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Theology: A Review,” Kerux 24, no. 3 (December 2009): 3-152; Bryan D. Estelle, J. V.
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and Witsius on the Mosaic Covenant,” in The Law Is Not of Faith, 25-43; Peter Golding,
Covenant Theology: The Key of Theology in Reformed Thought and Tradition (Rossshire, Scotland:
Mentor, 2004); 1. John Hesselink, “Luther and Calvin on Law and Gospel in Their Galatians
Commentaties,” Reformed Review 37, no. 2 (1984): 69-82; 1. John Hesselink, “Calvin’s
Understanding of the Relation of the Church and Israel Based Largely on His Interpretation
of Romans 9-11,” Ex duditu 4 (1988): 59-69; 1. John Hesselink, “Law and Gospel or Gospel
and Law? Calvin’s Understanding of the Relationship,” in Cabviniana: Ideas and Influence of
Jean Calvin, ed. Robert V. Schnucker, Sixteenth Century Essays &Studies 10 (Kirksville, MO:
Sixteenth Century Journal Publishers, 1988), 13-32; I. John Hesselink, Calvin's Concept of the
Law, Princeton Theological Monograph Series 30 (Allison Park, PA: Pickwick Publications,
1992); 1 John Hesselink, “John Calvin on the Law and Christian Freedom,” Ex Auditu 11
(1995): 77-89; Mark W, Karlberg, “The Mosaic Covenant and the Concept of Works in
Reformed Hermeneutics: A Historical-Critical Analysis with Particular Attention to Early
Covenant Eschatology” (Ph.D. diss., Westminster Theological Seminary, 1980); Mark W
Karlberg, “Reformed Interpretation of the Mosaic  Covenant,” The Westminster Theological
Journal 43, no. 1 (September 1980): 1-57; Mark W. Karlberg, “Moses and Christ: The Place
of Law in Seventeenth-Century Puritanism,” Trinity Jowrnal 10 (1989): 11-32; Mark W,
Karlberg, Covenant Theology -in Reformed. Perspective: - Collected Essays- and. Book Reviews in
Historical, Biblical, and Systematic Theology (Eugene, OR: Wipf and Stock, 2000); Mark W
Karlberg, “Recovering the Mosaic Covenant as Law and Gospel: J, Mark Beach, John H.
Sailhamer, and Jason C. Meyer as Representative Expositors,” The Evangelical Quarterly 83,
no. 3 (July 2011): 233-50; David VanDrunen, ‘Tsrael's. Recapitulation of. Adam’s Probation
Under the Law of Moses,” The Westminster Theological Journal 73, no, 2 (September 2011):
303-24; Cornelis P, Venema, “The Mosaic Covenant: A ‘Republication’ of the Covenant of
Works?,” Mid-America Jownal of Theology 21 (January 1, 2010): 35-101, of7|A wplvl=
Bstelle, Fesko, and VanDrunen, eds., The Law Is Not of FaithS vjiAo =2 m7lsic)
Rowland S. Ward, God and Adam: Reformed Theology and the Creation Covenant (Wantirna,
Australia: New Melbourne Press, 2003); J. Mark Beach, Christ and the Covenant: Francis
Turretin’s Federal Theology as a Defense of the Doctrine of Grace (Gottingen: Vandenhoeck &
Ruprecht, 2007), 264-265, 301-316,
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3) Anthony Burgess, Vindicice Legis: Or, a Vindication of the Movall Law and the Covenants, from the
Errours of Papists, Arminians, Socinians, and More Especially, Antinomians (London, 1647), p. 229,
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2015), 329(1646\3%k2] “p. 219"2kaL 183, 351164732 “p. 229"gkar <1-8-3)F} Fesko,
“Calvin and Witsius on the Mosaic Covenant,” 25(1647'3%¢] “p, 229"2}3L 2183 oll= 218
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shUje), olwe} ERE therkn Zrka FeREHa3L, 3405,

4) Fesko, “Calvin and Witsius on the Mosaic Covenant,” 25; Richard A. Muller, Dictionary of
Latin and Greek Theological Terms: Drawn Principally from Protestant Scholastic Theology (Grand
Rapids: Baker, 1985), 174("lex Mosaica” B-%), 120-21("foedus gratiae” &), 818, A 91
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Aok} “Z o Wldka more explicit)” $12Fe1 Roltt. Augustine, De Civitate Dei Contra
Paganos, trans, P. Levine et al, LCL, IV-V (London, 1960), 133-135; Andrew Alexander
Woolsey, “Unity and Continuity in Covenantal Thought: A Study in the Reformed Tradition
to the Westminster Assembly” (Ph,D. diss, , University of Glasgow, 1988), 1:2100l14] Aj<l-§-,
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Hsie), Haxehs B2 BEeiA 2olEths ot} o3 F71 5 o) Bekdsits
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therefore that there is one covenant of nature, one of grace, and one subservient to the

covenant of grace (which in Scripture is called the ‘old covenant’) and therefore we will deal
with that in the last instance, giving the first instance to the covenant of nature and of grace,
since they are the chief and since they do not refer to any other covenant).” 7}Hj22 A%2
Stte} 3| 29 VA BET YL (hypothetical universalism) & 5238 Algho|c), o]d] tf
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Richard A, Muller, “Divine Covenants, Absolute and Conditional: John Cameron and the
Early Orthodox Development of Reformed Covenant Theology,” Mid-America Jownal of
“Theology 17-(2006): 36-37. el & 2F = Sorb /&A1 Uoll A8 Yekar Br s,
&2 gule] of2] FHEL UUigor], 53 1 sl 45 o TuE whgc)
Francis Turretin, Institutes of Elenctic Theology, trans, George Musgrave Giger, ed, James T,
Dennison, Jr., 3 vols. (Phillipsburg, New Jersey: P&R Publishing, 1992-1996), XII.xii, 1-255
Fzslel, /EE U9 o)F ¢ikET) 3 2ok t)ElAE Sebastian Rehnman, “Is the
Narrative of Redemptive History Trichotomous or Dichotomous? A Problem for Federal
Theology,” Nederlands Archief Voor Kerkgeschiedenis 80, no. 3 (2000): 296-308; 8]7], &2 3
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8) Blx]¢-27} o]# S48 vt Herman Witsius, The Economy of the Covenants between God and
Man: Comprehending a Complete Body of Divinity, trans, William Crookshank, vol. 2 (London:
T. Tegg & Son, 1837), 2:190-191 (4.4.54): “It was a national covenant between God and
Israel, whereby Isracl promised to God a sincere obedience to all his precepts; especially to
the ten words, God, on the other hand, promised to-Israel, that such an observance would
be acceptable to him, nor want its reward, both in this life and in that which is to come,
both as to soul and body, This reciprocal promise supposed a covenant of grace. For,
without the assistance of the covenant of grace, man cannot sincerely promise that
observance; and yet that an imperfect observance should be acceptable to God is wholly
owing 1o the covenant of grace,” HIX|-$-223= o] whgtolla] TLA| ¢lofo] 23] Qlofo|x]zh 34
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9) Fesko, “Calvin and Witsius on the Mosaic Covenant,” in’ The Law Is Not of Faith, 2543, A%
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10) Fesko, “Calvin and Witsius on the Mosaic Covenant,” 25: “Among the Westminster divines
there were a number of views represented in the assembly: the Mosaic covenant was a
covenant of works, a mixed covenant of works and grace, a subservient covenant to the
covenant.of grace, or simply. the covenant.of grace. #|23¥= Samuel: Bolton; The True
Bounds of Christian Freedom (1645; Edinburgh: Banner of Truth, 2001), 92-94% <143t} o)
2 = ERshE AL dMY BRIz Aoy it} Burgess, Vindiciee Legis, pp.
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2 B3t Edmund Calamy, Two Solemne Covenants Made Between God and Man: Viz. the
Covenant of Workes, and the Covenant of Grace (London: for Thomas Banks, 1647), 1-2, 1}7],
E2, TR Atke) BE Ay, 320330, 33200 W)V Ulg-g Fxde)
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Mosaic Covenant,” 25-26n3), Mark W, Karlberg, “Reformed Interpretation of the Mosaic
Covenant”; Karlberg, Covenant Theology in Reformed Perspective, 17-58; D, Patrick Ramsey,
“In Defense of Moses: A Confessional Critique of Kiine and Karlberg,” Westminster
Theological Journal 66.2 (2004): 373-400; Daniel P, Fuller, Gospel and Law: Contrast or
Continuum? The Hermeneutics of Dispensationalism and Covenant Theology (Grand Rapids:
Eerdmans, 1980); Wayne G. Strickland, ed., Five Views on Law and Gospel (1993; Grand
Rapids: Zondervan, 1996); Emest F. Kevan, The Grace of Law (1976; Morgan: Soli Deo
Gloria, 1999).

12) Fesko, “Calvin and Witsius on the Mosaic Covenant,” 28-30.

13) <714 John Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, ed. john Thomas McNeill, trans. Ford
Lewis Battles, 2 vols., Library of Christian Classics 20-21 (Philadelphia, PA: Westminster
Press, 1960), 348n1-& Z2Frhal ZHp2 Y=t HFesko, “Calvin and Witsius on the Mosaic
Covenant,” 28n7). #2327} A28t LA Sz o} o] 21 Itk The term law”
for Calvin may mean (1) the whole religion of Moses (II. vii. 1); (2) the special revelation
of the moral law to the chosen people, i.e., chiefly the Decalogue and Jesus' summary (I,
viii); or (3) various bodies of civil, judicial, and ceremonial statutes (IV, xx. 14-16; Comm,
Harmony Four Books of Moses; cf. Decalogue “supplements”). Of these, the moral law,
the “true and eternal rule of righteousness” (IV. xx. 15), is most important,
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Rapids: Eerdmans, 1996[1965)), 71; CO 50:224: “His omnibus consentaneum est, discrimen
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I H#e] ol E3E Fxslelar gt} Richard A, Muller, The Unaccommodated Calvin:
Studies in the Foundation of a Theological Tradition (New York: Oxford University Press, 2000),
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39) B =529] 2.1 1% 3238} Venema, “The Mosaic Covenant,” 59-60,
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41) odtoliA] Zwlo] et ek} sleke] FTA ] gk ol BT wlvlnirt A=S Felt,
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50) Venema, “The Mosaic Covenant,” 61-62,
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57) T71557} 4, 2.11.4(0S 3, 427=C0 2, 332): “Hic videndum est qua parte foedus legale

cum foedere evangelico, Christi ministerium cum mosaico conferatur, Nam si ad

promissionum substantiam pertineret comparatio, magnum exstaret inter duo testamenta
dissidium; sed quum status quaestionis alio nos ducat, eo tendendum est ut verum
reperiamus, Foedus ergo quod aeternum et nunquam interiturum semel sancivit, in medio
statuamus, Illius complementum, unde tandem habet ut statum ratumque sit, Christus est,
Tatis confirmatio duryexspectatur; caeremonias Dominus per Mosen praescribit, quae sunt
velut solennia confirmationis symbola. Id in contentionem veniebat, cederene oporteret
Christo quae in lege ordinatae erant caeremoniae. Hae vero tametsi foederis duntaxat
accidentia erant, vel certe accessiones ac annexa, et (ut vulgus loquitur) accessoria, quia
tamen instrutnenta erant illius administrandi, foederis nomen habent, qualiter et aliis
sacramentis dari solet, Proinde, in summa, vetus testamentum hoc loco appellatur solennis
confirmandi foederis ratio, caeremontiis et sacrificiis comprehensa.” (1 -2 Hx}e] Aolr})
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58) Venema, “The Mosaic Covenant,” 62,

59) Venema, “The Mosaic Covenant,” 63,

60) Venema, “The Mosaic Covenant,” 63: “Calvin identifies the contrast as that between a
‘legalistic’ misappropriation of the law of Moses, abstracted from its setting within the broader
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gospel.” (25 Wjdlvl<] Zﬂol‘:}‘)
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P\ =07 8.5, 2.11.7(0S 3, 429-430=C0 2, 332): “Odiostus enim loquitur de Lege Apostolus
quam Propheta: neque id simplici Legis respectu: sed quod erant nebulones quidam Legis
kakozeloi, qui perverso caeremoniarum studio, evangelii claritatem obscurabant; de legis
natura secundum eorum errorem ac stultam affectionem disputat. Ergo id peculiare in
Paulo observare operae pretium erit, Uterque vero, quia vetus ac novum testamentum per
contentionem inter se componit, nihil in lege considerat nisi quod proprium eius est,
Exempli gratia: lex misericordiae promissiones passim continet; sed quia sunt aliunde
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68) "3t Y%Kmixed covenant)” o2 T2 BA} Qlokg 3¢ ook ol 23 Aok o A
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69) A= o] F FAle A1) BA| Aok A A4 thzAZ woll o Holq 2713 Y=
7} 8= Bz A=) ’ ‘ :
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1) Zile] B4 kgt el Lul

A=, 2] BA] 1ok okl ‘9] el'7} Q= A0 YRR A
B, ez 2ilo] A 1o} kel “g] et g Ro= Hgkthw
4%%}71 st el 4% 71%&1 3g Qlgsta gtk shie “$ES

E5E Auw_rfa szl o] & PsmL A e A ek

04, NEIARy, 27,58 BA, o wBY| WS B
uls] Aro] ohjehs ALLE FAE Havt ek, 23l 2
“g"e] B4 $5E vk o g ohRn glnk ) st 29 73
HAE &l gk =20 x| 2A qjgkoﬂ gk =7} ofUth. %
o) $=8 A A ANFLL e A 1eEE 9 AP e 24
= g9 (usus elenchticus sive paedagogicus)” o2} 2% 2122 ‘FHE 7l
e G B Aol e HAOE slelF HE gel shhe
ol7MAl 3HH2.7.3-9). & 4 Al 2%‘ E EE RAAFH e ANE $H
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70) Fesko, “Calvin and Witsius on the Mosaic Covenant,” 3077153781, 2.7.3); 33(Calvin,
Sermons on Galatians, 445).

71) o] E¢] o] s A= olee] B3-S Fx3lek Cornelis P. Venema, Accepted and Renewed
in Christ: The “Twofold Grace of God” and the Interpretation of Calvin's Theology (Gottingen:
Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 2007), 232-236,

72) 16-17417] 718} AlsAs el el 371 SEo] thek e obe) AHde] “usus legis” T2
2 =342}, Muller, Dictionary of Latin and Greek Theological Terms, 320-321,
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(usus politicus sive civilis)” 0|2} F-2+& Aot} 9L FHE ‘37‘1]'5‘}{‘, 715

< 3to] RIS RRH ALElE BEFTH2.7.10-11). Shide oRIEe] H&

ol ¥HE A& W9 FUE AdAEAITH2.7.11). §Ho] A 38l HE
:l:'L

2] 8- (usus didacticus sive normativus)” o2} Eeit} o]

(<3

e ugo e 7w Ak shbde A7) she 7)o, Asle) 2
of Agol Trh2.7.12:13). e o] A WA S} 7V F28 R,
&0l Boje) B0 g ke Foleka Bk

7hilo] ‘e B3 4 2 ko 24 B8 Felo] Arkeln

1= —‘?—?ﬁ% T %}P‘r(ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁg 2.7.3).2a Eek AL
o
=

o #gE Uﬂ@ ettt gEA] A /‘]-%-‘L Aolt}.

E3h 2z TEvjola] Ay E AEshEA Zulo] ma) oleke] &
o= Yo de's 1 vk FRTE T 7] 2183 TaEriola A
Felrjobr] 37 19 208 9] 8k A e] g Rilo|) 75

3
rlr
m\l

agchE S e Folo] $2718 HelEthe SHoly 2AlFel o] oy
o). el S8 el 2714 A Eolo} al7] WiEolc, et Sl

73) ARle gle] o] A WA S8 TIRUFA 31605 AT (D 316) BE H7A
Bl o] 7‘%_E ¥ AR wEy Ay H}‘?—?ﬂ o3} o2 wEE) o fsiy - %}”‘
of Telrjoba] 4,04 2 3:19¢] tis 48 Hel, Calvin, The Epistles of Paul the Apostle
to the Galatians, Ephesians, Philippians and CoIosszans, 61,

74) Fesko, “Calvin and Witsius on the Mosaic Covenant,” 32-33(Calvin, Sermons on Galatians,
445).

75) €O 50, 533-544. 3. (& 3:19-20) [19] ZUH $9-& Folo| ¥yislnz dlateld Fole}
HAEE Bt & SrAe) o2 vl AL ek&ahal Akeo] QA7) 918 Aole}
[201 1 SHAR= g |k g 27t obuu) shud L 31 oA
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ﬂﬂ% Aol %74 Sle Ae= —zr%fsm mFolt), &P dHo s
A& P A T4e G Aok} delEE ‘P4 S I e A
Zro] Belth, 12 e TE S g &4 ARE geH et
gom 9l whe £ gioky Bho 2, AR &Y
& A7} §1-8 T2 e Aoleka Zle F3stm gick. AR 9

£ 3
23w 9] Bl ZAste] Zrlo] BA 1of Qhell "¢ A7} e A

76) Dape] W o)t} ¢lg-F-2] Hojdu) gojwl e oo} 2t} “La Loy donc entant quelie
nous monstre ce qui est bon, n'a pas este temporelle: car elle doit durer iusques 2 la fin du
monde, Mais il nous faut noter la dispute de sainct Paul: car il prend la Loy d'autant qu'elle
contient les promesses et les menaces, et puis les ceremonies, 11 y a donc d'un coste, Qui
fera as choses, il vivra en icelles: comme desia nous avons veu. 11y a la menance: Maudit
sera celuy qui n'accomplira tout ce qui est ici contenu. Or la Loy (comme nous voyons) ne
promet salut sinon a ceux qui aurons vescu purement et en toute integrite: mous defaillons
tous, la promesse donc de la Loy est inutile"(CO 50:538), “The law then is not transitory in
respect of showing us what is good, for it must continue to the world’s end, But we must
mark Saint Paul's discourse: for he takes the law, as containing the promises and
threatenings, and also the ceremonies, Then on the one side there is {this promise,) he that
does these things shall live in them, as we have seen heretofore. And on the other side
there is this threat, cursed is he that does not fulfil all that is contained herein, Now the
law (as we see) promises salvation to none but such as live purely and incorruptly: but all
of us come short of that, and therefore the promise of the law is to no purpose "(Calvin,

Sermons on Galatians, 445).
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B Btk A7 Al shars e F4 B HE A
E2 37] 9aA] 341 Rolekm ¥l Qlrk. WL HE Ue 2y} P
317 $JaiA =41 AoleH(@elA] 7:13), 2H o224 Shbd e g} & okdre]
AE WSS SHAATE 7Y uleba] Alo] o] B Al oA A ¢leke
‘g9 A7t kA FAgHE 28] 228 2l =2E sEle A
Hi g Rolct, ZAyle) Zujr]olA] 3:19-200] rﬂﬂ e} 4#% &l 7
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L Qo7 sl eAoll Almis BA &S ¢ A7 A o] Byt

77) Calvin, The Epistles of Paul the Apostle to the Galatians, Ephesians, Philippians and Colossians, 61,
78) olate] -2 715372 8,, 2.11.4] Ul-g-¢] gofolt),

AT olBS

2ol =A| oot ofsh: & HATe IRl vdlole] =Tol HIF0IM | PEE 35

ot =ASL Qe 01 2FE vkt flsiA 2
gglel A aamAA A FEE @Al A FEETA
110:4; 3] 7:11). 2227 JA3 AAge] Hgomd ko] A
Az HA" Ao] FASIH3] 7:23). o1FA AL A=r AT A}él
ook W&k Aolth(3] 8:6-13). & L AHAP} ke el olE &
glormg, o|g3l Mol Bagrial Alet A A3 7:19). g‘%%%
o 22 49 aYAY Bolg F FAFo] ofATH(E] 10:1). WA Zl
s|aejx o) Adel wel, g e fdd 1L Bgolx Ve T T2 &
=

f
-

rio

gho 2 ¢lesi= AoYArh(3] 7:19, Al 1104, 3] 7:11, 9:9, 10:1),"2}aL A
qrh 80 vlZ o] AR T “gHH JdoFa} “Be Aokl tigk A
o] Lh2r}.8D

e} 2
Ao &5, el 2 1 el 9, i A Qloke 9l el
£ 21 obol B3 917 WiEel B84 ok} thErky R whdel, Wy}
£ 0% Qlebge] B 24 dofolehs Mol SuUsht A HA &,

obg ofFE axFo| %%&71 whgo] A2tk Bt el

Mo 12 2
>
p
P
A
o
=oi_‘_|‘
Jz
:L
g
E
o,
o)
>
Bﬂ

j[g r>

£ ﬂlo

o] B 24 Qleke] el w fm = RS uhsl= o As A
o) 817] Wil Zhule hul ma] oleke] g AEo] “PAS" = “MA
A A GERs S BHElE A Bl 714 ot} e

% =

Rk
2A QeKEHA doha A AoREEF A Atelel

79) TSR 8, 2.9.4; ZRle) Te|B A F4, Fol) S|EEA] 71075 e 74 3
80) TA1=w7k 8y, 2.11 4,
81) & =F-2] 2 220 o= T7Zw7d 2y, 2.11.4(08 3, 427=CO 2, 332)° tjgt 18- Heh
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82) (&2 421) WA a2t & obglol gl she LBl S B Bk

83) Calvin, The Epistles of Paul the Apostle to the Galatians, Ephesians, Philippians and Colossians, 84.
€O 50, 236: “21. Dicite mihi, Interpositis exhortationibus ad affectus movendos, pulchram
exornationem addit superioris doctrinae, Non esset quidem satis valida per se probatio
sed postquam argumentis satis pugnavit, confirmatio haec non est spemenda, Sub lege
esse, hoc loco significat subire jugum legis, bac conditione ut Deus tecum agat secundum
legis pactum: teque vicissim ad servandam legem adstringas*, Nam alioqui sub lege’ sunt
omnes fideles: sed hic de lege tractat cum suis appendicibus, ut dictum est,” (7FZ=3= =}
o} Roltt, * co2l Yi-olli= "ad-Stringas'2k T Fo] 9l o1}, “adstringas™e] ©.7)(3k30) o))
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ok, Jelane] B4 AN G949l S Re Tl wHe
o webd agani eilo 24 wde waA 2o 34 ARk o
A3 &2e) 34 AL Bk, Fol g TelisE FUs) Shide #
A7 % QU B4 ARE BAT olZke o WM A clopo]
FohA) alghe-g W), 1 Aok ol 84 AR BV 9wk

84) (3] 8:7) A A Qieko] FEF QU B4 Ag 278 do] gy

85) John Calvin, The Epistle of Paul the Apostle to the Hebrews and the First and Second Episties of St.
Peter, ed, David W, Torrance and Thomas F. Torrance, trans, William B. Johnston (Grand
Rapids: Eerdmans, 1963), 109. CO 55, 100: “Si enim primum, Confirmat quod dixit de
foederis praestantia, quod nobiscum Deus pepigit per manum Christi: confirmat autem,
quia foedus legis non fuerit firmum nec stabile, Nam si nihil illi defuisset, quid attinebat
aliud subrogari? Atqui subrogatum est. Unde patet vetus illud non fuisse omni ex parte
absolutum, Ad id probandum citat testimoniam Ieremiae, quod mox excutienus,”

86) (3] 9:14) 318 sl AR o= uigtel & Y A& shidA = 12|ke] w7t
o) ® 193] FAE F-& FAoN ARSHA kI Ao} A Shbd e A 71A 3R] Al
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otk 9.4 alawe] )4 ARo] sk FAIES oA 7l
o] BzkAl7le Re g leke] ST Telame) 314 AAte] SR

ojth. €94 deke] AL Y dl” whEol A7 Aol eprt, 23]
AR E AV oIk, A2 o7 |M% BA ek bl "B A7 AT

npRjeto 2 AR REL T7|Ew7bg ), 3.17.150]0 A7 ZHle 5
Al 2Fe} AldkRfE o] THE “WolFAlE 28] (gratia acceptans)”2] )<l
&) =gt} 88) “WolFARE 23)"9] wald, &7 Aok uebA desiod
AR Y= TEE A7) FEEAEE, shbdAA ol o2 Is| A
T4E G710 e /I 2 S A Ft2XE mejeldt. oy $Ele
7 Ak P9 Aol ZAA olfig AFEES Aulo] o) 2317
A 2F8 A0S G Eot. 25T gl AVl 2k §
A7t AA 9] 047 ohE Mo T HHIA, shbdAA Alzle] A&

87) Calvin, The Epistle of Paul the Apostle to the Hebrews, 121, CO 55, 111: “Per spiritum aeternum,
Nunc clare ostendit unde aestimanda sit mors Christi, non ab externo actu scilicet, sed a
spiritus virtute, Passus enim est Christus, ut homo, sed ut mors illa nobis sélviﬁca esset,
proveniebat ex efficacia spiritus, Sacrificium enim expiationis aeternae opus fuit plus quam
humanum, Et ideo spiritum vocat aeternum, ut sciamus, reconciliationem, cuius est
effector, aeternam esse, Quum dicit irreprehensibilem, tametsi alludit ad legales victimas,
quae mutilae aut vitiosae esse non debebant: tamen significas Christum solum legitimam
esse victimam ac idoneam placando Deo, Semper enim in aliis fuit quod desiderari iure
posset : unde et prius dixit legale foedus non fuisse amempron.” 73z BALe] Aot} A
o vk} Weto] dhofi= AT

88) “WolFFAlE &3l tlgh aels ZHA AT FTho] B A5~ dug 07 ol A
7l mEjoltt, el 8% o=} BolE itk Johann Eck, Enchiridion locorum communiin
adversus Lutheranos, A 57 22, Calvin, Institutes (1960), 2:820n172} 258 F=xsle}, ¥k
8L =0l o} 3 E-L A=3}e}. Werner Dettloff, Die Lehre von der Acceptatio Divina
bei Joharnnes Duns Scotus: Mit besonderer Berucksichtigung der Rechtfertigungslehre, vol, 10,
Franziskanische Forschungen (Werl: Dietrich-Coelde-Verlag, 1954); ‘Wolfhart Pannenberg,
“Das Verhaltnis zwischen der Akzeptionslehre des Duns Scotus und der Reformatorischen
Rechtfertigungslehre,” Regnum Hominis et Regnum Dei (1978): 213-218,
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III. Z2&: Zle] B4 ke 4§

2l BA] Aok A 28 AokelE Fx3ict. 22 aAo] 23
Aokel o, y$le] ezt bzt 239 dzlo oA AZ=HH [A=
= Zlolgt okt Teiut TelA] BA Ieke] Al FEIAT A vht
a éEWJW 51*17]77}11‘4 FEFG kel wiitoltt, A 1of Qe
Fhatz] Azt ofglet. 288 e
FA HE Aot ZLF/]Z:L:JH]E Uole T2 312l shud o] A e ot

a3 AH eke} Aol BA 1ok HE ofn[7} glert? a7 of

89) T71Em78 5, 3.17.15(C0O 2, 602-603): “Sed unde id, nisi quoniam quos in foedus gratiae
assumpsit Dominus, eorum opera non excutit pro meritis, sed paterna benignitate
osculatur? Quo non tantum intelligimus quod tradunt Scholastici, a gratia acceptante

habere opera suum valorem, Illi enim sentiunt, imparia alioqui opera ex Legis pacto saluti

comparandae, in aequaiitatis tamen pretium Del acceptione evehi. Ego autem dico, ea,
tum aliis transgressionibus, tum suis ipsorum maculis inquinata, non aliud valere, nisi
quod Dominus veniam utrisque indulget; quod est gratuitam homini justitiam largiri.” (322
= 228 Zelrh)

90) Bk /HERF TR AshE R LHATIE Jlo] /T Algte] R elolr). ofd =
F& Fzaleh $E, g v aelA JolA dAER Qekge) A MEed §
H263(2013): 304, 309-310; B. Hoon Woo, “The Difference between Scotus and Turretin in
Their Formulation of the Doctrine of Freedom,” Westminster Theological Journal, 2016
(forthcoming), 4.2.
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Utk &9 828 7Rt Ak Aol ods] Hast §5r) glov) o
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91) FE] EE2|(1583-1659)% U B2 Ao welol e tideAt, st ZEldds o
At e vjaldet wg gtk Zvlel £ ul), B9 YEs $9e o 9
mle] U] o) Fpehs AEe] 9o, Beu dxshs S W ovle] 84
(A 38HA 75g she o Hoiy, vlEele] e Zilo] Ry ookEs A dohd
FR0Z-8 59Tk Peter Bulkeley,; The Gospel:Covenarit; or The Covenant of Grace Opend,
2nd ed. (London: M, Simmons, and are to be sold by T. Kembe and A, Kembe, 1653): “To

conclude, that we may rightly conceive how the law is abolished, and how it continues,

we must consider the law either as gpposed to the Gospel in the doctrine of justification; thus
considered, the law is abolished to those that beleeve: or otherwise it is to be considered
as consenting with the Gospel in the doctrine of sanctification; and thus considered, it
continues as a guide and rule, even unto those that doe believe,” (o] A= YAALe] A)
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