB LT, Wy — I FEFIORCTRO TE
TRMFENFHEO/)N— N F—ThoZ L MBEITHLNLITETH
5%, 2D XA, NV hONE =TI E F OMETLR % D
AL LTRSS, ML [V —Wfge] & LTRSS h7:
SOTIEerolze LL, FSIIROZFOMEEE BT 721 5 —

* Ebd., I1-2, Zollikon-Ziirich 1942, S.71.
* Ebd. IV-2, (Zollikon-Ziirich 1955), S.89-91.
% L HEEIZOW T Ebd, -1 (Zollikon 1940), S.407.

NIV N DIV EF —FRFRIZOWTIE, LUF O Hk% 204 . Ebeling, Karl Barths Rin-
gen mit Luther, S.454-459, 492f., 5171., 551f. ; Bornkamm, Luther im Spiegel, S.120-
123 ; Lohse, Martin Luther, S.237f.

* Ebeling, Karl Barths Ringen mit Luther, $.530-533.

I Y 7 EZ ORI L > TUTOZ L 2R L. Thbb, N
VN FEDTLBAKT T BN 8 — OEPRKREVE LT, ZHUINVy —DfEl~ D
WIS T28EL0 0, VY — DR EBRENDESGE VI RELD
Tholzbww) T L Thb, (Ebeling, Karl Barths Ringen mit Luther, S.533.)
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Z Db OOWFED, Wit < FRAEEMEEE O TRINE NS 2 L2
ko Thbh, iTUTAY VT4 AANOEHERIERE & FEHUCE
MFEADIFOEFOH T, V& —WfFerKE RS VE S > TERS
N7ZoOTHhb, LT, TNEFTHERTENNVMORBEE LR L L,
ZAUTEERIIOV & — | ZB P L, 22 SHBIEICBT A 1HE L&
AHELA D & B AABAFETETH - 720 2 212 HH T LK
RVICEDL FTHENENTELBLNERIIHETLOTH D,

bold, ZoX) B L WiFROMRIZ IV ORI L 2
RIS 2 BRI OB L TV ZEARBENLREZS I,
T b HIRIEAEIZALE % DB D (ein Ewig-Gleiches) ~D K7 %
B 72012, BRI & 2 ORE L AYHE B 10 L ORI Ay 7 BE. 0
ERSBDoIDTH b, TOME, [HEH] 2HFFO [HbF
(Hilfswissenschaft) | & A& D 2 OBMESFRIB SN D Z L2k
20 ZOX ) BERN LR E LT, HETFSICHTITAS
TAALERELIEOTHY, ERMFEICBILEEERZHA L7
DThoTze ZLTZOERNLZDDERETLHDOL LT IS
ENDITREL S RBEEZBZ 20N, PLLFTHY, HoOFEHYEH
fECHo72DTH5H",

COL) HbIFT, FIUTER LSBT FEOR, vy —WiIcB B E
PHFZE I ERIZ BT 5o 2 Ns, ERMZEO TR OB & —

* Barth, Kirchliche Dogmatik, I-1, S.3.
' Groll, Wilfried Ernst Troeltsch und Karl Barth, Miinchen 1976, S.12f. (T &34
ANV VT LoV M= A2 B A Eife—] #OCsE 1991 45 13-14 5)
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Wgelcd 725 L7k R cdh - 7%

3. REAEHLAICHIZIE-HE:

WE —EADEFR & ZDFIARERE
HEDO X, HTOT RS VT 4 ALANOTERNREE & 3
MEAORIFOERO R T, FAEMERETFIIbIo T, vy —
O [HiE] L OHKEPRZRI) A Z IR L7z, 2 L TZId 1960 4F
RICEDFT, VI —WIRERICKE REEERITL, LR 7% 5
ELTOMEEZ DD ERBY,

* Ebeling, Die Bedeutung der historisch-kritischen Methode fiir die protestantischen
Theologie und Kirche, ZThK 47, 1950, S.1-46, Z Z Tl S.1f.

B Yoy —mEAOETOMEIAIE, KV OLY —WFRE Ny — - VI
AURIZOAONBBRTHY), ZOBMANLE HICAVOBFLERLY — - b
P Y ALROBIZEE 2B I2 L o TRIES N7z WiFIETabbNS )k - K
)V~ # 2 (Heinrich Bornkamm) /N> A « V) 2 v 4 ) + (Hans Riickert), L=<
A I)V - k¥ 2 (Emanuel Hirsch), L C—EDH#DH 52587 ) - 7Lk
N7 A (Paul Althaus ) TH V), &I T 7)V¥%— - L —7 =t (Walther von
Loewenich), ) )7 - A< (Rudolf Hermann) &\ o 72iff%8& 75 CTH b
WHIXZOWRIZB VT, 1920 FRUTRB SN2 LW, T2bbRVOR
L7V s —OBEICBIT A L& & v HEY SO IZER S, HEll Lo
TIHBIELSD, O Twolz, Rk, FHROBERZ VY —HFOMFENE T
BN Y —OFEHE BLOFHRETAHMD S HIHERENZ, 2ok H I
LT, WOHIEMUR LI D B % 1UF, 21Ul & > TEZIRKREZEOIZRICE
KEBRFHEGZHDDE R 5720 ZOBE, BTN S O LI BGATEZ 2 1%
Rz, 1960 FALE, IR S e TSR] vy —BF5EI2k & 2Bk
ERT LA, LL, S OB, JIFIFAEEMFEOTRICKE CGEE
S 5121933 FLMRIC ANV O T 7L ORI O N BUAIREBED /2012, 5
W iE 1960 ELLBEDOIRZE R D 7012, RES N DL G-/ ThH D, DK
WOWZEBHIIZ DWW TILLUT OFC % 2 : Loewenich, Wandlungen des Lutherbil-
des im 19. und 20.Jahrhundert, S.66-68, 73 ; ders., Probleme der Lutherforschung und
der Lutherinterpretation, S.16f., 19f. ; Lohse, Bernhard, Die Fronten geraten in Bewe-
gung, LM 16, 1977, S.712-714, Z Z T (X S.712f. ; Miiller, Gerhard, Protestantische
Lutherforschung der Gegenwart, in : Der evangelische Erzieher 18, 1966, S.252-269,
Z ZTIX S.252 ; Lau, Der Stand der Lutherforschung heute, S.39f., 43f.
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Z OB, 7NV b EEROFECHENIN § 5 AL, FRaEgmE o
VW —WROERZHRETLIODE RS/ 2O EIE, TZTHDY
FFoN/on sy —WHEOT—<ZDLODREL T L. T bbbl
Shget]) et TGREE] [HFROME] RE~OHH ] 12
DWTONVE —DEFRBRENIzOTH Y, b ORI [#iE
SNTMFALY; (T2 b bRy BiEER) OIRTH D,
FALTHY, HD5VIFESR L TS ho LEREINDE LD
Thb, 2O, UTICARTOSHFTHBEINLZLETESLH, 2
DX BB, B F VT - Ay (GeorgMerz) R TI)V Y A b -
%+ )7 (Ernst Wolf), /N> A -3 7vAh-A—"%7>F (Hans
Joachim Iwand) (2, ZLT& {IZFHANV M OETIZH 727 —
K1V e - I—#)V7 ~ (Friedrich Gogarten) ([ZHHS R IE TR 51
720, FLTHSIBETIRAWICE L, 24740 & FRIEEMEOE
BA IR 72D b FMOEANZR L Twb, Thbb, H5D
BELME, 7NV N LR, V8 — MR D 72 R R O H T & R o
V) RBNRERI DL, VY —HS, BOBIMERED D

¥ Loewenich, Walther von, Die Lutherforschung in Deutschland seit dem zweiten
Weltkrieg, ThLZ 81, 1956, S.705-716, Z Z Tl S.706.

* Loewenich, Die Lutherforschung in Deutschland seit dem Zweiten Weltkrieg,
S.705f.,710. ; ders., Das Lutherbild in der gegenwirtigen Lutherforschung, in: Der
evangelische Erzieher 9, 1957, S.261-266, = Z T S.263f. ; ders., Lutherforschung
in Deutschland, in : Vilmos Vajta (Hrsg.), Lutherforschung heute, Berlin 1958, S.150-
171, & 2 TlE S.150f. ; ders., Wandlungen des evangelischen Lutherbildes im 19. und
20.Jahrhundert, in : Erwin Iserloh usw., Wandlungen des Lutherbildes, Wiirzburg 1966,
S.49-76, Z Z T (X S.68-70.; ders., Probleme der Lutherforschung und der Luther-
interpretation (Bayerische Akademie der Wissenschaften, Philosophische-historische
Klasse, 1984, Heft 1), Miinchen 1984, S.18,20 ; Lau, Franz, Der Stand der Lutherfor-
schung heute, in : Ernst Kdhler (Hrsg.), Reformation 1517-1967, Berlin 1968, S.35-
63, Z Z T & S.40; Miiller, Gerhard, Neuere Literatur zur Reformationsgeschichte,
ThR 42,1977, 5.93-130, & 2 Ti& S.93.
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L)y —DHBIELICH 5720 TH DY,

DT, CoEiicERsnzvy =z, Fosmech
SOMEDL -6 LBEEHAS 2 Lz E BT,

WoH OO T E D L CRIESNDIE, VI —HirolE
DR, BHVEZDOHLIIEHTHERTH 72, TORE, R %
DI, 72VTVORIFESIV Y —DOMF 2 BEERL S L L) &
LT Ew) s, ZLTENETND, TOREDEITHI, ik
FMFEOEBOTIZ, 2L TRVOREL 22D, BARZaT
VAEDOTHML TWEENW)ZEThHE, 722375ty - A
WL, W —o [BEE7-f (deus absconditus) | OELfFZ )L & —
OMFEFRSORLERZ, I 060V Y —0 [{EHEE (servum
arbitrium) | #Z 2O [ 0] BRI T 5 b 0L ifiam L
728, IV AN TV TIENY — O RE R, b
MERICBWT [fOFEOMFE] Lz, HoMFEoRhIZH A
FADBIER R T ERIREED S 5 LiEm L2 A viEy 7 vy —-
L — 7 = = & (Walther Loewenich) I 1 5 %42 & #i %% (theologia

BTy vald, EIZANYRT=IIT VRN LT HRIEMES B,
D) BEREGEEL 0T, VY —MFEOWELIEM L TWwo kT %, Hi
73T % 8 L CHH & 2212 L 72+ Busch, Eberhard, Die Lutherforschung in der dialek-
tischen Theologie, in : Vinke, Rainer (hrsg.), Lutherforschung im 20.Jahrhundert.
Riickblick-Bilanz-Ausblick, Mainz 2004, S.51-69.

OO ¥ —TFROEAIZOWTIE, LT O L% S . Loewenich, Die
Lutherforschung in Deutschland seit dem Zweiten Weltkrieg, S.710-712 ; ders., Lu-
therforschung in Deutschland, S.155-157 ; ders., Zehn Jahre Lutherforschung in
Deutschland, S.343-352.

5 Merz, Georg, Der vorreformatorische Luther, 1926 ; ders., Zur Frage nach dem
rechten Lutherverstindnis, 1928.

* Wolf, Ernst, Peregrinatio. Studien zur reformatorischen Theologie und zum Kir-
chenproblem, 1954
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crucis) # V¥ —MFEEOHE L, ZTOEELZEH L. T4obb,
FREF) A NOTTFROERIFRTH 2 L HFEL, WHEOHERE LM
BEFRLZOTH LY, BUHKRERZTOLOIHL T, VL T-
A< (Rudolf Hermann) &2 & - THR& A OREDE S Hk &
N7zt F L CRMBEERAIN Y —MZORLIIH D & § HEED S,
DB, FAENBRASRT o (T vV A - ) 7 Wilhelm
Link)?, F/HEDON Y — M2 8BRS 2 2 ENTHEIND L) #E
WAEEHENDL I LR NV A-TT AL =T 7 2 MY

FO—F, VE—HFEORBEIIH L ORENFRERTIE R L, EHR
BEOF) A THY, Lzho TEMZERMIEETOREMICT IR
W E T LRSS 74 AV L - =7 T — (Wilhelm Maurer) 12 & -
TRIBESNEY T2bLEMEFER IV S —MZORFTIEAR L,
=N e F ) A MaE R L SRS 5 2 L 12 X ) N

" Loewenich, Luthers Theologia crucis, 11929, Neuausgabe 1954 ; ders., Luthers
evangelische Botschaft, 1948

"' Hermann, Rudolf, Gottesgerechtigkeit und unsere Rechtfertigung (1925),
in : Gesammelte und nachgelassene Werke II, 1981, S.43-54 ; ders., Rechtfertigung
und Gebet (1925), in: Gesammelte und nachgelassene Werke II, S.55-87 ; ders.,
Beobachtungen zu Luthers Rechtfertigungslehre (1929), in: Gesammelte Studien zur
Theologie Luthers und der Reformation, 1960, S.77-89 ; ders., Luthers These “Ge-
recht und Siinder gleich” 1930 ; ders., Zur Frage : Vorsehungs- und Heilsglaube bei
Martin Luther, ZST 16, 1939, S.189-232 ; ders., Luthers Rechtfertigungslehre und ihre
Bedeutung fiir unsere Zeit, ZST 21, 1950/52, S.267-292 ; ders., Zu Luthers Lehre von
Siinde und Rechtfertigung, 1952.

** Link, Wilhelm, Das Ringen Luthers um die Freiheit der Theologie von der Philoso-
phie (Forschungen zur Geschichte und Lehre des Protestantismus, 9.Reihe, Bd.III),
1940.

** Iwand, Hans Joachim, Glaubensgerechtigkeit nach Luthers Lehre. Theol. Existenz
heute, Heft 75, 1941.

“ Maurer, Wilhelm, Die Einheit der Theologie Luthers, ThLZ 75, 1950, S.245-
252.; ders., Die Anfinge von Luthers Theologie. Eine Frage an die lutherische Kirche.
ThLZ 77,1952, S.1-12.
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i ChHE L, TTLROMELZRAOMEDR R THL L LIzD
Thhbo $/27)—=FJ)k - T=FVF 2 id, VI—2ZOREMDIE
81t (Entweltlichung) & 7D HAR{L (Verweltlichung) % & - T
R RIS L L e 2 AR L, WIS LR S Wl O fLiE
ALE02b0THLIEEBRALLS ZRIIHL, FLOHETOMH
MoV Y —OEUREE BOO55E (Gewissensreligion) & 3 4 FEAH
BHENZED, BHLTBZS (v XI)L - )L 2 Emanuel
Hirsch) %

bobd, ZORMY, MXHbEPRICHIE S NAzDIL, 1519 4
EHE TOIL Y — DM TH - 72", ML 7 — OO MERIL R
WLk, BELRMETH 725, Vi —owiloBEMEs iR S
n® FNSLOWMYMAZELT, VI —MHEOEHRIZDOWVTOH
RVIED SENTZDTH D, NS DRI, FIZRIVDHTTH DN
A)E - KV AABIZEoTHEDENDD, S ORI T —

* Gogarten, Friedrich, Die Verkiindigung Jesu Christi. Grundlagen und Aufgabe, & <
{2 III. Luther, S.275-402, 1948 ; ders., Sittlichkeit und Glaube in Luthers Schrift De
servo arbitrio. ZThK 47, 1950, S.227-275. ; ders., Der Mensch zwischen Gott und Welt,
& {125.88-128. 1952.

“ Hirsch, Emanuel ; Lutherstudien Bd.I, 1954.

T OOV S —OWMPMEOMEOMIEICOVTIE, DTOMmLES
B4 : Miiller, Gerhard, Neuere Literatur zur Theologie des jungen Luther, in : Kerygma
und Dogma 1965, S.325-357, Z Z T (& S.341-348 ; ders., Protestantische Lutherfor-
schung der Gegenwart, S.262 ; Lau, Franz, Lutherforschung, LM 5, 1966, S.512-519,
Z ZTl& S.513; zur Miihlen, Karl-Heinz, Zur Erforschung des “jungen Luther” seit
1876, LuJ 50, 1983, S.48-125, Z Z Tl& S.56-60,86-89.

** Eine Neuedition der I.Psalmenvorlesung, traditionsgeschichtlich verarbeitet, WA
55 1 (Glossen), WA 55 II (Scholien), 1963 (vgl. WA 55 11, WA55 111, 1973) ; die
Romerbriefvorlesung, WA 56, 1938 ; deren studentische Nachschrift WA 571,
1939 ; Die Galaterbriefvorlesung, WA 57 II, 1939 ; die Hebrierbriefvorlesung WA 57
111, 1939.
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et e th IS e 5 2, FRAEEMFEONV S —RIZBW T, &
ShbimeE L, LI THIEEZ2DI1E, VY —12B
WCEHS R FE R (die reformatorische Entdeckung) 258 Z12#2 2 -
7200, F 2RI OISR IZ R BV & — DBl (Abgrenzung)

W FE o 72DD, HDHWIEIVY —DHEE/HE I L72D
MEV) T2 ThHo72" ZORIEIL 1960 FELE, K E @
MENEHEHTHY), T2 T, ZOUWHIPFHPNLIZIEN) THo7z
25, ORI OFIEEMFEO N Y —Wigeo R TIE, ME— R A
ELoENbLT—~ThHb,

* Bornkamm, Heinrich, Luthers Bericht {iber seine Entdeckung der iustitia dei, ARG
37,1940, S.117-128 ; ders., lustitia dei in der Scholastik und bei Luther, ARG 39, 1942.
S.1-46 ; Meissinger, Karl August, Der katholische Luther, 1952 ; Gyllenkrok, Axel,
Rechtfertigung und Heiligung in der frithen evangelischen Theologie Luthers,
1952 ; Pohlmann, Hans, Hat Luther Paulus entdeckt? : eine Frage zur theologischen
Besinnung, 1959.

* Grane, Leif, Contra Gabrielem. Luthers Auseinandersetzung mit Gabriel Biel in
der Disputatio Contra Scholasticam Theologiam 1517, 1962.

Rupp, Gordon, Luther and the Doctorine of the Church, in: SJTh 9, 1956, S.384-
392 ; Iwand, Hans Joachim, Zur Entstehung von Luthers Kirchenbegriff,
in : Festschrift fiir Giinther Dehn, (Hrsg.) Wilhelm Schneemelcher, 1957, S.145-
166 ; Maurer, Wilhelm, Kirche und Geschichte nach Luthers Dictata super Psalterium,
in: Lutherforschung heute, 1958, S.85-101; Miiller, Gerhard, Ekklesiologie und
Kirchenkritik beim jungen Luther, NZSTh 7, 1965, S.100-128 ; Miiller, Hans Martin,
Die Heilsgeschichte in der Theologie des jungen Luther, Diss. 1956 ; Metzger, Giin-
ther, Gelebter Glaube. Die Formierung reformatorischen Denkens in Luthers erster
Psalmenvorlesung, dargestellt am Begriff des Affekts, (FKDG Bd.14), 1964 ; Miiller,
Gerhard., Die Einheit der Theologie des jungen Luther, in : Reformatio und Confessio.
Festschrift fiir D. Wilhelm Maurer, (Hrsg.) Friedrich Wilhelm Kantzenbach und Ger-
hard Miiller, 1965, S.37-51 ; Hermann, R., Das Verhiltnis von Rechtfertigung und Ge-
bet nach Luthers Auslegung von Romer 3 in der Romerbriefvorlesung,
in: Gesammelte Studien zur Theologie Luthers und der Reformation, 1960, S.11-
43 ; Beintker, Horst, Glaube und Handeln nach Luthers Verstindnis des Romerbriefes,
LuJ 1961, S.52-85 ; Pinomaa, Lennart, Die Heiligen in Luthers Friihtheologie, StTh 13,
1959, S.1-50; ders., Luthers Weg zur Verwerfung des Heiligendienstes, LuJ 1962,
S.35-43; Lohse, Bernhard, Luthers Christologie im AblaBstreit, LuJ 1960, S.51-63,
USW.
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NV —DEERFICEHLTE, L)DIFLVY—DF) X Lk
EEBRPIHSNDL Z Lk ol RVOBFTHINA V) L -
RV ¥ 71 & (Heinrich Bornkamm), %V ¥ - K ¥ % 4 (Karin
Bornkamm) & 35127V )L b - =—~1) ¥ 7 (Gerhard Ebeling) %%
COMBEOERE D ZO—F, VI — RN UERKLRL
1Ry 7SO T LMY MALED SN/, L—T
V8 — R EEHEOMER L LTORLY, ANVOBF/S7L - T b
/%7 A (Paul Althaus) /571 &)L 5 — OAsEZ 5 L 727,

Vhbw s [ EE (die Zwei-Reiche-Lehre) | 120 T O
REANAT DNz SNIBURIIREBR X DGO S, NIV FA VD
W — RSO 2T o 72 2 LIl E 2 72bDTH o7, =
D\ IFFEMFN O IEE b &0 THHFEITDhz - TiThbi, %
DOHT—EDERIZEY), TP —RWIZZITANONLE DL %o
2o Thbb, VI—DFfo72ODEODXYS (Unterscheidung) (Z,
Z D45 HE (Scheidung) ZEMT AL D TRV, L WwH T ETHbL,
ThbL, VI —IZBW T ERHG b MOEOTIZH 2 b D L H
fEInTBl, LhoT [ZEEGR] 35 A MBI EEL
REET2OTRAZ, Ly riEmrEEHshizoTessr KNIV
K, 774 — 4 Harald Diem, =)V > A b + ¥ » % — Ernst Kinder, 7

o Ebeling, Gerhard, Evangelische Evangelienauslegung, 1942, Neuausgabe
1962 ; ders., Die Anfinge von Luthers Hermeneutik, in: ZThK 48, 1951, S.172-
230 ; Bornkamm, Heinrich, Luther und das Alte Testament, 1948 ; Bornkamm, Karin,
Luthers Auslegungen des Galaterbriefs von 1519 und 1531. Ein Vergleich, 1963.

* Loewenich, Walther von, Luther und das johanneische Christentum (FGLP 7.R.
Bd.4.) 1935 ; ders., Luther als Ausleger der Synoptiker (FGLP 10.R. Bd.5.) 1954.

5 Althaus, Paul : Paulus und Luther {iber den Menschen, 1937, 2.erw.Aufl. 1951.
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VRN A AV Y+ 74 — A Hermann Diem, T—#H V7>, 7
Z > « 77 Franz Lau, T /)% A - ~\v 7 )L Johannes Heckel, /A1
VARSI A IV

CNEBELT, VI —OEFHBIZOWTHMDNLZ LIho
720 STCTIE, VY —OBEKREHBL Y, EIROMENGwLE bz (X
¥\ )b b - 1 —<¥ Bernhard Lohse, 77U 7 ¥ +A- Yzl v
Brian A. Gerrish 7z )%, £720V % — O RIS & BAL L L OBIRIC
DWTHHIZEDSHED S, VT — BT B 1EE & AZN O %574 B4R )T
WS,z En (77 —)%

COL) BMEPEDSNLEH, ZLTINLOMEDOREL 2T
T, VI —fAIZ DWW COBSR AR M, £ L CRIVEERO A

* Diem, Harald, Luthers Lehre von den zwei Reichen, untersucht von seinem Ver-
stdndnis der Bergpredigt her. Ein Beitrag zum Problem “Gesetz und Evangelium”,
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The Social Implications of Moral
Law : Charles Hodge’s
Perspective on the Nature of Justice

David Murchie

An active Presbyterian and long-time professor at Princeton Theo-
logical Seminary, Charles Hodge was one of the most influential Christian
leaders of nineteenth century America. Chief architect of the movement
known as the Princeton Theology, Hodge taught theology and biblical stud-
ies at Princeton for over fifty years, his theological and philosophical per-
spectives remaining remarkably consistent over those years. Theologi-
cally, Hodge spoke from the position of the scholastic Calvinism of Francis
Turretin. Philosophically, he was influenced primarily by the thought of
Francis Bacon and the Scottish Common Sense Realism of Thomas Reid."

It is important to note, however, that Hodge and the Princeton theo-
logians drew upon the Scottish philosophy more for methodology than for
content, combining this methodology with distinctively Christian presup-
positions, and verifying these presuppositions via the Scottish appeal to
“intuition”. In the Scottish tendency to see physical facts as parallel to
the facts of theology and consciousness, Hodge found a helpful model for

' For a comprehensive treatment of the philosophical foundations of Hodge’s thought,
cf. Peter Hicks, The Philosophy of Charles Hodge—A 19" Century Evangelical Ap-
proach to Reason, Knowledge and Truth (Lewiston, New York : The Edwin Mellen
Press, 1997). For a short introduction to these theological and philosophical influences
on Hodge’s thought, cf. Jonathan Wells, Charles Hodge’s Critique of Darwinism—An
Historical-Critical Analysis of Concepts Basic to the 19" Century Debate (Lewiston,
New York : The Edwin Mellen Press, 1988) pp. 21-48.




understanding the relationship between natural laws (e.g., gravity) and
moral laws (e.g., the Decalogue), and between the laws of God and the
laws of men. As he developed his understanding of the role of moral law
in society-at-large, guided methodologically by the Scottish epistemology,
Hodge wove together four major themes, viz., God’s providential gover-
nance, God as the ground of moral law, the mediate sources of moral law,
and the implementation of moral law in society. We shall treat these in
order.
GOD’S PROVIDENTIAL RULE OVER HUMAN SOCIETY
The doctrine of providence has traditionally provided the theological

background behind discussions of God’s sovereign rule over and through
the activities of nations and individuals in the fallen order. Faithful to
historic Reformed orthodoxy as mediated through the Westminster Con-
fession, Hodge recognized a crucial systematic distinction between the
natural, providential government of God and the supernatural operations
of God’s grace : “In the one [the natural] God acts according to uniform
laws, or by his potentia ordinata, in the other [the supernatural], according
to the good pleasure of his will, or by his potentia absoluta.”” The distinc-
tion is an important one, especially for polemical theology :

This distinction between nature and grace, between the providen-

tial efficiency of God and the workings of his Spirit in the hearts of

his people is one of the most important in all theology. It makes

all the difference between Augustinianism and Pelagianism, be-

tween Rationalism and supernatural, evangelical religion.’

Within the doctrine of providence, Hodge utilized the traditional cate-

gories of preservation, concurrence (Hodge uses the Latin term concursus)
and government. For our present purposes, we shall focus of the category

% Charles Hodge, Systematic Theology, Volume 1, p. 614. In Systematic Theology, 3
vols. (New York : Charles Scribner and Company, 1871 (vols. 1-2) ; Scribner, Arm-
strong, and Company, 1872 (vol. 3) ; reprint ed., Grand Rapids, Michigan : Wm. B. Ee-
rd;nans Publishing Company, 1977). Hereinafter cited as ST I, ST II, and ST III.

Ibid., p. 615.
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of divine government, following an abbreviated discussion of the topic of
divine preservation.

By “divine preservation,” Hodge meant “that omnipotent energy of
God by which all created things, animate and inanimate, are upheld in ex-
istence, with all the properties and powers with which He has endowed

"* Though the fact of preservation is universally revealed, the

them.
mode of preservation remains a profound mystery : “The mode in which
his [God’s] efficiency is exerted, further than that it is consistent with the
nature of the creatures themselves and with the holiness and goodness of
God, is unrevealed and inscrutable.”

By the term divine providential “government,” Hodge referred basi-
cally to the idea that God’s rule and care covers all creatures and every-
thing they do. The following statement, though offered by Hodge in a
summary of the general doctrine of providence, speaks mainly to the sub-
ject of God’s providential government :

This doctrine admits the reality and efficiency of second causes,
both material and mental, but denies that they are independent of
the Creator and Preserver of the universe. It teaches that an infi-
nitely wise, good, and powerful God is everywhere present, con-
trolling all events great and small, necessary and free, in a way
perfectly consistent with the nature of his creatures and with his
own infinite excellence, so that everything is ordered by his will
and is made to subserve his wise and benevolent designs.’
God’s ultimate design for the universe includes various subordinate ends
which contribute to the ultimate end. God’s control ultimately extends
over the sequence of all events, making the accomplishment of God’s pur-
poses certain. The divine government is universal, extending over all
creatures and their actions, to the extent that both necessity and chance

* Ibid., p. 581.
® Thid.
% Ibid.



are excluded from the universe. Divine government is powerful in that it
makes it certain that God’s designs are accomplished ; it is wise, in that
the divine design is consistent with God’s infinite wisdom, the divine
means are wisely adapted to their accomplished objectives, and divine
control is suited to the nature of the creatures that are subject to that
control. Finally, God’s providence is holy. Nothing of the ends, means,
or agency of God’s providential government is inconsistent with God’s in-
finite holiness, or is not demanded by the highest moral excellence.

The proof of providence comes first of all from the Scriptures. Uni-
versal providence is not only consistent with the very nature of God as re-
vealed in the Bible, it is demanded by it. Even the divine promises and
threatenings recorded in Scripture assume the exercise of God’s univer-
sal, providential control over all creatures and their actions. Neverthe-
less, once again Hodge insists that the intuitive convictions of all people
also testify to the reality of universal providence ; universal providence is
verified within our religious nature as an “instinctive and necessary
belief :”*

It may be, and doubtless is true that we owe to the Scriptures most
of our knowledge of the moral law, but this does not impair our
confidence in the authority and truth of our views of duty, and of
moral obligation. These religious feelings have a self-evidencing
as well as an informing light. We know that they are right, and we
know that the doctrine which accords with them and produces
them, must be true. It is, therefore, a valid argument for the doc-
trine of a universal providence that it meets the demands of our
moral and religious nature.®

The extent of God’s providence is not only broad, it is deep. God’s

providential care extends over all operations within the natural and animal

" Ibid., p. 584. From the standpoint of practical religion, Hodge points out that the
denial of providence is tantamount to atheism, for it denies that God is in the world.
¢ Ihid., p. 585.
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worlds, and more importantly from an ethical perspective, God’s exercises
absolute and providential control over nations and individual people :

God uses the nations with the absolute control that a man uses a

rod or a staff. [sic] They are in his hands, and He employs them to

accomplish his purposes. He breaks them in pieces as a potter’s

vessel, or He exalts them to greatness, according to his good plea-

sure.’

The lives of all people are under God’s governance : “The circum-

stances of every man’s birth, life, and death, are ordered by God”."
The idea of a universal providence involving divine control over all hu-
manity was certainly not new with Hodge. It did, however, call to issue
the need to correlate certainty with free agency, a noble philosophical and
theological endeavor with a rich polemical history. Like other Reformed
theologians before him, Hodge sought to preserve the certainty inherent
within God’s universal providential governance, without relinquishing free
agency. His argument was not primarily a logical attempt to reconcile
the paradoxical features of the two concepts, but rather a declarative ef-
fort to maintain both ideas within the scriptural system, on the rationale
that both are attested to by God. Hodge contended that certainty and
free agency are not obviously contradictory, for Scripture and the con-
sciousness testify to the existence of both ; both are God-given truths.
In one discussion dealing with “God’s providential government of rational
creatures,” Hodge remarks :

Mind is essentially active. It originates its own acts. This is a

matter of consciousness. It is essential to liberty and

responsibility. It is clearly the doctrine of the Bible which calls on

men to act, and regards them as the authors of their own acts."

A partial solution to the dilemma is suggested in Hodge’s discussion of

* Ihid., p. 588.
' Tbid.
n Hodge, ST, p. 614.



Romans 2.4, which, Hodge argues, speaks of “the moral tendencies of
providential [emphasis mine] dispensations.””” By acting on the human
will, God can accomplish his purposes without coercion, or force.
Hodge’s Scottish understanding of the composition of the human con-
sciousness allowed him to suggest that the will can be influenced apart
from any coercion which would abrogate moral responsibility :
Does not God work in us to will, as well as to do. Surely there is
such a thing as being made willing without being forced. There is
a middle ground between moral suasion and coercion.” God su-
persedes the necessity of forcing, by making us willing in the day
of his power. The apostle, however, is not here speaking of gra-
cious influence, but of the moral tendencies of providential dispen-
sations."
Since the exercise of God’s providential will over us is always in accord
with our nature, we can be sure that our free agency will never be violat-
ed:
The providential government of God over free agents is exercised
as much in accordance with the laws of mind, as his providential
government over the material world is in accordance with the es-
tablished laws of matter. Both belong to the potentia ordinata, or
ordered efficiency of God."”
To see free agency and certainty as inconsistent would be seriously
to undermine our understanding of God’s ability to act in our world :

2 Charles Hodge, A Commentary on the Epistle to the Romans, New Edition, Re-
vised and in Great Measure Rewritten (Philadelphia: W.S. & A. Martien, 1864 : re-
print ed., Grand Rapids, Michigan : Wm. B. Eerdmans Publishing Company, 1965),
p- 49.

" Though Hodge does not mention Jonathan Edwards in the context of this quotation,
his idea here of a “middle ground between moral suasion and coercion” might well be
seen to correlate with Edwards’ idea of the power of human “affections” to guide the
human will.

" Ibid., pp. 48-49.

15 Hodge, ST I, p. 615.
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If God cannot effectually control the acts of free agents, there can
be no prophecy, no prayer, no thanksgiving, no promises, no secu-
rity of salvation, no certainty whether in the end God or Satan is to
be triumphant, whether heaven or hell is to be the consummation.
And if God has a providence, he must be able to render the
free acts of his creatures certain : and therefore certainty must be
consistent with liberty."®
This latter excerpt is, in a summary way, typical of Hodge’s argument that
certainty and free agency are both necessary because both are divinely re-
vealed truths. Though a certain amount of logical tension may be appar-
ent between them, the sacrifice of either would have grave consequences
for the authority of Scripture and the consciousness, and for the important
implications derived from certainty and free agency themselves. In
Hodge, a Scottish understanding of an authoritative and veracious con-
sciousness joined with a true and authoritative Scripture to proclaim the
necessity of both providential certainty and free agency, regardless of our
human inability to understand fully the relationship between them. Re-
grettably, in the end, Hodge does not speak clearly to the issue of a “mid-
dle ground” between moral suasion and coercion, other than by saying
that both are necessary. Did he assume something like Jonathan Ed-
wards’ concept of “affections ?” It is difficult to say, for Hodge simply
states by declaration that both must be true.
GOD AS THE ULTIMATE GROUND OF MORAL LAW
Hodge had a high regard for law in general, and became deeply con-
cerned when he witnessed what he saw as a deterioration of the regard
for law in society :
It is the testimony of experience that where religion has lost its
hold on the minds of the people, there the moral law is trampled

under foot. The criminal and dangerous class in every communi-

'® Charles Hodge, “Free Agency,” PR (1857) : p. 127.



ty consists of those who have no fear of God before their eyes."’
In an 1824 letter to his brother, Hodge spoke of the importance of the law
of the land, “the first principles of which all educated men should
understand.”™® And in a subsequent letter, he decried the lack of regard
for law exhibited by Martin Van Buren in the latter’s threat to cause vio-
lence over the seating of some Congressional delegates :
It is plain that regard for law is to a fearful extent losing its hold on
the minds of our people, and that whenever a sufficient temptation
[?]is offerred [sic] they will trample every thing under their feet.”
In spite of these seemingly utilitarian concerns, Hodge did not see
law’s primary function to be the promotion of social cohesion ; he also in-
sisted on the intrinsic value of the law :
First, that moral good is good in its own nature, and not because of
its tendencies, or because of its conformity to the laws of
reason ; and, second, that all law has its foundation in the nature
and will of God.”
The goodness of the moral law is an intrinsic goodness because of the
close relationship between the moral law and the revealed will of God :
The moral law . . . is in its nature the revelation of the will of God
so far as that will concerns the conduct of his creatures. It has no

7 Hodge, ST 111, p. 280.

8 Charles Hodge to Hugh Hodge, 30 October 1824, [unpublished letter], Hodge Fami-
ly Letters and Papers, Firestone Library, Princeton University (hereinafter referred to
as “HLP”).

' Charles Hodge to Hugh Hodge, 24 November 1839, HLP. Hodge was, personally,
a bit of a legalist, as indicated by the following excerpt from another letter to brother
Hugh : “My dear Brother, I sent you yesterday my New York paper because it con-
tained details which I thought might interest you. I do not know whether [the] Post
Master might not think I was taking too great a liberty in marking additional informa-
tion in the margin--but it does not strike me, ignorant of [the] wording of the law, to be
wrong. I should be sorry however to bring a fine of $30 on you and had perhaps
better be on [the] safe side hereafter——" (Charles Hodge to Hugh Hodge, 1 August
1832, HLP).

2 Hodge, ST I1I, p. 262.
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other authority and no other sanction than that which it derives
from Him.”

Indeed, Hodge saw an intractable connection between moral law and
God. In tacit rejection of Hume’s critique of causation, Hodge argued
that the existence of law implies a law giver, and this law-giver is the “first
principle” of the law. For support, Hodge cited Friedrich Julius Stahl,
eminent nineteenth century German legal philosopher :

Every philosophical science must begin with the first principle of
all things, that is, with the Absolute. It must, therefore, decide
between Theism and Pantheism, between the doctrine that the
first cause or principle is the personal, extramundane, self-reveal-
ing God, and the doctrine that the first principle is an impersonal
power immanent in the world.”
Hodge also contended that there could be no law without God, rejecting
the historic contention of Hugo Grotius (seventeenth century jurist and
founder of international law) that even without God there would be natu-
ral law. Hodge argued that the essence of God involves moral excellence
and that, without “obligation to God”, there can be no “obligation to

»** " In short, the moral foundation of all law rests in the authority

virtue.
of God. Thus rooted in God, law is central to Christian ethics and consti-
tutes a necessary claim upon the will of the Christian believer.

The development of Hodge’s argument here actually took him be-
yond the Enlightenment assumptions of Reid and the Scottish philoso-
phers, more accurately reflecting the position of what Donald Meyer
called the “American moralists” of his time. As Meyer has pointed out,
the American moralists pushed beyond Reid to establish a divine basis for
moral authority, believing

that the universe was truly governed by a just god according to the

! Thid., p. 260.
* Friedrich Julius Stahl, Die Philosophie des Rechts, quoted in Hodge, ST III, p. 260.
* Hodge, ST III, p. 261.
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dictates of moral law. Conscience, supplemented by revelation,
was to bridge the epistemological gap between man’s mind and the
moral law. Will, aided by the grace of God, was to conform the
secret heart to the transcendent standard of right.”*
The moral law is the revealed will of God which is designed to bind
"2 Though the mode
of revelation may vary according to the context, the law never relinquish-

the conscience and to regulate the conduct of men.

es the binding nature of its authority :
As the rule which binds the conscience of men, and prescribes
what they are to do and not to do, has been variously revealed in
the constitution of our nature, in the Decalogue, in the Mosaic in-
stitutions, and in the whole Scriptures, the word [“law”] is some-
times used in a sense to include all these forms of
revelation ; sometimes in reference exclusively to one of them,
and sometimes exclusively in reference to another. In all cases
the general idea is retained. The law is that which binds the con-
science.”

The importance of the divine base for moral law becomes even clearer

when one recognizes the connection between the moral law and the laws

of men. Both divine and human laws are ultimately grounded in the na-

ture and authority of God :
[The laws of men] have no power or authority unless they have a
moral foundation. . .. All moral obligation . . . resolves itself into
the obligation of conformity to the will of God. ... Theism is the
basis of jurisprudence as well as of morality.”’

* Meyer, Donald H. The Instructed Conscience : The Shaping of the American Na-
tional Ethic (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1972), p. 42. Meyer
does not, here, speak specifically of Hodge as one of the “American moralists,” but he
does include, in this group, Archibald Alexander, Hodge’s highly influential mentor and
author of a text on moral philosophy, viz., Outlines of Moral Science.

% Hodge, ST I1I, p. 266.

2 Hodge, STII, p. 182.

# Tbid.
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So strong were Hodge's convictions regarding the moral law, that
even God’s infinite grace did not detract from its continuing relevance.
In the words of one reviewer of Hodge’s Systematic Theology : “Whilst

Dr. Hodge’s system is pre-eminently one of grace, no one can charge him
with making light of the moral law. As a rule of duty he enforces its
authority.”28
THE MEDIATE SOURCES OF MORAL LAW

Hodge’s epistemological perspective on the moral law is actually a
modified version of Calvin’s contention in Book One, Chapter I of his In-

stitutes of the Christian Religion, that knowledge of God and knowledge

of self are profoundly interrelated. Pointing to the difficulty of determin-
ing which type of knowledge precedes the other, Calvin emphasized that
our sinful depravity (and consequent hypocrisy) clouds our understanding
of ourselves, a predicament which can only be remedied by looking to God
as the proper standard of comparison.” Hodge differed slightly, though
significantly, from Calvin on this point, suggesting that the various intui-
tive truths of consciousness convey meaning about God in a manner
largely unhindered by man’s sinful depravity. From Hodge’s perspective,
sin was not as severe an hindrance to understanding God as it had been in
the thought of the Genevan Reformer. According to Hodge, we are
aware of God largely because truths concerning God are present in our
consciousness (albeit in a way that complements their more explicit rep-
resentation in Scripture), and not primarily because of a recognizable com-
parison which contrasts God’s perfect righteousness with man’s hypocriti-
cal, false righteousness. Furthermore, for Hodge, knowledge of God is
closely connected with knowledge of God’s will, a manifestation of which
is God’s law.

* Review of Systematic Theology, vol. 3, by Charles Hodge, in Evangelical Review
(Lutheran Quarterly Review), n.s. (1873) : 156.

* John Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, vol. 1, The Library of Christian
Classics (Philadelphia : The Westminster Press, 1960), pp. 37-38.
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Knowledge of the moral law comes from two sources, viz., con-
science and the Scriptures. The moral law is “revealed in the constitu-
tion of our nature, and more fully and clearly in the written Word of
God.”™ Like knowledge of God, knowledge of the law is received by
people in varying degrees. Though this knowledge is imperfect, it nev-
ertheless gives us a basic internal knowledge of right and wrong. Be-
cause intuitive knowledge of the moral law is indefinite, the written reve-
lation in Scripture is superior to the moral law revealed in the conscience :

There are some truths which are so obvious, that all men pos-
sessed of reason see and recognize them as true. But there are
other truths the knowledge of which men obtain in very different
degrees as there are certain moral truths so plain that all men feel
their obligations, while there are others which only a few obtain.
The existence therefore of a law written in their hearts, does not
supersede the necessity of an external revelation of the moral law,
any more than the revelation of God in his word. We have a per-
fect rule of duty no where but in the S.S. [sacred scriptures] 2

Just as the intuitive truths of consciousness corroborate those of
Scripture, there is a similar corroboration between the moral law per-
ceived internally, and the law seen externally in the Decalogue. Hodge
writes glowingly of this mutually supportive relationship :

It is one of the most beautiful and powerful of the proofs of the di-
vine origin of the Bible, that all its doctrines are in accordance with
the actual nature of man, and condition and prospects of the world,
and that all its moral precepts are seen to be the results to which
the constitution God has given us naturally lead. The moral law
is a development of the moral constitution of man. If the law re-

quires a child to obey its parents, obedience is the normal fruit of

* Hodge, ST III, p. 266.
*! Charles Hodge, Notes of lectures on theology, 1857, Princeton Theological Semi-
nary, Princeton [New Jersey], p. 432.
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the relation between the parent and child. If it requires the wife

to be subordinate to the husband,” such is the position assigned to

her by her nature, and is essential to her excellence and happi-

ness.”
The unifying feature underlying this mutual corroboration is the under-
standing that both the internal and external sources of the moral law have
ultimately come to us from God, and both also point us back to God. Let
us now take a more detailed look at these two sources of moral law.
The Internal Source of Moral Law

Hodge saw within the human constitution a strong sense of the dif-

ference between right and wrong, and of personal responsibility for our
moral actions. The moral law is not only truth, it is divine truth, for all
men have faith “in the moral law, which they recognize not only as truth,
but as having the authority of God.”” The instinctive judgment of the
mind confirms that we are all “subject to the authority of a rational and
moral being, a Spirit, whom [we know] to be infinite, eternal, and immuta-

"% We are ultimately responsible to God,

ble in his being and perfections.
for, in the end, it is God who is offended by our violation of the moral law :
It is intuitively certain that God only can forgive sin; He is our

moral governor ; it is against Him that all sin is committed, and

* Hodge’s was an age in which sexual inequality was accepted as a “given,” even
within the church. For the most part, little regard was shown for biblical statements
concerning sexual equality “in Christ” or the role played by cultural factors in deter-
mining the status of one sex over another.

% Charles Hodge, “The General Assembly,” PR (1852) : 463. Between 1825 and
1884, the title of the Princeton Review varied as follows : Biblical Repertory (1829),
The Biblical Repertory and Theological Review (1830-36), The Biblical Repertory and
Princeton Review (1837-71), The Presbyterian Quarterly and Princeton Review (1872-
77), and The Princeton Review (1878-84). For purposes of this article, when citing
any of the above issues, the title, Princeton Review, or the abbreviation “PR” followed
by the year of issue will be used, e.g., PR (1829)=Biblical Repertory (1829).

* Hodge, ST III, p. 70.

# Hodge, ST 11, p. 183.
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He only has the right to remit its penalty.”®
However, if the intuited moral law, serves initially to point us to the

giver of the law, it also comes to assume a more specific form as the will
of the law-giver :

Law, as it reveals itself in the conscience, implies a law-giver, a be-

ing of whose will it is the expression, and who has the power and

the purpose to enforce all its demands. And not only this, but one

who, from the very perfection of his nature, must enforce them.”
As creatures, we are subordinate to our Creator, and the Creator’s will
quite naturally binds our consciences. Our ultimate responsibility is not
to ourselves, but to a Being (and the will of that Being) external to us :

It arises from the very nature of a creature, that the moral law

which binds the conscience should assume in consciousness the

form of the will of God, that is, of a Being to whom we are

responsible. None but God is above law and a law to himself.**
More specifically considered, for example, the sense of justice residing
within each of us points to the perfect manifestation of that sensibility in
God, this reality further suggesting a divine basis for the internal sense of
moral law :

Our moral nature is as much a revelation of God’s perfections, as

the heavens are of his wisdom and power. If therefore he has im-

planted in us a sentiment of justice, distinct from that of benevo-

lence, we are constrained by the very constitution of our nature to

refer that perfection to God. All men in fact do it.”

Hodge was aware of the tendency in the German philosophy of his

day to bring to articulate expression the concepts of individualism and hu-
man-centeredness, concepts which had deep roots in the Renaissance and

3 Hodge, ST I, p. 502.

3 Hodge, ST 11, p. 184.

* Charles Hodge, “The Princeton Review and Cousin’s Philosophy,” PR (1856) : 381.
¥ Charles Hodge, “Beman on the Atonement,” PR (1845) : 90-91.



The Social Implications of Moral Law 15

Enlightenment. Early in the eighteenth century England’s eminent poet,
Alexander Pope, had written in his Essay on Man, Epistle I, “The bliss of
Man (could Pride that blessing find)/ Is not to act or think beyond man-
kind,” and in Epistle II, “Know then thyself, presume not God to scan ; /

940

The proper study of Mankind is Man. The individualistic tendency
exemplified in Pope’s rationalistic metaphysic intensified throughout the
Enlightenment, flowering expansively in the German romantic philoso-
phers of Hodge’s day, e.g., Friedrich Schlegel, Schleiermacher, and Fichte.
Emphatically resistant to such human-centered tendencies, Hodge perse-
vered in his insistence that human life and moral responsibility are
grounded in the person and will of God. Hodge’s use of the moral argu-
ment for God to argue for the divine basis of our sense of moral law is
somewhat circular, though, in a sense, necessarily so, since there can be
no higher moral authority than God, who is both moral and the basis for
morality.
Since the existence of moral law is intuited within the human con-
sciousness, disbelief in the moral law must be seen intuitively as abnor-
mal or perverse :
If a man does not believe in the moral law ; if he holds that might
is right, that the strong may rob, murder, or oppress the weak, as
some philosophers teach, or if he dishelieve in the existence of
God, then it is evident to men and angels that he has been given up
to a reprobate mind."

The External Source of Moral Law

In spite of Hodge’s periodic nod to the Scots’ internal truths of con-
sciousness, it was ultimately his scholastic Calvinist heritage that carried
the most weight in his understanding of the nature and function of moral

" As quoted by Ernest Campbell Mossner in “Pope, Alexander,” in Paul Edwards, Ed-
itor in Chief, The Encyclopedia of Philosophy, Vol. 6 (New York : Macmillan Publishing
Co., 1967 edition, reprint edition 1972, s.v.), p. 397.

o Hodge, ST I, p. 54.
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law. Though he believed the intuited moral law to be real and trustwor-
thy, he felt the well-defined imperatives of Scripture achieved a clarity of
expression unmatched by the internal senses or affections. Further-
more, the comprehensiveness of Scripture made it the ultimate standard
for moral obligation : “The Scriptures are a complete rule of duty . . . in
the sense that there is and can be no higher standard of moral
excellence.””

The increased perspicuity of the external, or written, law, however,
calls for more precise interpretive criteria. While intuited moral laws
can only be evaluated under the somewhat amorphous criteria of univer-
sality and necessity, other criteria can be used to classify written laws and
to determine their temporal or universal applicability. In the plethora of
Mosaic laws, Hodge found two distinguishing foci in the recognition that
some laws were designed specifically for the Jews, and others for all peo-
ple universally. Many of the laws of the Old Testament economy were
ceremonial or national in nature, and were eventually abrogated;
however, that which was moral and universal has survived and remains
applicable. A law can be considered permanently binding if it is ad-
dressed to all mankind, or if the reason behind the command is permanent
and universal.

Hodge divided biblical laws into four categories. The first includes
those laws founded on the divine nature. Such laws are immutable and
indispensable. To change such laws would imply a change in the nature
of God.” An example of this first type of law is the command to love
God. The second category includes laws founded on relations of people
as they presently exist.” Examples of this type include moral laws re-
garding property, marriage, and parental duties. The tenure of such laws
correlates with the tenure of the relationship of the parties involved, and

* Hodge, ST III, pp. 270-71.
“ Ibid., p. 267.
“* Tbid.
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while such laws are permanently binding within the applicable relational
context, their abrogation or non-applicability outside of this context has no
effect on the nature of God. The third category includes laws which are
founded in temporary human relations or social conditions, and which are
enforced by divine authority, e.g., the civil laws of the ancient Israelite
theocracy. This type of Old Testament judicial law should be considered
a permanent obligation, if the New Testament recognizes the continuation
of its authority, or if the basis for the law is permanent.” The fourth and
final category includes “positive” laws. These laws are authoritative be-
cause they are explicit commands of God, e.g., external rites, circumci-
sion, and sacrifices. They are binding only when positively enacted, and
they bind only those to whom they have been expressly given. The ten-
ure of positive laws is contingent solely upon the appointment of God."
To understand the relation Hodge perceived between moral law and social
ethics, we must first look at Hodge’s understanding of the Decalogue.
Grounded in the divine will, the Decalogue is “the foundation of the moral

and religious code of Christianity, as well as of Judaism,”*

and is perma-
nently and universally binding. The obligation to obey the Decalogue’s
precepts is initially established in the Decalogue’s preface, where the
source of the commands is revealed as the very person of God : “It is be-
cause . . . [the commandments] are the words of the covenant God and
Redeemer of his people that we are specially bound to render them

" This same idea is prominently expressed in the first com-

obedience.
mandment, and Hodge’s discussion of this commandment provides an in-
teresting insight into his understanding of the connection between morali-
ty’s procession from and dependence upon religion. The preeminence of

the first commandment is evident : “Religion, or the duty we owe to God,

 Ihid., p. 269.

 Thid.

‘" Hodge, ST I, p. 444.
8 Hodge, ST I1I, p. 276.
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is the foundation of morality. Without the former, the latter cannot
exist.”* The responsible connection between God and humans is estab-
lished by the existence of an identical relationship between the moral law
within us and the revealed will of God :
Morality is the conformity of an agent’s character and conduct to
the moral law. But the moral law is the revealed will of God. If
there be no God, there is no moral law ; and if a man does not ac-
knowledge or recognize God, there is no higher law than his own
reason to which he can feel any obligation to be conformed.”
Hodge offered a basic rule for interpreting the Decalogue, a rule which
wove together a profound appreciation of the spiritual significance of the
commandments and a hermeneutical flexibility that allowed for a rather
extensive development of the ethical implications of the commands :
The decalogue is not to be interpreted as the laws of men, which
take cognizance only of external acts, but as the law of God, which
extends to the thoughts and intents of the heart. In all cases it
will be found that the several commandments contain some com-
prehensive principle of duty, under which a multitude of subordi-
nate specific duties are included.”
Hodge’s interpretive elasticity regarding the Decalogue was not unique,
and had, in fact, been demonstrated in the Larger Catechism of the West-
minster Assembly which served as an authoritative model for Hodge.
Though this hermeneutical flexibility certainly broadened Hodge’s under-
standing of applied law, as Glenn A. Hewitt has pointed out, it also opened
the door to the possibility of Hodge using the Bible to support his own
personal, hermeneutical preferences. As Hewitt further indicates, it is
quite possible that Hodge’s conclusions in this regard were not the result
of fully conscious decisions. Rather, they were most likely rooted in hu-

*“ Tbid., p. 279.
* Thid.
*! Ibid., p. 272.
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man affections which were, in a sense, unwittingly formed and shaped by
the society and culture in which he lived. In Hewitt’s words, Hodge’s
“culture and society subconsciously shaped his understanding of which
laws should still be applicable and which should not. The point is that
Hodge’s hermeneutic allowed this to happen.”*

With the Decalogue rooted solidly in the will of God, and with a her-
meneutic flexibility that allowed for creative development of the com-
mandments’ implications, Hodge’s formulation of a Decalogue-based ethic
needed only to establish the perpetually binding nature of the
commandments. Many of the detailed laws written in the books of Mo-
ses are no longer in force. Hodge insisted, however, that the precepts of
the Decalogue remain in force and are perpetually binding upon the
church, in every age. The key to distinguishing between laws perpetual-
ly binding and those no longer in force lies in the nature of the relations
addressed by the Decalogue’s precepts. Laws that are perpetually bind-
ing or authoritative are those laws which express “the will of God in refer-
ence to those duties which arise out of our permanent relations to him
and to our fellow men.”” Hodge also maintained that any Old Testament
commands understood by Christ and his apostles to be binding upon their
disciples should be seen as similarly binding upon all Christians. If the
binding nature of a law is questioned, the burden of proof lies upon those
who deny its perpetually obligatory character :

If God gives a law to men, those who deny its perpetual obligation
are bound to prove it. The presumption is that it continues in
force until the contrary is proved. It must be hard to prove that
laws founded on the permanent social relations of men were in-

tended to be temporary.54

% Glenn A. Hewitt, Regeneration and Morality : A Study of Charles Finney, Charles
Hodge, John W. Nevin, and Horace Bushnell (Brooklyn, New York : Carlson Publishing
Inc, 1991), p. 81.

¥ Charles Hodge, “The General Assembly”, PR (1842) : 515.

o Hodge, ST I1I, p. 412.
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Hodge was aware of the possibility of conflict between laws, and his
ranking of divine laws allows for differentiating in the “relative dignity and
importance” of various divine laws. In cases of conflict, the lower law
should always yield to the higher, e.g., as is the case in the Bible, when
positive laws are subordinated to those that are morally obligatory.”> As
a principle of Scripture,

any of those moral laws which are founded, not on the immutable
nature of God, but upon the relations of men in the present state of
existence, may be set aside by the divine law-giver whenever it
seems good in his sight ; . ... The same principle is involved in
the words of Christ, God loves mercy and not sacrifice. When
two laws conflict, the weaker yields to the stronger.56
One illustrative example of this rule is found in Hodge’s 1843 “General
Assembly” article in the Princeton Review. The context involves a case
involving a conflict between the marriage of a close relative and the need
for keeping the Sabbath. Hodge writes :
God has laid down the general rule that a man should not marry his
near kindred. This law cannot be violated with impunity ; but it
does not follow that every marriage inconsistent with it should be
dissolved. About the principle there can be no doubt ; whether it
is applicable to the case of marriage, depends on the view taken of
the general law of marriage. If that law is a moral one, in the
highest sense of the term, then no engagement inconsistent with
its provisions can be binding, any more than a man can bind him-
self to commit murder. But if it be a positive law, or only in a sec-
ondary sense moral, and therefore dispensable, then the principle
is applicable, in all cases where the sacred obligation of the mar-
riage contract is more obligatory than the positive law with which

it is in conflict. If a man is in such circumstances that he cannot

% Tbid., p. 270.
% Ihid., p. 410.
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comply with both of two laws, it is a plain principle that the weaker
law gives way, or ceases to be binding. If the law of the Sabbath
conflicts with the claims of mercy, it is in that case no longer
obligatory ; for God will have mercy and not sacrifice.”

Though Hodge argued that the moral law should also be applied to
political matters, he cautioned that the appropriate relation between state
legislation and Scripture is a perplexing issue plagued with no small
amount of ambiguity. Indeed, the ambiguity of Hodge’s position in this
regard is apparent in a few of his statements. For example, in Systematic
Theology, vol. 3, Hodge claims : “The Word of God is the only sure guide

58
7% Later he even

of legislative action as well as of individual conduct.
suggests that Pentateuchal laws dealing with the permanent relations of
men are still binding. In fact, heathen nations enacted these laws “under

59
””"In another context, however, he

the guidance of natural conscience.

claimed that it is the duty of the state to determine what judicial regula-

tions are to apply to people :
With the Levitical law, considered as law, we have nothing to do.
God never gave it for a law to us. The moral precepts which it
contains we receive, because they are moral, but not on the au-
thority of the Levitical law ; and if we receive some of the precepts
of the judicial branch of that law, it is not because they are found in
Leviticus, but because their general equity recommend them to
our adoption. It is the business of the state, and not of the church,
to determine what particular parts of the judicial law, as human
regulations, we must be under.”’

Hodge clearly desired to affirm the Reformation understanding of different

spheres of responsibility for the church and the state ; however, his view

o Hodge, “The General Assembly”, PR (1843) : 452-53.

5 Hodge, ST I1I, p. 386.

* Ibid., p. 413.

% Charles Hodge, “The General Assembly”, PR (1842) : 502.
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of the wide applicability of the moral law, as expressed both internally and
externally, suggested also that legislation should follow the prescriptive
direction of the moral law as expressed in Scripture. This religious and
political ambiguity was to play an important role in Hodge’s concept of
America as a Christian nation.

IMPLEMENTING MORAL LAW IN SOCIETY

Moral Law and Justitia Civilis

As previously noted, according to Hodge, the moral law is ultimately
concerned with our obligation to conform to the divine will. When we
fall short and violate God’s moral law, we subject ourselves to punish-
ment :

Moral obligation is the obligation to conform our character and
conduct to the will of an infinitely perfect Being, who has the au-
thority to make his will imperative, and who has the power and the
right to punish disobedience.”
In this ultimate sense, we are all responsible to God for our violations of
moral law, whether we consider these violations as being external acts or
as being less obvious, sinful intents of the heart.

Hodge was not so concerned with this ultimate dimension of the
moral law, however, that he neglected the distinctions between relative
levels of evil. Though he saw significant value in acts performed for
their own intrinsic value, he disagreed with the Jesuit principle that the
character of an act is determined solely on the basis of the intention behind
the act. He found merit in external acts considered on the basis of their
wider social sense (justitia civilis) :

Man since the fall . . . is able to perform moral acts, good as well as
evil. He can be kind and just, and fulfill his social duties in a man-
ner to secure the approbation of his fellow-men. It is not meant
that the state of mind in which these acts are performed, or the

%' Hodge, ST III, pp. 259-60.
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motives by which they are determined, are such as to meet the ap-
probation of an infinitely holy God ; but simply that these acts, as
to the matter of them, are prescribed by the moral law. Theolo-
gians, as we have seen, designate the class of acts as to which fall-
en man retains his ability as “Justitia civilis,” or “things external.”*
A similar kind of practical distinction is found in Hodge’s attempt to
distinguish between the intrinsic criminality of an act and the blamewor-
thiness of the offenders. By calling attention to this important distinc-
tion, Hodge’s understanding of moral responsibility made an important
adjustment to the contingencies of the wider social-ethical context. In-
deed, rejecting many of the tenets of nineteenth century American indi-
vidualism, he took a more progressive approach, maintaining that we are
social beings directed not only by our own inward affections, but also by
external circumstances. Society shares in the responsibility for individu-
al violations of moral law :
A man’s character, his opinions, feelings, and conduct are deter-
mined in part by the inward principles of his nature, and largely by
the external influences to which he is subject. If kept in igno-
rance of the truth ; if error is constantly inculcated, and all the
power of education and example be brought to bear in favour of
evil, it is almost unavoidable that the judgment will be perverted
and the mind corrupted.*
This wider assignation of moral responsibility was nowhere more promi-
nently expressed than in the distinctions Hodge made between moral
criminals and political offenders. Hodge suggested, for example, that a
rebel might be doing a good work by his rebellion, or even that illegitimate
rebellion might primarily be the result of external causes rather than the
internal wickedness of the rebel. Sounding even a bit like the twentieth

% Hodge, ST II, p. 263.
% Charles Hodge, “President Lincoln,” PR (1865) : 451.
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century pragmatic radical, Saul Alinsky,” Hodge remarks :
It is plain that rebellion, as homicide, may be an atrocious crime, or
justifiable, or commendable, according to circumstances. Where-
as moral offences are always, and under all circumstances, evil
[sic]. A good thief, or a good murderer, is as much a solecism as
good wickedness. But a good rebel is no such solecism. [Fur-
thermore,] even when rebellion is not justifiable ; nay, when it is
not only a great mistake, but really a great crime in itself consid-
ered, it does not necessarily follow that those who commit it must
be wicked men. It is often the effect of wrong political theories.”
Hodge was not so far removed from the American Revolution that he
failed to appreciate the rebellious beginnings of his country. Though he
has often been seen as the status quo theologian par excellence, with little
room for movement in his theological thought over the years, his ethical
thinking shows a moderate degree of flexibility and openness in his ap-
proach to matters of a social and political nature. His recognition of ex-
ternal, social influences and their role in determining the degree of re-
sponsibility for one’s actions, show a Hodge who was deeply concerned,
personally and philosophically, with the practical manifestations of moral
law in human society.
Corporate Morality
Like individuals, a group or an organization of people also has a moral
character which, to a great extent, determines the influence the organiza-
tion will have in society :
Every organized body has a moral character to sustain and cherish
as well as every individual. And that character is its great means
of influence. To attain a character which shall enable it to do

% “The fourth rule of the ethics of means and ends is that judgment must be made in
the context of the times in which the action occurred and not from any other chronolog-
ical vantage point.” Saul D. Alinsky, Rules for Radicals : A Pragmatic Primer for Realis-
tic Radicals (New York : Vintage Books, 1971), p. 30.

% Ibid., p. 452.
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good, it must appear before the world pure, faithful, intelligent, and
active. It must not only be such, but it must be seen as such. It
must let its light shine.”
To Hodge, the idea of corporate moral character was not simply a superfi-
cial description of good or bad groups. Human organizations are highly
organic in structure, and each of them has a distinct, deeply embedded
moral character. Consider the following description of denominational
moral character :
The high moral character attained by a denomination exerts the
most happy influence upon all its members. The spirit of the
whole diffuses itself through the several parts ; every member
feels not only the motives which press upon him as an individual,
but as a constituent portion of a great benevolent society. . . .
There is no more effective means of diffusing life through the sev-
eral parts, than to maintain an elevated spirit in the organization as
a whole.”

If corporate entities or organizations have a distinct moral character,
however, they also bear a coordinate responsibility for corporate acts of an
immoral nature, and Hodge fails to offer an adequate explanation of this
responsibility. His concern was with the responsibility of individuals
within the corporate entity, by virtue of their individual participation in
that corporate entity. The slippery nature of the individual’s role in cor-
porate activity, however, makes the individual a less than adequate basis
for determining corporate responsibility, i.e., responsibility for corporate
criminality is not as easily determined as is responsibility for individual or
personal crimes. For example, in speaking of Lincoln’s proper distinc-
tion between sin and sinners, the offence and the offender, Hodge pointed
out that when offenses are committed by nations or communities, the re-

sponsibility for the offenses is not assigned as clearly as it is in the case of

% Charles Hodge, “The General Assembly,” PR (1836) : 428.
5 Ihid., pp. 428-29.
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individual crimes :
In ordinary cases of theft and murder all the criminality and turpi-
tude which belong to the offence attach also to the offender. But
in other cases, especially in the offences of nations or communi-
ties, the distinction is legitimate and important.”

Individuals do share in the guilt of national sin. For example, in the case

of those who acquiesced in the slave laws of this country, Hodge claims :
that those who enacted, and those who sustained those laws must
have contracted great guilt in so doing. . .. Such guilt rests, in a
measure, on all who acquiesced in the system thus established, or
who failed to protest against it, and to use all lawful efforts to se-
cure its abolition.”

This, however, is not really a matter of determining corporate

guilt ; rather, the individuals are the guilty ones because of their personal

acquiescence in the acts committed, not because of what the nation, as a

corporate entity, did.

In short, as Hodge saw it, responsibility for corporate immorality can
be determined, but only with a lack of clarity substantial enough to make
any kind of significant punishment or redress of violations a practical
impossibility. Furthermore, responsibility for corporate immorality rests
primarily upon those individuals who, through omission or commission,
support the sinful or immoral activity of the corporate structures.
Punishment—Its Nature and Application

The nature of moral law demands that punishment be the response to
its violation. The question is ultimately one of justice, and most specifi-
cally, the justice of God. When God’s moral law is broken, divine justice
must be upheld through the judicious application of punishment. Divine
justice is not only rectoral, i.e., concerned with the imposition and impar-
tial execution of righteous laws ; it is also distributive, i.e., concerned with

% Charles Hodge, “President Lincoln”, p. 450.
% Charles Hodge, “The General Assembly”, PR (1864) : 546.
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the righteous distribution of both rewards and punishments. Justice is a
moral excellence rooted in the very nature of God, an excellence which
must be maintained either through the keeping of the moral law, or
through punishment following its violation ; in either case, the divine jus-
tice is satisfied. Hodge resisted the trend of much Enlightenment
thought which had come to understand righteousness more in terms of
benevolence rather than penal satisfaction :
What the Scriptures teach of the justice of God leads to the same
conclusion. Justice is a form of moral excellence. It belongs to
the nature of God. It demands the punishment of sin. If sin be
pardoned it can be pardoned in consistency with the divine justice
only on the ground of a forensic penal satisfaction.”

The doctrine of the atonement was the guiding principle in Hodge's
understanding of the nature of justice and punishment. At a time when
the traditional doctrine of the atonement was being jettisoned by one
theologian after another, Hodge held to the orthodox understanding of
atonement as vicarious penal satisfaction. Bucking the trend, Hodge
stood firm in his opposition to Schleiermacher’s subjective Mystical The-
ory and Ritschl’s denial of a vicarious and propitiatory atonement. Closer
to home, he was even critical of the New England theology for giving up
the penal satisfaction theory in favor of what was essentially the govern-
mental theory of Grotius, according to which Christ did not actually take
upon himself the penalty for human sin. In a review of Horace Bush-
nell’s Vicarious Sacrifice, Hodge was sharply critical of Bushnell's moral

. . . . 71
influence theory and consequent rejection of expiation.

o Hodge, ST 11, p. 488.
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For Hodge, however, the need for punishment and satisfaction of jus-
tice, was not a matter of theology alone. His atonement-based theologi-
cal understanding of penal satisfaction was practically applicable to cases
of penal satisfaction regarding less abstract, specific human conduct.
God’s comprehensive reign establishes justice in all aspects of his rela-
tionship with the world, a justice that is characterized by equity and pro-
portion, as evidenced by the laws affecting all of God’s human creation :

It is true that a man reaps what he sows ; that he receives here
and hereafter the natural consequences of his conduct. ... He
[God] controls all the laws which determine the well-being of the
souls of men, so as to accomplish his designs and to secure the ful-
filment [sic] of his promises and threatenings.72

The universal intuitive perception that sin deserves punishment on
its own account, is, in itself, a clear revelation of the very nature of God.
Pressing this point, Hodge suggests that the same kind of intuitive re-
sponse is evident regarding crime at the social level :

When any great crime is committed, there is an instinctive and
universal demand for the punishment of the criminal. No man can
pretend that the desire for his reformation is the feeling which
prompts that demand. . .. It is the instinctive judgment of the
mind that he ought to suffer.”
Once again, however, we see the weakness in the idea of universal truths
of consciousness. In this case, the difficulty presents itself in the form of
a basic human inability to distinguish between an instinctive and universal
demand for the punishment of the criminal, and plain, sinful revenge,
which, according to Scripture, is the prerogative of God alone. The in-
stinctive demand for punishment may well constitute a neutral category
theoretically, but just how it is to be distinguished from revenge, which is
clearly sinful, is not made clear by Hodge.

” Hodge, ST, p. 439.
™ Ibid., p. 418.
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Since the primary purpose of punishment is the satisfaction of jus-
tice, it is its primary purpose as satisfaction of justice that distinguishes
punishment from chastisement. The latter is inflicted primarily for the
benefit of the one being chastised, while punishment, in its primary func-
tion, does not attempt to reform the offender. Hodge claimed that both
Scripture and consciousness teach that punishment is meted out primarily
on the basis of desert :

That the reformation of the offender is the primary or sole end of
punishment is contrary to the Scriptures, and to the universal
judgment of men. ... Every man finds in his own consciousness
the sentiment which demands the punishment of sin for its own
sake, irrespective of the effects of punishment upon himself or
upon others.”
In short, as Hodge explains it, there is an absolutist character to
punishment ; it is “evil inflicted in satisfaction of justice,” and to this ex-
tent, it is morally right.” The absolutist character of Hodge’s concept of
punishment appears practically to be indistinguishable from the revenge-
ful spirit that may lurk behind the law, or at least to provide the cover of
legitimacy for a revengeful application of the punishment. Needless to
say, Hodge would not have seen it that way at all. He saw punishment as
not, in any sense, sinful ; to the contrary, he saw it is an important ele-
ment of moral perfection :
[Punishment] is not an expression of malice, or revenge, or blood-
thirstiness, but of a necessary constituent element of moral
perfection. But punishment is the expiation of guilt. That is its
nature and effect. If punishment is morally right, so is expiation.”

This being said, the benefits of punishment are not, however, limited

to the satisfaction of justice. Hodge argues that the public also benefits

™ Charles Hodge, “Bushnell on Vicarious Sacrifice,” PR (1866) : 167.
™ Ibid., p. 168.
™ Thid.
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when punishment is properly meted out, though his argument becomes a
bit convoluted when he attempts to explain why :
Though it is admitted that governmental reasons properly enter
into the considerations which determine the nature and measure of
punishment, yet it is the universal and intuitive judgment of men,
that the criminal could not be rightly punished merely for the pub-
lic good, if he did not deserve to be punished irrespective of that
good. His suffering benefits the public because it is deserved ; it
is not deserved because it benefits the public.”
Hodge seems to be saying here that punishment is good for the public be-
cause punishment is good, a truism, but, like most truisms, not terribly
helpful. Indeed, he appears to say that society benefits when we all get
the punishment we deserve. He seems to suggest the possibility of jus-
tifiable punishment which might not be for the public good, though just
how this might be the case (even hypothetically) is not clear.

Hodge recognized varying degrees of moral turpitude in regard to
both personal and social morality. One prominent example is found in a
Princeton Review article co-authored by Hodge and one, Dr. Hope. The
issue under consideration involved an “incestuous” (according to the con-
fessions) marriage of a minister to his wife’s sister. The Hodge -Hope
article argued for a wide connotation of the term incest, “embracing under
[the term] acts of very different degrees of moral turpitude.”” For the
discussion at hand, the relevant issue is not that the marriage was ad-
judged incestuous, but that some incestuous acts are considered to be
worse than others. Hodge and Hope argued that just as man-slaughter
might range from justifiable homicide to first degree murder, in the same
way there are varying degrees of incest, depending upon the relationship
between the parties involved. Not to recognize degrees of moral turpi-
tude is to obscure the distinction between right and wrong :

" Charles Hodge, “Beman on the Atonement,” PR (1845) : 88.
" Charles Hodge (with Dr. Hope), “The General Assembly”, PR (1847) : 416.
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It is to confound all our ideas of right and wrong, to shock the mor-

al convictions of all sane men, to maintain that there is no differ-

ence between marriage within the prohibited degrees, when those

degrees extend from a niece to a parent.”
The writers admitted that, according to the confessions, the marriage
must be considered incestuous. However, they argued against the con-
clusion “that no distinction is to be made between such a marriage and
one between brother and sister, or parent and child,” a distinction recog-
nized by both Scripture and the nature of man.*
Capital Punishment

For justice to be satisfied, punishment must be inflicted in proportion
to the crime committed. Though Hodge made no attempt to set up any
kind of penal code, i.e., by matching specific crimes with specific punish-
ments, his concern for penal proportionality was clearly expressed in the
context of his views on capital punishment. Proportionality was one of
three principles Hodge used to make the case for capital punishment.
The other two may be described as hermeneutic and utilitarian.
Hermeneutically, Hodge did not evaluate capital punishment from the

perspective of the sixth commandment. Rather, on the basis of Genesis
9.6,"" he argued that capital punishment is of perpetual obligation, and that
it constitutes “the announcement of a general principle of justice ; a reve-
lation of the will of God.”  The rationale for the law is a permanent one,
for the law of capital punishment was originally based on the permanent
relations of all people. In short, the rationale provided by Genesis 9.6 is
as applicable now as it was in previous ages.

His wutilitarian concerns came through in his brief argument for the

™ Thid.

* Tbid., pp. 416-17.

®1 Genesis 9: 6: “Whoever sheds the blood of a human, by a human shall that per-
son’s blood be shed ; for in his own image God made humankind.” (Revised Standard
Version)

& Hodge, ST I1I, p. 363.
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social necessity of capital punishment :
Experience teaches that where human life is undervalued, it is
insecure ; that where the murderer escapes with impunity or is in-
adequately punished, homicides are fearfully multiplied. The
practical question, therefore, is, Who is to die ? the innocent man
or the murderer ?*
It is worthwhile to note that Hodge’s “experience teaches” idea here did
not involve the citation of any particular studies or research on the issue
of capital punishment as a criminal deterrent. Rather, the controlling fac-
tor was Hodge’s philosophic assumption that it is the universal and neces-
sary intuition of all men that the absence of capital punishment leads to
inadequate punishment or impunitive escape for the murderer, and that
such a situation breeds a fearful multiplication of homicides, and the inse-
curity and undervaluation of human life. To suggest that convictions
with content this specific can be correctly arrived at intuitively, is, of
course, a dubious assumption at best, and yet another example of the
Scottish philosophical tendency to resort to claims of intuition when ratio-
nal evidence was lacking.

From the standpoint of proportionality, Hodge argued that if justice is
to be satisfied, capital punishment is the only possible punishment that
adequately fits the crime of homicide. The principles of natural justice
call for proportionate punishment as do the instinctive truths of
consciousness ; in the case of capital crimes, it is “a dictate of our moral
nature . . . that there should be a just proportion between the offence and
the penalty ; and that death, the highest penalty is the proper punishment

for the greatest of all crimes.”

To treat the penalty of homicide less se-
riously would be a mockery of justice : “To fine a man a few pence for

wanton homicide would be a mockery ; but death or imprisonment for life

¥ Ibid., p. 364.
* Hodge, ST I1I, p. 364.
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%5 Of more profound theological

would be a real satisfaction to justice.
significance is Hodge’s suggestion that the outrage of the crime of murder
(for which he considered capital punishment to be the proportionate pun-
ishment) befouls the very image of God :
If it is an outrage to defile the statue or portrait of a great and good
man, or of a father or mother, how much greater is the outrage
when we defile the imperishable image of God impressed on the
immortal soul of man.*
Humanitarian Considerations in Applying the Law
In spite of his somewhat rigid understanding of the need to carry
through the penal implications of statutory law in the administration of
justice, Hodge demonstrates a surprisingly sophisticated understanding of
legal due process, and calls for a fair amount of latitude in the consider-
ation of mitigating circumstances in the determination of a correct and
proportionate punishment. He maintains that no person should be de-
prived of liberty or property except by due process of law, and that legiti-
mate criminal prosecution is contingent upon the accused being complete-
ly in possession of his or her faculties both during the alleged committing
of the crime, as well as during the trial of the accused :
If a man should commit an offence in a state of somnambulism or of
insanity, when he did not know what he did, and all recognition of
which on his restoration to a normal condition is impossible, it is
plain that such an offence could not justly be the ground of
punishment. Suffering inflicted on such ground would not be pun-
ishment in the view of the sufferer, or righteous in the view of
others. It is no less plain that if a man should commit a crime in a
sound state of mind, and afterwards become insane, he could not
justly be punished so long as he continued insane. The execution
of a maniac or idiot for any offence committed prior to the insanity

% Hodge, ST II, p. 471.
% Hodge, ST III, p. 363.
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or idiocy would be an outrage.”

Hodge’s belief in penal proportionality is not so rigid that he cannot
appreciate extenuating circumstances that provide a legitimate basis for
altering the application of the punishment. He even suggests that in cer-
tain exceptional situations, punishment is unnecessary. Political offenses
often constitute such exceptions, especially when they involve great num-
bers of people :

While the punishment of ordinary crimes is indispensable to the
well-being of society, the punishment of political offences is often
unnecessary. In many cases treason and rebellion, when confined
to a few persons, must be severely punished, as the only means of
deterring others from the commission of the same offence. But
when a rebellion involves a great multitude of men, and leads to a
civil war which issues in the establishment of the legitimate gov-
ernment, no such necessity ordinarily exists. The misery and
loss consequent on the suppression of such outbreaks answers all
the ends of punishment as a means of prevention.™

In regard to the purpose of punishment, an interesting shift takes
place when Hodge’s discussion moves from individual to political crimes,
viz., a shift of emphasis from penal satisfaction to deterrence. As we
have seen, in the matter of individual crimes, Hodge stresses that the pri-
mary rationale for punishment is satisfaction of justice. With corporate
immorality, however, there is a less clear and direct opportunity for as-
signing responsibility. A similar ambiguity is apparent in regard to politi-
cal crimes involving the participation of many individuals. Indeed, Hodge
eventually comes to see deterrence or “prevention,” not satisfaction of
justice, as the primary rationale behind punishment for political
crimes ; only this change in emphasis can explain his willingness to fore-
go legal punishment for political crimes. In this developing regard for

87 Hodge, ST I, p. 223.
% Charles Hodge, “President Lincoln”, p. 454.
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expediency in the determination of punishment, Hodge even goes so far
as to suggest that “unnecessary” punishments of this nature might be det-
rimental to justice :
All unnecessary punishments are positive evils. They exasperate
instead of subduing [sic] ; they exalt criminals into martyrs. The
sympathy felt for the victims is transferred to the cause for which
they suffer. Unnecessary punishment degrades justice into
vengeance ; all history proves its impolicy.*

Hodge’s less rigid approach to the application of penal measures in
the case of group political crimes might well be attributed, at least in part,
to his recognition that the distribution of justice is not always equitable,
especially in cases where social, economic, and political contingencies
play prominent roles. He spoke of this problem in a letter to his brother
in which Hodge comments somewhat cynically in regard to a courtroom
shooting incident in Kentucky, where Charles’ daughter Mary was living.
In Hodge’s words : “nothing was likely to be done with the assailant--
Nothing can be done in such cases, where the aggressor has friends and
property.””’

In his later years and in an era in which sociology as a social science
was at its germination stage, Hodge’s views on penology came to exhibit
an increasingly sophisticated awareness and appreciation of the influence
of broader social forces on individual lives. This development within
Hodge’s thought, while creating a few problems of consistency, such as
the deepening distinction between individual and social crime and an in-
creasingly relativistic attitude toward punishment (at least in regard to so-
cial crime), nevertheless was expressive of a significant degree of open-

ness on his part regarding social issues.

% Ibid., p. 455.
% Charles Hodge to Hugh Hodge, 10 March 1851, HLP,
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BIAEIZDOWT D, L2A>TH Y A MEEHIZOWTH, %47
bo FUAMKTEILFY A MO ML B X VEDFE—
—Thbb, EOL) LHELLUREENLS, ALLTHY 2D
IAIA - FYAMPES Z THGORN 057208 BIH 72T
BELTIHGOL LI B, 07235722 %@L TE
TENEFOHE SN TV BHE—DETH L, PLLETHN 2
IAZA - FVAMPLYNEESNL 25X, BAETHLHES I
72 H 0RO &) HATREEOHRIZ, METIUL, FIHhLHES
PHTELHOEFLEOTIZ, FRYLTELTLEI LA
TELETTHA ) I

[HADERAIR - FVURANTHD, LR - ¥R FAEHES
FHEGANLIFOHL, A IR - %1 2 MBS EEMIIBV TR
FLEZL)e HEFIA A - FYVAMEEL, AZA-FYAD
FENLELD BHERALA - X YR REHELIRE ). HED
ATA - F)AMIILTHEH>TWLERIE, Br) ek (1o
Z - %A R K o TRIFHS AL NBEHEA O HEL % LT
FoTwaMkEFETH B

[MZR - %12 MBI 2BROBEBBFELE DD OHT,

¥ KDI/2, S.382 (276 H).
" KDI/2, S.641 (230 E).Vgl.KDI/2, S.642 (233 H).
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AEOMT, (Zoft) OMTHIGT 201%, ThE Tl X
) AETEAL, L, A& S BB
Tabb, ﬁé@ﬁ%ﬁﬁf@ao%ﬂwxcautﬂm,ﬁ%
i, wWEEFRIREIAICEE, LI AR RET ) T
HY, HETHLICLP2DLT, ANHBZET)THY, HIE
THorHWVIID, ABMIZEAR SRz 0L LTHREATIE
bHE, FIMOFIZH L2 b5, Zolths LT
FELTWSELTHRENTELRLRVDTH-T, LA, b
NWONIHEZOTIZED, W, bNLbNEAEDPEETH LD
B S, ZHULDIDILD 72D DM OTEROFAELSF O b
DTLRVDTH D, ZIUTbILbIUIX T 5 HOBIR & RIS
MELTEY, HEHREEIIHEE L TWaE2S, Lo L 2ol
ML GEEEDOFCTRERBH DL O LFEIZERTHY), HTHED
ETH5 ],

INHDLEIRLTVE LIS, MOTHARMEE LD L LM
W e 5z ohz%asid, Ll L7200 s o WEcs T, L
ToLHIZ, Thabb, BHRFE-I, A X - FYAMEHNRTE
DHEAEZLDIEWITELRWI E, 2, A2 -FYRAMEDH
R, A TR - FY A MBI LMK 220 NFHEORERIZE
LwZE, ZLTEZIE, TNIEROZBINELENOFIETH D,
Z ORI L UR L 2B IS B W TIFEL DD, L LEh
HEZRTHY, MTHHEOBETHL, LEFINL, T 2I0EHE

 KDI/2,S.241 (37 H).
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OB Z TSN DN s OBEZFFEORA ~ FAVRENRT W
LEEoT Ly,

(€) VI, BRITEROBBWELENOMNIETHY), {1 A - F
ANEERICHELDD, MOFLMELTHEELDD, LArLEN
AHEReE LTSN, Lilkx7, ZORIZOVWT, 9H)—>D
DT ERJBITIMATBEV, 2OV MERD & H IZHF TV 25,

[(BEOBEFEOHCTHELZDIX, {1 A - F1) X bOAKD
HTRE - MO ENZHDL ELY, §abb, 4%4 T
A - XA MDONKE LI 5 722D 0O NEHOY; O W CEfT
ENTWE, L7z o TELESEED, LrbENTHWTE
D4 OPHEORTE A LHEO L VEL (Z05HE AdE
BIERZ Db OOM—EILIEOW 2\, k6, IR, KA, 54
EEoTERSLR) PETHL L) 2L TH D]

K&, mDHEEZNESOERTH LA, LhALEEA TR -
FUAIAD W] ZBWTHFET LD TH-T, fZA - FY X
FE TR b [F—] Tbiwl, £72 [HoF) 2 ] Th [0
LYOFYAIOREE] THHWT, ZOMBE NV MIZAD [
DRL] EEbx7. [<YEL] LiFZoBs, Hik, LHFERO
HHRTHoT® AT A - FYRPSMT L THEPHELET S LW

® KDI/2, $.235 (26 H).

" KDIV/3,S.834 (86 H).

¥ Vgl. KDI/2, $.302 (142 H). 7:72L [<VEL ] EWHFEZ/ L ML, ZA
D [HkfE) NEE ] LR CERTHW 25605 ) B S 72w, VglKDIV/2, S.64
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VLI BT LREBEN TRV, [HEEFFYA M eIEEL ],
BHID/ NV N OBEERIIE - EVHTER EIEEZHOD LI, 22
THRROBERII B AL I LIEAED LRV, A TR - F1)
2 b EBEOEE L EGREFED 72050 b A T4k E ) 2 b (totus
Christus)™ & VI AL HW /-2 LIdEMLTHB &2\, A TX - %
VA NEFELZEIR, BIBTEIRTOHELLEEST AT - %
VAN, Thabb, SENF)ALNERELIETHoT. LD
E, BEEOBATHCT, AZX - YR EESOMGRE [HEp
LEEOMER] ELTHE-20, B, FUALNO [RE-EHAYH
EHEOT] THY, REixF) 2 bo T - BROBEERED
Bl oZ:ThoT, FIU [HOAEDOATE L TOMEZD A
HFAEOEOBR] OFEL LDV Z ) BHELBEREHS5HLTHDOT
HolM [BEBEEZLDR, BHFEEXZLINLTHY, HIEX
725 EEIZTH D, $hbb, BAR WLo TREIN - IFUHE
FEN-BEN-EOONIALOBNE LT, £XBDTHD, ¥
20k, HMOMETDH ), WOMEIRE 5L 212, HBIEET 5.
&, ZOBETHLMER LICIE, —BY, For0L) RETY,
WOHSLELVERDOTH L, ThUL, WA LI, ZbFLHE
LAV, fEoT, FHUE, HEMN TR, FELZV. ZHE, 72
PEHELTOWIHZ RS EE LT, FETHA Lddbhn

(106 ). KDIV/3,S.958 (271 H).
¥ KDI/2, S.237 (28 H).

* KDIV/2, S.64 (106 H).

' KDIV/2,S.63 (105 H).

* KDIV/2,S.64 (106 H).
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(v

REI NV b o TEE LB *U R MR - BERY
Wi, CCFTRTEALLIIEC KDoFaL T2, Lhbiy
ZOTETRIMICBNWTZOEBEO T 252 61, L7ds> TEDHE
ERIEDIT Bz,

u

/)
s
=~

%

p={1|

|

(3) BEENFE

[BORMOBE L | Zh_7- 82, bhubhud, +TI2, &
TEEDE=0FFL LT [BEOES] ThHbhaREZ L%,
NV IHBOSHEEZ L > THLMILTBW, MbhbaN&Z k%
BIEWICERTIUE, 20 THoZzoo AMoBH], ET 512
HEOBFEME ZOWRETH L, TNEEHIZDEDDTE R,
BROZHEL L TOANETH LD, G- W 70 —DOFELHD
R, BORIIZHEE BIFL T 2%, HEROMVIIARREZET
TS L, MO T RIFIUI RS2\, ZiHEEL L TOAMET
MbsZLIZBWTRENTVWDEDIE, NV EP—TAATOL
TRAFORNICBNT—HEIROREN R ERE LT &2
FTEZTCVDY, THb, TOTT MIA4 &I Thivbitidil
SHRTIUE R S, [HEOEE] 2N T2/57 77 71, [#o
oo NEoOHB] (§16), [FEHOILG L LToMoER] (§17),
ZAUZ KD TIRAGEANORIOE R L %% [MOT50EF] (§18)
D=DOTHb, 2D Moo AHMOHMB] 2R 5,
[WEOFEE | ORNO/$T 757 [Horzdo Ao BB (§16)
DFEIE=DTH Do H—I, ZHOME—MEITHIE L TEROFEI

* G.WBromiley, Introduction to the Theology of Karl Barth, 31.

— 108 —



ZHERP S ZTERICRT TON FoHEESEKE (T) 15

EAEDEBUNIC % 2E—DRFT L L CORSOBREFHEORE, £
12, BROEBWEFEOTBLIL, MPLL LA 5252 DR TS
ENBH L) L WMETNL, FEILICBT 25872 b O DORE,
ZLTEZI, BROZHEGEE LTOANMOGEEDOMETH L, EE
BRI, BEOBEREIIL TORROZHE L LTOAMORME
ICLThH, MUELT [EEOEX] OHRENS, Lz THRS
LTEBZBNTNDLIZLETHL, ZDOI LN, U, Hildhsbl
LiZhAHIH,

(@) BN, TMOBREIEDFEL], bbb [AMO
U OF IR T 2510 L IRGEDFFAET B L\ ) FE—HIETR
DITHIK 2 AN ORI TO Z oxfinafk] 25, [TEROFBFELR,
MOZHAL-SHELELTOA TR -F1) A b ERKEC, BERIZERT,
BENERASONETHS | 2L EHAT Y, TR oBED
FAESIC L7255 T, BRoOZHEE L, IHHEFIZINESI A TIro
R, #rfiBEFECINITERIIET S, TTTONV FOBLIE, 12
TINVIBWTHHEBIIBVTHES ZBROZHE & T 2501372
EVHIGEMIZADESN LT, Lo SWIAKT, 1 AT TV OIER

* KDI/2,S.226 (10 H).

BAAGTIIEHEHE L EROZHEE L LT b bsDiE, $TIZ [E
#OZH | ORO [EoROEH ] (§14)ICBWTA AT IV 5 THHEHSIZE -
THAL—2OBERIMETH 2 LV ) RAEZTTOILTHL [ZZTHH
L2 THMEOHLIE, WhW D ZODOFEHOHGEZ LT 2RO E—ET
5] (KDI/2,S.87 (161 H))) o/ NV MiE, ZFYHEF) A ME VD) DD
BOMREIEE Loy 294 T~ yn—, &5|2 19 ORISR g
IR L, 1938 40 Z OFEH, IHF 2 BV L D0 H 5B OBFELZ RN LT, [TF
ROY¥E—M] Thbb, ATA - F A FPIHHEE L FHEEDLESOMNRT
HHZERMCERLL, S50 ME [BOROEER | owC, [HKEEE)TE
IROFZFTHHI &, [FE] & [HRE] o EoMEIzy b bd, Fhid,
MWOF L WHOBEN EMOTES & LT, IiEEICBI2ERIAESEHN—THD
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THOBROEZ LOZHE LR o728 H IR 5 NIBBINn, #f
TH, ML) BRIMADEL T b [HILZOFTEIEICIR S
rEbBRV, LA o TRO LI IZEDN S,

T HE, 2 LTHORY, AM%ZZOBROZHE L L1
boo L MIEDZ L% HLEEOEFOFTRLIZL ),
Z LT 2 OB & 2R L R 2 B LoD, 29
EHIENWDENEDTHL)—HE L VI BT TH L 17,

IV MIZEIUE, 2) LTIk o To Y sz, AMDTER
DZHEE L SN Z QWD 72 72HIHFAET 0 ML I iR

Y
CEEEEEL, TINOHBZLEREOMVOEEWMEIIRL, ANTAT— )
DOREFEOHIZKBEIN TS, BELSNFICTNEL D O 4 LWL
[FV) A MNEROEMOPToORE | 7213 TiEdRwy, ©LAbItbiul, kOZ L%
BWRZ SR NIR b hwEFHni, [BROBKIL, T FIHHEECS
JABRIESICEBRLTWE ) EH DL WIEHHEEICBIT ABRIES ICHEb- T
WEHk VOREEERL TS, FLTHESE, IriglsE sTIcERL
PEROESOIEMZFTICLTwAELTYH, HELSINIINEE D - 2L
THVN I b TLTHLLEENZD LI BRIDOTHRVE X2, BEDVTBRERE
MELBORICE o THEE L E XL, Zud, Ny odia—<F 11 - 20 DUF Tl
TWA LI, ZUBIELEZVWELDEATH L, HHAR, fELRVWELDTE
ATHLEROMED, FHBEEOHREZ, BAx 2722 L PHHEEIZBY
ThUbIHEEE LTIHELENRTWAERE, FIERLL I EDTERWH T
DT 5, F L TTEICCORFES F05, #H b & HORVBL oS VA T A
FUAINERRFREL T/ LZOFEOP TEAZZIT TV EE, Lozl
Lol LTRAHZDERORL ) ELEVWEAE B 7212 A B
T2 TRL, TR OOFEL TS ] (KDIZ, S.111 (200 H)) &5 A
CO [BEROMEE] LiX, A A F)AMIBILMOZSEOZAIZIEIN RS
72wy (AaO., S.134ff (239 B)). Vgl. E.Busch, Unter dem Bogen des einen Bundes,
Sa82ff. ([ — v - N s ERFFF——a 5 v AREEZ HOIZ] BB, 2278
PITF)o
* KDI/2,S.230 (16 H).
7 KDI/2,S.230 (17 H).
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ENHVD, BIROZHEE-HIEZ ) TEAEV, (51, BEDHF
L, WO BREOTIZHEET LI, BOIHIIHLLEIALDLD
ThoT, HXB LI, HRONT, EoPBICHLEZHDLDT
HHOTEAEVE, L UBROZHEENE BV TE LH THIC
HBEZHDLDTHHZDHERZDHDIE, /v MZEiuL, T4
TR YR MR LT, L CEARATERY, RETIL &
AL o TENL DAL OTEME, 2, WL TS
SR, BAC RS AENATEI T - - A
bHHAZDERO P THED N OB & ZSEILE S N R
3% hole LALE) LEBELOHZIEFE SN LV, 22 TH
SNV ME——HSOEERRE ZRICE N2 Exbitbiudd Tl

"7z DIV RN L R Ma i S
REML L)L LY TRWAHEABE, A TA - FYAMIRLT,
VAR BERT O HEMT MR EETIE WY, ZRE 0L M

T [HREA A - FYVRAMPOFET S LEAMLLTHIL, £
DESDOEFEEZHLNII Lz, BE—IC2E, [RREIARELR-72F
EPOHIET B L BERT 2% CoOFEILTHrNT, 22

® KDI/2, S.230f (17 H).

* KDI/2, S.233f (21 H).

PTATA-FY A MIH T, e NMOMIZERERFDSR 572 v) 2k,
TOTEE NI, KEOMWSES, ZITHER-EVI ZEER, B
Y B2 EET 5. 2AP S ThRDROBOMIZRE b 25T, T4
NI TR E ML EZER L, TN S CROREAFZEH L, FAHA LA -

1) A MOfHE (Person) DRI — L 2 FEELDOTH S, LrLEF)
ANOHKXICHLTLFFIZEN LA TH L. fFLLE)blE, /=X - F
VAMIHALTHEEZZDL ) THLEPWRIZ, FLF0OHSICHLTHHEIL
FDLH%DTHAL] (KDI/2,S.234 (23 H)).

* KDI/2,S.234 (24 H).

# Ebenda.
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MOFEDEEINDL, [COL T - F)ANDODAIHFETHID
WOF 5 DENHREDFEE, BROEMWFELTH L P, HI122h
i THOTLOZ0%E, )X LORAOETHY, & ETE
DA RO RDETH )OS 5 * 2 L& ERT 2. [A4DETO
EHADZOLH—AEAF VA LODZIHOTHTHEEIAT
BUEDOZOLFE—/ INOHLDOAMPENLOH L ETNIFEE
BN EoTHERWT WA Z L, ZNNKEDERE, BROTH
%%Eﬁééf%%EK%%MIW@%%@&@%@%&ET%%F
TLEBERT Do BEO—HIIVEYOF Y X MK, W R
Fﬂ%u[@ﬁ@]%ﬁ%%ﬁd~-%ﬁ%(®mm@)%%%Fo
DRI [HEOHIZVE LI, WHTH ), MikkTd s ™,
BIZZE, THoOTFo0E, Thbh, #HE, BEROTHENFELE
M TdH B L FEHZAME, KROTH S & ARG TH L, £
NTHLPORTROTH L EABICTRATH 2 [P 2 &% EkT
Bo H&ik TABIZE o TROA, BBREN, BER, BRI
ZETEL]Y poT [B—<E] T, MOSHEINLT 25D L
WHDERSNTWARBEAE, & THRICHOSEDR
AL O ND IV o7z0 LB, 2NV MRS L7, &

* KDI/2,S.235 (25 H).

* KDI/2,S.236 (27 H).

% Ebenda.

% KDI/2,S.237 (29 H).

* Ebenda.

# KDI/2, $.237 (30 EH). [NV X »EE| (1934 4F) E=IHOKEOH L BB,
kS [FF AL LN R (N2 ES] 22 Ko Tl (EHEYEHE - i
BEHR [ - ¥4y oBgaEM] 2002 4, A3k

* KDI/2,5.239 (33 H).

“ KDI/2,S.241 (37 H).
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IROBBINELE~D [RIE]" & LTS, BEWBME TS A1, [F
VA MOK] L L TOREKDOBEFLETH 5o wEIZ, bhubiud,
FTTIZ (2)-(b) THRAZEE, o b dEEARILLLTIIT
RRLTBE v, bbb, BEE, 221EIEHIIHE, —D0f]
JEE b o7 NDEF N THL TN ED, s, ArSHEINTIE
%53, MOBIRE OMEEEEREICBWTHEHFE I N 2T IUER S
BT\ ZOL) b DL L THERIIENEE [MOERTHY), #T
HHO¥I® ZoTho,

(b) [tho7zbD AHOEB] (§16) ORHOE", H=13, #
— DD, TEIRDVEBIN & % AME—DWETE L COHE TR LRT
CETHo72ETIUR, 2O, $hbb, BETHAPEZ > Tw
ZIMEVH) ZETH D W THE LML EFoTH v,
ZIANEHDHNZ, 7NV PP INSOREAND [PUENEZ] £ LT
WELDOEREFTHEEL THE LI EITL2V, 2NV ME, bILbIaSH
H (@) TRZE—-OmEIELTRDOLEIIZE ),

[ZZTORENLEZIE, LEDP>THhOEROMT (#ik
V) FR) AR RTWBEIRAENZ: Z L2V TOFHIE,
ROLH)TRITNEROLWVWTHA ). Thbh, TITIIESE
DIEENMETH L, Lo WETIL, M5, FUVAMIHoT
bIbNOOIZAMELRSNBT, T2 WTHEPHOS

' Ebenda.
*® Ebenda.
* KDI/2,S.242 (38 H).
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WEAHE LI L Thhvbh s HEEE2D, $hbh, #H
SEbitbhod LilboTALN, HOSEEZFEYHE L) S
EEMIHG S bILbIODL L THREIZLDD, bhiibhidZ &
RHl&ZT720 9 L) S EDRETH B Y

WL THED, EZ0HEANOWENEZIL, T Thb,

[HEOHEEMD B ICHT 2 e 2% 218, Hr I EER
i H OMBAD, GRFVAIOWRZICAMD T-—HATF
VDA NCTHRWAL E2, 20O DODANEEOHRTZITELHD
B (Gabe) ~DIE LR L TAFER S BV, Thbb, *
VAMDPOED, ¥FVRMDEHO, ZLTHY A MIE2>TD
HHEEVI B~ o1 b 7] (34 1-12) ~DfF
LR LTRIFIE R 57\,

B, B=0MEEX, ZESL VIO TR > TWANPTH-
7oo ZFTIWERLTVWZOE, BEEOBEWICLIZ2MOTLOEFETH
Do COBMICOVTES S 2V M, [HA5353 8 %8 [A
MAIZ 52 55 7 Lo, b TEERKN -
o MFEROEBWEE L L TOREOEBUNETSH Y, HH
72 OEBHBETH 20 S MEZ DL > TEROMO THeM: &

“ Ebenda.
* Ebenda.
 Ebenda.
‘" Ebenda.
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ZORBUAIERL LD L L7z HEOBWIIABMOZOZELE LI
REOFEFRLTE RV BEORBIMIEAEE " OME, TR
M2 E=DOMETH L, LT, ZNZFNIIOWT, HHICATE &
Vg

i) 2NV ME EToMEE LT, MOBROERIIZOEEBN S
FEHEIZBWTCEZIHET L2000, ROLHIICTE )

[Z D EBI R EEDOHTOMDERIE, BROBBI R EED
WED LD L—MIZE>THRZ N ED LS L (Zeichen)
— I FOFERIAFTE, BRORBMN LR LA LEWH) T ET
boT, HWROWH TR 2HE0 kS, BR BREOZ L
B S R AU 2 & 2w 1%,

MWOBIRIZ LA LEGZLZEDFICH D, 70 M I NULIHF B E
T, RO, Sl HESHEOBEMAE, FHEFTIE, HiL =
BEZ 5 CHEOHEFHEEKR L VS ONRLELTHYY, &
no5L5 LI TEE, MoaFodics sl ™ [FE” Tho
T, TN L > THOZENES LN, TONETH LHMOEH
PEEE N Do NV MG MR LS LES 252 Eafh—2 o
TERPDNDNO L 2 ARk L—IF, &fIb7oT, ZHEK

® KDI/2,S.243 (40 H).
“ KDI/2, S.245-248 (43-48 H).
" KDI/2,S.244 (41 H).
' KDI/2,S.248 (49 H).
2 KDI/2,S.254 (59 H).
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M2 IA I NVEREEZL->TWAE P EEI, bAAZNIIH
HEYELEL LTOL B LI, ZIUIHNET BENICH 20 TR
mWwlL, TNEZITRL ABOBWOTIZH LD T v, 29 Tid
%L C, 7EMOATEIRONNCH D, UL [HEICHIHEOH
W& PIcHD e, ZOET, 2OV M2, THOERA T
MICEETHHHHTE LTOHRAIE, $SI0HE, 2 OMGICE B
A% D> Twa P EEbRIF R 5 hav®,

% KDI/2,S.252 (55 H).
* KDI/2,S.245 (43 H).
% KDI/2,S.249 (51 H).
PO L N MEFOREVHIFEAOTTY 7 5 X Y MELDH LD
(MR L] 2347, A TA - FVAZMHE—DF 7T A MEL, 36L& B
BRBEMOISEEELOITEE T AU E DIz NVINELERL
(VglKDIV/1,8.167 (263 EH)), 72 2 I E- 2 F b D LML Twb &) 12,
7 I 22 NEfREIE KDIV/A T [ HEDOWE 72 5 ;TIJ ZHtolzns, [F]
1E1Z, KDIV2 (1940 45) & [HiOEADRECOEI] 12BWTT TIZHEM ST
72 (E.Jiingel, Thesen zu Karl Barths Lehre von der Taufe in : ders., Barth-Studien,
S.291. Vgl.Ders., Karl Barths Lehre von der Taufe, S.246ff. U.Kiihn, Sakramente,
S.174-184. KIGHIHE [ — V-2 MBS [V 52 v N ofts] (1) (2), [#%
4 L5230, 31, AR L AT A & L COPIL—3V F oFtlin~o—HA ], [+
) A AR TE] 220 2NSDOZ LI NV b DX ) A MnfIE T OREE
DEMEILCTW/ze LA >TKDOTO LT AFIE, RNV T A
hewv) — ST [fEEEY b > CTE /0B LICHWT W/ (KDIV/, S.167(263
ED%%T%D[W@tb@Aﬁ@EmJ@n7777 IO REVWERD, &
ARENZFICTlE R v [ A IE 4 EAS I*’“ﬂlﬁ1 IRPTZEDTERY (HAD
$&>T%6t§b&ﬁﬂ@&%&wjmmﬂ5%3w7M)AWFi FUiEassd)
B BRBS, R ONRT T TT MR LD LEx52528] L LTREL
TEZ 2772y MESORER - W=k eE L, B0 L0 kER
TOH 7742 ME&lE, ©LAZONTICBIT 52 MrZe Lize LT
ORI AL, NV FICENE, FT T AR, MALALESALT
, Thbb, BEOFBMAEYZ, BEOSECSZE [BEIAL Cf,;if;%
OFD [W] BXY [Zo/z] &, ML THOLDLT EV) T L THD, [EL
THoT, HIIELALEGR L) ZEHEADL > T o ZOWHAHN S
Nartwndy e, Foz k) D;é%k&lt%vfm fﬁLEﬂ@#%»‘z?lJf;c HThY, #ixs~L
it & NI A O ROt fr il B 2t o CEALIAT S 5 T v 2 4RI % HTHS ]
(KDI/2, S.251 (54 E))o7>< T, [#0&127 O&BU R M 2 5\ 2 12 i ©

—116 —



ZHERP S ZTERICRT ToNV S o#BESEK (T) 23

i) MG 25105 LA, HEE W) BIZBITABOROE B
O o TwizETIUR, FEOMEIE, FOLALERITANS
&, DF ) FEMMIEICEDL L THDH, ZORMMEIZ, NV M
RDEHNZEZ D

[ZDOFERO R ELEDOPTTOMOIERIE, RO LD
mbh, BROZBWERIEIIIESDOICZEZ2IIIH D
L) 2l (LAbHESLOFEE S IZRHSH S 5 HFET
HIENTEY, LITEROFBINFELENS LTOA, BES 2
CENTE, ZNTHLH00 HIXRBRORHIFESE S LICHHF
TAHDTIIRL, 72 ROEBIFELE & OBIRO T TO LI
THIENTEDL, Lo THESIEAGASG R /22AT DR
ELTOR, HOSEOMEFBLUTAEL LTOAEMRET S
CEWTED, ZH)VIHIETTRSDLDIZZEIIZH L L) Z
L) AMTHHICL o THEES LS AR
FOFEEIETH 7,

ZOEBINEFEIIBIT H2HOERIE, BReziFL oz M, 50w
BEMEOBEFEDZ LT H L, HHIE, HLZ, BRORBI

oo WETIE, HALE L CREEOFILIZ L5 THES AT IE% S
Za\n o g3 TEALaLgg 22357 | (KDI/2, S.253 (57 H)) Th bo LA LFhizu—
< B Ny 7 OFFELE S B RN L D BRD v, T L ABRLILI
Fréid, ADPHOL AL BEBEANLHLELZEDO FIZRWETEITHY, 7
M SEMNE VLG THE, TOHEDOLETANIIZILDTHLZIEL (R
DZEFEE UCHIBET 5, 72050, NV M XU, ZFOMFTIE, 0
BEE Y & HEEZ 729 (Ebenda.) o
" KDI/2,S.253 (57 H)
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FEIE, Thbb, ATA-FYAMOBEET, ZOXOHR TR,
L LS MIZE iU, 2hsenk H 1o LT 22, bivbild
FNERBICEI LI TER V. ZNIMOEAEHEHD [
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Power, Justice, and Love : Three Catalysts for

Peace
(h, =%, %

FMERETE=D2DHND—)

David Murchie

From an ethical standpoint, there are three necessary ele-
ments for true peace, viz., power, justice, and love. Without the
implementation of any one of these categories of human initiative,
a true, comprehensive, and lasting peace is not possible. To live
peaceably, i.e., to be peacemakers in our world, the role of each of
these “catalysts for peace” in human life must be a matter of our
serious consideration ; indeed, these three ethical elements must
guide our decisions and actions. Power, justice, and love, are in-
tegrally related ; they must function together if true peace is to be
the result. They are not the same, but if peace is to be achieved
there must be a kind of cooperative, ethical symmetry among the
three. To use a sports analogy, power, justice, and love function
as ateam. If one of the team’s members is weak, even if the oth-
ers are strong and actively contributing the whole team is weak-
ened by the one weak player. Let us begin our discussion with a

consideration of the role of power in peacemaking.
Power

We are all familiar with the presence and role of power in our

lives. Basically, power can be understood as the ability or capaci-
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ty to effect change (potential power) or the actual implementation
of that change (active power). Every day, each of us utilizes pow-
er to change people and things around us ; and every day each of
us is changed by power exerted on us by other things and people.

Consider these few examples. First—I am walking to school
and a tree branch falls on my head, causing me to have a terrible
headache. What has happened ? I have been changed by natural
power, i.e., the power of the forces of nature. Consider another
example. I rob a bank and I am caught. I am thrown into jail.
In my own power I have changed the bank (e.g., the bank has less
money than it did previous to my theft). However, it is also true
that the power of the law has changed my life because, according to
the law, I must be punished for my crime. Consider one more
example. You are talking to a friend and discussing the ethics of
Japan’s support of the US wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. You think
Japan is wrong to support the US, but your friend feels that Japan
is right. Suppose that, as a result of her discussion with you, your
friend becomes convinced that Japan is wrong to support America.
In this case, you have exercised moral power to effect change in the
social world in which you live. As you can see, there are many
kinds of power, i.e., we change many things in life, and many things
change us.

To some people, the use of power might seem contradictory
to the idea of peace. As a matter of fact, this is not surprising,
since the lack of peace is often the result of irresponsible or violent
uses of power. Nevertheless, power can be exercised responsibly
for good and peaceful purposes. For example, the Old Testament

(OT) patriarch Joseph’s responsible exercise of administrative

— 160 —



Power, Justice, and Love : Three Catalysts for Peace 3

power saved both Egyptians and non-Egyptians from starvation
caused by a severe famine. Four hundred years later, Moses was
called by God to lead the Israelite people out of their life of slavery
in Egypt. Unfortunately, Moses’ responsible attempts to exercise
moral and religious power were rejected by Pharaoh, the Egyptian
king. Moses’ efforts challenged the military and political power
being used by Pharaoh to enslave the Israelite people. In this
historical example, the ultimate result of Pharaoh’s refusal to be
changed by Moses’ responsible exercise of moral and religious
power was a series of punishing plagues meted out by God upon
the Egyptian people and, ultimately, a miraculous defeat of Pha-
raoh’s army at the Red Sea. In short, Moses’ responsible use of
moral and religious power was victorious over Pharaoh’s prideful
exercise of the military power and political power whereby he
sought to keep the Israelite people in Egypt working as slaves.

A fascinating teaching in this regard is found in Proverbs
25: 21-22 where Solomon says, “If your enemies are hungry, give
them bread to eat ; and if they are thirsty, give them water to
drink ; for you will heap coals of fire on their heads, and the Lord
will reward you.” (Incidentally, this verse is a good example of the
practical wisdom that we have in the Bible.) If we think that some-
one is our enemy, it is no doubt because that person possesses or
has possessed power that could be used to harm us. According to
the conventional wisdom, the solution to resisting such an enemy
is to offer a counteracting power that inflicts enough damage on
the enemy to make him stop what he is doing. The biblical solu-
tion to the problem of our relation to enemies, however, is quite

different. As this passage points out, instead of responding to evil
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by trying to exercise the same kind of power, but simply more of it,
a more effective solution is to be found in the exercise of a differ-
ent kind of power. This different kind of power does not have the
dangerous risks and consequences associated with the way we
normally choose to respond to enemies. In this proverb, Solomon
suggests that you can defeat your enemy by helping him when he
is in need, i.e., by giving him what he needs.

I think that most of you have personally experienced the truth
of this verse. If you have not, I would suggest that sometime you
test the truth of Solomon’s words by responding to someone you
do not like in a kind way, i.e., by giving that person something he
or she needs. You might be very surprised at how quickly that
person turns from an enemy into a friend. When you do this, you
will be exercising the power of love ; i.e., by giving an enemy what
he or she needs, you will use your power of love to change a bro-
ken relationship into a peaceful relationship.

As you can see, power is an integral part of our lives. It is an
integral part of our relationships with each other. And it is an im-
portant part of our relationship with our environment. At this
point, however, it is important to point out one thing, viz., that
power, in itself, is a neutral category—i.e., it can be used responsi-
bly for good purposes, or it can be used irresponsibly for evil
purposes. In fact, we see power used for both good and evil pur-
poses every day. The next question we want to consider then is
what determines the rightness or wrongness of our exercise of
power ? To answer this question, we must turn to a discussion of

the next catalyst for peace, viz., justice.
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Justice

Like power, justice has many facets and applications. Perhaps
when we think of justice, we first think of settlements obtained in
a court of law. This is certainly one kind of justice, and we call it
legal justice. We read about legal justice in the newspaper every
day. People face judgment in court for stealing, murder, or traffic
violations. For example, if I am caught driving too fast down a
street in Sendai, I will be punished in an appropriate way in order
to compensate the people of Sendai for the dangerous situation in
which I put them by my reckless driving. In such a situation, the
criminal is properly punished. However, if justice is to be ful-
filled, the punishment itself must be just, i.e., the punishment must
not be too light nor must it be too severe. For example, to fine
me 10 yen would be too light a punishment ; however, to sentence
me to 30 years in prison would be too severe a punishment. To
justly penalize a criminal for his crime, we try to determine how
much damage the criminal has done to society and what he should
do to compensate society for what he did. In a sense, to the ex-
tent that we possibly can, we try to find a penalty that will, in a
sense, return the society to a position equal to the position it held
before the crime occurred. To explain it another way, consider
what a criminal has done ; he has unjustifiably taken something
from society. Therefore, society is poorer than it was before the
crime. At this point, it is the responsibility of the criminal to give
back to society something that is at least equal in value to what he
took. In short, we try to determine the specific way in which the

criminal should make amends to society for what he did.
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Legal justice, however, is not the only kind of justice about
which we talk. We also speak about moral justice, political justice,
and economic justice, to list only a few examples. I would suggest
that at the root of each of these kinds of justice, however, is some
notion of the idea of “what is properly due” in a situation when jus-
tice is being sought. Any solution to injustice must show more
fairness and more equitableness than was evident in the original
act of injustice. In other words, the result of the process of deter-
mining and applying a just solution must include some kind and
some degree of equalization. In short, fairness and equality are
important aspects of justice.

Each of us passes judgment on human actions every day, even
when such actions may seem trivial. In fact, most decisions re-
garding the justice or injustice of an action do not take place in
courts of law. We have all experienced a situation in which,
though a person was hurt, we did not feel sorry for that person.
Indeed, we said, “She deserved it,” or, “It’s his own fault!,” or
something similar. In other words, we passed judgment on that
person for what he or she did. Perhaps Person A steals 10,000
yen from Person B, but then Person C steals 20,000 yen from Per-
son A. If we witnessed that, we would probably say that Person A
got what he deserved, or, in other words, he got what was his due.

Such experiences can even be humorous. Consider this hy-
pothetical example. Mr. Sato grabs Mr. Takahashi’s wallet and
quickly runs away. Unfortunately for Mr. Sato, while running
away he fails to see the telephone pole on the sidewalk. He runs
into the pole and is knocked out. When we hear a story like this,

we think that justice was served, i.e., by running into the tele-
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phone pole and being knocked-out, Mr. Sato received a reasonable
punishment for stealing Mr. Takahashi’s wallet. Through an un-
usual chain of events, justice was achieved. Furthermore, it
makes us smile because of the ironic way in which the various
events of the story served the cause of justice. Indeed, we have a
special name for such an occurrence ; we call it poetic justice.

In the OT book of Esther, we read about an egocentric Persian
prime minister named Haman. Haman was deeply offended when
a Jew named Mordecai refused to honor him as Haman, who, with
the king’s approval, had commanded all the people of the city to do.
As a result, Haman raged with anger and plotted to kill all the
Jews. Haman even built an unusually high gallows on which to
hang the prime offender, Mordecai. The plot was foiled when the
queen, a Jew (though at the time that was unknown to either Ha-
man or the king), exposed the plot by telling the king what Haman
had done. The king was furious and ordered Haman executed.
This was carried out on the gallows Haman had prepared for
Mordecai. In this example there is a kind of judicial symmetry to
the final outcome. The self-centered and ruthless Haman wrong-
ly planned to kill Mordecai and all the Jews ; however, the immoral
act which he had so carefully planned as a punishment for Morde-
cai turned into a punishment that was meted out upon himself.
This story about Haman is a good example of poetic justice.

We also see examples of justice or lack of it in political and so-
cial life. Indeed, we often react instinctively when we witness po-
litical and social injustice. For example, when we see government
policies that take money from the poor in order to give more mon-

ey to the rich, we instinctively feel that such policies are unjust.
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In my country, the United States (US), at the beginning of his first
term as president, George W. Bush worked to pass a tax cut that
gave a great deal of money to very rich people in America and only
a little bit to the poor. Many people reacted strongly to the injus-
tice of Mr. Bush’s tax cut. Furthermore, when a rich country like
the US gets richer and richer but refuses to accept responsibility
for polluting the planet, (even arrogantly refusing to sign the Kyo-
to Protocols on the environment,) we instinctively feel that that
nation is acting unjustly. We also feel that something should be
done to penalize countries that waste what others need, and which
pollute the air and water that other nations also use. In such cas-
es we feel that justice demands that all countries, rich and poor,
should be treated equally ; and we also feel that no country should
face greater social or economic barriers than any other country.
Of course, to achieve equality certain countries would have to
make sacrifices in the interest of equality and fairness.

In the same way, individual people have to make sacrifices so
that all people can live together in harmony. Rich members of so-
ciety are expected to contribute more to society than are poor
members because the rich have benefitted more from society’s
wealth than have the poor. A progressive tax system is one means
by which some countries seek to equalize the rights and opportuni-
ties of their people. And when we see the rich abusing the tax
system by trying to get out of paying their fair share, we sense in-
stinctively that such acts are unjust ; they are wrong because they
are unfair, i.e., they favor some people (the rich) over others (the
poor). Such actions by the privileged members of society may,

according to current laws, even be legal. This should teach us
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one very important lesson, viz., that laws alone cannot guarantee
soctal or personal peace. Indeed, for peace to result from either
Justice or power, a third catalyst for peacemaking is required, and

that catalyst is love.
Love

The Bible has much to say about love. It is important, how-
ever, to clarify what we mean by love when we talk about it in rela-
tion to power and justice. First, it will be helpful to understand
that in the Greek language (the language of the New Testament)
there are three words for love.

The first word is eros (I A ). Eyos refers to the kind of
passionate and physical love we witness between a man and a
woman. It is the kind of love associated with sexual intercourse,
though it is not limited to that. Eros is love characterized by in-
tense emotional and physical feelings for the other person. It is
the kind of love we usually see portrayed in Hollywood movies.
It is the kind of love that is expressed between young people who
are dating and between husbands and wives. Eros is the kind of
love that is the focus of pornography—indeed, it is from the word
evos that we get the word erotic, as in erotic movies, or erotic
literature. I should state very clearly that erotic love is a gift from
God to man. It is given to us for pleasure. It is also the divinely
appointed means for having children and building families. Erotic
love is easily abused, however, when used wrongly outside of
marriage. Intrinsically, erotic love is beautiful, pleasurable, and
productive of good relationships when used within the proper

context.
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The second kind of love is called philia (7 1 ) 7). Philia
also can stimulate strong emotional feelings. However, philia is
not the physical, sexual kind of love that characterizes eros. Rath-
er, philia refers to the kind of love experienced among family mem-
bers, e.g., between a parent and a child, or between siblings. This
kind of love is strong, and even affectionate. However, it does not
properly result in sexual activity. Philia is also the kind of love
that we find in strong friendships. Again, though it is accompa-
nied by strong feelings and emotions, its culmination is not a mat-
ter of sexual activity.

The third kind of love is called agape (7 #7¥X). Agape love
may or may not be accompanied by strong feelings or emotions.
In a sense, from the standpoint of feelings or emotions, agape is
probably the coldest of the three loves, simply because it is not
based on feelings. Agape is a love that is willed. In fact, agape is
love that can be commanded. It is love of those for whom we may
not have strong feelings. It is love for those we may not even
know. Agape is also love of the unlovely. It is love of those who
do not love us; it is love of those who offend us ; it is love of
those who hurt us. It is in this sense that the New Testament
(NT) speaks often about agape love. In fact, when the Bible is
dealing with the subject of love, it is usually concerned with agape
love. In the Sermon on the Mount in Matthew, chapters 5-7, Je-
sus speaks of the profound challenge involved in agape love in
5:43-48:

You have heard that it was said, “Love your neighbor and
hate your enemy.” But I tell you: Love your enemies and

pray for those who persecute you, that you may be sons of
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your Father in heaven. He causes his sun to rise on the
evil and the good, and sends rain on the righteous and the
unrighteous. If you love those who love you, what reward
will you get ? Are not even the tax collectors doing that ?
And if you greet only your brothers, what are you doing
more than others ? Do not even pagans do that? Be per-
fect, therefore, as your heavenly Father is perfect. (New
International Version)
Loving people who persecute you is not easy. But this is the way
Jesus commands his followers to love. Without a doubt, our best
example of agape is God. We humans have sinned against
God ; we have turned our backs on God. By sinning against God,
we have made ourselves enemies of God. Nevertheless, God
continues to love us—in spite of our rejection of his love. The
apostle Paul also speaks of this kind of love in the NT letter to the
Romans. Consider the following verses (Romans 5 : 6-8) :
You see, at just the right time, when we were still power-
less, Christ died for the ungodly. Very rarely will anyone
die for a righteous man, though for a good man someone
might possibly dare to die. But God demonstrates his own
love for us in this : While we were still sinners, Christ died
forus. (New International Version)

During the Second World War, Corrie Ten Boom, a Christian
and survivor of the Nazi death camp at Ravensbruck learned the
meaning of agape through an interesting experience two years af-
ter she was released from the camp. She and her family suffered
terribly from the terror, cruelty, and anguish of the death camp.

Her sister Betsie did not make it out of the camp, dying a painful
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death in that horrible place. Two years after leaving the death
camp, Corrie returned to the place of the camp to tell the German
people that she had forgiven them. One day, after Corriehad spo-
ken to the people about forgiveness, a man came forward to ex-
press his appreciation for what she had said. He complimented
her on her talk and told her how good it was to know that God had
forgiven his sins. Corrie recognized the man as one of the guards
that had been in the Ravensbruck death camp. Indeed, he told
her that he had worked in the Ravensbruck camp, but that he was
now a Christian. He said he knew that God had forgiven him for
the awful things he did there, but he wanted to hear from her that
she had forgiven him. It was a moment of true crisis for Corrie
Ten Boom. Could she forgive him ? Could she love him ?
Could she escape from the resentment she still felt because of
what others had done to her family ? Could she put her emotions
aside and love this man ? Could she love her enemy ? Listen to
her description of the dilemma she faced and its exciting conclu-
sion.

Still I stood there with the coldness clutching my
heart. But forgiveness is an act of the will, and the will
can function regardless of the temperature of the heart.
“Jesus, help me !” I prayed silently. “I can lift my hand. 1
can do that much. You supply the feeling. “And so wood-
enly, mechanically, I thrust my hand into the one stretched
out to me. And as I did, an incredible thing took place.
The current started in my shoulder, raced down my arm,
sprang into our joined hands. And then this healing

warmth seemed to flood my whole being, bringing tears to
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my eyes. “I forgive you, brother !” I cried. “With all
my heart !” For a long moment we grasped each other’s
hands, the former guard and former prisoner. I had never
known God’s love so intensely as I did then.
Corrie Ten Boom’s experience is a beautiful testimony to the pow-
er of agape to change human hearts.

Love is the catalyst that binds the three catalysts (powes, jus-
tice, and love) together. It is love that causes us to seek justice
for the victims of injustice. It is love that can direct our normal
human power to seek good rather than evil. Power that is not
guided by love holds no promise for peace. And without the influ-
ence of love, justice offers, at best, the possibility of stability.
Love without justice and power, however, is soon emasculated as a
force for good change.

Power without justice is anarchy.

Power without love is tyranny.

Justice without power is irrelevance.

Justice without love is legalism

Love without justice is sentimentality.

Love without power is impotence.

— 171 —






B EHE~IER=FTHZDHE~

N [ HE P ER

iEL®IC

FITHALZEETH 2, HARLRKTHH) THA, BH
R &) GRS O ERE LTi#boTEE L
7oo F7o, FEEMICE, FBEESOT VT =A b Ewv) FEE
CEAREEOGIHICHLERbIITCEE L, LaL, %K
DT ETTH, BRICAEZDZFYANEL LT, BRIZBITA

K[ROEMIZOWT, AGOEEZHEOMEO T TRAR D IZHE
FHUIEZTOEFE L7z KD THo/72012 [HEFT] @
BEZOWT, BEIREBEL-Z P ROEZOMIE LR
F L7z DTFICHRALZ &L, T LOEMMEITFEZ RV
DENELAN, TOLHIB—ADF) A ME, F1) X M
FEOIESE LTBHEWZZE 2w nwE 5,

1. [EBET] 0=

(1) o5

I N ORI DOWTE 2 5O RO ME X #5040
DOFETY BT L 89 & &, V) ZRTOES %% 2
TWLOPIZE > TUZOREIZT TICRE L FIfFIIF 2% S
NTLIVWET,

— 173 —



HAREBHE (LT T#HH] LBLET) Ovbws [HE
BHE] Tl THEZRKE] EhoTwuEd, 2L, wWhIE
MR OMRHEIEEESTEIWVWTL L), WHIZAELEY O
BWEAHITY. L2 L, BEOWHFEMTIZONVWTEZ LA
X, DI EELELRNDL) =2 T VARG EN T F
To HERS, BRFOMAOMEL LTt [FEZRAE] &
—NENMEDO KA VIZEBR=F Y FRED» ST 7285
DOWPBEN RS> TRDLNHTY, 2IE— L =—FEOHAEIZ
£ % [M] RS IREKEOZS Zb ORI TH-o 722 L1
DVTOEMTRBESREIZE TN TVLEEbNLDTT,

WIZ— 7% D1F [RPFERS | L) ARITd. THUEKR
Blal 4T3, [0S | OREE2 K PFEEHRLT
HRBS I H o7 TH LI DD5TT, [ KTFFEES
EEoTLEZIR, M8 BIE—U—FEL V) ZEIchD
T3, FNTIE, ZOHNI, —A=Z—ERBUEL LfTbILTw
7o ERETOMSFITERINTLE ) 2 L1242 ) F3.FE,
BIEOHARDOT-Eb 7261, HADRT XA ) H S22 Lt
MoTwTh, MEEESLZZEZMSZWTEL L 00
T [RFERS | VI DIET AN IDOGEHTT 7 A
AHSRE, FSCHOWEIT [FERS | Tl Ly
L, HRIZE 5 TIE, HRESE —h=— ko KpEER
WA OB 7Z 572139 CTF . ZORIBR AR L T [T
WA LW BETERMHT A &, PEEBESOEEYE
WETZ EIZENR ) TR A FEBIZ, ZOAHIEHAROER
BIZBWT, FRCFOL) kB xR LTExE L

WHEETHLHARIL, —N=—FIGF - -8 F % [E
%] —EAREICHER IR S NS % [HIRFE ],
— LU —4E7 5 O HKiS 2 [ KRS | LIFATWE L7z,

— 174 —



R EBHF~MER=FTHRZOLE~

FTARCBETIIEHATE R VRS 72 AT o [WFEI X
MR 1T [FE] TlE% [#F] TL, £hve HARBHF
BT [FLE] LSViE-720TY . U, T TICERMES
T [HE#ES ] DSto T[S 1EEE ShTwnE Lz, B
FZ T8 2050 72 BN EIBE 2 B3 AR & 4 fa btk
BHY FE L7ze HABUFIZHIFEZ BI#ET 272012 [HE] L5
LTI [FE| ZEBViE-70OTY,, Z0DIZERDOEFI;
fitix LELATL. HETIE, 20008 F% [H%]
EERZEIEFFFESNTIE A,

[RHHES | &) Zang, AAOER S E % FT8 L €
KL RWT DT REREZTEE S 5 720 D72 L) BIRT
To BALDDH, NEHEETEHY FHATLZ. AANTIE
WIS 7ZDIFHETTH, 2D D ICHADI LR L 72721056 L
T, TYTHRBEEIHMLCWIANSZREMAL £ L, TRHEIE
| OFFERE LTT VT RREDHER M 2> 5 O & Sz %
AT L7ZOREETT), FREIARELICEH Lz TIELR
, BAMCbh > TR H & o2 HAR > T, HARZIBHK
THILILLoTTIVTDHBEMo 20T, [mifHFEZE ] [
AR |, [ RIS | &) AHTIENE Z IO L TW vkt o
7o e LT, BUETIHERATTRE R AT T,

FNTIE, MEERITICOTL &9 Ho WFgEEHIE, 2
mYOLDEI2» S [—IFEES ] L v ATz fio TwnE L7
—NE—FIIRE o T AR ISR D 5 72 [t X O]

EV)BERZLEBRVE T, ZOHHTLS, BFIE—IL=—41C
RESDIEE V) T LD, HREFATRTTIEARL, —R
FEM—EH L Ciko ZAHHFIRTETH - T, HOEFOREILH
B 7257y ZE LS 9. LAL, &iTIC
o T [—HE] VIR HIE [E»T] oz HT, FiE

—175—



EA—EFE——T AT DS, REMAEHIIZRS LV
CETABIZHEH SN G ZoTWwWET, FNUIRboT 7
DT RS ] L) ZRIARE SN TwE T, ZAUEK
BIEWARZET, TTAAROT VT REES B H Y, FNHH
*@k?ﬁ&% WCREL Wbl REIN TS

EERP—DDWHFTH o2 LWL NI ENTVE T,
ﬂ%,:@%ﬁuﬁ&f#o

[ TOHS] LIE [7V7 - KEFERSFTOHSE] &w
AT ETY, BMFOLHZIDLHITHEIRT LI LI2L - T,
TTIE [HEDOEE] 1220 TO—EOMMINEIREN T T
Fo BENWEESTELZHAROERLEY £ L) IZHFET 2 0OHh
LWV ZEIZOoVnTO, =DM ENTVE T, [K
WHE G T OS] L [TRPFHFEERGFTORS] LE2 %6
21, BIAREREBAFERENATVAE I EIZR) T34, Al
ABHNS, FTZDOILAEREICEVTEBEVERVET,

(2) [EREELEROM]

T OBEHEE L -MEIHECH ) 305, Br—F
BEIICREZ T A old [EREL] T3, —Jub =4 (I
—t) —ZH—OH O THEIARIT 5 28R [EIREALE
O] L) SeESEMF SN E Lz FE D, fLEmICER
WAL Z ET L &V EETL 2. ERELE VY DI,
—NEEEICEHPRE L2 0T, AARERIZTRTOES
DIRANIRKELZLFEL (BAWIZIE, BEOFAICMD > Tk
WrLx35), HAEOBAEZTET LI LxREOIT2b0
T 2D72DI2, REBOANESE ZYHNE, H % HEz
ZWEHIZE, BEOFMIS [HE] L) RS ST
WE L7z, i, L3 LA5EINAE DO TR >720TY
A, LE2WIZRHIASRIE ST, DWIZEE b &S TOER

— 176 —



5

=FTHROWE~

g (IS

e
Ay

#

Mm%%mﬁ&w\ﬂ /EJ
BER+Vvo+ =A@ ,
| Pl SE IR oA
LR S
@&ﬁﬁ%m
ﬁﬁﬁ%;%%%%%;@&&ﬁa?ﬁyv\Tmﬁk%;%myv
N e e N ﬁ;A%@ﬁ@&ﬁ@;%?iﬁﬁ
3 XRE MR SR AN AN KR ) AN K X
WA N T < N KW&&/T;i%w:hﬂﬁ%/ﬂ%ﬂﬁ;i
e RN K E R R RN R L w2 RN E@ T | ERE
N ™R N R A N B R

1

— 177 —



REFEE L5 G oD TY,
WODRBIEE 5 72OMNIZIEMEIZREZ TWERAD, (LIFOR
WNZRXHNE Lo T [RICEFREELZfTVET] (8-
ZEBWEY) EEH L, HEEEBVPEEONIIIN - T
[RHL] &V ) ROFGAIe> T—FICHA TIFE L. &
BALE VD DI, BREE 5 & SICTFOREPBHROTET
EEC IR PEHEERRERCMTEBREOZ L TT, WS E%
HOMCKEZFEFE0TY, REFME S TwFE L,
bELA, FURAMELTIFATELZLLZVWHDTL 7,
Lo L, 48 (FESEs) PERISCERTwE Lzrs,
F T SLFERPIE, BEImHBEEORTLEVET, T
NRTCOEEZFEOEREDR OV DT TIE R VDO TTS, o
ik, EFN2ED ) O HAREEHFORILEIXEL L Twiz
AHTL D, B, FEIMLIFEOEHISRTVWE Lz, 8
DEEIIILIRZ I #F £ 5 O TS, HERlEssst [EH ]
W #EE 2 OWER T LIz G FO & 0 RENIR$ 2 #0H)
HWEBEZW L o720 TS [REL] L) FEFHD L
72 [HEAH] AYUSEZ - 728 T L 720

Bliz- Bl [#mgs] L) okl sn T, &m
LCHEPSIRE S N#MIC X 5 TERoARRE] & [KEHE
G ORFER ORISR ] &2 [EARRME] 2l
OFEZPTOI, EHICELDINT [AZEE] b3EgonFL
7o BRI EMEICSIE L [RAUE LB 1 7E 2 B
EICELEFR] b, SHOITEIP S KA D &) ZHG
FThLWESHD F L, [HEHEER] MRESNT [K
FH RO 25 [BEH] L LTHBFsRF LA (F2),
—FEL VO, BHAOHTOR—1) AR HHEE S
B2, BEIDP I Z RIETRI L, SRS ITHESEE

— 178 —



R EBHF~MER=FTHRZOLE~

3

AR TERBOR

s E
HiE J=84 ) s 1 4 RUE R
rf + + = S . s S e mp——— rom—
> e e I L »
S oo ¥ o
2 L2 b v zTE 2
e - " — X
E=SSSI==SUEIEE
- ¥ 1 ‘-" Y
.E A NS G} PR sn\LE;l'LJ
e et e g 8 ==
o 3 nv»wilt s b v o udob Yvd R
P LA AA LA B AN A
E [} = = -
7; ﬁga o 2 RE Bh A a:» gabmsm&*ﬂ:
¥ 3 7o) b D > * - ";"’ z s —_—
Y @ %n e B gty oa R g’v‘.ﬂi-ﬁg il‘ =
L& = o My oz Yy o f o
we o WY gyt o WY gamy o e M
r:'cxtiﬁﬁfw,ar:m%‘r%;i&;}au
s & BB IT 3w R 5 BIEEY o BE T RN
> » e Y P K b v 2 p T ¢
"B* ¢ 4 3¢ 3 KBRYE K¥x ot T [WEF AR
» T 3y =z x » °zx ¥ 3 k
m K X A L L AL & ¢ K & ¥ K

il
|

DB L WS EDAT ADED B M AP 7 o R
e g & vy Fr #2 N ¥ % X .
e BB mE gewe Y Lo =
AN R S T
. r o osDz HE # 0y B
¢ F oy Blp Ty e r e o L
& kK ® T o { FHh 1 P K &+ > 30
AR MRL WI B » T ASMZ © 3] &Y KD FE oANmr
N » gpe B
ik > L 2 Z‘E‘L 2o 2t b A ER® {&® RS Bgs
£ H Y * - ¥ < 9”‘
HW*: * % % A o Bl® 5 T [ o FT

B
o

— 179 —



SRS % 72O ICBHOREDSFHIG 1T o722 £ T,

FOBRIHREZ BRITRIL S WTEKEO G EE A2 fH
bITWE Lz, fLFEISEEZOMETITbILTWwE L. &
LW 5ERIE, P SME, S KEOFMHEIZEL FT, T/
THEF RN S & S, RIS EBI RIS 0B ) 24T
MERT, TRXTOHUXPHEFT L LI IIMEL LT E L7
I NSO BB B ORI ICER Y 1 S, BT
=, BB R LIThIE L7 (E3).

(3) MIBER=FTHEOTLE

FIRMEORIBIE OGN E Lz, ZADDED

FVAMNELZTD, BUEENT [l o4 EFT L7,
REZMET DI ERIFATHBIICA72F ) A MEIEIEL
LIEELPVERA, TNTH, N VIZEZEL AP ->72A
BALTHW2Z 8, FT0h 5 oG & EH o Bvwx £
L7zwE BwvwEg,

HMORXEBEZDODMS72EIZZH) TEDHY THATL, Th
& TJEGE] OET Lz, HEEH L ICREEFEE L, LiE
KR, EEIEOERAI I AT Lz, XOKR L T#E
HEE] IE#EVRL TRBOEE] L) L) xa—Trh

SOEFELLTBIFOATVET (E4), bbBHA, RIS
KT HEHIED Y TEAL, ZOObDHHY T A
HO LX) RIS, BN 7 7 Y R LB OEIR LT
RLAWTREEZETIENTEL AL, XIFEDHRN ALY
TYo FAD L) ZETARMIE, T CIERLTCLE) DA
ERVWES, TIDS, KOS &dd s LIFAITIETE
FHA 7272, 06T, SRAARIIEDLRITNE RO 2w
DELBEIDTY, TOLI)BRERDPETCLESLS, S0/
KTHVRLWRDHNTET A 6T, 20 L9 IR

— 180 —



R EBHF~MER=FTHRZOLE~

®2 \;\:{ﬁ:é/m ;‘:\{ﬂg%\@

(%( E &‘\\“\ \'TS (\\N; \\\C@y&% KQ
b A‘(‘J 15 1)
N ‘t/ﬂ-ﬁl \mx(‘kﬂi‘?@ ( @mt\\«\g& 4 d’q\x, “ﬂi&‘\kﬂ

‘%\rc-

Gy B W wsgg@
L *\\@&T sﬁi”w @@"‘ “ﬁ\) Q«{ (DQQH «{M\&g@)
femdiiey .

- \\r:\\\ Q\-\—(%N‘%&C

\: < '8 sv\é\m\»u(we;xmﬁﬁxﬁ

. \\]\“‘“\\V‘EQJ {Sm \\\*Q’QQ . BN
: J\\\\ewv: \j%&m AV s \%@*i-éq}g“ \;‘w
N w\&/ \q&g Nm \ A7 M\a »“\ K = =)
= AN J\\\&\\‘N \\\\ ] \‘E\( o
< \‘v‘w\\w\—fz vw .\ |\ 9o ,755“‘3‘1‘*@’?@"\‘“\/%&{ @N‘ =
& . N \n\\- so ﬂn&ﬂ&u&@w\wgﬁj\v floxes
ko G B (WY
\t\.& 3: ﬁﬁ*ﬁg ""})*d
<l 1A Qe
ok Sy w«{aéj R
SUREER R ahes BN
\&%QQ ~\~«\ \\\\3( o ot

3

—181—



10

Sy
ﬁe@ Me % m %a f;é\ "y

N

\,!I.i ‘
B 5 8o - bl ceidan

ﬁaﬁ BRI N SENTI '

noma (4 1) i

TE 4

— 182 —



R LB ~MER=FTHzOLE~ 11

WZEERLZNE DI, 4, @hES LTE N LAaTI%R
LRVOREER)DTT,

L2L, hTiE, TOL)BRXDEAEZEDH BIZ, A
DHIZ, :.wctf)@?:cbd@tc EHSETINTRLEDEBE R
HIENRTEFHATL, T, 2D L) HRXOBEARIE,
K22 [JEGE] 720720725 9 2, J:uxvukfa‘o [REIX
KBTIV LAL, HEIEASLVWOT, L2567
BEIT2 ] &) ZETE LoD TIE R WL ) B
T GLARLALREZZML, RO 5REFLOERK
il ZHEDICB > TWn TR W ST, 355
A, FAIRDEMLESE-722 813D 0 T8A. WiEETILO
R E2—1) 5 TLiz, Oy SBHELY A, BINIH
0, BN, BRI 2 TRECFHTEME L. LaL,
ZORIZE - T, MR [BfEEFE] b [EPAAERE] & [
m=MEl b, RLT L5638 ] il SN TREeH{d1T-o
TWEOTIERL b #EATIToTWZ LD TIE R
Vs BERITY, ZAURJEE]ITIE R (TEEENEIZ -
72DTIERWTL & 9D

2. [B#&] 0¥z

(1) [AEs g

Z DS ’i?%é@ic%i%ﬁttwﬁf WA IA DEH A 5
FEEEH TOBALETY [FEHE 5] L) LHETT
(J£5)e AR5, ZOLHFIF Fow;ﬁ%#ﬁbbibto
WEH C, BRABHIEREZMHE LTEDTEE Lz, MEIE
HLLT, REDZEDNFZ L2720 TT . L) CHHIZ
SONEZLZ LD FE L EHETOZ LIZMENTL

— 183 —



12

-&me’ , /'

\\‘rim-/"-“\\\-

\‘&V%\mm{
w\, aﬁwm@s&@ ol
e s R ’%mxrﬁfﬁt{» VL A o
&é& “@% ; \"\“A:/)‘u\éé\&h ﬁx&%”\m?&
A‘;éjﬁ; (@: /Mw\ﬁi&v/ﬁiﬁﬂr N P
VEICRYY

SRPLRE MR w2 O 5 5 WLAD R W ¥ B )
PR S U IR e T RN AN
K%{"W“{ : *‘i@{ T Y Ay

i"‘*ﬁf w1 | BN

— 184 —



R EBHF~MER=FTHZOLE~ 13

7oo EIEBRHFLT S, BEIIIETEL &> TRAEL T3
EVIUEFETHLIRNETL, BLEIEoHEARIZE
molzpEEnE S, L 2ADFERITENE Lo, [HET—E
A - - KGRV - - - KEREREEL - - - BEETHEONEK
ZRHARL] EEIUELSDTY, HFIKRD 72D,
FREL (8] 54T, REOFELHEATTF>T [K
BOE] OFEIIBZNLELLIH)EFIOTT, 2Fh, K&
AL LTEDEDOE, BENb00M T, %227, O
BOTHEDLENZ LTV DTIERLT, RO bEST
DTT EFIPEDLoTEH, TNHPHHEVZL VS 2 EIZKD
WTWIEHFATL,

(2) FE=IERREHER S

MO 0 BAE I B A 72 85 = IR IR S OFisk A AT b &
DZEIFWSENTT (E6)e TORET [EEBHAE]
DEEFRESNT, TORKOBESIHRESINE Lz, £
OB [FRENTHM/ BETBEANVEEE N 7TIKE=
i § VIR =LA W BT/ iy =k AOVARME b RE
NSRS M N A b HT =R Ve T A A OV
Dl EdYET. Lal, EBICE, EEEHOIREIICNT S
FEEXIT—UH) FEATLL, oL CEREINZZED
WiEEb b, TRTEHEPOBMIGEE - T Lz, HRHE
FREZ & o CTHiE SN2 IHRED - ILE Ol 7- 5 1 H D FER
EEL-Z LD [HRELATHYILV] FHThHoTEn) 2
ETHRMTHNE Lz, KREHENICH > TY Y #ES 7 b
PHRFEEPESNTE TV RN EIZOWVWTY, itfkizid—
P onCwEdA, ML b [KEAZME LTHALZ]
EOEAMOBFITIEZICORONT A, RO Z D%
DRFEED—ATL,

—185—



14

(3) ZHLLFL [RE]

B O REBALIFIE [MoazmMEg L] L) HE—milE
K BRE5720TE RV E W) BER, DWIZHFIZBW
THBE—ELARICHEREINLZEDORVE T, BIndhd
LAWiE SN T LEVWE Lo RESTOF YA MNKIZT LT
B LR LT, LRSS b T, RO
ME—HEMICI bR TV EE L, RETMTIIZY, #F
ZEHEWZ 57280 ) T ED, WODMIZHABKROZ & &S,
ENHROEPOTRELAME L CTHAMUR L72EE, 2
B L-BMIIE) R b00ln) 2 EIE, bt
IotLlavEFRsNTLENE L

LR —IAEEIZE ST, YHOHRKEAKLTEEDH
HICAEINZ, wbWwd [HFEEEH ] (T8I L7
BRI OWCTHEIZLZEELRDDOTT, L, £ Tl
I L7 L OFEEPEHEIN TV AT [MThvd
DxfE L7z] BEIZOWTIE—Fb Ao TnItA, Ih
=T RY) R E7Z 5 72139 T 9,

(4) ¥REEE

HEEE TSI I L7228, HILVWIEREICERLZZ
WFRRY 2o 72 E RV E 9725, LA L, 39T~ L 91,
JERL7ZEANZHEE2TDLI LI L2V ERITES>THE
o ARIZETVETT . BBEIET L2 L IEH N HEL L TT,
HEDLIEDNTELOE, BIRLE»o72 N2 T, K%
DL, BDALZETIERT, ZNNRD Eo/bBOD T L,
ZLTC, RERLAZOPEHLPICTHIETT, €9 Th
FAUL, FFUCEY 28R eIl 9. FIZ, T
A5 THIEMIRGE] 725 723 A 1 BB EA T

ZIHOWVI) BIRT, BMFEMIIEELMETT A, Z1LE FEE

— 186 —



YR EBF~MNER=FTHZOLE~ 15

WCHAEE O U L ) ICEELMEZ L B3, HEFTOR
DIZOVTHRIGL Do 2 BETTY, [kl ThHo7z0% b,
ZNE 558 ] OMETTH» 5, FHEEIHS 2~ TT, LAL[H
FEMIRGE] Tholz e TUE, MEIEMETT. ROXD L)
2, BOIRGENETH > CTRBHICRESFELETH L Z LS, &
DXL THEEL 5720h, HAHWIE [HEEA] 1L
TeNADEHIZ, RO GDIIWENPIEL S EH SN, L)
FELLHITENL L THo T, W TFTORSSZOHTIED

LOMES T ho/z b T 258121, 20 L) ZfEE ol 1
L] B EREAIFED LM TE 2O THL2IITH
EVEETT,

DXL, WHBIZIZMAZZ LD H 7200 M THA
5, ABYIZIE, DWVIC—E LB TOREEZFEICOVWTRED
SELHCHHPOSHE LR L IEZH) A, VOO
2, WP LREFEFRETH 7L )BT LIl ->TLENE
L7z

3. RIUBIEMFRDM AR & B

(1) TgReob] ofE

B RMERAETE 21X, BEOH L [FwiRLBb] omME
HOTL L) BN Lo TFeL SN NHDBIFEDAHFOH
TEDLHIZBAENDEEZSGONE VW) RETT, LaL,
BIZ L o CFE SN MY, REZAFET LI L TET,
L2d, ZIEFHFEZELTICTER, bwnw)ZizE)rnvn)
CEBDOTL LI Do PHEIZEL TN, L2 5T bR
L7072, L) DRonhDETZEHIVI AWV TL
Vo LML, R, L OF ) ATEIZZD) CTldleh o7zt B o

— 187 —



16

TwET, RORXERTY, [HEE—UE] 21T, b
& THEIRGE] Tholze LB Z EHAL [ER] o7
LV DIE, BALDEVRTH-T, KBk [MERE] &
[ZTADFE] M2z, TNOFFELZE LTI 0TI %
Motz BbNTRLLZVDTY,

ZiUE, B XoTEE SN [AM] OFIZ, H20IE
ZNERNS, FLREXEFETS [AH] PEShTnwiziw
HITETIEARVWTLE ) e 2F Y, BMICLoTIRE SN
DI, EEHUAETIEI R >0 TIEZ VR E W) FETS,
FI AR OWRRE Db 5 — R RETH-> T, I
HRFE R ZORE D EARN 72, O F DA HREICOWT
DKM BIAEIZE V) ZEZ DX ) A MEHOFIZIEIRR L DY
FILIHMBEEOHSE - BIIZD LI ICIFEZTHATL
HEDOEREHEZOPTHIZH > TEZ LI EDPMETSH -
T, ZDL) BBEOHTHIHEDL RV ENFEE ENZDT
T

(2) BLMEROHK

MOTNZ D A & LW - S fEE LTo A%, »
DIXTIEmMIC, YOt oiEE LTitiEd 5 & 2 AICHE
BHo7zDOTIEHRNTL &) B BREMEDOHIZH > THO
A7 SN TV 0N, HEDORZ B ABOLETIER VAL
BwEd, ZORKNLGTHORIINET 207 [R4] T
HoT, MEICL-oTTRESNLEV) ZEIE, FEIIZFDX
) R B EARE LT, MRS 2 e\ AR-DS, EAIZL o
THOFIZIBZ A AHNEETNEDLS, DF ) RLELKE
LTOAMMPBEE NG L) 2 LD TIERVWTL &9 D%
BRI - #LSMAEE LTOAMIZENC LT, BRbtad i
RIZFKEDNEORE T % [FR] OMRELIET AL,

— 188 —



YR LBHF~MER=FTHZOYLE~ 17

HD X ) HRENOHFEMEIEDED PNz O TIE RV,
EV) DOPFRDE R T,

HEOHEMORNAEZ 5 L, ZoOMEIL 45, T
AHLZTNEZR S 2WHETSH L ERICIRELN T, (BIh)

(1) THEREELEROME] ([HAREFREEEME] 5% 241 H, 1998
HHHRUR)

(2) [#FEsEg]) ([PREEIEH] 1943 EEREER)

(3)  [HATHERR G535 ]

(4) [#H&H®E

(5) TaEsf—s | (THAREEHEERE] B=0% 3637 H)

(6) [HARWBHEERA TR ([HAREBE B IR Rl 5
=% T74~84H)

— 189 —






MRAEXEBERS
(50 IE)

e il
B
[ 2T VS HE OB & k] (TIHYZWE] 875, HARIBHZS,
2010 410 H) * 2009 4 10 H 26 H @ H AR IHFF SR TOIEEIZHED W23,
[TV TOFHERADF) A MH—T 4 1) €V EOBEBOMED»S—] (T#4E
EEE]52 5, 2011 4E 3 ) * 2010 4 8 H 30 H O HALFEBERFHIMIME £ 3 > —
TOFEIZIED VT Lo
(WA 2T 2V ossdd] ([3—ua v 3sgfbmise] % 12 5, fdeEbe kg —a v
23CARRFZERT, 20114F 3 H) * 2009 4F 12 H 12 HORHLEERE RS S — 1 v /3L
ALWFFEiT AR R & . 2010 48 6 A 19 H @ 0 AL B AW MM R & 5B
FIICHED W ERT
PRER
[SERDYERERRD [~V F 4 » - 7 —73—0 Theokratie FEDES ] ~Da X > ]
(FFEAE R —MEA R e o 4 — B FIRE Y YR Y 7 4, 201045 H 15 H)
(YT 1y T=N—OEEFREBNR] (HREEHFRH 58 MM A%,
201049 H 18 1)
EE
[ A AT TV osm# ] (HAREBES ARSI AT RS AR E S, 2010 4F 6
H19H)
[R7 T TOFHMEARDF) A VH—T 1) 2 EDOBROMEDS ] LR
KESLEEF ) A bR B REBORTHE £ I - —, 20104E8 H 30 H)

fire R W EZ
-
[%33ED & 5125 <] #OorfE, 2010.9.10.
IR
LRy A7 T4 e
[T 2 F RN E O 72010 — M F o TEZE] (D
[%ess L thist] R O% (2010.3)
TR 2 2 RN E D 720012 —— ik E o TEZE] (1)
[# L] HH—%5 (2010.11)

— 191 —



[N 2 RN & D 7201 — Mk O EEHE] 1D
%4 L thse] BH %5 (2011.3)

2777 G- RAME

[7H7~—=EixfAh] (2)
[ ) 2 MOUUIFRRTHE] 5=/5 (2010.6)

e F KR
#®E
[0 HROFH] (U A MBI 201142 H)
aff
[HEmIC T OElER—& <1V b [HassEs] ofnrs | (M#e i)
51 % 61-88 H, 2010411 A)
[R5 ZHERICPITTONL AR (T) ] ([#%e L Hr] 52 %5
20114E3 H)
NG
[F)ANERFEOT AT T 4714 %0 A MFEOWRERE] (M) 2 b #Eofb
WFZEATAC2E] 28 5 118-126 H, 2010 4£ 6 /)
Iyt-—
[HDOBEAFIZ2E—F ) A M EFZERE#HES | ([HamA) 574 7,
2010 47 10 H)
E%#ﬁziﬁ*ﬁ

2010 44 )

[Z7 =V DEHFENOTFH4F 7 Hi~ 16 &l (1697, 201047 H)

[ 74 EDREHENOTH 1 5 27 &~ 30 &) (7.1 70%, 2010 4510 H)

[74) EOBEANDOTH 45 15/~ 238 (L7155, 201141 H)

BE

[ ofEEm— NV b [HEHER] Ofrs] (HRT YR M
SHF P SHMEIE S, 20104F 6 A 28 H, K7 VELHHIR)

EEDOT 2) O Mifi—#&mi e LT) O\ b=KrAy 77—
BEHES, 201049 H 14 H, &7 VE-LFHR)

[ 720 OF4s ] (H AT B F BT X Bk B 208 #b i, 2010 45 11 H 8 H,
BLX ) A MRty —)

[#ss L2t (DARRBHER IR RA SIS, 2000411 H 14 H)

—192 —



A AT
B

s TREERRE L) 7 A2 Bz Chmfehie LT (200043 A
FOLRFRFBE NSRRI )

M7 Loy BY THEICBI 28R @0 2) —T7 L)Y FUT70
740 ryo [BHEAER] Zhoic— TRAERKRY ) 2 b Eoubii e
FLTE] 45 2873, 2010 4F, 43-62 H

“The Reception of the Pauline Letters and the Formation of the Canonical Principle in
Origen of Alexandria ‘, in Scrinium 6: Patrologia Pacifica Secunda, St
Petersburg : Axioma, 2010.12, pp. 75-84.

“The Origenist Controversy and Church Politics *, in Studies of Religion and Politics in
the Early Christian Centuries ‘, Edited by David Luckensmeyer and Pauline Allen, St
Pauls, 2011.1, pp. 115-122.

FRER

“The Origenist Controversy and Church Politics », in Studies of Religion and Politics in
the Early Christian Centuries ‘, in the Sixth Prayer and Spirituality in the Early Church
Conference (2010.7.8 Melbourne)

[ER7 L2 Ty B 7 OREFRORH—T 10y, Z7LAVA, FIFT AL
(2010.8.27 W7 ¥ ) A M #iEs, A

B

[T L7y B THAICBIT 2 8W oMK (3) — [HFroff] L L
TOTRFOMED T & o T, (201058 F 1) A MECLRFZERT £ 4 %5 29
B3 ) A MO LaEEE)

T YRY Y LS [ NCEFRSE OBOLE BANESE] (2010.10.9 BALFBER S ~
B A NCFOWRELE] PRI EBER IR &R — V)

OO ®
- EET
[ Y HAIZ BT 274 7 ART | [HACFEFE RT3 ) A N EOULIIgE i 2]
5528 45 19-42 H
[AARPHFIIC B 2 INEEE . BLAEMGORA] [51) 2 MEl%] 5 64 4,
86-103 B
[HEE W (a1 OBURER] 435 THAROME] 49 75 139-143 &
[HHEEICBIT2<H ) AL GEVOES)] [#MEEmE] 515134 5
[HERak & MMEE T —~ 1: 18-32 OWEMELE] [#Hs L] 4525 1-36 H
[y Y e b e L L CoffifEsS Tee] [3—a v/ SfbsBmigel 12 %

—193 —



1-18 |

(X ) A RO T 4 7 ART ] (2010519 HARIEBHFSHILTERE, A w
W BT R

[ 5 Y a5 5 LR e L CofifESATik] (2010.9.18 HARBHEREE 57
ZATRES, A SHKE)

Y—F— T4 b
HREE
F [The Philosophical Pursuit of Violence : A Book Review Essay | [ Bt K-
£ #& ezl 5077 (2010 4E 3 J]) 49~64 1
G [, B & —FMaET =20 0—] JiLFRKRSFF ) A MR
et 3 - — o (2010 48 H 30 H)
Bb [Report on the 124th Annual Meeting of the American Historical Association
(AHA) - January 7-10, 2010] [H#dvs2pe K&t #has & iz ] 5175 (2010 4F
11 A) 89~100 B
FRERVOHRICE T BIELTFES
2011 4F 1 A — American Historical Association Annual Meetings (Boston, Massachu-
setts)
2011 4£ 1 H— American Society of Church History Annual Meetings (Boston, Massa-
chusetts)

L I P S/
B
[AHEFRMFIBI 08 — RN EROKTE ) L ZORAE—] (HaL
wMEE] 455145, 2010 4F 11 A, p. 35-59)
[FPREFA I B 2V 7 —WF5e—FraE T ZE O TR & R il T o aB— ] ([#
SLthst] %52 %, 201143 A, p.37-57)

— 194 —



G. Wenz, Wolfart Pannenbergs Systematische Theologie.

Ein einfithrender Bericht, G6ttingen 2003.

HE

—195—



- : Wissenschaftsthstheorie und Theologie, Frankfurt a.M. 1973.

: Eine geistliche Erneuerung der Okumene tut not, in : K.Frolich (Hg.), Okumene. Moglichkeiten und Grenzen heute,
Tiibingen 1982, 112-123.

: Anthropologie in theologischer Perspektive Gottingen 1983.

: God as Spirit—and Natural Science, in : Zygon 36 (2001), 783-794.

- : Analogie und Offenbarung. Eine kritische Untersuchung zur Geschichte des Analogiebegriffs in der Lehre von der Gotte-

serkenntnis, Gottingen 2007.
T. Peters, Method and Truth. An Inquiry into the Philosophical Hermeneutics of Hans Georg Gadamer, and the Theology of His-
tory of Wolfhart Pannenberg, Chicago 1973.
J. Polkinghorne, Wolfhart Pannenberg’s Engagement with the Natural Science, in : Zygon 34 (1999), 151-158.
- : Fields and Theology : A Response to Wolfart Pannenberg, in : Zygon 36 (2001), 795-797.
]. Ringleben, Rezension Pannenbergs Systematische Theologie, in : ThR 63 (1998), 337-350.
Ch. Schwébel, Rational Theology in a Trinitarian Perspective : Wolfhart Pannebergs Systematic Theology, in : JThS 43 (1996),
498-527.
Schults, E LeRon, The Postfoundationalist Task of Theology : Wolfhart Pannenberg and the New Theological Rationality, Grand
Rapids, Mich. 1999.
-: Theology, Science, and Rationality : Interdisciplinary Reciprocity in the Work of Wolfhart Pannenberg, in: Zygon 36
(2001), 809-825.
H. Springhorn, Immanenz Gottes und Transzendenz der Welt. Eine Analyse zur systematischen Theologie Karl Rahners und
Wolfhart Pannenbergs, Hamburg 2001.
J. Stewart, Reconstructing Science and Theology in Postmodernity : Pannenberg, Ethics and the Human Sciences, Aldershot,
U.K. 2000.

— 196 —

=l



M ieE

C.R. Albright/Haugen (Hgg.), Beginning with the End : God, Science and Wolfhart Pannenberg, Chicago 1997.

PBurkhardt-Patzina u.a., Bibliographie der Verdffentlichungen von Wolfhart Pannenberg 1953-2008, in : KuD 54 (2008), 159-
236.

H.-G. Geyer, Geschichte als theologisches Problem.Bemerkungen zu W. Pannenbergs Geschichtstheologie, in : EvTh 22 (1962),
92-104.

A.GldBer, Verweigerte Partnerschaft ? Anthropologische, konfessionelle und 6kumenische Aspekte der Theologie Wolfhart Pan-
nenbergs (Eichstitter Studien 31), Regensburg 1991.

Ch.Glimpel, Gottesgedanke und autonome Vernunft. Eine kritisch-konstruktive Auseinandersetzung mit den philosophischen
Grundlagen der Theologie Wolfhart Pannenbergs, Gottingen 2007.

S. Greiner,Die Theologie Wolfhart Pannenbergs, Wiirzburg 1988.

A. Kendel, Geschichte, Antizipation und Auferstehung. Theologische und texttheoretische Untersuchung zu W. Pannenbergs
Verstindis von Wirklichkeit, Frankfurt a.M.1999.

K. Koch, Der Gott der Geschichte. Theologie der Geschichte bei Wolfhart Pannenberg als Paradigma einer Philosophischen
Theologie in 6kumenischer Perspektive, Mainz 1988.

W. Pannenberg, Die Pridestinationslehre des Duns Scotus im Zusammenhang der scholastischen Lehrentwicklung (FKDG 4),
Gottingen 1954.

-: Ders. (Hg.), Offenbarung als Geschichte,Gottingen 19612.
: Grundziige der Christologie, Giitersloh 1964.
: Grundfragen systematischer Theologie, Bde. 1-2, Gottingen 1967/1980.

—197—



SEEINRVEY (| #E) UEDODOR0QI0mR®
T NE R Q STh LR OHREER O BRSXRORVREE I 5001 R EHwWEEY
BRS04 QAU 4000 R E IR U A0 B R BB H S H O U8 Uk N Y
228 STh 20 51 JB. Cobb, Jr. %" R HBEQHL QK URK S EMHE-EHBUWLIELD V480 (STh
I SAREULREWR WY 500) VETL S QUPHER OV QRODITS0LL 8T 1) Qo
E RS HHTR AP O 4 o KRB ORI EHE S EMERERVEED 1) Qi VESKUR W S48

AN NG RN TRT IV

B & =
T EEREEE
W.Pannenberg, Systematische Theologie Bde. I-III, Géttingen 1988/1991/1993 (abgek.STh).
<E4

(Das Wahrheit des Dogmas) (SThI,18-26) ; (Die Wahrheit der christlichen Lehre als Thema der systematischen Theologie)
(SThI, 58-72) ; (Die Methode der Christologie) (SThIIL, 316-336).

HRL&

Wenz 2003 (Lit!) ; Ringleben 1998 ; Schwébel 1996.

H

— 198 —



HO

QINEL" L URKREN RS O EIXEWE DR O\ 5 42 (vgldie Diskussion in Albrigth/Hau-
gen 1997)° MWV EENOWERYT REMM I Q0 VK VBI040 — - K — i N E— NV E
TGP0 ) VR Waure (vgl.Pannenberg 2001 ; Polkinghorne 1999, 2001)° % — 3 N4 — N\ 22 1)
KN RANCKRCER (VW OECREEIEER) CEHNRESLENREFT OV
STUANE RO REFURDL QORI S 0ROREIE Y (EEIOWVRS)” ONR O WEREHE
MR S OREFCHEWRKUE OVESR OV IS LY NRUEBEITANT 2T Bwtfe (P
2 - @hE) SERCEMWER VOV IO O HIRCIEK L QREIN QNS ESWIERV O
IR I N 2 PSRN AN

IR Lae N 2260 STh CSHEREEMB-2EoHD N UR VA0 TN RAQEWRT
N

P QIRQE G

YUpo—p - REDODAFUCENCEROE SR DK HmavkEd {2 (vgl. Koch 1988 ; Greiner
1988 ; GlaBer 1991 ; Kendel 1999 ; u.a.) ° VRS Q oM - N—+h— QEPVRE WS (vgl. Spring-
horn 2001)° R~+= 2 A QUKL T APV TP BRI Q BT & ORE 0 o fR S LI~ 0 BT R
v O R0 KOG EFE QNI YA ) UREQ O LUMSL° Qo R T N AR EIEER
RHEEE LRI WEO W I eos” BhE-5bE (NaBE) CERVWREEEURER QR Qe (H

Y2 GlaBer 1991, 81-90. 135-137 sWHEE) © A4~8-Qa07 Zfb 3 (RIK | ) Uiz OHKER AR {REWw-9,07 IS

—199 —



BHOEMUITRIRACRANOETNO — B L | RKERSHVUBQRORPIRS SR’
BB OB RO S RXQwW VR AVHEAR ) SR 0 U° XOHBMNENER B UENREURELR’

£

WURTUIL VW IER-ICHUS ONES S HOre (HHRHOEN) BHKUMAICESEK U
NAIVEINRER VRUPDIN0 (BHESRS” BEQEMI) (Geyer 1962, 93) — HEQEKER
HE —— SIREIMNE VY 208 R VLU 0 ° STh QXS I L &Ha” K Q o yd HY
(AVEKUSWPEOLS Ol N 2RAQSTh B L XN QRERIEC LB 132
XU 5 BB R O QOB B W EE O 2007 V° EOQHE U 40" 1) Q1) VRERUERO& U5
O LN RANGEKOW S 0ENHBOEHACRMUS OV WRKREE o VmIEO Y 5 iR E
FE RIIEG KRR Y DU 4880 (vgl.Stewart 2000 ; +) < LIXFE OV 550 € 12 Shults 2001) °

UEOSHBUY 00" TN RAB ROEL I ESREMERUEIEEFURI Ok
DA DR ¢ QRE C BEiiEw-2 LU O Eh-UIFECES (IS) HEWRRWY S5 (vel.Stew-
art 2000, 5)° WOURS ZQEMER O HEEERWMFE O S8V VRWwEEQT NEUREQ
LERVE | BV 50 (vglaal, 4)°

EOEHKFHVEGS 110 OHE (0 SEMFUASTRCEHNCHIEEERE" © @HCEKH
HRE © BRREEURPKEKCIEHEEREN) UREOW L7 (KR URPOTIEANT RN

=2

—200—



E<

RIGESU-EN U~ O WRIENU QS LB 08 2% SN VERORUS OV L08R TN =
A Q (HHEEREBE) 4y o X~ EERHNCIEGHE L 480 Ve oK ~fEQRURQ I Vv (F1EE)
<EHVENQEQC BEliHBRIGEERWRA e TN 2 AMRS HORMW <EURP =K
~REHECHEER OwmofIEE<ERVED O S UEERS (B UESP0HR) (ebd) VERW
550° N (EHR) Unes” HIER<ENURIY (5020 LY) ENRERBNEREVANe ) ST
RAER U ) QEIE S < BR300 1) VR R A0 VIO R 5 00° BleBRIEWEOVRE
7 o XA U R0 < BTN © R E-EI SRR U R0 L4800 DR O WEIEE<EHH T
B E<ENC FHB M VR P02 S v sV RUIIR S 40 UHHE W I FH B <EHH QR | H#
Q| BW0° LAY QI <EHQ 4 =X -FE (¢ QRUES Y (HI) v (HKiE) SEIHH

RIS 50 ((sublation) ~J (preservation) ; Schults 1999, 203-212)°

TN RNEQ STh I €3n” FHhERFUEL” VOO R & O BRKERMH,E
46

B0 5

—201—



HEURURLY S50 (REQUE) Li8r° LN AUV HKO A Y RUBERQ AN 2187
HkE& O REEHHEEVER U (KE) BEC0LENT VRamEDR s oX4{ESK
QLN H XX N NMEFEVIRER > X LR QUISHITIVEG | #5058 5 H(EEEGE 5 ) L4450
W AWERE O 500 (aa0, 321)°

LN 2RACH XK —ERRHC Oy eir @ Eih- U< OEEURQ O 550° (-R0OQ)
FoXEQRIMERRACHBO D VAR L Uk N RABIONE S £1r0° <EHH
NNO — R UHSN QST IER<E R —— MEROT Owodr oK QRN R OEEINUR

oS <ER —— WY HXCHROVOERSH#E V0) (aa0, 329) BEUNVONILSR™ A°
N OEEWH U <EHh-UH DX {ECE QBRI EER QOB OMT REL0E S 0400
NOERY (SRETZIMERM) (ebd) SEHIW» O WHGOH5° SHGOVRUNS” VORBVE
B UERDUR (-0 Q R<ESR LBREUK Y Do & 0480 N 0UITENRQY S0 <E

R
CERSKH YU R rQEHI QI Q F it ORIV 5 RN REIKU4G:0° FRR&KHTE TN R

AU S (FBOV<E CmEE CEER) (ebd.) VOWVEEWR W 50° wRnWENE<LI 13"
<FIUVORKURL QRN X LW BUsv ¢ WvO<EY (HEENNVKEREERU-9) 8
ML RSO0 MO IECH X - X QIR0 S WA O U0 0300 2137

B

—202 —



=14

2OQ) HoK~AFE) QEUSOIQRMESEMWITE Vv 550° BUA O VEEG QT 4o X -1E
SHEIOSRTO —RRER KON VLR (-REOQ) OB K OER 0 o X JEUER
URQORQ ¢ MEBBHIRMER S, LR HRURD (HROE) OmoEELEQe4 oK
~HEURIC O R0 ¢ BB RERS-0 QU480 (aa0, 327)° # = X~EZMESLLS!T]( SHED
LORHWE S UHEL O moUT 110 CBECECKERHHROIRIMDRINLOH5° v HKE
HEVR CHHERV VORKESER BB UERIECO M E0° TN AT 1) K20
BEQEEHE () SERIH U~ O 0o 5 °

SThIIl S H W& B v H X OEHEQEHIAURPC | RIKOEFLORSRIMWEH D7 {187 Ry
S H ki S i C B ORI WRIC WV 5 v0° RHEE S S MR-V MRMALA0 LR A0 H X @ TR RAE8 =7
1) 520 Q Hikih S KK LR QMUEIE O RIORLQ W B0 1) 20 QI HKEp &I O
DOKUESHSRM (VW) E | e VR Al BHREUEEVILNIVUE (v X+RKE)
RY (WEQHEII) URQIWREOW L NY 2ABEQ 4o RO E-IRNMERWER A0 1) A& U aQe°
PR30 (v H XK ORHEOHHKVES [ X-{ER] KBS UREWRSS) (aal,386)° +)
QIIERQEIE A O Wi OB BUOXR OMoRES XK RKOw X ~EFUSmIL R0

=

NQEN G DI RV RIEREE OXR VA0 ENCEVNESP OO BHUNDTREQILRVOVE

—203 —



BRIV OV QIS S U H ) VR EIR UL (vglaal, 111-112 sowie 117f) ° HEz Q @it 1$7 =)
HERE VOV ERKCHER S O R QEEHV L ARFUV 0 VKK uO0SH) QIR
HOHFW HFERUOMRoVORH UL CHECEREEHFHRROLK UM HFEQKERMVS
ECwV YT HEES Qo QIFEHBE N OURKCEIRHNER O 550° Uk N 20127
M O R S EEHWE KK OHE L UEFBUEK P ) OREE” REPEUH N-0N —
KOS U o HEEEIEQEK) V S oFRIFOIKE U2 O 50 (vglaaO, 118)° 4% O Wik Tt”
(EQHCEHUEGREICHUERRQKKOR) (a0, 124) 8" HRHKKORIEBWIHS Ca0 UAntv 1)
IR AREIYEXT O\ 550° 1) QRBIFE QIR QIR SV SV 90 0E « QK QK

LHOBEL-9800° BABUN WRHIE ( O QRN QHI< M fr0°

F-BL SRR . <EDVEN B &[T omE LIS e R
MEESHEO DU NE | FESRBEISVERW HUHmULL ST STh € (= X -{EERHK)
{4850 (vgl.STh I, 316-336) °
LN RN STh T @ F V0" BEHEYH KROEL0 ((-&0OQ) oX~fE) v & O
W oRHEBSESON- S QH (¢ OEIMLOHR D v H KOS o K- KEBH WO e ((Y
B

— 204 —



ih=
V50 a0 D" EER O <EZERKWHE S BEQ/os0 UH o0 FEEIC B U
A0V U RBE O U F-D R GRS 0°
LN RNGVOINE | EEFHBFEIURQ S Wi EE O 2,001 11E | £RURLRXUN-
LOQEQIMINRSR” H&OSHSXRVESe UL (vglaal, 349)° HX&LOOMQXREILAL
LV XBE | QEVE DRUROBEED 1E | LOREREKCENHWEKREQ (vglaal,
344)° EMEED VRO OKQoQHE e DR O WEIIHBE2 UL (EREER) LRI VEV® ¥
LowHIHP VBN ERRUEVLECREKUSED L OR0° S0 (oK’ &
122010 ne BB Q UXEE AU Q@ BAUNIE D Wb QK ( (D<K RO R0 RO [W4re]) (ebd.)® 463U LU
HXSRWE WY <E Qo0 U2 BV EIRIMNROIQ S 48:e°
STh Q|EHUR IV N AT RENFCRNCENNWEKE D" Ml v QU oHEULRTRER
HOBMWEHIE Do) Vs <EUNDRCEWCEES F VUV EBEuL
EQRKOEEWRE OV 3:0° e IVEB VO U VIS | #ECENSES LENSRKE
BWEaro0 Q RWEBOR U Ui N 2B REMPERCEHEVENESRNCHIESH S Wk
QM) ST RENSROINCEEWKE OV 20° ENZEE | SRKURKNDOQWRs” BEEUR

| CEPEXEZEUE N (vglaa0, 103)° HNRU~S” EORORVIAEHEBELOIVEKEMHES

—205—



Ot Q MR U R o BRI QB ERE R U Q0o QEE RIS VA9 R B0 T
HENE | £OBERNE | £OREWEME UIR | #Hu D\ UHE 0 1) Lo SEmys)4E |
EOEMWEE OV 50° HEE” EBBLI@IERY wURMER U VO 4o UBENURI e QR
SR S U0 O 550° R T SIEERR U o X B Q IR EKER U UHEAC o EA R
<EEWEE OV L:0° HERD 4y oxXRKUCE | HOBMER UMD ORY LR QRS

R
BIQHEDIEOVED Y 5507 R ORI U0 5o @] S IR W H RS LB BHEE B W i

B O 55e°
STh SR QEHH I UKo U O RIS EhCERUARALN” mIlEHFCRMURTLUANY
DN QENSEIEEM OB L0 OUGR OISO S \WEERE RIS DU 50 ST

R0l | #EEHEFICCEL” L N 20T BHiEwE | £BIEREQ (KQ) KL=
Y BR (R v BHBEEIEE U IX 2 O\ 5@ (vgl.SThI, 343)° SHEHEEGMS” NDANKIKY X KU QRE VRKEV
SHOLNQEEEB AN RAUS O VEFWRWY 5000488 800 L BRI QBB U X402 0 (4800 °

KA RAT FIRCBEBEER (HERNE | £ OMMSERE UHET DO e uiewiv g
=7 OO m?$iﬂs%3ﬁ@H&W#%E%?éo%b@&#?ﬁ?@%pggo:@:ku\
HOEHMHEUR S WoROR[ UL WORURSERUNRS VY EESENRUy oK {EUEED

=l

— 206 —



=11

-1l STh S
SThI-III ) DI HE " EELUNUR WY 5045 5 4 = X R QR QI EHHWE 8T 5 UA8e° 1)
EIB U N RARADAXKIRY XXV SEEWRKIE WY 5040 (STh, 63)7 (IECE |
) VOV QEBEQEEWE O WVHINO RN RIS EN RV QMR 5 VIR O
SEEETS (vglaaO, 482-483) " WR U OV {hiHwe2 8 (¢ V) SEE — QX
VD WVE R —— RAWIDURY Sr0RMSUR SV (IEER) e (WRUER
AW T8 Glimpel 2007, 84-115 sW40EE) © U0 UET” FEINRG I DR TE 457
EHRQEVOVEAHSGHKB OELIH VWAL RMWSURL SV MEQ () wi8se (vglSThI,
419ff.438£.452)° EORK I HFEHURN OVERCQ P THEV VR R S KESHEKEER V4 (&
FBORUQTOHEQSNQORE) (aa0, 472f) W48re° DL R O WVEBB U~ 0 VERSUHEOVIED
QR L0 <EQHmEMESEHUE URNWIWY IV EEKIH UGN
VRENLNY RNE STh STER S E-D2 U OE-OT BACHE U OR e~ ol FEEEY (L

EQ) RIHN COREWEE QU0 SThI RHPTORUIV IO EMEQEKRIrE"

— 207 —



FE QIR b 0P R0 agne°
FoXLRKOEBMBIUER Q. LN 2 U O WVEHEY QUITRRGO” B VEECHEINS
o) S50

(H24E) RV HNUR R U N 2t )oY

SXARCEBBY mEEEY (] 7 VOVEER)) BRKS (HnEH) Voo LH

1
*

BaUR0°

() oK RKOEBESD 11E | KHERY REEROUERNE | L (E | #H) SEW
RUREE) O QERERERED O Qv QS EIEUR°

() HFoX-ROEBER $oXLERY vHXOLES (-4&0) (HHEY) BEWRUE
A (HRO) (RRESY) BEWRUEES (RAEEEM) LR L \vOIEE RN

(%) FoOXCROEBES BHESY XU QHQHEMQ (HE) URI VSR Qa0
<EQHKEEENT QKK AVIRE LUBRIERILD A0 1) A O W BRI R 00

STh 2R S WA AT 1) L0 QFEER- VN QHEIEEE W E « ORHIKIEER © HEREE O P
BRFHUEEOWY S00° W ROz B RS EERR U e miE 0 D E O 550° Une N R N QHIEE
SHV MNOEHBMURIEOMVINOE o XK-RKORECIEEK S Rmary~ 0 Wl ViDL 3
O RAJHKEKE (vgll, 59) 48" DGR O WU O L UHED O 00 KBNS ERE VL EETE

g1

— 208 —



=0

¢RQMRVMECAY 2 QIIERWX R0 Efnu»" KQ 6o $md L EpiKor 2 s¢ ¢ AU 1 49 10°
O’ VRO HEOE W HEWS e UE VORESREVSOECHE VEES OV I 00 S
»e (vgl. SThI, 68-69) °

TN RAODBROR LEESIEE O ESHEBY KRVEHK SV QEESREWMIZ O S0l
DRKRLOP A~ UITE QY 5500 SThIFT YR RO RMECK R I T FROHKR
RIS VI~ HECSECHER OERKREREVOWVEE WL (vgl. Ringleben
1998, 337)° 0" STh URQI WL IKULKNY RAQERS (IBER) BT ORIV I0%" v
QOTE R AUUR Y S0 U BEEWQmEA DWW B EUR S8 5° T et KQ
OSBRI R OFTRR O 500

(m) FoX-RKOEBBEBEHMCOEVEE O I0° HOEDR BHKETRUS O eVE (HEEH)
YRS WA WRBREE BRIV (=i [ ) M0 @ KWK

(N) FoKAROEMBBHECORKVRE O 50° SP&0FR HECRKVWES (&) (&
€ (mRoIRY)) UERAeHKE QIRUAE 0 /0 L@ RO 1 4850°

() HoXCRKOEBEE<EQRKVEE OV 5:0° SRS 0FBLTEORKW (WHX - K
~Re) EQ (mgs) b (ImiEs) RORUS VOVEQEIEWE OV O<ESCRHKWY

—209 —



KB 5007 QbR EFRREE LGS VR EIERGEE R LRV S
BTV CEHHBEHSOEHE (|() ESHREWEVE D PED 0LV SREEHVEER 0V

0% RN KR OREH URP RO VEROTEHE VOV ORI o0 (HHE)
(FHE) (ML SERW) WOV (MEH) (aa0,7) W8:0° RROREHE B 2100 LFEHER-E0b

SEHQENBRDLE QT M VK Q s 5 il U B2 0 D Ui 2 Q (BB
Qi U R A QTR A O W BB AU 5 B (-0 B BE XU 2 5Q°

STh QKINE 4 (IRENERIRR) 17 FERAR U AQ 5\l BRI A U 2 U 4800 ($1 DML )
B2 Q G4 © 48,016 U850 U SR IN U A850° D& 0 D (BIED) BT 4 = K3 QEmE
CENRBEERCLHCEY EHENRINERVELRMVEG0E5° LOQERBIIRSV RN

HEOERULRT TN C R U0 EIQMEDEHBSHER-S 0 1 50 QB LT
QLN 1) Q) BHETEHWRA0° Any3.040" WRIMER S EVERKUR VIS Y (HE)
UR0HVT HHOKS UEHEEU DR CRESHIVEOPROY (CREUEEUR0)° L
NERNTE P ER QRIS DML S (WRIE) WK OVIE (FiE) LRSS RIKES (B
) B0 (WL 56 SR CHE L Q) HEPASeU 3o R OHRIY 5 0° IIEQ
MR LR OFA S MRS MBI L8 0~ U R L HE 0100 DR O VLN RABEFQ A

RS

—210—



1=

2
RO R A0 (vgl. Pannenberg 1967, 11-21)° A Q o U D\ EHEE -V NE RIREN 2000 © R4V
Ugrs@ QU TN R BOHIEEHORND —hvRe > —Q (FH-0Ea) QEREVR
0@ (z.B.aa0, 17 ; vgl.Peters 1973)° U R I EREHECREQCERWIAT” 00 0B U0
MEFESUERNDOR0 EUS O VEECEY (ERRY) MUK mE VRKE (L080)
KEE

IR ERE Q #R BRI UG O v 250° e N ¢ 20 ORI BT OmE U RIL O 50 Q7 BIH
LI K EE QHNEREENROHAR OO 07 K QK KW M Q HnlE & ) B au sl B v D W KR D~

.11 STh SRHEEZM

PP URCLNRS TN ROCERERTND — U O VEREUS00 8 BRI GHHEK Y
Q4 = KR ORE WK D00 550107 D% 0 WE S L ORI EREWIRE Do
D500 LTSS 1)UL HHEGEE U R o R QBB BHEHECN 0 LKW &
SOERMPUMBODORN 20° WRUARRLOPES Hme (vl 8O (FEEE) wF
FARVER DV UIREOWY S (585 ) (vgl. SThI, 7-8)° 490" KO 1)U | BUV 0 VKR

—211—



N K~ QETEVEHE IR U2 U (B2 O I RO Y)Y S 500) SRS ERK s 8R4 00 1) AU I
RAQT Ay Q407 BHHIC KT BROENEEQCME LSS LNV
BHR HECHY wmUCHKEHVC (RECHL) RO VN QI wWEE b o HE (HiH) e
RORMSUR I LN RO LWL RLRCERBWENHES (KEEE) (SThII, 636) Vi
RE L% Qo0 E Y QMIE QS WV BHRHOUWED 1) QE ¢ QHE QMK WEEE Q1L
e OR-PHY EEHSEEU S O WVEMURAY S0 TN RACHENNCREL T KB
A8 QA0 I I (S ER KA © FRE] B O ¢ B0 O 0B | BOHIKIRE1VA8:0° DR O WEH
B <EQHEC (i) (K0 CHECOKRROERNEREVE | HOER)" e S HRHBEURN LY
By (HE) (DO HHKE QT REK0E | HORE) L8Ry FihE 045048
WRBEIKG (W) Omofisdii (s 0 0FQmE) VORE U ORKOE | HotRy
$900° B QKB T HPEL 80 © U480 0° 4 O <R U R0 1) QIEI O UK BRIK Q&R0 Q
ERCER (B CHKE) CREVORE L (BORER) w-2 0 v 20k 0W8e°
EEEHEQUAT CRKEECERAD S HE OINLIRY” I AT AU~ O EBEURW S
80 < QIO (BIBEH) Ly O \WiEE -0 Q Lys0° (BB T3 (480 oK Gy 2
NS HRASER L A0 R0 QK Q Efrdt) (SThL64) il ne® R | RWVEMVRES (i
14

—212—



114<

Q0 S QAOECRIEBEAECORQO ULV B&S BHOKoUEI O 550° DUG 0 WVEQSKIE w3
& O WS ST QIR B VR YU S0 ¢ A RE D O QIS (MEH) WE DWW (EH
BU) SRR 1) O W EE T ENE I %:0° VO KERIE B (LRQARIUVOV) T H K-
o X - QEMETQ HT KR L 4% 5 WRE SN S oHRIVIE DV HAUR a0 € LSS50 (84801 © 3K
A0 S WV EQ ¥ SRR O TRV 0 &0 W80 (vgl. SThII, 393)°

B QK ER T DGR O WEBEHERKG | B8 M OmYVERE UEHE U022 Q 480e° RO
Ef UL 1) Qo SEIE U O WEIRE -2 QU400 oS 0 R S0 B O F VB E
UK CEMUELSIK KOS EHOK oI QEEWE D WVERN0” LWV QE VB EC MERE
RO ROLAENRT LORUTKNY RABEQHUWER O 550° OwmoRQEIBENTE 480
RHKE B O 5 0 BT () 0 (S442) Rl ) OHETEIL (W) ER
SNAOCHE | EE=ONO Y KUEE OV S0 (vl STh I, 636f) ° $IEEHA S oXQEHUAI OV
RSO BROT O P XK UR L WRKBERECHw B~ BEQ IR LG 5 it UEREKA
PN VBN T EVE 2 I

M QS BEE T EhEEETUR LN RAQHE U0 | IOV 0200 NHIVEE

P QER U7 e QHINT QAT 4800 S B QR SRR O QL RBEE VB S e N 2R

—213—



ItE

HE LRI RLESEMBITRY D W-0HE UL RU48.048 57 ) (vgl.SThI, 249£.263f) ° £
YU ERVOVORIK] QLRI Y B4 U QoS ERENE NN O — |k QEEHWITE Y\
7@0

75)

w

(ECE QIR EH+x QHKE LOKRUENRRULVOEERRYQ 2 VRWRD
Lare%” ] QECIRMGRIKLUILoN/M LY QRAORT MO\ QEIHWIRE
OWIREHe ) A B a4 50 8 O a0l Q051 ) 0% A0 ) D\ -0” HIIE TN IR s 1R
VVOHIEQEEHOEY Ev QKR oK ARUESLRYHX - o XK-QEECTFURS

OV 500 SRR EEEAN-0 O 1) VR SnyS 5 40 UESQ R00) (Pannenberg 19612, 20) ©

e M)A %

ViR

+

20 QA

it

Ltﬁofﬁﬁttfmﬁ%tm57fml%u\#UXF%EWﬁ%UXF@&%%@k@K%%?
MREREEH UCHIA 0% W R MUPERE QO e N DAL 80" BT <R O WEIRE UL o E
SIMIFIIE  HEHI A O WV EEER A0 1 VR Va0 —— D R-0 Q HIR G KIER UEBENUR0 ) VU~
=7 W A UERA 0 AR VA EREE Y QHKHOERIHWE OGS DG 0 VEQHEKE
R REOS SV OEACEHMORNE NG (X)) B T N RAUAeN KOS

1114

—214—



ME

)

v QENN BRI CHnE R EE = 2wk
™A

LN 20&ME - ANL2IN D -
) €040 4ot STh S HI K MER S B K EEEV DO WVEEEW .S WY 550° Vo BKQoysER a0
LW 5e° Ot BSR40 VEQHKIKT RRBEQIHK EQLE S e i3ECE YR

LFURLIVREOUVRRO P ESY WRHEEQHHELES (HEURIY) SXREINR0T BRRHE

B B 4o 0 B Q ST R BIENRI U O 5500
25N

AAXT = AN NUH RO (BRI QR

LA EQCEHY N Q4 UHEFE I /o 0 U UEROR UM OV e OB - (—
B2 QEBET G )L W QAT N ¢ RN QBIEN L U fIK A IREIT 800 BRIV SR 4
T QHBHORK LR SV O A3 Qa0E v Q H K S B R HERE U O WY QSRR Lo A
—HRRDBEPT O 550° 1) QEIIGRTANY R A URENRE DUQ Qs WOHER &1 EBE)
AR QB DWW R ST o U QHEFV O VRE O DU 00N R
A HAHCEUER PN VU EFPOEQIHKCEHFNHD I L0 NR L I NIHE | B
EOW 500 BB EQIIKCENUERD ROBEQIIHK O €4 = X+ © STk L #nQ 90
H) e TSR © KR LR O/00 Ol 2507 URFE N N D N R S\’
ROBVOREFRIV S oK ERE U oIS QI XEHEHBHKWEE O 507 VEF N Efel

BOWVERD S OEE DL Ows” o X~ QKB KOV (L) IFEE URI R QD87

S~

—215—



[ARWORMES F WY K- I HE AL OwmolISEVIISYTICR | #HUQ S WHERW R
OO LR AURT H AT )X IR QBN AR (U v Q8 456,048 5 U 538 480@ (vgl. Pannen-
berg 1982, 122-123)° VOENTE #UEM VMK CRIBCEL” MU H 4 d x1I'K G LR E
SEV HEZSREIWIPNRLS ORISR OXCEND S EORHHCHE VL ONEEEREER
IMFEUER OV HEECKR RS I LDV G L IRB T N 2 A QHEXRILE WS [HEE

YRS WVERORUASC

= o8

N~—

N | EHEEHECHEERRF L LeRNO—

LN A | RLILERO | RRINEUKRDWVHRWRY [BEEN] (SThI) U~ 07 i
EEURRRRIPESHEGVRIEOL VOENZERDSP VY RORBOEREEV S0 [EHN
SRR (1 REKTE) Soa0iERK S0 (BRUROWE Geyer 1962, bes.97.101-102 87 L& >
¢ RN Q MR OV T Offenbarung als Geschichte [19612, 17] «W§\8%#)° STh @ F X N 217 #1
122 MK HEECER P CHECH L4 o XN RUS QIEWEER D0 DR O VED” 4

111111

—216 —



1l

m
[]/\

R ERIHCOREME VOWVET N NT D {—VORH Y Eih QNI HWHEER ¢ A
HYHEKA QT 040 (EERKURPIE ¢ QHEETE oo ER (¢ WVWREAORK) v

VO HEEORKVSORMS” EEGERKCEHE QUL U QO QHERIIONE ¢ S4uiBN 5o i
QL ENURLR) (a0, 335 [ Hervi.0])® 4= ¢ WWREPORKVIVET ¢ v QeEys (KER)
WOEW (HUNNKOR) SERBG085° 1)1 VWKEP e QRENCHE Ve — bk

B
i

A B #

SEH L QO 5 W HKER U HT O @ R B0
SR BHE VO VI EES W IE O WV ENR D EIEWEE A S R-D R Y Y (LEfE

~

fF

(v.a. Pannenberg 1983) ~ (# =X ~§E) (Pannenberg 1964 ; 1967 ; 1980) <X % N< 2 N QREEFNE
RORHF VS O VL O QBN EREMFH URPHFNCEV BUV O VRUUREER G O LST
EEBEEULTREER (KER) R VEERKORERELS 0L HOERT &%) LR

,

%

BREUN) CEHCERIHUHERW 4 0 1 30 ) U 5 5e°

Grm” DRRNTRL - LN AT NI AQ S VLR VRIS ER IR | <UBNORY
550° HOBEOERN HROBOUN X -RKOEBBCENERERURL VY CERGIKEWER S
W o X RUESQIES (81 #) v (GnEH) URP-e#UUee (B2 SIS RS
S OHEYEe) ST 69)° 1) QHKERUEVORB LI N 2T EITHKERHEIR-= 2

—217—



| RACT — KLEB YN DK | R — REED N AR RO VRS
WOEREUACEY BHHUN R REKESKIF SR (MRT7 {—1—%" 8ANPN~£)
AW EAT F00 LR QKb R O TR IR0 R (HEE L O 5 " Wenz 2003, 9-14 040EE) ©
LN RN o N ENKIPUSEERVUH 4 1 R 1IK GO LQ OEREWRS e o
A O] R RSERIE ( QER-DWEE D EHQ VY RIYER I (Burkhardt-Patzina w.a. 2008 L2 13RS
BMERE OV L) B ROPEDERROH MU0 Li8e°

LN RAT P UNVOREOERUR S VENHE - REHEEFR®RR H#UXKNINENRCER
HRVRIFEURSHER YOI U 0N ENERECRK R S WwoiE U 5 {U{BRQ DN
REORAEHOER VO L° IS SRAFECER VR i RGBMNIHT U e N ¢ 2 NI S#EE Y
A% QIE VRPN 500 BT ENb- VMK SRIELAQ 5 WEDNE < 2 8k Lo REFERE
o B D4 (vgl. Pannenberg 2001)° 00U L N 2 a1 [HEEVEN] (Pannenberg 1973) X
HKURPQRECH VY EHFLONHEEROITROVEN SHEHNWEMIE D+ (K. Popper,
R. Carnap u.a.)® W) WEBENw (U QO SV OHHE) (aa0, 299-348) ~VE 42 FEfh & U QIR &I
3850 Q QB U B IIERAU Y HEESBRITROLE VeI QU LN 2 a0 =
FORKVOVE () VEUQ IVOEFSIMERS N S UKRURKLDT R/ S04 5 FHRINERCE

1

—218—



1Mo

%/,_A.V7\,V1P.o\‘z.‘/m.v7

g ——E]

AYDR < ANYTA

| & &

PRANLAL TN RAB | RILE | ORI m BRNOTYANSN TRk T AU’ ¢
RENTEDRTARN LR WO TR R R VBRI R VO U
L AN - LR ) TR R Y ARG - NE N - N AU m - DN I O
o AN NOBWPUSOL | RENE IxNRABITRR AP ED AKX -

I A3

X2 X EIEQER W AREWEEL (Pannenberg 1954)° | REHEUT" BREENLEMREUR
S0 QIR B o B R R RN [ERVEK] (Pannenberg 2007) RIEBEWRL LY

KN RNDN0 CRWE (BEEMN) URSL 0o | REL—K | $HD AL a— 2B

—219—



Ch. Rhein, Paul Tillich. Philosoph und Theologe. Eine Einfithrung in sein Denken,Stuttgart 1957.

R.P. Scharlemann, The Reason of Following, Chritology and the Ecstatic I, Chicago 1991.

W. Schiifler/E. Sturm, Paul Tillich. Leben- Werk- Wirkung, Darmstadt 2007.

P. Tillich, Gesammelte Werke (GW), 14Bde, Stuttgart 1959-1983.
- : Die protestantische Ara (1948), in : Ders., Der Protestantismus als Kritik und Gestaltung. ~Schriften zur Theologie I, GW
VII, hg.v.R. Albrecht, Stuttgart 1962, 11-28.

: Rechtfertigung und Zweifel (1924), in: Ders.,Offenbarung und Glaube. Schriften zur Theologie II, GW VIII,
hg.v.R. Albrecht, Stuttgart 1970, 85-100.

-: Erginzungs- und Nachlassbinde, bislang 15 Binde,Stuttgart 1971ff.

: Mystik und SchuldbewuBtsein in Schellings philosophischer Entwicklung (1912), in Ders., Philosophical Writings/Philoso-
phische Schriften, Mainworks/Hauptwerke Bd 1, hg.v.G. Wenz, Berlin 1989, 21-112.

: Die religionsgeschichtliche Konstruktion in Schellings positiver Philosophie, ihre Voraussetzungen und Prinzipien (1910),
GW/Erginzungsband 9, in : Ders., Frithe Werke, hg.v.G. Hummel, Berlin 1998, 156-272.
- : Ausgwihlte Texte, hg.v.Ch.Danz u.a., Berlin 2008.

J. Track, Der theologische Ansatz Paul Tillichs.Eine wissenschaftstheoretische Untersuchung seiner {Systematischen Theolo-

gie), Gottingen 1975.
D. Tracy, The Analogical Imagination. Christian Theology and the Culture of Pluralism, New York 1981.

—220—

BES



1=

4" L.B.Gilkey, D. Tracy) )° "y 2N QHKEEHET DR OB QREH W2 O EhinL0 -0 b b
42 (Th,J.J.Altizer, R.PScharlemann) °

B

4

S e

PTillich, Systematische Theologie, Berlin I-IIl/New York Bd.I/Il 1987¢, BdII11987* (abgek.STh).
i

{Das Wesen der Systematichen Theologie) (STh1I, 15-37).

HERwE

Rhein 1957 ; Track 1975 ; Fischer u.a.1989 ; Schiifler/Sturm 2007.

—221—

M dieE

Th.J.J. Altizer, History as Apocalypse, Albany, NY 1985.

Ch. Danz, Religion als Freiheitshewul3itsein. Eine Studie zur Theologie als Theorie der Konstitutionshedingungen individueller
Subjektivitit bei Paul Tillich, Berlin 2000.

H. Fischer (Hg.), Paul Tillich. ~Studien zu einer Theologie der Moderne, Frankfurt a.M. 1989.

P. Gallus,Der Mensch zwischen Himmel und Erde. Der Glaubensbegriff bei Paul Tillich und Karl Barth,Leipzig 2007.

L.B. Gilkey, Gilkey on Tillich, Eugene, OR 2000.



SO ZREBRMV HEURKERIZU R S VIXERE QLUECKEEL s Rigs” fm” ERNE
TRicfER RV QERE UK S UBENUR Y 550° REDA OV ESOE L Buv BEEG-2S ¢ SR
WEE U AL R0 SEHT” X QNI RLORY 50°

EHEELOT AYoUORNT—hUM - N—h— QEUMRORQEHERE L 8r0° B0 H UL
TINR — CEEIQIRENVINDT Bb-VEDF O R U L R-Dwie P v 500° W BE T ERLG S W
PR E<EHPV O WV EEUS e <EHH LG L WVEROR UL

IRT DU OB RN IR K &N R EEW-2 O EE 0 U E <L RO R 550° Qw5 &7
HEHERUEEWRC (vglDanz 2000)° O#w=s<EURQETe (H&0) QRN O —hVIES K
REUHO Ky oy QENS {EEYIHCMUERSTN O M KU WVEIENR D& QK
TR 2V OREOHIL Y. NI VITIRF S Elb LR o #t U E O 5 ve°

B UNCRANPRY N QEEBEWEE L 50° TN RaUV 0V <EQHEHWE
U0 2o U A QB B RRR A Y Q F W BN R AL I R R Q) Do) o s BRER 1B

R DA QHEEE U AQ 5 W U D 550° U N RABINT D VA4 O I EHEUEYQ S VIR e<L

A

QI ST 0 Mo UEERAIY 500R” BT 1 O<EQE L w<EVRMEVE | ROV L485°
R R AT ERIE TS B e RV U ER QRO UEE O 550 ((BEQRHHIKRE)

1

—222—



114
-2 Q BHERGEHEN O P XKWE O RYUNOLAE O i o-0x0.0 UEVE (VK O VIRV 4o
CVe20% WM ( VESKOESCH EHHRHURLTOIKHONL Y ik JaENQ vl L2
U (39 Q KR KU VR R EERKIEQ E v E T U2 QU QBB (ebd.) LE%0°
DR O VHOEREREREURELWR ¢ Ve (BB UENLNRIWY S5 4) (SThII, 460) 2%
AL{REB -0 QR R ¢ AVIEL O R 0% EHIRM LUKQ R0 S OB 00 @ T ¢ ik
YR O S0 R O1V480° (M O QIEEBHIT A RN U & 02 8T8 5 R4$0-0 Q-21R
HUES 8000 ) T auss 5 ) (SThIIL 461)°

INY DA B RO WwER Y ¢ QEIEBRIPVERE O 500° WOMKIEULR S W BEV QRIS EIE
SEHNVOHE O L0020 (UKEEREHERE) USQ005° Wb RKESEECHE
ERP(VURIVAR Y E-2Q UG (== | -1 =<K SThII, 475) R0 48e°

TT™ B
N D AP EMR 8 0 00 R U0R R Q0 S| - Q BT R Q i K S E b in U
MAORW 500 ENSERURS HOBBQ! | Q QIEKRESR MEDORY 550° ryd-Q400

— 223 —



YR LW R UEIEE S C EREH LR 0K RPN O L5000

ECHN AW KRy KERVSVETE YRS GHKESHEWER O 100 88
HIEHQ | BBy QEMTEAN S oBawER OV 20° NORERCEIUN OV IeSB VR
BEES (MRMER-J N S E IR @ 40 U y$80) (STh I, 419) = XK~ Q5 H K LA o)l
P80 BHULQTORECHOLH < BRUL QR DR QURER TN QMEtw -0 & ERE
0% NS0 H BUBECHWEROR U A VT UIRHEA QR OVA0° DG O WVEQSHT
SEWEH BE WOWRKSE (RMQLr) (SThIIL 447)) L0 5 WEEII N R0 S EH Qo
MERAWVI ARG ) 87 B EGR R QI OV REW eI U S RS-0 RO S
LR#40° Ry REQHT — FOHUNP e ¢ W E» 1) QIREQHFT WD
M) AR e ——-21) QR UEHIN DY 5 00° (i e-2 QB ¢ VW 8RR IEE e =

RO VBRSNS 5% DR IVKE” b QIR IR wRieid
%

K
QOERUKL S
N

R
RHST FTWEUKQMH A28 00) (SThIIL 451)° R e QT 1) ROKI{RE -0

n

Rtk
Q@ (I QIEER) AAEr0° A s QAR IR T 48 4900 48504 (STh I, 452)° +)re D v KK R 0 Q #RIE
SEZDRPBURENRN O’ RYDAURNH NNV REVKEI OV S RIFERS-28Q
(KHm2) (SThIIL 453) RE1e° WRenA Y W QP QBRI LAVEDE ( VKO VoV ¢ Ve
11

—224—



11E
UL oFEHE U A VARLARBREELRLORG I UDRRL0 QRARBEL SO iR
52068 AR LRARTE MRIAOEPRDL ORI 5001 VIR R0 UEE U R WY 5 5Q)
(SThIIL, 258)° #RRATE" #k DU FOREESENG UHD 5\ 3T HKilhU%:0° X< R0 QAR ERIND
KR U S OERRVAEe° ECHIB<EOERI UL Omoliki” ME LOWWXIY
[LER<LECHOSKIRUSOS0HOERHULSORQN VOEFVEERRIRERWRE D"
DTV OMRE N £ QERFGERN O VXKW KT 2B (NORXK &N IRE) (SThII, 281) A% °
KT DV REBCOREEREBEOHLECHFVRELERE SN (L&0) Reys 0% (vgl.Tillich 1970)” 1) QI
B HE¢ ORFEWHREISWIML2QROXED DR O Q¢ Q&HEQIERIL L B8V

Ko K A Ao s@ 20 A Q RIIHTAU D 2R QO ©

Henl-H EEVESH
T 208 REBVEEERSH P eERY ¢ 160 Q-2 RIFE KRS EEEKIRUL
MO EMBUNE W S0 NP BHl | HOMEKU QO S WOESVERY B UGITeRY

PHEUOIVOE I GHE VSRR T MU0 ROB ¢ WEQH Y O SV QE SR ) °
SPGOEQHIOKED BHHOKIB U O Ui U RMEEN RO D& 0 V2O Q&K

—225—



<E U O RGBS QE KBS TR URFE O 5000 WORKERT (O L REWRIFE o)
(SThIIL, 177) NV 5o ERHEUE0 5 VO SRE VRO’ <EWEAGOEQH 1 EFma
4800° AR TR DL NECHE L U~ O v QS 0°

EOMOHOmERT (WYX | VR UK P4~ 1)U) (SThIIL 155) 48r0° HRTE | LR LV’
KAV R MREDED O R0 WRBIISAY EOHGK<ESH S W OULR S WHSHRO |
LR MEVERS O UEREER | RUVOKNER OROKIECHEERZSEY” VIR | s
HirE R O RFoF UHKERU SN0 VR RIECHEELSEVIREUMe VS S I
X480

EOHBEMHNCE ULRR0° s Qa0 R U oKLV H XK QEFL sVOWKUEER
HELOHURKQ® HHE Wi Qi C KELRMEE e VPV EREERE | RMUEBROJUS O
R0t WRH BRI QO KEL O SRV 20k O HEL QEIVEL0° QK E
EH WEVEROHKEZ LSS VHPHE <L VROQUISEHONEH U020 0% 8] RN
B0 WOV O | HBIRE U VRS S

Hoe<L" VO I-IRITREQIRIVASQUISWE OWREU S O ViKse® 1o kY Dy IS
QT QR LR REN oo IR EH O KRB UEF 0 B OREWKS oD S &adse® (&

ﬁ

1

— 226 —



111
SRS SN 4850° 1o D <ETHR O SIRH U0 Vo U E VKK VRIESEE | RIK

RS QUIS VIR e

LIN-B -0

<ETHQHIERH IR L V-0 EHORVIEHQIEK QIR | VW QWi re® 1 <EUQ
DORHOEPVHUBEE UERP” HORELREEWKRYE0 <ECHDE 4 v Mm&RMmIx
QUL VREV I EECEQEMIQUNEFVEDOR® BN R0 #EVIER mE
Ve E<UKEL 90 5 BHUR Q4o HiTRE O 0 LR R0 WO EREHT T K ViKES
REUEN O L0 D% O 1480 ¢ 400 Q VR LA850-0 © U QE BN O\ £ 50° ik QI
DBHOERHRORRL/ORG S VR BN QREWVRE VR Ll EREVSIHUO LY
B 1o D8 EOREQEHY O S Vo0 400

EOHI<EQHOR U0 WO QHKEE <EQHO (K) SHVVIVY D& (@
RWVEINE) 1)UV WEIEURe (SThII 135)° <EQHBECHURNORT BmMUER® 10D
IR 0 QEIEIE D B LB EA0° S QaOR T DM P HIRT BT VOVREORSE

5 AHE Ol QR EHE DU RV E UBE O 5:0° B8 RikEFE S | BURPCECKHINER

— 227 —



MoFEEH ORIV
T 2B QD KAEL S 124 = X AR QUSRI 80 1| & N ERUR R 82 N ER &
R A @RI H X3 D X2 Q1 18 © Kot U R Ao @RI 187
BUA O WELVOWVKEEYE0° & O HKEEIE IR L8 UEEH O v 50 5o’ Rsfi-{8
BRIEUEN 5V A0 (SThIL 162)° Any@-Q408 500" <UDV QER<E UL 0 LUQ s’
EEERECOHDVQO VOV AT KE<EAS 0 250490 T KKV I Q BIR VA4 O v 5 80°
RO B0 1) U248 50 BT O O QIRE LU 0 V7 -2 O B<LEQ QN
QEREQR UM O V-0 05U R00° BHIQREIMSE ik~ = 0 RIim | O\ &R UEE OV S
07 EUREPOI ¢ O<EER NN o — 1 HOBREEEM LG S Wil R HAEEK S W RBE
KU O VBRI O 5507
RO SEEHWEAE 5 LR OHIEEKINR R A D KU O QY H XK P40 U R BEEZR0Q
SIBEHIELAE0° 4= KU O % H K LR DR QIR B USIEN-0L0F° - H Xk =K
LA DVIRE R ROV 0P <ETREURT RO SEBERVLE0° v H X = K- D
WSRO <KEBRUA O WVEEURe” BEVRIEDBIUESHKK S0 (SThII, 187)° v .ott”
<EUQDRECHOMWE OO ONO YK QF WIHHKE VL0 (o g0n” w2 #KEY W
1]

OBV OoFR<T US40

2954 ) ¢

— 228 —



110

DR O WVERES mH U ROV SRS R VENVEED O S 550° QXU LW
M Qo SIER ¢ OFE S RERUKe°

M) AR R IR T IR L O AR U R e © AT BRI SO 1 © MER K A
0 QW DV QRN RN IRT AT QWO SIEHVE RV RS 1) REBRQERIERE-DEY
P4800° <EURP ORI S IEHE LRI S QAOECLEHILSB o X LU O H X {U4gr0° &7
WO <ERH UL LY (HIEQIERE QI A0 KT R < FE IR Q 863 V.2 10 Q HEREE U IEE U R 1)
KR DR 0V (WigURQE0E-<EQKIE [-] | &%) (SThII, 104 ; Hervi.O.geloscht) 4%
R DRI Ry EBmRG<

$ N

W&&o&?ﬁﬁmﬁ%?%:kﬁﬁé&mo%ﬂd%fU
MU0 B SIIR A800° B R BRIEKE QDU 0 S (31 X) (SThII 1041) %
<EVS 0L DKUY H KR D S IRE CHIRIVA0° s Qa0 H” HIEQIEREQ»
UL VKW KRP e QU MR USSRV RIEC#ETE SR AO0 R0°

oKL ¢ QRIPUTE DUE O i o XK L&\ 4850 (SThL 133) 7 MRMEIRQERH R 5
ERE O 2 IR Y MR 0@ A Ao @ 1) AU 48 00° DR DM 2B 4 =K U D  H X QERGTAUA O
VEEL EOHOMKLAeT AT oM URQ S VIR UGS WO E LA o K RIO MR
THRE<ELHG NE<ESHVMOWRIPRIA0 VR EHOReNUSHSIEEER 0

t

— 229 —



291)° VOV ) RWE O W QEEH S EE MR VA8 1048 0 @02 DOV ne® DR OB EVE
HBUXRURCS Q@i | RV Qa0 LR N-21048 % 0 QBN R Y D V% (B
RWES28) (SThI, 293) VE R ZIREFH WS 510° WRBERE O ok QT e’ ZHY
RIVEROREWRV S0 ¢ VORHER — DN R OWVEUHK OV S8R0 Q30 Ll s
O 7 IO QI HEN KR ¢ v ORHER — SRHHACKRUS O & N QFRHsKri#EY
RIKV0° FHVERITE S 0 €0 Q UAe° EERME ( VREWR Y S o@D W HKE
200° <EQMIAT 1) QEIER R QFWRIRESSHRVKENR 0 S QBII BRI O g
VHUEH0° KEQ HENEQ WOVEHENEC<SEQCKEW Ky oyt (DR QEYT) (SThIL
40) VPR 550° R BRIV O v 5 4% L mE QB TR B sE iR’
N O IR RS H AR R D oK E e VL s <FEGMOWHKEBRA & 5 48847 BB m.oswES
ORSED KKK OHIE ¢ VIO IRV DR O V0 0RIKULAQ S W) QEIE T HERS NV LY
$$50° N RT (EBsibEQEnERErH) (SThIL, 43) W48r0° DRIKT 2N 1 o HE e Q4
FREERAVER Qwiko (KEROHREE (¢ ©IE) (SThIL 47) TR WKL T8 HEEWIEK D7
N2 @RBRIE TS KB RO IEEE D8 57 U (STh L, 52)° HiE S0 48 e<ER HQKKEREKO
EBTURIV I (D& REUVIKVE L85 —)° VOVERE BRURPRY DM ORELE0°
R

—230—



1=
F50 1) VRS S 1) QIBK VEDBHIED " G e ) U0 a8 50 SRS 0FTET Ra9e )
WL AR LA S ROIE0° BHERUQS” MIVKIES (81R) U0V I DRIER
UES BKOEEVOW) QRKOEMU-210° S Qa0 000 B IV TR SERVE
SiEiho-0 0 1 510° Dk 0 WER HEUROVEZOW SRVEELTEOP 500 (mofniE
BB &Y Q-0 QWEE UBRR P VEH LT RSO U L Ry rolbiH-0480 Sl L E QIR G RWIE
SWRES Y Q2 S URIP Ol 5100 RIRHE QEHIT OLR 0 MECIEE ¢ QP oI se°
NREBRY 2N CIEEESRRRERVES NRUASEHE ) QEEY (HOER) w&E )
A0 Q@ ©

MNAEDVRY DU RESVSIE | QENEEER OwmoER G- mE 600 Q EHwW-2 {1

AN
Zne® DO ¢\ S ENMRIIE BB 4416 {4850 °

NRIRTIEE: SN g
TEECSEESNL ORI IBROMNIEE R0V 10 UEH Y W RBEREVER RS O 5 e°
P02 QB¢ VESEARPES” BVKEUEDS 0 DOS S0 SR e 0milBEoHEN s

O 49re° B EQMAWASQVEL L EQENKE Qe FEH U Q L VEMMRWE S (STh,

—231—



Ry 2V QEMOEH VML OV 2008 8O0 RS HBERRH VOVE (KiK) v HEwS L’
KEQ BT URUBKUOWE (Hik) VOMREVEN® <ER" ER<EQCKEEE S Ukt o
A0r0 © RANEE R EQHIEY O S WVED ) TGRS 5 a8 00 a0 (F) KOV
S I iIEsyv” B (KIVUKIESRRY) HOPRORCROTAEe W 50 LB QHIEw
FAROH U0 0 ERRT RYKQOKERY” KA L9040 UBQ 200° ES (Hiktse)
S (i e) ©W48r0° DROFFEERM O WU &ifad-2 Qa0 QB HE5° (%80
Wedd EWEC<ECRXHNOES CRSUROLASR Va0t ZFWwiofm LA D VE#EEW- 0 v
250° DRIV ROTIKINSWIPN R+ ) R s 5 °
B <EUEHBEREURL0-20 VR 0IE LV RNY ZFW HU O JWVE<EQES
KBS IR LA ) VR P A0r0° DRI R U O WVENREA e 1) VT O s 50
LEURL 20T <ECEVHN S UREBUNRWRR® KhYy=2yQR” () V5o
B 200 R<LEQE S YR QHIN AU D VERES KW 0 v 550° foys QA0E G-I
B (¢ V2R LT w4 (W Q-0 QR B Q EE (0 nl-K4#-R) (SThI, 273) +8re°
BRSP4 (VOB AR RN ROV TR U B U 4800 B O

13 ¢ AV E R0 1) VR s 50 B K O W ITRIMAARWIK A 1) V543 5 ° EQ b B ik

T ffw A A I
= 3 i I A
+ ok
AR e

Hl AR

2)
fif
(S
I

I

—232—



Y ORIKVERE UERZWAEN) (SThI, 163)°

Flenf1] g

BHEESERKER VD o038 UED QS RRIER-D SRUERIEHOIS IR VS
P AI AR 00 (EIE T IR R O FIR OGD R 5048 5° BT T L Q-»Q QRER B’
RHOREUR R URASS) (SThL 194)° EHEDV I UR R VRS L2848 Wb
REMNINYT AT b H QIR L2001 ) Q A ySitbid Y O SV E N 1) Qibid B itbiH- MmO
POELAS0 ONG O <EMIRGNVRVAREHWIEC<EQH 5 UR P roiirt” EEMI;RKS
Q°

<EQE{T ERIVEL MEVEE RxtrXg (REH) VREK o8« SHESK Y
4800 I BN QIR HVRIEESE U O tv 2 50° HiEB{EEslibidvEg o’ RUMKWI 5 e°

DROSROEHVRIEHCE LT 5 {ROQEE2IXE W 545 5° Qasomibid-»" 9 odiRE (&
D) RIEE- B LRI O 5500 LRHTBR | QIRSEERS-2 QW8S T BRE WOVKKS
A0 UERH O S 07 RO WY 5507 sV D WIR AR IO IV Q-0 © QEISHRIVAE0° 1 8o Uik
IR B Y- 0 1 5 50°

—233—



UITORMPAR @ 1A L O v Q87 K L 45%00° DR OV LB U IEESIRIKG | 5510 Q4w (0 4800°
1R b Q#EH) © @ 17 N T D A R OMRrQA)” HIET” A KT B ST -0 IEK Q @R~ 0
o 50° WOMIKY D U {RRENIFES 5 Q-0 &E RV ERE 480 (SThI, 158)°

PR MAE RENGTE VW RBEME SRR Qs (X0 V RN H X)) LUy B0 (STh
[159)° 1OV QRLARLBY oKX —EQER AW HOH K EURIW #oX-BRIKSK
U AR ALK H X BREE O oMK OR SV OVEEN S (WREWEREUNHX - 42
NPT oL (VO E) wHKUDIWEHENS)® (BRVEFCRHKD woxXLud
SN H X WM S KU DWW H KU 8000 s DWEH UQ Y GEU) (vHX) U (4
BB S ) 2 QA ¢ WEEEH U A0 ARV DY Q4 o X 04810° BOE U QTR IEsiral B’ v H X
PN H KO oKW H X ¢ Q7 WIS MR 90) (STh 161) #)ULL4Qre° 4
DXLV QN H XK ARERTR SRR A° sPys 01 ) ) QEES” WO RKIQ L LML
R LKA 0 R0 4800 —— DRI R OMERMIRWREH LK QP L L EVQ | L3 WREY
100 IRER QIR O WY QPR BB S T 0 s BIBEIRGERIE A0 o XK 4 o X )0
VEEOHEEERE ) ONEREEUREL OV I QD RBG08 5 WRBRELEe° (oK
w8 RS DO U DX T RS D X O USRI 48 50 RENCTRGEIRT 47

I

—234—



=
HHOERORE MiKIHSUKE VOV WOV KU e HEERUERAI O s Q100
QA IRE AR RV DV HE e — VO O RE AR LRUEERE R Q02 Q 48r0°
DR O WVINST D VBRI O A0 (K1 QRLQRUERRRURL0-2Q0 QERAER)
(SThL,134)° SOV RTB QRQARULARLR/INRCIEHOERWEQ U o RO0U€0e° HRBS
00" MERGSELQUQUIERGEKRESEVEINHULRNR VOUZ O CERESR Qo
EEEVHESRERIORC® HESEEVWENCOE<EQHI UL VOu U IWVHEBER
OGRM) UEhe° HORMURERAC QR Ay oVS (HEWHSH TR VEE OV e (Y
ROQ) {REE48@ (STh, 139)° {ERE S O »oEEWE O WRNR L OHEBHKE VLS wUMIR
MERsy BNV E-RE Q-0 QWIZHIA H Q8 D VBS QE&E T MRI ARy H) (v 9T 1 10 {0 §8~7
EHE LS QL2 C LRI QU 5 R 8T LTI O W BB QS D K804 5
AU VORISR VR U O WO W IKER A 048 © B IE D W TR D W HEAUE ) AU R0 D i 90
HKROERIEV-2NKBL90° <ED" EEG-0 QWRESIT ¢ Q&I L 0 WEEAIONKQ 5 &40
PSSR VUL QOCTEY ORBERES O R0° WRER 480 80RO & 00 miEkE
RENRS ABSOR° BEG N Q8- QA R A7 s R IIRIIARY ) W ITH O &R

=
22 Q SERHURLAID e HED VRREEREWS,CORKY Uk O VEEREWS208R

7z

R

—235—



Pl T BEH0HK

FEHEENCEERBIHERERRE OV 2% Ky DU < QHIEVE QRIS (KEL) s»”
Oo<EAY EURPVOREOKFXKGERWEESGSHRUVEN® oy Qa0 B IEHWERH U
5Q° 490 QIR b RIIE LS OER O 0 IVi0° WR e Iv QkiHT HERQ-HM
BREHORRMURLIMVOVUONQ (ATK) QE | #fUmh 0 v 30° HEBSR SIS’
NBSEUTRK QUEREALE0° VR eNE v QEMBREWRIFE D OUR O WEEIMRW-2\
CHE QBRI ORI ) VR Ae° Bi#T ) QEBRWE DY HESHHVNBEEHHORR
AoV QER U O " IO REE A 102 QWIE D RAr® R DRIV K LR KRR O
& O WS R 45045 5 HIERET 5 a8 Sy OB 7 HIEQIEERCF UV MmO QKR
MRXUQ A R0 4800° DR OKRG QB B RO L O S WEOE S B REAe 1)V (048507
WO WEIEHT v Q EXRUGEIRIAR-U BB 20 © R 14810 1) U E O \v 5 00°

7_|'

)& OB

HGURQIVENCRR (KEQRIFE U O VIEHOER AmM UM QU s%$s0) (STh1, 114) ~V
SAOEREUARNS DR OIEHOERT RKURL L VIV OREEGHEWK LD UG L° EHOK
e Q HEMENIE O WVRIKU R EHIMERE v L e U EEH W 1)) VEIEHT (IRIHERE

B4 (STh1,137) R O QIR B IR0 Dmdits 5407 D% O VIR BIZE 480 4 ) s iR~ 0°
Il

— 236 —



L1 RS HiKEE

AR T DA EEENQER VKB R OKIEMERE L O S VIREOW 50° VROBRQHE
PRI 550° BUAHN SR QFMb-2" QS REQ - V0 ERH S EN B9 QVEEE LR
O CRWHELN Q) ORLEFEMEWRE OV S0° R 17 (ENCRKE CILSUEERBURL
02 148r0) (SThI, 19)° I 1" (RRRARUEERRURL020E QRLRQEEIRREHU D
52 Q148re) (SThI 21)° 110 SV NS URKKECIE VKK S (v8:0° EbE
MERCRUERNE EEEHOBRLORLIVOR N HRUONI VAT UT o Yty Q7
o4 (T EEREGIRKE) WD 0 8207 Q40 (BHHI” SRR IRRVNIE Q) (STh
[,51) WRO W 50° BHIBEERINULD O VKBS GERVAGR E ] 020 WS 50 HEKE
Q%" DR TEHE VB UEE VU 550° 1) QRET 4 o X5 QHUI QK 48 e BH#iI
BLROESHWUKL RY o UBURW (oKL H XU SikE) (STh, 62)
AR VEE O S00° Bl R ORSHUKN) ORI NV S T KT 0 Bilin © EUIN QMR
O 50 — B WRIE EHFUSCHY VO KEC FiEHE -V <ERME CFEiE 480 (STh

[65)° HNORBIZP L0 CEER hyouQ [EHESN] SRKI& 0V L0

Bl
L

§

1=

vy

—237—



5 Qo2 U UHIRANIP AR 500° DR O WVE S BEHF UKW U A O VERURL E ( VEDOR (vgl
SThII, 22)°

WL @NEERQIRMOER |RmD” (i) |NKRmME | VA% Aodd Qa0 S UK Q#1480
MEROTE Ve QEKWHIR VS O EEMINGRED LI H Q4 L Oy® SR | 148507
D% O VER QRN BIRSGINE U QEHERILAECT SRS OVEELE L Q-0 UERON
NOR 50RO REUACSE IS O Qb e 8 B¢ WELEK D &b qmel
RREUA O VEIQRW S0 QERHKIVAE0° DRI RON) QIR | Mt O UVERQE 14800 (%)
F3 0 R I8 QRN W QKINAVE 5 QEFIEH UKL 0 WO E S\ QIR
EE0 D020 SRS H R0 L80e° NEEMHKT Ry VENTNO—R Q7 frUHY
FORAU 0@ ¢ MUICHRA S O b 5 00°

EROREDBAY -V [FHEEN] CERVHGEAEWREOW 5:0° DR 0 VIHEROReHE

VR RLT 15 UREDN DO EDEEQH0] () QKAIRm{ 04 0

5000 — (RukVER)” = (RHVE) (8 140)7 B (Ribvusox4) (&1150)7 2 (V) >
(BEHVESH) (HRI1$)°

URIV KEIE

— 238 —



4990 L BERQENBR-DE-WEF U Oy D 2484048 5 480 (SThI, 78)°

5 QKIS QE UEMITER DS QETIFIT L 4800 QU O LU EH T Xz AT IR KIY
RIZE D0 U@ U7 D02 QERITL S0 A y8.0307 (2 D0 FIHIR " Ve [ RE
EL] UKo ESS0S0T WO VEIESEIII S Q0 RNV 8 1) IR W aul]T &1
=S QEPHEV$0) (Tillich 1962, 28)° 4% O WELIN I VENR WO ECIREE T IKO<RCEY
it EEEREVREHQIVENSR! | ( QEEEKOEUHD WY 5 0° Ay oy BRI wie
AP QRI V-0 ERIRE L — X AR T DR I 2D RS 04% 5 S EX v B
V5 0°
S UKNRT B UEN OV I VETR VROV 300 Lo RVED QO S 550° HNBE LSS
QFH O 5 00° SRS OKINRTE HIEQERKROF O VKO R L ROEFT WML ROV
ROVERE RS BV VOWIBEP LT — X ENR T D2 L0040 F7 5 BRI S
MR8 5° DR OKNT Ik mEBSE 5 R RN D WVHEO 2000 IR KT
ISR LEN O 2007 DRORKEUE U QE S UMV OV QR S UKk OV S
Ed 3]

BHBOKROBOREUSPED ORIV S:0° <ERS 00 UES P QSVE

Py

2AQt:

i}

AR
+

) s
TP

— 239 —



EbiE 4% 5 Eribiry” Snib AT O W IR S KRiE LU EER oIV QBT LUK QLS
Q% O RUibe 4 S SRR ERS | BRIV OSRENE SO UR DT Eibjo X
SRESCEHKW 4~ X RUIIE & O3 U 2 ENEE QR Lo UELSe D& R
U’ ERuQEIbEERGIHE -0 Q U0 ) UK O 5 ° BEEHnu OV BERE:
BB 480 € RWAE DG S D7 L E BRI a OV Eb S E U R0 mEE i DR e
DROBET <EOHIEVHIE | 2" o XK OKERF U O KR w LB 2R U8
LR OSHRVIRIUseRAS 5 ° HMOES | 77 BUEERRURL PR, UELOQY
L0047 WRBA QEIHITQ IRI LI 450 1) U U 4850° U0 kR Q0RO M el B mE s
48000 RSO R ROME Qo0 U ORIV S 0RE U~ O VO IREUIY 50RO
£10° RGERWReUM BE VQwROERBNRCROEVERRHVNREOIWY S5 &
B BERI-0Q UHFED ROFEFEHAGNEREN LHEEIE e’ B8 BEReE2Q»" QK
A QRO RN O TS S 1) AT O £50° 43S0 QRO oK VY HXURS

VERUIEHS (T K) RO 0004 RGERQBRIIAS S 500" B RQELhEm-D

ng

2

— 240 —



<
<

EDRORCBREVEC DRI<SESVOREKOETWRY 5007 s Qa0 MR IR LK 1h
R NR AL <EQEEURL (Hik) (D% O WVEERO I QEHE OUERK) BV 2mi”
<EQHKIEQCIRKSCBREURACHE S i W’ EUA O WIS (KEK) YO 2 WRE LK

49307 O SEEEUR A O Y7 WOWEDEERURe ¢ T EQRMARKVOVOIEKORMUOLIWR
ES R0 (KELR TRERERES VR OVINEY MRE{WECES W (€:0)) (STh
76)° K (IR RIIE) e ERO QSR 0 10° 02 QB4 v R GBI R
e BRI R” H) QRIS 1) Q QRBKITAUHIE QBRI O W QORe° Qi

DU EIRT S R <E Q ik

i (QE L) #nk (VEU) ik WEOM) & 0 iEe® Ky
MBI L awibae o) D" BIKQ” W

—241 —

BE S UHIm2 L O VIO 5500 DG 0 WERQRINIE S
YRR PSS R RS D LT 8048 5
JRORUNRLSDRBMOHS° KTV QR v

I 5 -OKIN-0m R U7 s DS VRt

151 1 Q) QEXAS s QEFETAREE U O WU 00° A 040 (EIHR) HHiEw (20) RE/Q® W<

U RURSD (Ei) B IR CBR RO

QRUIEHWNE D VRS IR 5wk
RO 1) VR AU L RO A% DR

SBERIEO048 50 {0 B ERE TSI S
© BRSO A S Q BTN AIAU 6027 4800 5 BETHRITQ e Uk

L



RT ) SLIECHEEHIWRE O 508 E | B OEEUSREY @0 0BR ORI A80°

O (ERORA) SR W VR VERWIEE 4O Q RS 480° W18’
KRQF UM R WY S r0iZ ¢ QE L4 HUIQF LIt R\ 5 Qi8¢ QHINAVER P 04 e°
W L RO QLY VOE L VEQERE D S MNP Q-9 2
Wet EL VW KEVEIT <EFQHIEVECTLIFIRWER VYR BRORUMN S HOHR
T KR UEE Ca o s 50 R BREV 9T FEERERR U048 5° R Qmi
HEIERL =" S0 FHBIIRVEEL” FIFVIIE ¢ QERIKL O VO ULSE0° D

IR R R O EPEQ | FBIVASre° PRV S O A ol 5 UEEEUR G
Q48 (SThI 15)°

FERQREH (Bh8) RELIRST RN U0 Dol SO UERE U 500 480
(SThII,22)° WRH <EQERUH =K OBULMHEE e h vy U0 R (H0Q)
BHG 40 Q" BN RSB a0~ WO UIE 5 BB 5L — K ¢ AR TR 800 <

Ak

—242 —



K
NURLT INT VTR QO WROB DR U000 VTRV IR RALR”T LA AR
RORW S V| RERESHK (M) REEWIL Ry o uH VOE UERKE URlsS
fruss” | REFEU -0~ 7 WORERY | KREKIEUART (R v | RIKGFE+T

[RARE==SERNEVEC RN

| & o8

N~

I LoEeEins

[REZ] BIDR - RY 2V CREESR O #HERLEPE0° UL O0ZEOER OURECHES
BRHK 49500 R A UL - TR
W NRUERIRY VG [BEEN] BT RUVII&R RN 23

WIRDLR YDV HOEEW A NEROKELER " VRURERR 0

&)

b ST U B IR E
SR 5 4o LU

QR4 B STh UAQ 5 WHIEERKEN CEEHEWRKIIEUEH AN HESSRK O Bir

L= NXEDNRTDROBREY SN IRy W HBEURD CECRRU<ERIES<EH

3
2RE MR VOREUR[IVERINUWSUNE S CEFEEHREY — WHKOWV I0e° R

— 243 —



| R RESNE® BEEEIREY R N BROEN QK BIRE HH U HE W TR O 4 S
B a8 S KA SR W BRI 7 a0 QR UV QER T REWH O 07 1) QOwiEK U D
W BB 2N Uit @EEVOVER Y | RIEEY HKERRVOV DY —2 N 2AUERINC
WHEEBS - IR — QEIBEVEE R Qs 0 40° | K] HEUBR U UZAKIKN (7 s
KUZACUR 0L | R REROB NN N AN 2~ UL ORIV DR L°

[ RUNE Ry VB ORRNE QIPEWEDOR” WOV QL B N ROEHEAIL0
UK O o RMEEEV O U B RMERRU O] 3 —m— Q1 4o MR R RN
A SO BRI 2427 1) R 0 IR | Q BERASERETEANGS 0 42° i Qa0 {malsiane
SRR 0D OB N X DR ORI ( VEIRD” 4§ E O BIBMEY 2+ DER QR LR ORI
DRBEOSR O AR RUQLWVEBSKHRUE U OER ViR s 0L VUSRS’
LA NFEUNH-R 048R0 (Religiose Reden) O WHEW QN HH-HEMU ATV (WRIER
EHEERIEO LR SHIEB RV W) HEEU B RERROMEER VEN O RAIR SR O 2° K4S
STV LRI R AR O R SR04 0 U Lot LERT 4% 0 42° [ibE ¢ ©REK] (1 R 87 M
R H#] (1 RKEEE)” TESeRE] (| REPE)” vov@iEsEs [BEEr——8] (1 RKH 11—
KN [H=" SThI-I VER]) RVROLES” MABRUMKERSR VOV EU e v NERRHR

H

— 244 —



DR IRYD M

[BEEY ——E]
(D - RAK
g m -
N
LD Ml - wXR— - Ry 2uB | LSS MU RN &S EAL IR E bl |
D7 AETI IR O V-8 L R-DWER S 0° EQEIEI U KAUEIREIW I L QT TS - S — N —y
BB o= DS ANROHIE LS 0 L0 BT Q QP EHEREN A Q05 (1 R | OE° Tillich
1998 swRNEE) ~VERE (] [&° Tillich 1989 wHEE) SAPEHERIEN2" N H DN DwEoHD W S
I S A U RREIN IR D 40°
jruiku SRR Sa k(N
1

NHONDNQEIES” WK | 4’
R | KHEEKER Ay oAU 0 vEQ<LYHCE-LRROEREM V4 0 2° BQ
QBRI - HIEHIR SR EARD 00 U3 O

%hif@éAﬂ::ﬂ #Em»dﬁiﬂﬁ%.@/»}\co;) ,QO



il

7y

S

CRUHP UL LR VRORIEDEHMCKSKORLY DR 0

— 246 —



1
AN B YUS 5 048500 D& D500 - kY M QIR ety FfhTs L Q-0 Q deiEd B i 1
#0 LVEESUEINUSO LD ES L ROERORED oK~ RUS QImE CBENROHY
SHE+ CREERBB VIO 00 5007 FbEE S VERREKIRE KO o WHRY” Eix LU
REHr @ AT D 550° QS WO S 1B U HINANERER I D ST VR HIN L O (s
B S 000 RQ W OVARK 20 R e
O LEAPRERRINET O T IR U L RS ERE-2R0 M ST R UBERHIE« SRVEX
IS

4@ A23010 20 ) Q ERSEERE ON v rm | RUKQ o WSIER U-0E % 5° Qo o

SO Ho< QEBUEE L QS e HB RS KR K00 QR §0° D& K
RROEAN LA 0 WEE SR D 6 04k B 10 © ST R I BIBN -P E 0 e LU 1 D
QST QBRI R QT Ao K~ RIS QT ihE2 Q RERMAIEH m0-0 QU VEKH

YRR DL QN QUANRKEKSOR VO BRERMOWESE | STk EIR (&)
YRS WIRENS eV HIEFHVEMIATE N UNERVIURT VRO /v <DV RkE -

N RNQEAN LR L WVAHBUR Y S0 A8 O Lo REEH ¢ QEXE UIED Y 5500 HE QS RImE
ey EHRIGRCH USSR Myl SmE VW QIR S BEIQ ORI
WERP VLA O VOSBRI TN 2 QI I S RafE © B H-2dr LB U O\ 5 »e°

—247—



(&hs]

[RETHWHR<OVENLRY
— REFHOHEHE] (B)

(PR CRRAKT AYAR < AN D
(Hx KENFR)

MR- EREEEENE . B LI B VS

FoXARERLUD SVOEERK RREEXIRRMM K 5007 ie-Qair = X KE- T lE
WHER B CHE Y OHRUERD BHEHOR
Eul

R

iy

WEE W o K - LS QD R T a2

VR0 Q HER AV AR L EAR QAL SNSRI LG S Y QBT AE00° JU-P D Q87 GRS

e~

|

— 248 —



S
(I
N—F—
e
e

N
e 2 K

HEERBT MER

I
Hoo;
TAE B
I
T8
LIl
7

(REATCF R HIR)
(REETCEHRHESIR)
(R BAZ)
(REEFHBAZ)
(R #IR)
(REATCEFHR B3R
(R BAZ)



e ey BN ELT~%E5175)

F15
Bl T 0 B N moH
F?’?‘Af)‘%’*f‘)b“@iﬁ%ﬁ ﬁ%ﬁ ............................ & ﬁ 7E i’ﬁ
F =0 2NV MBI DR KOWEHETHR
WA LR EFEHOMBE — KAy 77 —ofEREY
o I P %W A
#E5F : Fritz Schmidt-Clausing, Zwingli, 1965+ =+ =« - v ovevee e o i)
S T Ak i/ = T TR S £
E25
WV —12BF HHEE (Geschichte des Heils Gottes) BlofiE - & 2 2]
BRI L HROMSE — —DDRBEDRA— oo B L
Christianity in Crisis —American Style— <« ccrcoeeeeees William Mensendiek
£33 5
MFEIIBITH “PROME” ORI - ovvveeiee KObFOET OEB
YT RIBTDEHOME (20 1) —FH0 - BRESE— Il W5 MPUAR
Around the Forbidden Country -« -+« rrrrreseeeeeeeee e William Mensendiek
#5F ¢ Eric W. Gritsch, Reformer without a Church, 1967 ff, -+ ------- AT #
F45
SNAEEEIZBI 5 TADT] (1) rreeereesee oA

HASHIA LC o ORISR EEOERE AR (1) Kk W 8 0
FU A MRUCHIRT 2 HE MR —HRBERE %) A FROEH,
Z DA RE DA @ ¢ o T 1 B A

55 (%X MEHAIL 10 BAFRLE

MHON —I) 2 v ZREE LA - P ERE— &R oE M
TN LEE ORERL oo v 1 A "
V¥ —|Z81F % communicatio idiomatum

BPEDIAT) 1ZDUTT cever e a o I
=NV bO [uxE] BT MM - A



SHOBEEZZEZ S —TE¥—kEfORAEZMLCT— - R B AN
E6=
H—= N RO [O=FE] B FHOME KoOWEOHETHR
W. Pannenberg (23517 % % 1) A b E Bl ofE &
—FEOMF] EORIET— v ek B EZ
7 57127 AD De officiis ministrorum ¢ EAH & Z Of
—virtus OB E A L E LT— (1) cvrrrvrrr e A A
BT71T5
ANAEEHEOMGETT L BIROME - + & i
I T EH VT 7 v
—T 274 A aBGWEAR] #HEFERPYDELT— e AR ) L2
=NV o [ax#E] ICBT L MEHEOE (1) e Kol HEiOAR
7 L7127 A De officiis ministrorum ¢ EAH & Z O E
—virtus OB Z UL E LT— (ID - rrrrrrr e wowomoB
E8 =
H—= o [axFE] 2B MHEOME I - KW OHETOHR
W. Herrmann (25132 %) A P EMGEH OB - ooeveeeeeeee fErak I E
T I AT A4 RANIBIT B virtus DBEE DT &
Hﬂ;@ﬂ @EZ_\—'Z(I) ...................................... & }i irzs 5;
E9 =
H—= N ho [B=E] 2B 2 mEoRE ) - Kol EOAR
ERMFAITBT 2 e N oRE
—W. Herrman & P Natorp OFjf— <+ rvrrrrereeees ek B Z
FARIC BT 2 ZBEDRLE v N ¥ AEPUAR
T T AT A X ANZBIT B virtus DRSO &
[HHDE] DAL (ID) v B OR BB
810 5
F)A UGBS [ THMEE %] o6
—W. Herrmann & E. Troeltsch— =« v ovrvrereereeenn.s ek W Z
ALFEZIT —10 OFFIE— - v &I EAHM
Sexuality, Christianity and the Churches - -« --ooeeeeeeeee William Mensendiek

il



TYIITAT A ZXAD [MOE] OZRMEEH—M -

£11 5
Bl
IS T) T =TT —

—PEALD NI OFIERIER A D o T
ﬁjt{iﬁ@]ﬁ: %Efﬂy—;%@ f:b ............................
—GNERTFHEEAD 10 DR ZF

) Y O&kET) v x

i.‘l?‘}?“(‘:)l/y‘— ..................................

12 5
UL O
B2/ — b A=V - NV MZBITFEY T A T
Research Note : The New Testament Substructure of Christian

Worship
The Responsibility of the Church for Education : Theological

Deliberation ........................................
%13 5
%%%@ﬁ% J: ﬁ%%ﬁ ....................................

[FEraR1L) ORE
NYA T4 FADEE

—O® De Magistro & Hlvk LT v
F 14 5
EIHOME —W - XA X7 DF ) A Moo

HEFRE L TOHMEDELT
—H.-G. I ¥~ — 2\ 7= A R B e —
T AT A4 R ANIBIT S N R A

N ER A UL L

% 15 5 (¥ MFERAIL 20 BFiER)

INIVRERIYANY 77— (D ............................

S#OME 1) — W ISR NIy OEEH —

iii

_i“%/(g{:m\ﬁ\ 5D —Aj%g_ ........................

—W - 2SR AL 2 BT B A — - -

~~~~~~ 0 AR

------ A ®
...... ISR B i
g_
coeed® ROE B
...... aon 2]
...... FErRK B =
...... WK w7
-+ -+ Richard B. Norton
........ Lee J Gable
------ I EEEM
...... N HEPYER
...... LA A
...... ek B =
...... WoOH AT OB
...... o mo9
...... KI5 HHD
...... ferek B Z



154 ~ykg?¢b:ﬁbf%$$g%ﬁ*k FTEE e WoOR 47
[t Ed r~OFH#] | )‘5757%/77\0) BT
...................................................... E‘g J” 7?]% ﬁ
Education and Religion from the Standpoint of Christian
Schools in Japan == - ccrrrsr William Mensendiek
Predigt {iber Gal. 5, 13-15 - =+« -+« rvrvrr e RN bv)}
ffge/ —r: Yy 2% [0y Fy8EHE] @O e AER ) W
T T AT A4 X AIZBIT A imago Dei O#EE (D
...................................................... o5 oo
516 5
BIROEE L3 500 2 Y ESOESR
— NV A VEE SO FAEICE T — e A n I
D = ek W
T3NSR & )
I, AR g S E A W
e/ — b vy FARE [0 FogaE] @ e o £
% 17 5 (FALFERRAINL 100 AFRERE)
(BOBEAERBAI oo A —
INKAMEEE 12: 121912 )‘%Yi%ﬂ):%hk ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ + A i
7 % F 7 A® Contra Gentes & De Incarnatione (2512 ¥ A M Fit
...................................................... Eg J” 73:5 ﬁ
JU B DOEEE - o e e a o §5)
SHAFNALL TV Yy — FHREEROHEEZD o> T—
...................................................... WA 4
INA TN IR & B R KW G HS
AT BT B FEEORME
—— Helmut Gollwitzer OFIF M —— oo oovveeeeees ek B Z
TN IBITE [FHRHE] O e N ¥ HEPYER
E. 797 ZAZBILFHEDOHRFL A A oo R AT OB
BB —— BHGEMOHA TSI —— oo N
Protestant Missionary Perceptions of
Me]_]l Japan ............................................ Wllham Mensendiek



£ 18 5

T T AT A X AIZBIT A imago Dei DFEE (ID) <+ vvvvevvees ®OR omB

KB OME (1)

—— WS NN T DI —— - xR B =
19 5

0 — < ANOFH 8 & 18 fi—27 HiOFRGRME -~ AR — fr

{E\Tqy—%'-ﬁi@ﬁ(g ............................................ Hj ,H %ﬁ

%k%:—%‘»@jjai ................................................ j( [[];_} Eﬁ EK

R A MERFEIBI S [$) X MINAD O] OBE- - H

%20 5
lffl/ﬂ‘/fﬂ'x@l‘_ﬁuxl‘gma .............................. GE QDQ LE‘—:
TYFTIAIBITAEF) RO ANHYE
< % D 1> .................................................. Eg J l I ?jg %
BALFBE TS & HARE TR - WA L2
= - N MIBT 2 FEmORIE (D
MEOHRME L TOMOBFEDERY —
...................................................... KOG HE
Buddhist-Christian Encounter
Reflections on the 3° World Congress
of Buddism and Christianity -« -« William Mensendiek
#2185
J = - N 2B B FEmORET (1)
— MOEDOWDH L L TOMDOBRFEDOBRE —— - oeeee Kl ETORR
b B
BNy 77— [T S BR] T8 W wEEN
The 1948 J3 Experience in Retrospect : A Case Study
in Foreign Mission Encounterz - -« -« -« «vvvrvvrrreeeeeeees William Mensendiek
$ 225
T AEROBIGRATE (FD 1) v ESI 1V B S
T DL L TOFERRRF oo & W ELEM
Partnership in Mission : A Japan Case Study - -« -------ove - William Mensendiek



%235
COME HOLY SPIRIT, RENEW YOUR WHOLE CREATION

Reflections on the Seventh Assembly of the World Council of Churches
Canberra, Australia — February 7~20, 1991

.................................................. William Mensendiek
WM R o] %5l
PR, 1991 4E) +orovveee e e
T IAFZA [HAER] OEkE
BT & BRI —— G
E 245
IV YAy A7 = VEALOBELRIHE oo [ S T
PRAYER — FORUM FOR DIVINE-HUMAN ENCOUNTER
A Study in Jonathan Edwards
.................................................... David N. Murchie
825 5
I OEE) OFEZAROFHME
— ANKEEE 137 21~30 Hilo B B IER L e —
...................................................... j: }E (%
CRIRISTIAN MISSION IN THE 21ST CENTURY IN ASIA
........................................................ Akira Demura
Changing Perceptions of Homosexuality
in Christianity and the Churches
.................................................. Wlll]am Mensendiek
HEOEH & it
I EHMHEO T 2@ L T —
...................................................... W ELEM
5 26 5
HLwEE
— DKoy 77 —DREFHBDL]
...................................................... W LM

vi



CREATIVITY AND SPONTANEITY IN
IN CHRISTIAN MUSIC

A Study in Nineteenth-Century American Revivalism

27 5 (¥ MUEEMEAIL 30 BFiLR)

HEE L B ET v vt N
LBV Y L ZB I B WEROWH (1) ek B
—HROITYHLEF) A MK
—IANMEEEIIBITLT VT4 I T A RLOME - + A 5
—oou v EEHE

——ANT TV ETAT U T T A e A i
CHRISTIAN AS MINORITY-JAPAN : A CASE STUDY -------vv--- W. Mensendiek
HUMAN VIOLENCE

—— A Theological Perspective ——— -« oorrrrrereree D.N. Murchie
ige/ — b HAGEE L CoOHILFERE

e TS ——— o ®OH %

EE . DR Z LRI R
—— RO IF ST e

5 28 5
J.ENV MY B 2 BEEROME (D
“CALVIN VERSUS CASTELLIO ON THE
PROBLEM OF RELIGIOUS TOLERANCE”
The Role of Reason in Understanding
Theological Truth -« «--orreereereees

529 5

JEN b s B B EEROME 1)

The Peace Witness of American Mennonites
During the Second World War : A Study in
the Practical Implementation of the Doctrine
of Nonresistance =« «-r-rrvorreeeee s

% 30 5
Z—=N=DF ) A NEAETHE O MRS

vii

.................... ;"4% ﬁ fgtﬁé—l‘- FIEJ



viii

H= - NIVNEBTDL [ A ] OBE D) ~-oreeee KOS OEB
LB BB BHAROWE () oo feek W %
BREEAA—=T  BUEDREE v David N. Murchie
S BRI R IR oo moH W
% 31 5
H= NV MNIBIFE (7520 ] ofte T) oo KoWFOHEORR
J.EVRT I mf&j: AORERE (I oo fak B =
TITYYARI T TA YT (1486-1546) DBAIZ BT B
IEFEDEG oo David N. Murchie
MWORDEN —— S — ) - 2NV MBI LV EmE B i B F BB
TR G WEE| T F3UF DR oo v i N T
BBERAE DV ENHFO 72D —— F Y A MO s - 4 ¥ 4
%325
LB RSB B AEROMHE (D oo feak B
FH—NVR G T A Z— DAL e David N. Murchie
WD/ ODHE—— =)V - NV MBI LIHESORWT - e FOEB
] v o T v = ferA # %
G A B2 —— B e LR
%335
JEV MY LB B AREROMAE () - ek B 2
The Theological Ethics of Helmut Thielicke -« ccrvrveeeree David N. Murchie
BORMAL R OMZE —— 1 — )b - NIV MBI ABRELEE -F w5
FEHEAR [ZEHOBEOMW] LT NEL2FF EoOom #
IS LFEROFFBEFRUT (2) v R NI VS
Nipponism —— A Deep Religious Dimension of the Japanese - ---- - - mow E N
#3455
F)A ML —— B = - 2NV MBI S
A DFRFE DM - v v e e E BB
LBV MYV ICBITDHEORERE (1) v ferk B
KE ORI F 72 MEETHHY aFHy - T FT—X
BRI David N. Murchie



21 DB ZOHEDEL T —

[FEIEHK 21) ORI - SCFRIRGS e BEoOoom
U DFERORFBEAZIR (4) - [ N TP S
RIEDH VT 7 YERFEIZ DOV T
—— Va A TR FHUCETIE W OH
“Henotheism” Reconsidered - «vvrrrrrrrerrmie e WA ¥ A
%35 5

(2002 4 1) 2 b BEERAFEALIFIE)

FERENTAR OV 119 1~10) - e HE w A
LYy 7 LCOREE : BRAHEFOR 25 K7

FHES TR v oo v oo EoOoM %
[P b EFEY Ty ] BRBHEAE oo N N
VAT LA 4 N — T ok — ADAE &

— F VA MEHARUER - DGR EREE — TAEY b =T —
FEIS 7 Ut 7 3B e e e e et T 2
T A 7 By 2002 AFEEEIRR RS / BEWEHICB TS

LYy o, faB L BRSBTS 201 Ty

2k 2002 FREEIBSHRIFR Y — T A REME - EoOowm
TP TIUAY—E-XVTFA[MYAF- b—F Y A:

BIEER] « v e oo FAEY ke F—
FIER: W 7k vy TAR SRR - frrak W 2
e R ZE O BTSN T v v v v e r e e WoR o= 4

%36 5
D S ) I N e 2 E-7 v > =
B FATER DA b TDFRIIHL v oeeeeeee e OO oW ®
[DIEIEEEEST ] — D= - NV MBI AHED

ﬁﬁkﬁ%[ﬁ]@%uﬁ_ .................................... {E E‘;;g 'ﬁJ EB
American Empire : An Ethical Critique of George W. Bush’s The

National Security Strategy of the United States (NSSUS) -+ -+ D-v% —F —
Jo N b AZBY BHROME (D) ek B E
Report on the Annual Meetings of the American Society

of Church and the American Historical Association =« -« -+ -+ D-~v —7 —
TP % (77 7Y ANOFM] bR, 2002 4 -0 BEoOoOoE %

2002 4FHEEF ) A D HEFR L H R



R W syt vy TARSE D] - fEak B iZ
FHETEOTIRITOVT GRET) - WA E A
37 5

JEARES TS ANAEDEEHF 10T 1I~16 i — -+ e HORB
WEF) A NUOREE EPE . ekl & BEORS # iE &
VA T) ORI ABEERBE — IR EE — A £
AT 77 2w (B 7: 2-53) OBFEFEIIGHT oo [ S R
F—= - N b EEE 2 NF T NG

— BB DB Z UL —— e ek WO
#5F : Religious Pluralism in the United States : A Review of

Kenneth D. Wald, Religion and Politics in the United States.

Fourth Edition. Lanham, Maryland : Rowman &

Littlefield Publishers, Inc., 2003, William R. Hutchison,

Religious Pluralism in America —— The Contentious His-

tory of a Founding Ideal. New Haven : Yale University

Press, 2003, John E Wilson, Religion and the American

Nation —— Historiography and History. Athens : The Uni-

versity of Georgia Press, 2003, <+« - - oo e TA4EY NN ~v—F—
2003 SBL International Meeting in Cambridge/
2003 AEPEEIBSHA AR o EoOooom ®
BF WSROy TARIEE (2)] e fixk B
SN AZBU D TR ] O WA E A

%38 =

D RrAy 77 —OBEH

— [ EOBBICB T —— e i F AR
Jo N b A BHROME () ek B B
EYTFAT7 - Ty 74X 7 OREHRH (13 1 16-41) Of56E

B AR+« + v e B %
CRECEERROFH] ) —X (1)

T Ty = DRG] —— e moH %
America’s Continuing Search for Enemies : A Review of

Hellfire Nation—The Politics of Sin in American History,

by James A. Morone (Yale University Press, New Haven,

D003) cv e David. N. Murchie



B WSy vy TARSE B)) - ek W 2
B W N ANV s [SERAS0OTRICBIT 2% 9

CBF) A MRIIFRRES | oo s % A
2003 & (2003.4.1 & Y 2004.3.3142) #HEZFERK

%39 5
1) A MR A0 AEBFIFFORE oo te W OF O
F U R PEEERE AQ AEH e Wk w
B 40 B
F A DR 40 BHERSCHEFITIC LT By o=
NI ARBEBEIIBITBMHET 7 A T T vk by
W —I2BIF 5 ¥ ) A bOEME - B (regnum Christi) D4+

FEIZDOWT

— W —HFEOREARMEL LTOFY A MO EWNHE -

(regnum Christi) &R, #am, ASkL opE— - B om i)
MOTEHNHT 25

— RNy T 7 =BT B TFEROMGF— e H B ELHM
RVTFAY + T=N—=D <A ZAFTI)> B oovvv It 1
Epigraphic Evidence on Josiah’s Payment of Votive Pledge

........................................................ Kim, Young-Jin
X aO I LN AEBOBEEEA AT (520 18-35)

........................................................ J%;: 1 ﬁgfj ﬁﬁ
B MBS HE L] R N
HEEHENUSHE [EEBERE] ONFEZORE - fErak B E
INDPODHKRICBIT DIEEEBBEERD o AN (T3
%R 2 7 2 S OBUGRI 7 ssi—Middle East DNusions

(Noam Chomsky %), Islam and the Myth of Confronta-

tion—Religion and Politics in the Middle East (Fred Hal-

liday 3% %), and Power; Politics, and Culture—Interviews

with Edward W, Said (Gauri Viswanathan #g4£#4) 22\

DEEEE L ZBETh oo e v —F— TPy
= N AR OB A — BB e O
2004 FEREEF Y A b BEAFHE SR
FHUERROBH ) =X (2) =V v - ANT 7 v [

BB | e T 2

xi



541 5

TEF IV ST EIZBIHEBEE - It &2
Wisdom’s Silence as the Ultimate Critique :

An Exegetical and Ethical Evaluation of Amos 5: 13- ----------- David N. Murchie
T MR EDWE oo % & 8
B3 ) Y MEIZBIT D ORE: oo ESE R
BHAR: W 28k by TARIEE (4) ] - ek B 2
[Adfh] (22T JESERSOIR - FEARMW A - BORWES: -0 B % Jv
SHYHMROBBS ) =X @) ——Va¥ - /v s A [4#F

HEBIEE | T 2

F42 5
E.XEETO)%E .................................................... {Eﬁ* H;JQ %
A BAZMEIE - T ZESEAR
SREISIC L AR R —< B > e % © B RINGO L5 v LR O B ik
........................................................ It 1
FEMFEA 4Q185 & 4Q525 ICBIFAFEVDET - EoOom
SIS DHZREBYEESE o vvr o woa % A
Religion’s “Dark Side”— A Book Review Essay (Part 1)
...................................................... David N. MurChie
2005 4 EEHE SR
B W Sk XV s TABIEE (B) ] v ek B 2
SHEH AN BIBFIREIE e MoK
5 43 5
TEMEE AN 51T B Tl & RGO HoOowow
FV 7R AOEERRICB T 2EHAT L7 B 7 OCHEERIRR

DR [~ & A fREEEM] 17 % 29-30 ZHLIZ e oA AT
A A AYHIRBE OHIER R (2)

— BRI BI BEBSHEOBIE —— e [ I SR S/
Religion’s Dark Side — A Book Review Essay (Part2) ---------- David N. Murchie
MHOFEOHAN TV

VA VEGENREDOEREGIRE —— oo e HE wORR

Report on the Annual Meetings of the American Historical
Association (AHA) and the American Society of Church

xii



History (ASCH)
(January 5-8, 2006, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania)

...................................................... David N. Murchie
TR W X oL [ARIFE (6D 1)) vt ek B
FR: VFv—F - I F—= K- Z—)\N—
[0 L R BREE] (B5 1EE) v Woa &= 4
[REYFINOBE ) =] (4) T v 7Y glsE - oA L2
s

AR A BRI BT B aiscE LR

................................ K== 7Ly GR: HEtARRT)
HEFRHE LCotifiA 2711
—— A AT — L EDFIITTEDRA —— e =l 1
A A YIRS ORIERRR (3)
—— HERRED DNV D EDIFIL —— oL & A
TR B Z RIS TO L b OB G
—— FAEERAT D 5 ) A MR - BRI ATRAN —

Reflections on H. Richard Niebuhr’s Theoretical Model con-
cerning the Relationship between Christianity and Culture :

its Applicability to the Japanese Context -« -« -« -vvvvrrrreeee Takaaki Haraguchi
Religion’s Dark Side—A Book Review Essay (Part3) «----------- David N. Murchie
2006 4 EEF B ST
FIAR: WSk oy TAREE (6D 2)] wvvvveeeeeeeeee LR N
R VFx—F - 94 K= F  Z—/)N—

(1515 & e s Ry B MR EOWTE] (B525) - oo mos ¥ A
%45 5

RiEZRE OV A2k 2MmEHF 16 EIH) IZOVWTo
T AT A A ADE
— F ) A NORBII BT D EE L EEOWHE
.................................... T7)— ¥y GR AR T)

TLIZH Y RUTOT7 40 OFFGEF v Fooowm %
SEHCCEINC B A It o ER (1)

o R A s R AU e e H o & H
Religion’s Dark Side — A Book Review Essay (Part4) ---------- David N. Murchie

Xiii



R W78k vy AR (TOD] e feadk B %
B VFx—F -4 2F—F - =—n—
P21 & R B ABPE —— SRR EOBIE] (53,458) - R T
5 46 =
WA LEIIBITF LAY XA
BEADEE EWEERYSIIR v rer e BN %
HEEF L LTONV T —
— B EDF YA MRETOLIL, VY —BIUYaTA( )
RN EDBEIZ ST —— o "7 B &)
The Ethical Dilemma of Religion-based Violence
— A Book Review Essay <« David N. Murchie
HORIHE £ 3 - — s
R - A= L Y PEOHLFE OB
—— HEFOMBRFLE LT o [ I
BROBEZBIT LHBORE
R %Eﬂj@;ﬁﬁﬁ‘b o e e e e e e e e %‘ 1&% ﬂ] N
SEECCEINC BT 2 B4
—— L — O R A LN ——— ¥oE A »
B WSk 2Ly DA (702)] <o ek B
B VFx—F - 42 F— K- ===
[5G & R S B —— ey 5o mige] (55 5, 6 &)
........................................................ WoR = 4
Ba47 5
AVBYTA = P PALHABAT e A t7
R —— BB EEROBUAL DRI —— oo it 1
YYD EERICBILINY XL (FOOEF) e BOoHoE #
SHUCEN BT 5 “ERORN (2) — FRLR— HoE & p
WS £ TR —— 7= - L b ORI - BRI N S
Charles Hodge, Scottish Common Sense Philosophy, and the
Human Capacity for Moral Activity ««««--ccccrrrrrrrrreeeees David N. Murchie
BEHHF R [EHERP R SRR SR ]
(1949-50 ) DNFFE T DIFE -+ ovveeeeeeeee e ek T Z
NV =DV — %5 T2 vy — /N A ERERE %)
s N el B " % ]

Xiv



% 48 5
e
— 74 ) EVEISMEANDIHYEELISDIRE — - E[a 18
IV T 724 ADF ") 7w A4
— X)) & ] 64 DIRFEMFELR OMGES & sl —— oo i A AR
FUAMLEMORBIHT H2HADEZER oo Y—F—, TAEYF

AERHE BN [RERERPEEN O EE A Rsm B R E]
(1951 4F) & B BEARHT FEm [T RPN T mEs

BB EFTE] (1956-58 4F) DN L ZDFE -oveeeen e ek W 2
FWHE £ 3 F — W
FREEROPE : 7T a7 ET AT = B #

RNy MMAHBEREE D o 720
...................................................... (T OMp

BT DUVNTILD koo "o K
549 B
BREANT 7 o D—sr Forveeeeeeeens Iy — Ay EF— (M B
RO TEL L FHS v e e It i
Mo TITH) HoHLOF : 334k 131 1-20 ORGEIIZE - - oo #
B3 GYE X EANS ST oY SN E NN OE-UN
—— RV U R AT e e ﬂ- = A,
Report on the Annual Meeting of the American Historical
Association (January 2-5, 2009) - David N. Murchie
HBHE BB Y [ A PR PR AR EH
BHE] (1959 42) DI L ZORFEL e ek B B
% 50 =
i AL & BOR
— WL VBT BT B BURIGEER DO —
...................................................... it i
[FEVTH D, RAEWTRELZHELBIE]: 974k 201 24-29 O
BRTFZE - o v et e et B %
The Philosophical Pursuit of Violence : A Book Review Essay
...................................................... David Murchie



HIHs £ 2 F —

B DB, LD EE v = W AR
W7 %t & NHO@ERF e D2 7)) — - XYV T S — 7
SHOTEMN —— REEZRDI2ODOMFAMNEEE oo e E R

B TR 22 RN E D721 — Mo FEEE] (D
-------------------- LRy H A TF54Y, ZVATFAT Y - Fr,
CIVTFA YT T (EAKRBEE R

E51 5
FREFIIBT AN AL GEVDET) oo B
HHEFRMFIIBIT 508 — %
FERMEZEROIGFE ) EZDRFE—— - L S S

T IMYASTFN 1)

— LUV N [EEBEE] OBPS i H AR
Report on the 124" Annual Meeting of the American Historical

Association (AHA) (January 7-10, 2010) ==« ccrrroeeeens David Murchie

B THEBMFE 22 RANDE D7D — MfmEo TEEE] (1)
............................................ <TA T A - /,{/7—“,§r77_y
YFATA-D-va by (FExKEEZER)

XVi






FALAEBERE AT 7E S

= o
ZE A 2]

K
AL wm G

B L tpie 9552 %

2t B

BH Hn (e
SEiT NCTE S
TIHSWw Y ()
HH EW FRERRERER)
i F GRS
Wt R ()

201143 A 15 H FI Kl

201143 H 22 H %17
[TES SCRUN = H
1 T/ A

BRI AT SO RRCED R RR X & %
% 47 B WAt FERKFEFEMHIES
T980-8511 Aili & i 7 3 X A4 1-3-1

(AL B kM)

(FETEin)
f& G
5 #




CHURCH AND THEOLOGY

No. 52 March 2011

CONTENTS

Gotteserkenntnis und Ethik
—Eine exegetische Untersuchung zu Rém. 1, 18-32
............................................ Takaaki Haraguchi
Die Lutherforschung in der dialektischen Theologie : Wiedereinsetzung der
apologetischen Forschung und Riickschritt der historischen Betrachtung

.............................................. Mlka Murakami
The Social Implications of Moral Law : Charles Hodge’s Perspective on the

Nature Of Justice ................................ DaVld MurChle
Kirchenverstindnis Karl Barths von den 20er Jahren bis zum Anfang der 30er

Jahre (2) ............................................ Shiro Sato
East Asian Peace and Japanese Christianity

— In the Light of Japan-Philippines Relation —— -+ - - Hiroshi Kita
Power, Justice, and Love : Three Catalysts for Peace ------ David Murchie

Church and War~from the History of Sendai Higashi Sanban Cho Church~
............................................ Junshiro Kawabata
Hauptwerke der Systematischen Theologie (III)
.................................. Petr GalluS, Rebekka A. Klein
(tr. by Katsuhiko Sasaki)

The Research Association
Tohoku Gakuin University
Sendai, Japan





