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2%7] 15208 0] FHE 5= HEIH 23 (Wittenberg)et 24
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&7} ol TAE 21 UA=THE sk A2 TaEe] 3441
O olslist=t =go] & AHolth

15299 mfER 23 Fuwd]o= HdH =232} 7ignte] R Lx}=o] vt
U E23F 9ARKQl Abdolx, I AFEQl ul2Xz3 23HDie
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A A AipEolrh2 AlstHow HARA o wiQ- Fa 7t ARdol ARt
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1 Aol 2827 5IE AIRRE 151992 08 5005902 71deict. (Rl
https://www.zuerich.com/en/visit/500-years-of-reformation 2018 d8¥23%)

2 nERE3 232 FE 9} 2HgE] YAl o ExEnh FE 9] 22 FH HY(WA 30.110
102-06; 160-171)°14 2k& 4= 91, =¥Ze]9] AL =122 A-(CR 93.2, 514-18;
521-23; http://www.irg. uzh.ch/stanc/zwmgh werke/index. php?n=Werk.146 2018
H|8H23Y)oNA 2k 4= SQlrh

3 tEAR] Ao] 15309 ofgARET Al=3lejole}. o] 3]oA] Al YL AAES]

AGTHE AEsHA Hoth FAHoE AEH EA= vdHEF9] WS Ee] AT
Confessio Augustanaith. WHSEL- o] Ag1H XS Hhhz o g 7|45t 1, 7|4l
9] EH Algado] Frt. Holo] FAH O R HolE0dz] FAj= of ATk Fa7t 2
St Confessio Tetrapolitana® Z822|7t 248t Fidei Ratio: 9—1401] A&=] At
4 /Y 50059 Holsto] wiERa3 20| ofu|of tfgt A7} XFP=|o] FolFirt.
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1. nfEX 23 3|99 A we

15299 RER 25 Aol shut Hof gl FE e 2297 3
e FUNE 71 gAolt}. 4 Bt LA AAL] R HAL XA
o] gJMe] A|urAl Wed(Landgraft Philipp von Hessen)] 230 &
nf2ra3 Ao 1o 3]9E 74t} o] Fol= 15291 frute]oi(Speyer)
Al=39o|A JhEoiXl “Agu'(Z2 7W4lL, Protestanten)?] A15H
AA A FLolgh= =A= HolA =Hrh5

o] 3]%= ASHE =k 415H FA o] opz} JX| A FH o= 4
=9t o] FJojollA 71 JE8AR] A= AlgRHEo] ofzt, dgA <l
2 Az dgoldet. = AATE AAl(Kursachsen)dt A A=
o] /Al AEE olTl= A&A7E H

o] 3]9jof JAet A 418t I1F-2 HdH| =32} FHels]olt). o=
Ao Alshd At dx|jhet. 19 418k tig} A= FE <o a4
s Eo] ISl T BlHH| =2 Qo) MY 2HlEE7t ek 2

7} ol2 Al7]of 71 (Kappel) AFNA AFSE o]& AETARE

AL, Wolf-Friedrich Schéufele ed., Die Marburger Artikel als Zeugnis der Einheit
(Evangelische Verlagsanstalt: Leipzig, 2012). (= MAalsZE)

5 A22} frajolo] Al=3]e)o] tsto] 7HERt A8 tha2 FAL Irene Dingel, Reformation:
Zentren-Akteure-Freignisse (Gottingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 2016),
185-88.
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(StraBburg) 7HEA}F otel B (Martin Bucer)= 7§80}t Z G4 19
HEAR] ZAAPZE HQUTES 2]9]9 Q1A 442 do] Azt Sl
Z3 H9E ol A JASHA At = BIEvPREEY BE AlEE
TrebetarAt Fit
15299 mlER=34 3]9= & dE7] & Z5H o2 FUHA] I3t
gZol| A 1AL o] HE HEAo Tt ofsfioflA] o] FIIA ZFH
TEu O] o8AR]] AR Qs SN FHAloA 7P = RijE
7]'5<]7} U= T A7 A v 157]) £FO = o]Fo HERE
Z9Hdie Marburger Artikel = MA)o|th. @O 9312 ZEV} S
@*31’"4'.7 MA= 7Fg o|& Al7|oll 289 Surlge Aldarsoln, Egt
FUe AA AfAlw Aldareolet g 4= Qlk. o] FA= F/HE Aol

, AFSE, EHu L, FA9 oAl B

FYsH, FH, 2927
ThE AsRSe] A9e B gtk MAE 1 A SRl ve
3} 2

2. vERE3 399 $71% 57

sle] IY 15204 vh2Ese] sjote 2ekaA £ 7 Bae
V3t R A, Aot B0z Seet xyFele oEgui sl
REE =S shEska ik WAL 308 Ba0E stolo] A=)
oo) Zue FBL HYste Ak

(1) Aty 22

O

152562 13} 4zt =go] SEj9) At Ajolo] FxHE-S Folol
SPo}SIT8 A e Al to] A gL ols)st EolAlAl

o o2uw
TR AEe] AE FAOIIH. o] =4 vt A-EI] viee] FAE f1tt

[©)

6 Wolf-Friedrich Schiufele, “Vorwort,” in MAalsZE, 5.
7 Wolf-Friedrich Schiufele, “Biindnis und Bekenntnis,” in MAalsZE, 51.
8 Agukdt =x9] Ao ‘:HOPOq Z31. Dingel, 108-15.
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=go] ojn] QIit. o] EAZ fI5f LlEHut] AL} niE For B}
7H E(Wolfgang Capito)= °]u] 15254 A|Y Ful 3]°]9] NHE Al
Stoint. SHAIRE IR SIS ERe] AakEo] YR 7|7HA] o] Y o]F
o R A okt

(2) FAA 53

nf2H23 3]9]9] = HA F7|= 15299 A2} Speyer A= 3919
A3tolt}, F)9oflA 6] AFEL 14709 TAEY AFEAIES 1521
o] HEA AYZ APsiEts Al 3lej9] AAo] withsto], A3gd
(Protestation)olZgh= ¥4 & ARGSIGIHE ol AVIE A3t
(Protestanten)= 7JA117.9] o]=o] |t} 15299 4¥ 20¥ /A =S
2 59 AFEAE ZAota, ol H(4d 229) AAlTE Al SAl,
HAEH=2A(Nirnberg), 2EZHAFE, SF(Ulm)°] Bd2]o] FA o] 7t
dok= A4 Bo5WS AFstort. o] 8 1kAk= slAle] dgat
LAEZHARE O] ofF EE(Jakob Sturm)o| Ut Fu S-S 1St &
A= Qs Al S AFAQ1 M9 A A =tk BH2 AA
AR 58S WA JaL, 7hett Ale R AlEEE Eolee]aAt
Fct.9

o] HB9 AYEo] 4 AoIgh. T AA Fio A ek
A= Y] FLotof| T thek= 15299 108 1-4Y AtEREF0)4

AHE. o] sl olFe] BAg AT YTh AA, A% EAlR
Qg A8k AL spEsie Aoldltt WYL o] EA o gt
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9 31, Schiufele, “Biindnis und Bekenntnis,” 54f.
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3. uf2R23 399 A

ntER2s 3ot FAA] Qg 7l Fudistithe HollA HA
1 ol AlsH] diglollq 2 A5 T 2ol HisiA - a7t Atk

= AAAR] HiHE A3 159 Ao

W Fole dolle A=A o2 ArtEoldT

(D3]] A7 A=A A3t

A2 frutolo] A= 819] o|F AANSS FA| FHe AL
Pt 2y AR A 3 =0 g Qs A At Al
Y2 olE sz wheo] Hal Jot. w20t HSIE ol A2
T2 o] ohyirt. U B ol ol A=, AAITE 2ol
23] e AlE Hol7] ARt ol nteREa 3ot 7iZE]
g ukz 0 15299 10 3-79 AlS=27t 3. o] 3jejE0] SA
I Z2 o] oyt A Alg=ole Sille] Bo] dE "t
2] it frutolofollA] ZpAlle] RIS sl AERRARES 9
3 F8d & Aol A= AU L2y Hi= A% PR
FE 1A, FAIE witishs A9 A FAkl disf o]

A

i

A%
e A FBE ALYk AL HHH FBS Bgo| oAk
Autk 57 stol fisfolololq ksEIglY A R AYS Mk
AFE A ARSI . AEeAnEe} 280t S oo 234
o= widjstech. 2% A4S S0 5 AL vihe Zo|ch10
A0 ABE FEE HES HAN 2 AsEe] 2AY 4
oA Fo\ Aolglet. TElQ) A9 Ak o, FHH oz o] 23
49 o[ 37} QI WYBEC] B9 Wi FEW A= 2L Weolrt.
B2 S B4 ol APk 1SS 415k U7} o|Foln]

10 &1, Schiufele, “Biindnis und Bekenntnis,” 55-56.
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dsole 7o) JREARt E2E 14 GRS 445 A
#Qjo] Uk} A& HolA] T At GId mlERame] g
e 2 o, 23 R AX BAZ 23 W2 A7l 24E 4
oitke AL WL 4 gl Lolgieh 1

sIo] By A1oge] welg AAHOE & ol B 4 Y Fe
gebm a7ach AM HlEHE R ASES AeRE Hake =of5)]
Hol| Th2 Ao} 29450 o8l of=slelis whgo] Uik 1L offis A9
o} rEetAR o o] Histe WEE Lo AUES A
stk 220] QIS whzelgich12

109 190 A1yl SEo} slsdutes] sy, 2ye)e) U s
of 9page] Gk the & 104 29 Blo)h AR Te:
slojg Alstei, BA0w o] thaf =olsh] Aol ke FAle] thel
1=0jsjofof gt} WPLLIS T Helo} upali AEetrnEoly e
o] FAH S907] thelt). oIS Sof AEetAREI} AH9IAA)
el ofel§o] Folste] Telaro] R HAS PHSle] Q129 5
e ST Uk Stk 93E AT ol JHE A%

11 Schiufele, “Biindnis und Bekenntnis,” 49.

12 oo Higt SAZ WFSES] HAE Al MBW.T3 Nr 830(612,9-12): “Quidam
Argentinae incommode de trinitate etiam loquuti ferebantur. Itaque extorsimus
ab eis, ut suam sententiam recitarent de trinitate. Sed confessi sunt se de ea
re prorsus nobiscum sentire iuxta Nicaenam synodum.”(AEgAKZ Q] ofH Al

Eo] AkejUAo] s B2dsl Wskch= Ao] Suc) :LEHH S 2EolA A1
of thet T150] FHL ANISHES. AT T TS olo)d Ao BlolS wret
ods] S2loh ARk k)

13 Peter Gemeinhardt, “Das Erbe der Alten Kirche,” in MAalsZE, 85.
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14 Schiufele, “Biindnis und Bekenntnis,” 50.
15 WA 30.III, 150,5-10. #3l. Schiufele, “Biindnis und Bekenntnis,” 51.

16 Schiufele, “Biindnis und Bekenntnis,” 51.
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AA71? ofUH ¥ 152 GAE AshE 7ML AU, A Q5
ZojQtot 71 AY7R? Et ofUth. AR 2WF |9t BHEe viERES
2% 5 A9 A oujofA] sAgit,

A R ET 232 FHO 9ret g shto] dFg4or
olgE| At Y& AAES] EE AT 4= Qi) Iz gt
YAl TS o= Qlok. FET AQACL AESAR AT} RE X
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SR EER DEETEE

vtEREs B9k a8 Al 23H9 Aplolt 18 A9
L AjekEol W =l WA AR sk sloke ARERs s
Ao oW ARG PnAoE oA ek Ysfsic
gfsha HREAS] BAL o8] dolglely, A= FHL ool

17 FE7L olF& 7% Qlo] MAE A4S A2 oYtk 1528E mHPES X Die
Schwabacher Artikel)& 712 ZHJ5}9it}. o] 23R B Alukzl =XJo] AFd Al7]
of Z/g=|7] wi2oll FEQ A vl HdotL Utk

18 Schiufele, “Biindnis und Bekenntnis,” 52.
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TAagrit 4 Qe & Fdolth19

L ofgt mfE2Ra 39 Ao tigt wejRlelE HAagt FEAH o
2 S5 A 9de et viEREIcA A 932
MAH o nid BRE 4A EHALL, Frle ZHS27F AR $of 29
9] 7P 523t Agt 2ARL =itk 159] Hale] AiEE 153649
HIEHH 259} IX5d =AE9] BHHES UX|(die Wittenberger
Konkordie)o]t}.20 o] A& 53 1AZLY AFEAIEC] 78
ol T = A =k ot AANES BA9] U] kE¥S
Al&sto] ARSI
319]9] F WA 522 7t 13 A9 YALA AL 58S
5= ZoIgiek. AN Tl FHo] o|FX AL nEREH 399
7 ol A Al ke 157) 222 o|Fo|x 10Y 40l
AgE MAY Eold}, m2Ra5 232 FEet It SAlo] AEet
THNGAIH O] ATt Algeoltt. MAS] 1578 2% & 147] 233
0571 232 F5Y AR A=A, #RA 0.57) 2 %t weo]

A Folg e,

[©)
)

4

19 Schiufele, “Biindnis und Bekenntnis,” 46.
20 #31. Schiufele, “Biindnis und Bekenntnis,” 47.
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ofA MAS] 7} 22 st Bt A ASRE she A&
o= sht Faof w3 shidsiord B2 23 Aol AdEgle
slldstgict. g 71A] g Fa3t 2 MAQ| A= FEjgk= Aol
FE7F A4S ool A4l EEOR MAE 2Rttt Hold MA=

712K o7 FEO AsHA AFRS 7 wo] EyWti= HE 7|A5]of

gt T2y SAlo] 29SS RS Gt FEL 9 =05t
2 IHgell S, A o= of o] Folskelr] wiee] 159
Aot g A Arjaz; o
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1. 1) w39 FAHMA 1-3)
MA 1-32& 4919419 7|5&20] digt Aot} o] 2FE2 & 1],
n2R2 F0)4 WEE9] ARR|UA] w9} 7| EZ0] A3 %!ilﬂ At
I RZRE &= Qlon, AR o] IYollA] o] EAF) FEl= AEGA
H20] A gAol disto] AL, FX7E gt 121l 109 4Y
MAE ZHJ8 tfjof] 2= YFAo} Alxof mE bt AAE A5 =
},

(1) [MeA]2
1629 108 3¢ DEER230|M 22l= CiE2l XS0 LXoHH MB et
ct.

() [1. HFE AL THotod:]

T, f2| =2 CiF HES X[l T FE A= O7ICt FUshl,

21 WL n2R a9 %3] Neuhochdeutshce UbertragungolAl 71 Aot (Schiufele,
“Der Text der Marburger Artikel,” 26ff.) AME Z5([... )= Yo ARRER] F
HAE 7152 o ARSFH.
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HEL, HRfol=s 2E 29| FZAI0I o SHLHHO0| AluCt. 0] sifg2
79| =3 £80|A S0l 1, fASHIM, = O], OFF, 83, &2
AL, SS. 0IA2 2 MA B 7I1sue| 7H=2H UAH0F S2|3/0AM
ZFEE, LAOF MBUM =22, oKl At 2T

w39 ZdH oA AlRRITE o704 F87t A 55 (ete.)elth
o] B 283 3P E FARIE o] E9] ouj= ARIYAI 71EE
of Hisf o 2 Zo] ey, ¥ dax glths Aot

44171 YAIoF Az ALA oA S 2471 o710 AGHEH-
oA ZRE of59] FYUTt EA, TEAL] o] opR| 9} FUF,
g2 Adoltt. MA 1= YAlot A28 32 JH= BIY. I
olF 53l YAlotet ¥Al= Al =2Eth =% o719 YAl 52
sl UAlol-222E g S22 ofsfEofof 51, of7]o] Svh=
A7e 38199 YAlor-EAEE g 417022

Q) [2. SttES| OtF, 22| F Ol 12|20 CHSH0Y]

=M, f2l= HSa 20| Y= OfHXILt S&0| OfL=t, 2% sty
OtHX|| OtF, FELI AXot= sHtg0] J72| 2otas Sali A0l
EPACE = AR WOl && Gl0| =22t SEU Oi2{OtoAIA LiRC
Ji= S SHH SYO2 SXR 2O= HOLML, TE 2E A

=XE S G2& /KA. 8L 2= gl SS.

MA 22 ALA Alste] 712004 71588 Az shtde] ok
+ 2o Agao] QA|ste] I Ar

22 #31. Gemeinhardt, “Das Erbe der Alten Kirche,” 101f.
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S419] BA TelAmAA Aol g BESALT, 5 A4
WA &Ko ARl 4 ZAle TR olRe

(@) [3. 22|ALZQ| 10| CH5H0Y:]

Ain, SitEat O[] O, &2I=X| = 4, Ol J2lAr= RS
ot MAH0| 2 g5, ZONL, 51N = =2 At 7124
AOHLHY, aHs0 S2|MCh I ZE LIXEQ| FQOZA stLidel
LTH0|| oot BE IIZEFO| FEA, 20 AMOQl= XS F2 XS ATt

o A0l SS.

MA 3%& YAlol-228E g 470l 7|23t AMd FE oA Sa%t

AL 2AE Ax9] “BE|ER] ="(ungetrennt)°]t}.23 T2 AE9]
A4} QlAo] Be]E]R] oi=ths L Aol I8AES] FE HHAlT}
A E ) 24

07|04 s AERET FaT o7t ek 2B TerE
AN Helsln] o o] ojetel st TuAtet 3 4 glrka st
Ak, SEoh 99, TEAEE QS ebE TS woArhy
t}25

MAL ol delame] BeluA g Qo] Bidk PR BAR

23 Gemeinhardt, “Das Erbe der Alten Kirche,” 77.

24 fHpES 23 3204 REE "l I ATAA ITHOREA T2 Q1o R wdddt
Ao] ofgt WA & gl Qo Aljloz 5.2 shpde] olEx A= L& 95
TGSt 11 9k (Die Schwabacher Artikel 3. “... Also das man nicht
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[Abstract]

The Relation of Wittenberg and Reformed: Centered
on the Marburg Articles

Seong Min Ryu (ACTS)

The Marburg Articles, written in 1529 on the Marburg
Conference, is the only confession of faith of the Reformation
signed by Luther and Zwingli. This conference was held as
a theological motive to end the eucharistic controversy and
a political motive to achieve the Schmalkaldic league that
spanned Protestantism as a whole. Although it did not achieve
its intended purpose, the result, the Marburg Articles show
almost agreement with the Trinity, the gospel, faith, word,
sacrament, and ethics. Only the contrast of the present way
of Christ in the Eucharist remained. This shows that Wittenberg
and the Reformed coexist with diversity in the overall unity

of Reformation theology.

League, Eucharistic Controversy
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oA EAZARI ARIAT UojA] AAl 1R FA| AFEAISH A9
F7H Ae(medium quiddam) 7Hge] ZR1Algo| A= et Q=
A, ek 11 gof7t ZRloAA YAHTH ojH 8E2 AREE =X,
ojd Ju|E AU Y=AE AR} et A AZEHAIEIA Y 7iE
I Zhglo] ARG o] YAISk=A], A7} UA=AE AW, 1L B
CRRAA} gk R o] o] lojA SA| AZetiletat ZRITke] AsAd
I EAGAY] off e Aozt gt

WEY FAAISAES] 2HEllA o]F/de] Zid o] tefsiAl vERdT
OFFAE] A (Aurelius Augustinus Hipponensis, 354-430)2} Hof|g]
$2(Manlius Boethius, 480-524), SHIE-A(Anselmus Cantuariensis,
1033/1034-1109), &k oFut(Thomas Aquinas, 1224-1274), &
2 AFEADuns Scotus, 1266-1308) 52 AAIES] =29] Q351 HHY
o2 A3t 2HE mALR(Robert Pasnau)= 24 400W719] Algk4
a3} =A-S A7H5k= metaphysical themes(1274-1671)2H= 2ol A,
olF/d2] FAIE tF=Hl, SAAIEHY olFd EefEoly ol AR
A9 JIS ¥ttt YAJgt2 @ ¥eHHeiko Augustinus Oberman)e
The Harvest of Medieval Theologygt= 12| ZojA 7tE 2| v]|d
(Gabriel Biel, 1420-1495) A1g}9] ol5/d< Agett3 = H|AS] shid
9] 9A(voluntas)et ©]d(ratio)E A SH(EAES), potentia
absoluta)¥ AAA 5 (FEIEES, potentia ordinata)42] o]FAH O

2 Robert Pasnau, metaphysical themes 1274-1671 (oxford: Clarendon press, 2011),
588-89.

3 Heiko Augustinus Oberman, 7he Harvest of Medieval Theology ~Gabriel Biel and
Late Medieval Nominalism (Harvard university press, 1963).

4 B35 H|A9] potentia ordinata® HA4 S (BFAE/)CIE L A3t 119 =&
712l v]AQ] “facere quod in se estRFAHE ¥gh” we] H|gk ZH19] QJAlo] HlS=o]
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=0t} A= shdol Al mxE W 1ok wet 2/4Jskar
AR T8 0= Al 239] A9 et Y FHEeh v,
FAR= sp e HE A T 5 Q= sHo=N AP |Eee] Hol AFEA
U= oA A A7] A4S 2449 gHAo SJsiAlet AlgtE= A o=
Arggicts @HRES: B]Adlo] of2fgt o]54] 58 Alo]Q] FXHA AElE Atk
HARte, o]Ao] Aojo] B og Hrgeithd, FYH 25l(gratia infusa)
o] JHiell 7] FZE(meritoriously) F3t& L & U= JHEM ol=
ZFHES. 2 damnabilis)O|A} B #RS X (beatificabilis)Z2A] Aolrl=
A7 vl2 $719] Aeieta Argeict 6 mpAYe-E 2 A (substance)
E(existence)?] °o1FA dS thEHA E49 49| W] HJHiE
S dog Attt 22 549 BiskE 84 Aas it of
course will, being material-those changes will be accidental to
i Q& ofsfigttt7 o]AH FAIStolA ] o5 it S1HES] HdS
ol WS WAE AU ot A1A-Q1 Ao =4 A8t f71E =
o), 384 FZ(meritum de congruo)?t FSt FZE(meritum de
condigno)h= 7dS Este] o|AE AAE ofd F312] AeiollA] Q1zto]
oA AREZ AT 4= qlrhal F73tet. webA] ol54 Jida S8
M2 A =951 &2 o|F= Jdelzta & & Utk
ZHAIst] 9lojA] ol54 7ido] Eol 5%ttt tEA R o yEo
Az} {712 Yef= o]g/do] 9L, AH QoA dvkd Meat £
Elo] o]F/do] Ut T3t o] A7tel 9l9] A7t 0|5/, FEAT
370l oA WA FE4x 37 T1E|an 94 REA4T 3719 oS4,
AT} A9] o]FA, AL} A2¢R1e] o5, Aol oA E R
9] dejet &= el o548 T TS| W HolA o5 olgk= &olE

LHEHY] @FE XAt HaSIA L.
5 Oberman, The Harvest of Medieval Theology, 36-37. 46-47.
6 Oberman, The Harvest of Medieval Theology, 36-40.
7 Pasnau, metaphysical themes 1274-1671, 554-55.
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AL ik olEidt ol A Alelo] k4 Ade] SR,
B4 2ZRRE} o] ZHIE o] AES A8t Tilo] A48T ol
2 g3t F704 Aol oftlA] oA AgEIGEA 19 AES 59
AgAon AHRES B,

1. Z8ie] Z=AofMe] 0IFH it S JHE

S Aok Y] ASAE Y Algke] 22 E/Jol 4lshy
HEof| QlojA] o]FH A A(ZHWAlE Duplex cognitio Dei)& THELE.
ZH 9] Alektxe} WHo] o]FA JdS Fetthes Aot A 2Rl
9] Algo]| glo] o]FA A4 7H ARl Heetal B3 o]t
oflz} G4 @ AEJE(M. Fugene Osterhaven), TF-0|(E. A. Dowey),
A9l =22t~ (Jane D. Douglass), o)A HIEZ(F. L. Battles), A=
ZHE(Richard C. Gamble), EutA T#(T. H. L. Parker), #EH=
(McLelland), & =lo]=(ohn Leith), 5% °|5%& X|4]& ZH] Alsho]
A 2= westal Ik ey ARV 119 =ollA O]z&] A|ARE
A8 & 0|59 A]Alo] A= oEA AkE|=Alo] sl gl itk

8 AAY, "Rl Alste] 24 EA(1)", AR, 11(2) (1993), 398.

9 M. Eugene Osterhaven, “Our knowledge of God According to Calvin,”Princeton
Thological Seminary, 1948. E. A. Dowey, The Knowledge of God in Calvin's
Theologi{New York: Columbia University Press, 1952). Jane D. Douglass, “The
Image of God in Humanity: A Comparison of Calvin's Teaching in 1536 and
1559,”177. Richard C. Gamble, “Calvin as Theologian and Exegete: Is there
anything new?” Calvin Theological Journal 23(1988), 180. F. L. Battles, “Calculus
Fidei”, Sone Ruminations on the Structure of the Theology of John Calvir{Grand
Rapids: Baker, 1980), 17. T. H. L. Parker, Doctrine of the Knowledge of God:
A Study in the Theology of John Calvin(Grand Rapids:Eerdmans, 1959), John
Leith, “Calvin’s Awareness of the Holy and Enigma of His Theology, /nternational
Calvin Symposium, 1986, McGill University. 2R, “ZH1 Alsko] 22 EX(1)"of|A
AL
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efA Ax U= =9 A Y=t} ohet ARl 45ke] 23 E40
QoA A&k o) WEZL BATKWillam J. Bouwsma)10& 91-8-51H
219 A(Via Media) A7lgit}. J= ZH19] F71e] do] =ut 7[&g7t
Ao Em AGFYRE, AFHSIE ARl F3tolgtal 4%
th 11 ojRHH ol= FAAR] A7t WPE HYAE 571 A 27=
stk 7} 9e]al Qle AW S i =] 589 oot
4= S0 o] 79| AThES] d4loetal WetHA] &
22 (deficiency)# AU (excess) Atelol] = =9 2-& =3It
5] QIth12 = AR EEE, ATE, SUER 22 4
ol &4 4= olAoly AAoly FolA o ShHE
oz} o] A} AA Atolo] Q= X E BEE Aoty
Znlo] thet T19] A2k thEs] SAIAT RIS SRkt
£9] A&Aolgar T 5= YA FAL AleloflA F7He] 4,
Foe A2 SAAZTAIG A E-Z0E YEue
Znlo] SAAZTEHAISHY] HHEES wRteA] 2104 7igAoRE o
Al gt

T3 o5/ 3 7MY AEi7t ofd IS AUt sk BAIE O
Al @ Ao|t}, vj= JPAETAE A5k o] g D¥(Peter A. Lillback)13
I ZAAstn S LESF 2l E dE(Richard A. Muller)14, 3}24o] 52}
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10 Willam J. Bouwsma, John Calvin : A Sixteenth Century PortraifOxford: Oxford
University Press, 1988), 197. F-Avuk= Z419] & &of 943} tjg+27} vepdota
Fick

11 A3, “2Wl Agke] 22 £4(2)7, TAISHIE,, 12(2) (1994), 429.

12 9<%, o] B4 AISHIHE, Via Media’, M4l=tt,, 34 (2009), 40.

13 Peter A. Lillback, 7he Bindig of God. Calvin's Role in the Development of
Covenant Theology (Grand Rapids: Baker Academic, 2001), 210-300il4 219Fx}
AIYE FES tFHA, ZRlo] 7= 732, 3.21.7914 ARSSE ‘F7k] AJH 2k o]
& Qbitelsl SRaeEs| Aol F710) 91 i AElA olsitel, 2ile] Qioklgle]
wlo] o] wATT 7t

14 Richard A. Muller, After Calvin: Studies in the Development of a Theological
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ZZE(C. Graafland)159} o= H|#(Eef Dekker)16 12|11 W3] 3t opAdl
E(Willem J. van Asselt) 52 sPte] shuts o]Fo] 9]9] Alshs] EAIES
S A Aloly AFE| < ?Jﬂ'oﬂ/ﬂ Astes 252 Hoh
o5 AWRIY 4lgto] oA OEIL?_ S A 7dol vEhd,
| /g2 A AFERREo] Yok SHA1AT DA ddo] qlrkal
Hoith AL de= Mgnt ATRER A4 AZEEsREY dole
o] olsfF L, 159 Alstol] AZEA olsfrt EH Itk gttt e
= SZHE A 4olut Ao tisf skRle]s] dH(Heinrich Heppe)E
QAESHAA, th3at o] Eitth 2o oS tEA F5L 5 U
HR/A7S 7L Q= o2 ARl Aolzks A 4 g5t~
7

N

O

HJ
W
ol
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=]
T

ﬂ.IE = O% mlo
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ot e o] o] ofs) A BEY 4 Sl U3
B910] Sixolety AR Wit PN ARk RE
UolLh BE ARdo] A1AARo|AITE o] A FLHAEIHE gtko
A20) AQARRA 17} Yohe BN o] Secha Fogict @
Qu]U 940 Thaat 2 B QI83HRA olzlo] SAI] et
35U AHTHTL TEH9 Shide BE ARES opunt opel,
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Tradition (Oxford university Press, 2003) & Post-Reformation Reformed
Dogmatics, vol3, The Divine Essence and Attributes (Grand Rapids: Baker
Academic, A division of Baker Publishing Group, 2003)

15 C. Graafland, Van Calvin Tor Comrie: Qorsprong en ontwikkeling van de leer
van verbond in het Gereformeerd Protestantisme Deel 1&II (Uitgeverij
Boekencentrum B. V., Zoetermeer, 1992), 83-91. SEREHELE o] oA ZRI9]
A7) 17739] siAdS Bol, ddolAY 218S FARITh o= Wy IRA9] Asis
o] shAA, HHulo] ASE of2] oA st Slrh

16 EBef Dekker & Willem J. van Asselt, Reformation and Scholasticism (Grand
Rapids: Baker Academic, 2001)

17 Heinrich Heppe, Reformed Dogmatics (Grand Rapids : Baker Book House,
1983), 266, 171-72

18 Thomas R. Schreiner & Bruce A. Ware, The Grace of God, The Bondageof the
Will: Historical and Theological Perspective on Calvinism, vol2 (Grand Rapids:
Baker, 1995), Muller, 23|, A€} 72|11 931 Ml AnU- 9] A3 A3} /1Y
1] ¥k o] 24y, TASHAE,, 12 (200048, 91%), 244.

19 Richard A. Muller, “23l|, A5} J2|11 A1 A&, 233
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el oA gt A3 UHS THo] YE AoE B 9t}
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AAEE PAHA = Aol oy, QIZtA AR5 FHstAE A=
HoIA Aotk Axjo] daj= ZHlQ] AlgofAx o]=gh 82 /g
(contingency)e] ATt F437ct21 = ZAWAA Uit
o] 244Jo] ZHA(neutrality)S HESITr T D35} 22 o)A o] Y
42 7t aFotuA} sk S AAlolu F7HA AJEE ou|gitt.
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1. FeRRAo] et 224 ojul2A) o3 Add 5744 A
(1) s} ol Ad: thoket A1) et 053
opAjol= A7), AlH, oAk, dl@ulok, oA, dlmlofolt,

20 Arminius, Public Disputations, 4.38: cf. Private Disputations, 17.7. in works,
2:123, 2:342.

21 Muller, Christ and The Decree: Christology and predestination in Reformed
Theology from Calvin to Perkins (Durham: The Labyrinth press), 24.

22 Muller, Christ and The Decree: Christology and predestination in Reformed
Theology from Calvin to Perkins, 180.
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SAlof, AHRE, )7} oA TRt FAIRA o] goi7t et ol
Y} 2o HErA FHEste] AuEA)

1) ™9 Mo =H oA

FA A7) FAAE vt 22 WES Ad o] §oi7t Rt
7 21:11,14 F40llAl= otEefgio] ojAntds Wit HUHA, okSat
FofAl= ofFll tigt Y120 #oto] AW shde] =9 olF S
o151} 23 Ok0] okS <] ojAto] Wol 9o} ZulE o] AnlalS )7
FARL, TTAN U FEo] AL 3 RIS o|FA 2 Aolehs ek&ol
OPHE} ol Al =71 E| Itk Aotk o]Ake] ot lZollA 2= Y=}
Fel ojantdlo] shbdogRE B SE50R 0+ 9|27} U
2 0|5 dZo] =9 o]FA(duplex consolatio)°]gtal XA sH=H]
I S5S 7
104:3,4 g A7) AMlo&E AroAm” Ao 2
StE o] AHH(Dei flagellis)9] BF shbd 9] =8HDei suavi) BFE
o]5/dS Ttk A= shdEAIA A9 Higolu 232 F5f 34
= T =4 0}‘:}—7\] s 82 A HolA IheA she Aol
= FEHI At u[go2 478 AsIAY 5oz vty nkE

YAE E50] HHFAE AL w2

=H
2
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1o ok

A 122 "W A BRAAE TE0] HE AElaEy F4ole
9219] 2Je] o}34S Uitk el TeA%e Mz TS Wk
g o] AL RS 1) Zotel Fuol U, EFF 29 Fast FUL
e Zlo] BOH R4S U2 e ueh B Aolk 4
o4 Y] olg4olek25 § 105 FAoHE ©f39 'S dgtoR

23 CO 23, 301-03, (% 21:11,14 F4). “Porro ut aequore animo ferat sanctus vir
filii sui descessum, duplex ei consolatio proponitur.”

24 CO 32, 85, (A] 104:3,4 F4). “Cuius doctrinae duplex est fructus, nam si quando
surgant noxii venti, auster aerem inficiat,...trepidandum est sub istis Dei

flagellis. Rursum si Deus suavi aliquo vento temperet nimium calorem,..”
25 CO 36, 28, (A} 1:2 34). “duplex nostra obligatio est.”
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Bol2 AFEHE AL Aol WE 43 ShIYS vlad o, AL
Aol S FAL BGIS 34 2ol7] thEo] Feiglshy deks
Aolt}. Weha B3} 52 ZAE B2 shdolAls|, olf glo] S8 A
o 2o] tig FAEA FAH, £ ol Tt B Ak Ao
23} 50| 0|34 o}%0] EHoleks Rolz ZWE HEFT. of 5:21
ZAol shhd7R SolZ Y olFAo] Qe A Eol7at 9

=olzo] Slrkal wettt.27

2) E&0] Jjdoamn o]FA

A 16:21 F4)= shhd e olgAdHolel= 807t 533ttt ofEakgt
9] T&EE T TUE ST YAt JS Yokt o= A ¥R ™ol
= A *LE-H% HIAYH Ao RH Al FoA I Zp4lo] YstAl= A=RE
= Aojot. webA] 2l shud o] A= o]5Hol it
H] %% } o}UrLU H14R17} ke ARof w3 A4Y

l‘

ER. 4 A OME}E ik }u}. 9}%4
t Age 59 S8 2824 eAYETh= Ao]
o}, Zule okgo] A sA e WS vhgo] Wi HS x}sa} ﬂm
(o]

26 CO 38, 65, (& 10:5 79). “Deus enim duplici argumento utitur...”

27 CO 39, 644, (°f 5:21 79]). “Bst enim duplex, conversio hominum ad Deum,...
Est conversio interior,...Est autem exterior conversio Dei,..”

28 CO 40, 355, (A 16:21 7F9]). “Notemus ergo fuisse duplicem Dei electionem,..”
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(2) ToRRAoA WA $7H4 Ad: AEskn TR, SUEA
pgolA o] F7H4 ATt 994
1) B4 23 AAGsoIAe] F7H4 Aol tha 2] s
Zu1e A 1:119) 404 W27t 93] 5 Zlo] ofjet 2z
2l0]41 BRI} &40} OJ3) o] olFirk WkwA] FAAlslolA] st

2lo]
L 3714 99 = ARl et ol wigka

Q:

Z9| 2Rl2 XE(BR)Gh= A0IH, S 2iQlnt Bt B2 HAQ]
o

02 2o %ﬂfﬁfq JeLt dEE S

=
219 =E= K| E2H SiLiE2 RISA|AHL 22FHet 20|21

J2i8=2 Trof 22|71 OfEA EO| SOHS LM OfZAH MIoA Z0t7t
E|H, EOHS0| S2H =H OEA OH 7HX| 77+ 0D XHlL
2 5 UST ol =20 SOZITEH B2 OE |2 UHY
1S X0|H, T2t SHAEHO| of 1 TESMIC=E Ak, SHAEH 129
et 2P MESHI AREE LAY + AS AOICE3T

2L FAASE] A2 Ei F7H U9lo] mleef ol Aol

29 CO 40, 458, (A 18:32 739]). “Si Deus suscipiat duplicem personam, non quod
ipse sit duplex,...”

30 CO 23, 20, (3 1:11 F4). “Fatemur quidem verbo per se satis valere primam
cauam, medias vero et inferiores habere quantum ab ipsa mutuantur: sed re
ipsa fingimus Deum inopem vel mutilum, nisi ab his adiuvetur.”

31 “Si ergo quaerimus qui fiat ut ferges ad maturitatem perveniant, singula genera
quotannis sobolescant: non alia causa invenietur, nisi quia semel loquutus est
Deus, hoc est aeternum suum decretum protulit:”
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34 CO 23, 26, (3 1:26 F4). “Inter plerosque tamen, et fere omnes, convenit,
imaginem a similitudine distingui. Atque haec fere communis est distinctio,
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ut imago sit in substantia, similitudo in accidentibus. Qui breviter definire
volunt, sub imagine tradunt contineri dotes quas Deus in humanam naturam
contulit: similitudinem exponunt dona gratuita. Caeterum Augustinus prae aliis
nimium argute philosophatur, ut trinitatem in homine fabricet. Nam quum tres
animae facultates recenseantur ab Aristotele, intellectus, memoria, voluntas:
Ego priusquam imaginem Dei definiam, a similitudine differre nego. Nam quum
Moses idem postea repetit, praeterita similitudine imaginem nominasse
contentus est.”

35 CO 31, 177, (A 18:14 F4)). “Vident quidem philosophi medias vel inferiores
causas, nempe ubi frigidi et humidi vapores siccis et calidis exhalationibus
in sublime tendentibus viam claudunt, ex conflictu etiam nubium fragore
sonitum excitari: sed David supra meteora spiritu conscendens, Deum
praesidem statuit...”

36 Anselm of Canterbury, The Major Works, edited with an introduction by Brian
Davis and G. R. Evans, Oxford Worlds's classics (NewYork: Oxford university
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37 CO 32, 184, (A 115:3 F4)). “Si medius fingitur inter actionem et passionem,
ut toleret quae fieri non vult: erit igitur otiosus in coelo, ut Epicurei somniant.
Quodsi fatemur Deum consilio praeditum esse, ut mundum, cuius est opifex,
curet ac gubernet, nullamque negligat eius partim:” CO 43, 78, (& 5:8 F4).
“Nam vapores sunt medii inter aerem et aquam.”
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38 CO 39, 455, (# 51:16 7%9)). “Philosophi quidem harum rerum causas afferunt,
sed neccese est venier ad fontem ipsum et principium, nempe quod res ita
dispositae sunt in mundo, ut in causis mediis vel inferioribus semper tamen
emineat propria causa, nempe Dei sapientia et virtus.”
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39 CO 44, 27, (35 1:17 54)). “neppe non considerandas esse medias causas, dum
chaldaeipium est, et causa alia huius mali.”

40 CO 42, 256, (& 3:1 7}9]). “Videmus itaque hoc vaticinium medium esse inter
denuntiationem qua prius usus est propheta, et promissionem veiae.”

41 CO 43, 369, (7] 5:3 F4]). “Ergo aliquid medium promittit inter statum inter
statum integrum et interitum:”

42 CO 40, 280-81, (A 13:9 F4)). “Sed Ezeciel hic sermonem ad communem
hominum usum attemperat. Durior est loquutio in Psalmo(69,29), Deleantur
e libro vitae, cum iustis non scribantur. Neque enim fieri potest, ut qui semel
scriptus est in libro vitae unquam deleaatur. Sed secundo membro se ipsum
exponit prophta, ne scribanntur cum iustis, hoc est ne scribantur in catalogo
iustorum. Sic etiam nunc Ezchiel, non erunt in arcano populi mei, et in
scriptura domus Israel non scribentur, nempe quia ad tempus visi fuerant ex
numero piorum:’
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43 CO 47, 117, (2 5:25 54). “Imo distincte Christus suis verbis duplicem gratiam
nobis commaendat, quum dicit:..”
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(2) YAAA(temporarius) U E2AQ] Z7H4 7

44 CO 45, 317, (|} 11:25 F4). “Quare duplex est vis huius particulae, quod non
omnes parent evangelio, non fieri Dei impotentia, cui promptum est omnes
creaturas imperio suo subiicere. Secundo, quod alii accendunt ad fidem, alli
stupidi et obstinati manent, id fieri gratuita eius electione:”

45 CO 45, 644, (T} 23:37 4). “sed quia ad profundam arcanae electionis abyssum
mentes nostrae non penetrant, pro infirmitatis nostrae modulo bifariam nobis
Dei voluntatem proponi.”

46 CO 47, 155, (8 6:55 F4). “Sic etiam in coena, quae huic doctrinae repondet,
non contentus panis symbolo calicem simul adiungit, ut duplicem vitae
tesseram in ipso habentes eo solo contenti esse discamus.”
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47 CO 48, 179-80, (3 8:13 4). “quod admiratione tactus suerit Quomodo igitur
se paulo post hypocritam esse prodit? Respondeo, inter fidem et meram
simulationem aliquid esse medium.”

48 CO 48, 180, (& 8:13 F4). “Non ergo fingunt coram hominibus fidem, quae
nulla sit, sed credere se putant. Atque haec fides temporaria est, cuius meminit
Christus apud Marcum:”
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49 CO 49, 363, (1A 4:2 F4). “Caeterum non tantum adversus impios doctores
hic locus militat, sed etiam omnes eos, qui aliud habent propositum quam
Christi gloriam at ecclesiae aedificationem. Neque enim quicunque vera docet,
protinus est fidelis, sed que Domino servire Christi que regnum promovere ex
animo studet. Nec vero abs re Augustinus mercenariis inter lupos et probos
doctores medium gradum attribuit.”
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(1.2.1; 1.6.1; 1.10.1)52, o]=7](1.16.3)58%= UukAel Lzje} 71719

50 7151 38,9 olFe] 24 et e offe] =ES FESHA L. J. Todd Billings,
“John Calvin's Soteriology: On the Multifaceted ‘Sum’ of the Gospel’,
International Journal of Systematic Theology Vol.11, 2009. °]X14¥, “/45}e} shhd
9] 23jjof thgk 7] A, Ta4l4lst, 2010.

51 715 78,9 o9 A&o gt Ame= olfe] A2 FFSHA| L. Herman J.
Selderhuis, The Calvin Handbook (Grand Rapids: Erdmans, 2009), 225. 3Fg<,
‘o] AlsHA =x: Cognitio Dei et nostri in duplice cognitione Dei cum
symbolo apostolico” RHFRAAISR=E, 41 (2015), OJAIE, “ERI9] o]F3 41X
et QuF, '2AAEAT, 11/0 (2008).

52 “hinc duplex emergit eius cognitio:”

53 ZW2 o794 shbdel HEE AFsHEA, Lkl Aot /Y B4 252
YE At AZeRIAEC] shiidY] duka]l YeiE A3xet vhd, 2RI shide]
A5 GeAQl Ayt ofz} 7i7]S] B4t A7 = Hefotilrtal S431E ‘et
quae in continuo actu versetur; neque etiam quae generale tantum sit
principium confusi motus, acsi fluvium per alveos semel praefixos fluere
iuberet: sed ad singulos et particulares motus intenta sit....sed quia sua
providentia caelum et terram gubernans, sic omnia moderatur ut nihil nisi eius
consilio accidat. Nam quum in Psamo dicitur facere quaecunque
vult(Psal.115.a.3), certa et deliberata notatur voluntas.”
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54 Inst., 3.2.26. “tametsi unus est, gemino tamen ex sensu emanat.”

55 Inst., 3.19.15. “Ad eum ergo lapidem nequis impingat, primum animadvertamus
duplex esse in homine regimen:”

56 Inst., 3.24.17. “Excipiunt, nihil minus esse consentaneum Dei naturae quam
ut sit duplex in eo voluntas.”

57 Inst., 4.13.14.

58 Inst., 3.17.4. “Verum Scripturas nullo modo conciliare possis nisi duplicem
hominis apud Deum acceptionem observes.”
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59 Inst., 3.11.11.

60 =3, “I8AEY 99 A7l wWE x| Je|Aakete] vk l=En 7,00 HxE
ZH19] olafl9] /AT, =%, 39 (2016), 38. °]5H ] HaiA= th2-29] A2k
=5 L. Lane Anthony N. S. Justification by Faith in Catholic-Protestant
Dialogue (London: Bloomsbury Publishing, 2006). McGrath Alister E. [ustitia
Dei: A History of the Christian Doctrine of Justification (New York: Cambridge
University Press, 2005).
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OJA] Ate] F3t]l k= AZ ST o7 Ak, 119 QIke] ATt

61 Inst., 2.2.3. Z¥& ZE9] Republic V. 14ff., Laws1. G44E T} o2|AEHH A0
De anima 1. x.433& <183t}

62 Inst., 2.2.4. ZW JZALAES] De proditione Judaeorum, hom. i (MPG 49. 377)
I} A=9] Diologus contra Pelagianos . 1MPL 23. 5692} @A De principiis
I i .3(GCS 22. 197)& 183tk

63 Inst., 2.2.5. “Communiter solent res medias, quae scilicet nihil ad regnum Dei
pertinent, sub libero hominis consilio ponere; veram autem iustitiam ad
specialem Dei gratiam et spiritualem tegenerationem referre.”

64 Thomas Aquinas, Summa Theologica, 1.Q.83,art.3.

65 Thomas Aquinas, Summa Theologicia, 1.Q.83,art.3.
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66 Inst., 2.2.26. “Nam et appetitus hic non proprius voluntatis motus sed naturalis
inclinatio, et bonum, non virtutis aut iustitiae appellatur, sed conditionis: ut
scilicet homo bene habeat. Denique ut maxime appetat homo assequi quod
bonum est, non tamen sequitur. Sicuti nemo est cui non grata sit aeterna
beatitudo, ad quam tamen nemo nisi spiritus impulsu aspirat.”

67 Inst., 2.3.10. “‘Nam medium quem sophistae imaginantur motum, cui obsequi
vel quem repellere liberum sit, aperte excludi videmus, ubi asseritur efficax
ad perseverandum constantia.”



D
D
Fod
Srx
ER-])
Q<'_|[[
 ojor

N

25
evwal 2018

o} Ot 99 3:99] shtdARA b Aulch HE A% opshty o]
4%%4HV}14Jﬁﬂﬂdﬂﬂ% e TR A A7EES o

g HlERith OS2 A AARoR|2 e ek QL ARS s
= ARl S2 9ol shbd el ARle] BIE A ARt Ao|T.68
o] FAE Wsoll e WA 7712 514k

() el B3 22| Aol9] F7H4 A
291 231004 Q1] st 2 Alole] F7E9 2] ehe) AF

ﬂ&

=

a9 3169 WS DA I3t 82 9Hs gl S0 Zo]
1S 4 STk =5aeh, AolAA 9H9l Zo] obd RS B 849l

el
i)

"

g} Res Hul, S 2t 27 92 7h & g, JEAR
&3] ek AETT6e o] £HMEX opw Ko LA
bl 43 7] Qlzke] EAoleks Aot webq FASHA oo

A % ] o] A7kl olX|o] whe} Age 4 Qe F7HA

o] HolglA] gtk Zolth

it

|0

ofN Ho W %O
=2,

[¢]

N
N
o rE

0f of
18 o

(3) By F74 e
4.12.6.904 ol e TelS T i SN EL ARG S
e v, 49 F, AEL 3, :Lam H[o] 43t F/= Uik, FH)

S0l e H2A IV} WL - e A S A Holo
ok, A o] F AFEeIA s EAFCH: Fol okt of:

68 Inst., 2.3.10. “Nam medium quem sophistae imaginantur motum, cui obsequi
vel quem repellere liberum sit, aperte excludi videmus, ubi asseritur efficax
ad perseverandum constantia.”

69 Inst., 2.3.1. “Idque confirmat uttroque loco posita antithesis. Sic enim carni
comparatur spiritus, ut nihil relinquatur medium. Ergo quidquid non est
spirituale in homine,..Nihil autem habemus spiritus, nisi per regenerationem,
Est igitur caro quidquid habemus a natura.”
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Sed externa mutatio absque interiori gratiae efficacia, quae
ad eos retinendos valida esset, medium quiddam est inter
abiectionem humani generis, et electionem exigui piorum
numeri.
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70 Inst., 4.12.6. “principio retineamus illam partitionem superius positam,
peccatorum alia esse publica, alia privata vel occultiora. Publica sunt, quae
non unum vel alterum modo testem habent, sed palam et cum totius ecclesiae
offensione designantur. Occulta voco, non quae homines prorsus latent, qualia
sunt hypocritarum, nam illa sub ecclesiae iudicium non cadunt, sed medii
generis,”

71 Inst., 4.14.10. “Interea prohiberi non potest pater luminum, quin, sicut
corporeos oculos solis radiis, ita mentes nostras sacramentis, quasi intermedio
fulgore illustret.”
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72 Inst., 3.21.7. “quia cum quibus paciscitur Deus non protinus eos donat spiritu
regenerationis, cuius virtute usque in finem in foedere perseverent:”

73 Inst., 3.13.4. “persuadeat autem vocando et iustificando gratis per fidem; in
quibus nimirum velrut medius quidam transitus est ab aeterna praedestinatione
ad futuram gloriam.”
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74 Inst., 3.2.11. “Sed hoc minime obstat quin illa inferior spiritus operatio cursum
suum habeat etiam in reprobis.”

75 CO 48, 496, (3 22:16 F4). “Ubi vero ad formalem causam venitur, primas
quidem tenet spiritus sanctus: sed accedit inferius organum, evangelii
praedicatio et baptismus ipse.”

76 W24 334, "0 HPE,, Das Wirken des Heiligen Geistes nach Calvin
(Gottingen, 1957), FL9d 9 (F4k 1A 7Hg3o0sked, 2017), 383.

77 AR, R0 HHYE,, 384-85.
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79 CO. 11. 336-7. “Iam res quasdam non eo loco esse concedo, sed quae mediae
sint, quod ad ipsum usum vel abstentionem: quumque illae quasi nostro
delectuirelictae sint, videndum quid captus proximorum ferat, ne nostra
libertate ad illorum infirmitatem iis in rebus non temperata, periculose
offendantur.”

80 CO. 11. 337. “quod vero ad iila attinet quae quod ad usum media sunt, ut
a nobis usurpari omittive possint integra conscientia, in illorum usu videndum,
ne nihil non fratribus concedamus, ut libertas illa nostra caritatis legi perpetuo
inserviat.”
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81 John Calvin, Selected Works of John Calvin, Tracts and Letters, Edited by Henry
Beveridge and Jules Bonnet, vol.3, Tracts, Part 3 (Grand Rapids: Baker Book
House, 1983), 391.
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[Abstract]

A general understanding of Calvin’s duplex and me-

dium concepts

Jae Yong Kim (On Cheon Church)

In Calvin's major works, the concept of duality and inter-
mediate state, which can be described as the structural charac-
teristics of his theology, emerges. Calvin frequently uses these
terms in his work. This paper briefly examined how this differs
from the concept that modern Calvinists claim. I also looked
at the differences between these concepts of medieval
Scholastic scholars and Calvin's views, and what similarities
and characteristics they have. Especially the continuity and
discontinuity between the concept of medieval scholars and

the concept of Calvin.

Key Words: Calvin, dual concept, intermediate concept, medieval

scholastic theology, first cause, second cause
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William Gouge’s Interpretation of
Hebrews 7:1-3

Jeong Mo Yoo
(Torch Trinity Graduate University)

[Abstract]

The purpose of this article is to study William Gouge's
commentary on Hebrews 7:1-3 focusing on his exegetical
method in Hebrews 7:1-3 and his interpretation of
Melchizedek. Gouge’s main exegetical method on Hebrews
7:1-3 was typological interpretation and he approached the
text through the Ramist method. In addition to those
exegetical characteristics, Gouge frequently used Humanistic
skills, such as the philological, grammatical, and historical
studies of the text, to pursue the literal historical meaning
of the text. Gouge also followed his Reformed brethren in
stressing the importance of applying the meaning of a text
to contemporary Christian community and he used the scope
of the text in order to find the proper interpretation of it.

In particular, Gouge’s exegetical methods lead him to reach

I
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the conclusion that Melchizedek in Hebrews 7:1-3 is a real
historical person, namely, Shem, the son of Noah, and who

serves as a great type of Jesus Christ.

Key Words: William Gouge, John Owen, Hebrews, literal historical

interpretation, typology, Ramism, Melchizedek, Shem

| . Introduction

The interpretation of Melchizedek in Hebrews 7:1-3 has been
an exegetical issue in the history of biblical exegesis.? Since this
passage deals with important issues about Christ’s identities and
offices, many biblical interpreters have commented on this text
throughout Christian history. The main interpretative questions
of this text are identified as follows: Who is, indeed, Melchizedek
and how is he applied to Christ? Because of the “complexity”
of the interpretation of this text, even John Owen, who was
“unquestionably the foremost Puritan expositor of Hebrews, 2
stated that “there are almost as many different analyses given
of this chapter as there are commentators upon it; and sometimes
the same person proposeth sundry of them, without a

determination of what he principally adheres unto.”3

1 Concerning the history of exegesis on Hebrews 7:1-3, see Bruce A. Demarest,
A History of Interpretation of Hebrews 7, 1-10 from the Reformation to the
Present (Tiibingen: Mohr, 1976).

2 Demarest, A History of Interpretation of Hebrews 7, 47.
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William Gouge is one of the puritan exegetes who wrote a

commentary on Hebrews in the seventeenth century.4 His

posthumous commentary of Hebrews® was a collection of 1,000

expository lectures delivered at the Blackfriars church during the

course of thirty years of Wednesday's Lectures.6 Charles H.

Spurgeon commended Gouge’s commentary on Hebrews as “We

greatly prize Gouge upon any topic which he touches, he gives

outlines which may supply sermons for months.”” In his

commentary on Hebrews, Gouge deals often with the

interpretation of Melchizedek and the exposition of 7:1-3 was

crucial for an understanding of it.

This article will study Gouge’s commentary on Hebrews 7:1-3

focusing on his exegetical method in Hebrews 7:1-3 and his

interpretation of Melchizedek. In this study, I will show that

3 John Owen, An Exposition of the Epistle to the Hebrews, in The Works of John
Owen, vol. 21 (Carlisle: Banner of Truth Trust, 1991), 291. Concerning the
difficulty of understanding of this passage, Thomas Goodwin also commented
that this issue was like a “strange riddle.” Thomas Goodwin, 7he Knowledge
of God the Father and His Son Jesus Christ, in The Works of Thomas Goodwin,
vol. 4 (Edinburgh: Nichol, 1861- 1866), 446

4 Concerning the life and works of William Gouge, see Dictionary of National
Biography, ed. Leslie Stephen & Sidney Lee, vol. 22 (Waterloo: London, 1890),
271-73, and “A Narrative of the Life and Death of Doctor Gouge,” prefixed to
His learned and very useful commentary on the whole epistle to the Hebrews
... being the substance of thirty years Wednesdayes lectures at Black Fryers,
London (London: 1655). Regarding Gouge's contemporary commentaries on
Hebrew, see Henry M. Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God: John Owen and
Seventeenth-Century Exegetical Methodology,” (Ph.D. diss., Calvin Theological
Seminary, 2002), 18-24.

5 William Gouge, Commentary on Hebrews (1655; repr. Grand Rapids: Kregel,

1980).

6 Demarest, A History of Interpretation of Hebrews 7, 45.

7 Peter Masters, “Forword,” vii, in Gouge, Hebrews.
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William Gouge’s main exegetical method on Hebrews 7:1-3 was
typological interpretation and that he approached the text
through the Ramist method. In addition to those exegetical
characteristics, Gouge frequently used Humanistic skills, such as
the philological, grammatical, and historical studies of the text,
to pursue the literal historical meaning of the text. Then, I will
show that Gouge followed his Reformed brethren in stressing the
importance of applying the meaning of a text to contemporary
Christian community and he used the scope of the text in order
to find the proper interpretation of it. In particular, I will show
that Gouge's exegetical methods lead him to reach the conclusion
that Melchizedek in Hebrews 7:1-3 is a real historical person,
namely, Shem, the son of Noah, and who serves as a great type

of Jesus Christ.

Il. Gouge’s Exegetical Method on Hebrews 7: 1-3

1. The Use of Ramism in the Exegesis of Hebrews 7:1-3

(1) The Use of Ramism in the Seventeenth Century

The logic of the French philosopher-logician Pierre de la
Ramee (Peter Ramus; 1515-72) deeply influenced the sixteenth
and seventeenth centuries.8 Unlike the huge expository locus
method in Heidelberg theology, Ramus devised “a method of

logical discourse by means of partition or dichotomy which gave

8 Donald K. Mckim, “William Perkins’ Use of Ramism as an Exegetical Tool,” in
William Perkins, A Commentary on Hebrews 11, ed. John H. Augustine (The
Pilgrim Press: New York, 1991), 32.
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to Reformed theology an extreme clarity and conciseness of
approach.”® Instead of the ten Aristotelian categories or
predicaments, Ramus provided new “seats of argument such as,
cause, effect, subject, adjuncts, opposites, comparatives,
similitude, dissimilitude, definition, and division.”10 Ramists also
“unfolded” a text by this method so that “the interior logic or
thought pattern of the author” could be clearly discerned.!
Therefore, Ramus offered “extreme clarity in the organization
of argument” to Protestant theologians who tried to establish the
structure of orthodox dogmatics.12

On account of these differences between the Ramist method
and traditional Aristotelianism, several contemporary scholars
such as Donald K. Mckim regarded Ramism as radical separation

from traditional Aristotelian logic.'3 He insists that:

Ramus wished to liberate logic from the highly formalized,
scientific structure of its medieval heritage. Chiefly, he
sought a simplification of logic from the strictures of
Avristotelianism to the more practical emphases of the studia
humanitatis centering on the human “lifeworld.” This focus
was proposed by the Renaissance humanist tradition and
represented a significant departure from the reigning

Avristotelian logic being used by Lutherans and Calvinists

9 Richard A. Muller, Post-Reformation Reformed Dogmatics, Vol. 1. Prolegomena
to Theology (Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 2003), 62.
10 Muller, Prolegomena, 182.
11 Mckim, “William Perkins,” 41.
12 Mckim, “William Perkins,” 184.
13 Donald K. McKim, “The Functions of Ramism in William Perkins' Theology,”
The Sixteenth Century Journal 4 (1985): 508.
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of Germany and Switzerland.

Mckim argues that England puritans such as Perkins followed
“the humanist tradition of topical logic” with Ramus against the
scholastic tradition.14

However, the Ramist method was “not a wholesale rebellion
against Aristotle, nor was it a radically new departure in logic.”15
Concerning the characteristics of Ramism, Richard A. Muller
refutes Mckim’'s arguments in that (1) the crucial ideas of Ramus
were directly cited from Aristotle, (2) novelties were uncertain
as in the case of Ramist Syllogism, and (3) Ramus’ recourse to
Plato and Socrates and Ramus’ method of bifurcation followed
dialectic ideas which were already used by Rudolf Agricola and
Philip Melanchthon.16 Moreover, even though Ramus attacked
“the complexities of Aristotelian logic, particularly against the
categories of predication,” he did not raise an objection against
Aristotelian physics and metaphysics.17 Hence, Muller concludes

that:

The seventeenth—century understanding of Ramism was,
thus, not as a model that set aside Aristotle and scholastic
method, but as a model that modified and adapted both.
Ramism emerges, therefore, not as an opposition to
Protestant scholasticism but as a significant element in its

framework and fashioning.18

14 McKim, “The Functions of Ramism,” 514.
15 Muller, Prolegomena, 181.
16 Muller, Prolegomena, 181.
17 Muller, Prolegomena, 182.
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The method of Ramus was not against Aristotle. Rather, Ramus
altered the traditional logic of Aristotle “in the context of the
newer patterns for teaching logic in his own time, particularly
in the context of the Agricolan model for dialectic as a more
discursive, topical approach to that teaching that combined
demonstrative with persuasive argumentation.”'® Consequently,
there was no “identifiable difference” between the Reformed
orthodox theology of the Ramists and the Reformed orthodox

theology of their non-Ramists or Aristotelian contemporaries.20

(2) The Use of Ramism in Gouge's Exegesis of Hebrews 7:1-3
The method of Ramus played a significant role as an exegetical
method in the late sixteenth and early seventeenth centuries.2!
Puritans such as William Perkins and William Ames interpreted
Scripture through the Ramist method.22 Muller explains the

impact of the Ramist method on Biblical interpretation as follows:

The Ramist method of definition of the component parts
of a topic and of the progress of an argument by bifurcation

was used by many Reformed theologians in the late

18 Muller, Prolegomena, 183.

19 Muller, Prolegomena, 182.

20 Muller, Prolegomena, 184.

21 Concerning the use of Ramism for the exposition of Scripture in 16 & 17"
century, see Richard A. Muller, Post-Reformation Reformed Dogmatics, Vol
2, Holy Scripture: The Cognitive Foundation of Theology (Grand Rapids: Baker
Book House, 2003), 507-09.

22 Mckim, “William Perkins,” 32. Concerning the general introductions of Ramist
puritan exegetes, see McKim, “The Functions of Ramism,” 506-08.
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sixteenth and early seventeenth centuries not only as a
structural device in theological systems and treatises; it was
also employed in varying degrees as a logical tool for the

exposition of Scripture.23

William Gouge also used the method of Ramus for
interpretation throughout his commentary on Hebrews.24
Gouge’'s exegesis of Hebrews 7:1-3 is a good example of the
Ramist method. Gouge's exegesis of Hebrews 7:1-3 is instructive
in showing both how Gouge worked with Scripture as one
committed to the Ramist method and how that method functioned
for him as a biblical exegete.

First of all, Gouge described the scope of this chapter and
dichotomized it: Gouge offered the standard statement of the
basic purpose or scope and of the flow of discourse in the book.

He stated that:

The sum of this chapter is, the excellency of Christ’s
priesthood.

This is set out two ways:

1. By way of similitude.

2. By way of dissimilitude.

23 Muller, Holy Scripture, 507-08.

24 Gouge also used Ramism in his representative works such as An Exposition
of Part of the Fist and Sixt Chapters of St. Paules Epistle to the Ephesians
(London, 1630); Gods three arrows: Palgue, Famine, Sword. In three Treatises
(London, 1631). Concerning Gouge's use of Ramism, Mckim stated that “William
Gouge taught logic at King's College and became a member of the Westminster
Assembly. His works were filled with Ramist charts.” Mckim, “Function of
Ramism,” 508.
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The similitude hath reference to the priesthood of
Melchisedec, from the beginning to verse 11. This
dissimilitude to the priesthood of Aaron, from verse 11 to
the end.25

Then, Gouge analyzed it in the form of an extensive Ramist
table. First, he divided demonstration of the excellency of
Melchizedek's priesthood by similitude into two ways: “1. Simply,
ver. 1-3. 2. Comparatively, from ver. 4 to 11.” After this
dichotomization, Gouge proceeded to divide the simple
demonstration into two ways, ‘1. propounded; 2. illustrated.” The
first way of demonstration was dichotomized into “1. by an
historical narration of sundry passages registered 2. by a mystical
explanation of some of them, and others.” The matters of history
were further divided into four categories, “1. The name of the
high priest 2. His offices 3. His actions 4. His prerogative.”26

Gouge also dichotomized “matters of mystery” into “either
revealed or unrevealed.” Then, revealed mystery was further
divided into two mysteries: “One from his name Melchisedec,
that he was a king of righteousness” and “The other from the
place of his government, Salem, that he was a king of peace.”
After this division, Gouge shows five ‘concealed” mysteries
regarding Melchizedek. Then, he explained that the illustration
of the simple demonstration “is by a resemblance of Melchisedec
to ‘the Son of God," ver.3.727

25 Gouge, Hebrews, 466.
26 Gouge, Hebrews, 466
27 Gouge, Hebrews, 466.
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Gouge also divided “the comparative demonstration,” which
is his second part of the demonstration by similitude, into “three
particulars.” The three particulars of the comparative excellency
of Melchizedek are “1. That Abraham paid tithes to Melchisedec
(4-6). 2. That Melchisedec blessed Abraham (ver. 6-7). 3. That
Melchisedec ever liveth, but all the Levitical priests died (ver.
8-10).728

Then, Gouge dealt with the dissimilitude which is the second
major part of this chapter. He said that “the dissimilitude betwixt
Christ's priesthood and Aaron’s is largely amplified in the
remainder of this chapter.”?® He divided the dissimilitude into
the “seven particulars.”30 After classifying the whole chapter
through the Ramist method, Gouge annotated them through a
further verse-by-verse presentation of the meaning of the more
difficult passages.

Lastly, when he expounded the text, Gouge used the reasoning
process to secure his points. Ramists also relied on syllogistic
reasoning to clarify the meaning of the text.31 Concerning the

excellence of Christ's priesthood, he stated that:

This comparative excellency of Melchisedec is exemplified
in three particulars. 1. That Abraham paid tithes to
Melchisedec.:-Upon this account Levi and all his posterity
were in the loins of Abraham, and in him paid tithes to

28 Gouge, Hebrews, 466.
29 Gouge, Hebrews, 466.
30 Gouge, Hebrews, 467.
31 Mckim, “William Perkins,” 41.
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Melchisedec.

The argument thus lieth:

(1) That priesthood which received tithes or others is more
excellent than that which paid tithes thereto;

(2) But Melchisedec received in Abraham tithes of Levi,
Aaron, and all their posterity;

(8) Therefore Melchisedec’s priesthood was the more

excellent, ver. 4-6.32

Through syllogistic reasoning, Gouge proved why
Melchizedek's priesthood is more excellent than Aaron’s.

In sum, William Gouge used Ramist philosophy and logic as
a method of approaching and interpreting Hebrews 7:1-3.
Ramism provided Gouge with a framework for interpreting the
text. Gouge analyzed Hebrews 7:1-3 logically through the Ramist
method: A text was placed in its context, the words of the text,
and then the process of dividing or “distributing” the text was

begun.

2. The Use of Typology in the Exegesis of Hebrews 7:1-3
(1) The Use of Typology in the Seventeenth Century

Protestant theologians of the seventeenth century ‘vigorously”
used typology as an exegetical method in order to seek “a
harmonious interpretation” between the Old and New
Testaments.33 They applied typological interpretation when Old

Testament events, persons, and practices foreshadowed the

32 Gouge, Hebrews, 466.
33 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 264.
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coming Christ and the ministry of him and his church.34 In his
famous work, The Figures or Types of the Old Testament, Samuel
gave the seventeenth century definition of a type: “it is a shadow
of good things to come: Or if you would have it more at large,
you may take it thus, A type is some outward or sensible thing
ordained of God under the Old Testament, to represent and hold
forth something of Christ in the New-:-.”35 Therefore, through
typological interpretation, the post-Reformation writers revealed
not only the historical meaning of the text, but also a “mystical
meaning” of the text which would be fulfilled in the New
Testament era.36

On account of this aspect of typological interpretation, several
contemporary scholars assert that typology itself requires that
there are various meanings which can be found in the Bible;
therefore the historical sense does not always provide the full
scope of the meaning of the passage.37 According to these
scholars, by employing typological interpretation, the Protestant
exegetes of the seventeenth century regressed to ‘the form of
allegoryc which suggested the medieval quadriga hermeneutical

methodology.38 Discarding the Reformation principle of exegesis

34 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 264.

35 Samuel Mather, The Figures or Types of the Old Testament, by which Christ
and the Heavenly Things of the Gospel were Preached and Shadowed to the
People of God of Old (Dublin, 1683; repr. New York: Johnson Reprint, 1969),
52.

36 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 264.

37 Knapp, “Understanding the Mind of God,” 265. Concerning the statement of
these scholars, see Kemper Fullerton, Prophecy and Authority (New Yark:
Macmillan, 1919),175; Thomas Davis, “The Traditions of Puritan Typology,” in
Typology and Early American Literature, ed. S. Bercovitch ([Amherst]: University
of Massachusetts Press, 1972), 43.
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which emphasized the literal historical meaning of the text, they
argued, the exegetes of the orthodox period employed typological
interpretation in order to establish and preserve their “rigid’
doctrine.39 Consequently, critics of orthodox exegesis claim that
typological interpretation of the seventeenth century almost
followed the medieval allegorical interpretation.40

However, recent studies have pointed out that typological
interpretation was not a reversion to the medieval allegorical
interpretation.4! Rather, the Puritans followed the same
exegetical principles as their Reformed predecessors: “a complete
rejection of Alexandrian-styled allegorical interpretations as the

‘fancies’ of men, yet all the while recognizing that some biblical

38 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 265.

39 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 265.

40 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 265.

41 Mason Lowance, “Typology and the New England Way: Cotton Mather and the
Exegesis of Biblical Types,” Early American Literature 4 (1969): 15-37; Mason
Lowance, ‘Introduction,” in The Figures or Types of the Old Testament, Samuel
Mather (New York: Johnson Reprint, 1969), v-xxiii; Sac van Bercovitch,
Typology and Farly American Literature ((Amherst]: University of Massachusetts
Press, 1972); Perry Miller, “Introduction,” in /mages or Shadows of Divine
Things, Jonathan Edwards (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1948), 1-41;
Thomas Davis, “Edward Taylor and the Traditions of typology,” Farly American
Literature 5 (1970): 27-47; Wallace Anderson, “Editor's Introduction to ‘Tmages
of Divine Things' and ‘Types,” in 7ypological Writings, Jonathan Edwards (New
Haven: Yale University Press, 1993), 3-33; Harry Stout, 7he New England Soul
(New York: Oxford University Press, 1986), 45; Emory Elliott, “From Father to
Son: The Evolution of Typology in Puritan New England,” in Literary Uses of
Typology: From the Late Middle Ages to the Present, ed. Earl Minor (Princeton:
Princeton University Press, 1977), 204-227; Victor Harris, “Allegory to Analogy
in the Interpretation of Scriptures,” Philological Quarterly 45 (1966): 1-23;
Charles Cannon, “William Whitaker's Disputatio de le Sacra Scriptura: A
Sixteenth-Century Theory of Allegory,” Huntington Library Quarterly 25 (1962):
129-38
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texts demand a typological reading in order to elucidate its full
literal sense.”42

Recent scholars such as Richard Muller and Brevard Childs have
demonstrated that the Reformers’ hermeneutical principle, which
emphasized the literal sense of the text, does not mean radical
discontinuity with the previous medieval expositors.43 According
to recent studies, the Reformers still pursued a “spiritual” meaning
of the text,44 but they “tied it closely to the literal wording.”45
The mediaeval quadriga exegetical principle was “already” under
attack by many churchmen from various directions in the late
medieval periods.46

Even though they abandoned the medieval quadriga
hermeneutic principle, along with many of the allegorical
conclusions, the Reformed biblical expositors regarded a
figurative or spiritual meaning as “often an integral dimension

of the literal text itself.”47 According to them, the literal sense

42 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 263.

43 Muller, Holy Scripture, 469-70; Richard A. Muller, “Biblical Interpretation in
the Era of Reformation: The View of the Middle Ages,” in Biblical Interpretation
in the Era of the Reformation, ed. Richard A. Muller and John Thompson (Grand
Rapids: Eerdmans, 1996), 8-13; Brevard Childs, “The Sensus Literalis of
Scripture: An Ancient and Modem Problem,” in Beitragezur Alttestamentlichen
Theologie, ed. Donner, Hanhart, and Smend (Gottingen: Vandenhoeck and
Ruprecht, 1977), 80-93; David Steinmetz, “The Superiority of Pre-Critical
Exegesis,” Theology Today 37 (1980-81):27-38: Christopher Ocker, “Medieval
Exegesis and the Origin of Hermeneutics,” Scottish Journal of Theology 52
(1999):328-45.

44 Muller, Holy Scripture, 484-88; David Puckett, John Calvin's Exegesis of the
Old Testament (Louisville: John Knox Press, 1995), 88.

45 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 266.

46 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 266.

47 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 266.
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of the text could be expanded to “symbolic meaning” beyond
itself.48 However, reformed exegetes held that the spiritual
meaning of the text should ‘reside in and be controlled by” the
grammatical meaning of the text.49 In this way, typological
interpretation was a crucial principle for the sixteenth-century

exegetes.50

(2) The Use of Typology in Gouge's Interpretation of Hebrews
7:1-3
Because the text associates the events and persons of the Old
Testament with the person and work of Christ in the New
Testament, William Gouge's exegesis of Hebrews 7:1-3 is a good
example of Puritan use and is a proper exposition of typological
material in the New Testament. First of all, like most expositors
who wrote expositions of this text,51 Gouge begins his discussion
of this chapter with an analysis of the scope of the text within
the purpose of the epistle as a whole. Gouge stated that “the
excellencey of Christ’s priesthood” is the design of this chapter.52

48 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 266.

49 Donald Dickson, “The Complexities of Biblical Typology in the Seventeenth
Century,” Renaissance and Reformation 11 (1987):258; Muller, Holy Scripture,
491 ; Richard A. Muller, “The Hermeneutic of Promise and Fulfillment in
Calvin's Exegesis of Old Testament Prophecies of the Kingdom,” in 7he Bible
in the Sixteenth Century, ed. David Steinmetz (London: Duke University Press,
1990), 73.

50 Muller, Holy Scripture, 488; Richard A. Muller, “Perkins and the Protestant
Exegetical Tradition,” in A Cloud of Faithful Witnesses: Commentary on
Hebrews 11, William Perkins, ed. J. Augustine (Cleveland: Pilgrim Press, 1991),
75.

51 Knapp, “Understanding the Mind of God,” 303.

52 Gouge, Hebrews, 466.
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According to Gouge, the author of Hebrews desires to contrast
Christ’'s priesthood with Melchizedek's and Aaron’s and,
therefore, to demonstrate the superiority of the former.53

Concerning the purpose of the text, Gouge stated that:

The apostle doth the rather induce these two orders
(Melchisedec and Aaron), because there never were in the
church any but these two orders of typical priests. The Jews
had the order of Aaron’s priesthood in high account. The
apostle therefore proves the other order of Melchisedec
after which Christ was a priest, to be far the more excellent,
that thereby he might draw the Hebrews from the legal
ceremonies unto Christ and his gospel.54

Likewise, Gouge assumes that the first three verses were written
by the apostle in order to give an account of Melchizedek and
to relate the typological connection between his priesthood and
Christ’s.5

With this perception of the scope of typology, Gouge proceeds
to speculate concerning the historical identity of Melchizedek.56
In order to make typological interpretation valid, Melchizedek
must be identified not as an imaginary person but as “a real
historical person.”®” Otherwise, Melchizedek cannot be “a type
of Christ” and “instead becomes a source for New Testament

allegorizing.”® Therefore, Gouge's account of Melchizedek was

53 Gouge, Hebrews, 466.
54 Gouge, Hebrews, 466.
55 Gouge, Hebrews, 466.
56 Gouge, Hebrews, 467.
57 Knapp, “Understanding the Mind of God,” 307.
58 Knapp, “‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 307.
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grounded in the historical character and events surrounding the
biblical record of Melchizedek.5®

To demonstrate the historicity of Melchizedek, first of all,
Gouge refuted the other commentators who taught that
Melchizedek was someone who was “greater than Christ,” an
appearance of the Holy Spirit, God himself, an angel, or one
of Ham's descendants.60 Gouge briefly rejects these notions.
Especially, when he refuted the idea that Melchizdek means
“someone who is greater than Christ,” Gouge denied this idea
on the basis of the principle of typology: The antitype far
surpasses the type.61 “Gouge stated that “Melchisedec was a type
of Christ, and Christ the truth of that type; but the truth is greater
than the type.” If Melchizedek was someone who surpassed Christ,
typological interpretation would be invalid anymore. Therefore,
Gouge concluded that Melchizedek cannot be someone who
surpassed Christ.62

After rejecting the opposing views, Gouge identified
Melchizedek with “Shem,” the son of Noah. Gouge offered eight
arguments to show that the Melchizedek of Hebrews 7 referred

to Shem.63 From this conclusion, we can note that the historicity

59 Gouge, Hebrews, 467-83.

60 Gouge, Hebrews, 467.

61 When he explained why God gave Melchizedek as a type to the church, Gouge
exposed on the basis of this principle again. He stated that God gave a type
in order to support the faith and hope of church “ill the fullness of time should
come; that, when it was come, they might the more readily embrace and receive
that truth, and more confidently rest upon it.” Gouge, Hebrews, 481.

62 Gouge, Hebrews, 481.

63 The eight arguments of Gouge are as follows: “1. Shem lived an hundred years
before the flood: and none born before that time was then living. So as his
parentage might well then be unknown. 2. He was the most honourable then
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of type was one of the typological principles of Gouge. Since
Melchizedek had an historical identity as Shem, the son of Noah,
Gouge's interpretation cannot be seen as allegory.

Many respected puritan exegetes such as Andrew Willet64 and
Henry Ainsworth6® followed Gouge's understanding of
Melchizedek as Shem.66 However, John Owen did not agree with
identification of Melchizedek with Shem.67 Owen rejected this
interpretation because it was contradictory to the description
of verse 3, that Melchizedek was “without father” and “without
mother.”68 Concerning this description of Melchizedek's lineage,

Gouge stated that because Shem lived before the flood, nobody

in the world, so as he might well be counted greater than Abraham. 3. Shem
was a most righteous man, and in that respect the title Melchisedec might be
given unto him. 4. God is styled ‘the Lord God of Shem,” so as he may fitly
be called the' priest of the most high God,” 5, Shem was that stock from whence
Christ according to the flesh descended. 6. To Shem was the promise made
and in that respect, he the fittest to bless others. 7. Shem was the root of the
church, even that root from whence. Abraham and his posterity sprouted so
and fit to bless him. 8. All the following branches of the description of
Melchisedec, may fitly be applied to Shem, as will appear in opening the
particulars.” Gouge, Hebrews, 468.

64 Andrew Willet presented twelve arguments to support this opinion. Andrew
Willet, Hexapla in Genesis (Cambridge, 1605), 161-63.

65 Henry Ainsworth used many Rabbinic materials to prove this claim. Henry
Ainsworth, Annotations upon the Five Bookes of Moses, the Booke of the
Psalmes, and the Song of Songs, vol. 1 (London, 1626-1627; repro Ligonier:
Soli Deo Gloria, 1991), 56.

66 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 307.

67 John Owen, An Exposition of the Epistle to the Hebrews. In The Works of John
Owen, vols. 21 (Carlisle: Banner of Truth Trust, 1991), 297.

68 Owen, An Exposition of the Epistle to the Hebrews, 297. Instead of identification
of Melchizedek with Shem, Owen insisted that Melchizedek was a descendant
of Japheth. He suggested two arguments to support this claim. (1) God gave
promise of blessing to Japheth through Shem (2) Japheth’s descendants came
to Canaan. Owen, An Exposition of the Epistle to the Hebrews, 299.
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might know his parents.69 Willet refuted this objection and stated
that even though Shem'’s parents are recorded in Scripture, his
parentage was unknown to his contemporaries.”0

Lastly, Gouge further countered an interpretation advanced by
some who asserted that it is “the safest to determine none at
all to be this Melchisedec, but rather to speak and think of him
as of one unknown, whose father, mother, kindred, age, and
generation are not made known -+ because he is here so
transcendently described.” David Dickson, Benjamin Keach and
Thomas Manton were those who refused to seek the historical
identity of Melchizedek.”7! Gouge denied this idea and stated that
the mystery of Melchizedek can be interpreted because it gives
proofs in the text “for finding the true and full sense of them.”72

Having established Melchizedek’'s historical identity, Gouge
next proceeded to explain the importance of the descriptions
made by the apostle concerning Melchizedek. Gouge listed many
typological correspondences between Melchizedek and Christ

throughout his exegesis.”3

69 Gouge, Hebrews, 468.

70 Willet, Hexapla in Genesis, 162.

71 David Dickson, A Short Explanation of Hebrews of Paul to the Hebrews
(Cambridge, 1649), 33-34; Benjamin Keach, 7ropologia’ A Key to Open
Scripture Metaphors (1682; repro London: William Hill Cambridge, 1856), 973.
Thomas Manton, Jesus Christ, True God and True Man in One Person, in The
Works of Thomas Manton, vol. 1 (London: Nisbet, 1870), 479. However, the
seventeenth century puritan exegetes ‘commonly” tried to reveal the historical
identity of Melchizedek. Knapp, “Understanding the Mind of God,” 306.

72 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 306.

73 Throughout his exegesis, Gouge presented nine different correspondences between
Melchizedek and Christ: “king, a priest, both a king and priest, blessed the faithful,
received gifts from the faithful, the king of righteousness, prince of peace, the
union of two natures, and eternal priesthood.” Knapp, “Understanding the Mind
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In the first verse, Gouge interpreted that Melchizedek
foreshadowed the coming of Christ because Melchizedek was the
king of Salem and the priest of God. Gouge asserted that
Melchizedek's kingship was to be understood typologically as
foreshadowing Christ's kingship,’4 and that Melchizedek's
priesthood was to be understood typologically as foreshadowing
Christ’s priesthood. Concerning the excellence of Melchizedek,
Gouge showed that Melchizedek was more excellent that any
other kings and priest in the Old Testament because he was
“herein a peculiar type of Christ, who was all in all to his church,
both King, Priest, and Prophet.””® That is, because of his
resemblance of Christ in that he held two offices as king and
priest at the same time, Melchizedek was an excellent type of
Christ.76

However, not everybody agreed with Gouge's typological
interpretation of verse 1. John Owen rejected Gouge's suggestion
that Melchizedek was a type of Christ as a king.”7 Comparing
with Gouge and other contemporaries, Owen used typological
interpretation more limited way.”8 On the basis of his
understanding of the scope of this epistle, Owen stated that “this
[Melchizedek kingship] doth not belong unto that wherein he was
principally to be a type of Christ, nor is the Lord Christ anywhere

of God,” 312 Moreover, Gouge's nine typological correspondences of this text
are “very similar to” those of many other prominent puritan interpreters. Knapp,
“Understanding the Mind of God,” 309.

74 Gouge, Hebrews, 469-70.

75 Gouge, Hebrews, 470.

76 Gouge, Hebrews, 470.

77 Owen, An Exposition of the Epistle to the Hebrews, 300.

78 Knapp, “Understanding the Mind of God,” 312.
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said to be a king after the order of Melchisedec, nor doth the
apostle make any use of the consideration of this office in him.”79
Owen only acknowledged the possibility of “moral resemblance
between them.”80 However, William Gouge was also aware that
the most primary correspondence between Christ and
Melchizedek in this chapter was about Christ’s eternal priesthoo
d.8" Gouge stated that ‘the most especial and principal thing
wherein Melchizedek was made like unto the Son of God was
in this, that he abideth a priest continually.”8 Therefore, even
though Gouge related many features of Melchizedek to Christ,
he recognized that Christ’s everlasting priesthood was the main
characteristic of the antitype.83

In his interpretation of verse 2, Gouge further associated other
illustrations of Melchizedek with Christ. First of all, Gouge dealt
with the historical event of Abraham giving a tenth to
Melchizedek. Concerning this event, Gouge stated that “in this
act of blessing, Melchisedec was an especial type of Christ.”84
Gouge thought of Abraham’s tithe as emphasis on Melchizedek
as a type of Christ.85 Gouge also revealed the reason why Abraham
gave a tithe to Melchizedek:

Principally and especially did Abraham give the tenth to

79 Owen, An Exposition of Hebrews, 300.

80 Owen, An Exposition of Hebrews, 300.

81 Gouge, Hebrews, 482

82 Gouge, Hebrews, 482.

83 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 322.
84 Gouge, Hebrews, 474.

85 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 311.
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Melchisedec, as he was a priest of God. Two reasons moved
Abraham to do this:

1. To shew that of Christ he held whatsoever he had; in
testimony whereof he gives a part to him that rag a type
of Christ and stood in his room.

2. To shew how just and equal it is that they who
communicate unto us spiritual blessings, should partake of
our temporals.

These two reasons, resting upon a moral and perpetual
equity, shew that in those general cases Abraham is a

pattern to all sorts of saints in all ages, do as he did---.86

According to Gouge, since Abraham was aware of the
typological nature of Melchizedek, he gave a tenth to Melchizedek
‘not as he was, but according to who he represented.”87

One of the features of Gouge's typology in Hebrews 7:1-3 was
to make a distinction between a “type” and a “pattern.” First of
all, the concept of pattern applied to Abraham in the
interpretation of verse 2. Gouge considered Abraham to be “all
sorts of saints in all ages” because Abraham’s tithing is a model
for all future believers.88 This distinction is more clearly seen

in the interpretation of the name of Melchizedek in verse 2:

In the name and meaning thereof, Melchisedec is to be
considered two ways:

1. As a type. 2. As a pattern

86 Gouge, Hebrews, 475.
87 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 311.
88 Gouge, Hebrews, 475.
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As a type he foreshewed two things:

1. That Christ was a true King. 2. That Christ reigned in
righteousness:---.

As Melchisedec was a pattern to future ages, his name
importeth two other points: 1. Men may be kings:. 2. Kings
must role in righteousness. They must so carry themselves

as they may truly be called Melchisedecs.89

When Gouge revealed the typological relation through the
meaning of Melchizedek’s name “king of righteousness,” he made
a distinction between a “type” of Melchizedek and a “pattern”
of Melchizedek. According to Gouge, Melchizedek was not only
a “type” which prefigures Christ, but also a “pattern,” as “a model
for all future ages.”® Hence, in addition to the role as a type,
Gouge exposed that Melchizedek was a pattern representing “(1)
men may be kings, and (2) kings must rule in righteousness.”®

Gouge revealed the typological relation between Melchizedek
and Christ through explanation of the meaning of Melchizedek's
name. In verse 2, the apostle declares that Melchizedek’s name
is “king of righteousness.” Therefore, Gouge interpreted that
Melchizedek prefigured Christ as the true King who reigned in
righteousness.92 Gouge also built upon the correspondence
between Christ and Melchizedek from the meaning of “King of
peace,” which is another name of Melchizedek. Through

analyzing this name, Gouge showed that Melchizedek

89 Gouge, Hebrews, 478.
90 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 311.
91 Gouge, Hebrews, 478.
92 Gouge, Hebrews, 478.



foreshadowed Christ, who brought peace “betwixt the Creator
and creatures and among creatures themselves.”93

Gouge expounded that the apostle’s description of Melchizedek
as “without father, without mother, without descent, and no
beginning of days nor end of life” in verse 3 prefigures the nature
of Christ. Especially, the nature of Melchizedek as “without father
and without mother” indicated the human and divine natures
of Christ, respectively. Hence, Melchizedek prefigured the
hypostatic union of Christ's two natures.9

However, John Owen did not agree with Gouge's interpretation.
Owen asserted that since a type must be rooted in historicity9s
and the scope of this chapter is to reveal Christ's priestly nature,
the description of Melchizedek's lineage cannot prefigure the
hypostatic union of Christ's two natures.9

Finally, concerning the identity of Melchizedek, Gouge reached

the conclusion that:

Hereby we see that God of old gave visible types and
resemblances of his Son, and that before he was exhibited
in the flesh. Melchisedec was a mere true man, yet was
he so set forth as he bare a resemblance of the Son of
God. In other respects, Aaron and other priests, Moses and
other prophets, David and other kings, were special types

and resemblances of Christ.97

93 Gouge, Hebrews, 479.
94 Gouge, Hebrews, 480.
95 Owen, An Exposition of Hebrews, 336.
96 Owen, An Exposition of Hebrews, 337.
97 Gouge, Hebrews, 481.
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For Gouge, Melchizedek was both a historical person and a
type of Christ. Gouge also expanded the boundaries of
Christological typology beyond Melchizedek. Gouge claimed that,
not only Melchizedek but also other figures of Old Testament
such as Aaron and Moses functioned as types of Christ. From
this point, we can note that one of the typological principles

of Gouge is that multiple types foreshadowed a single antitype.98

3. The Influence of Humanism

(1) The Influence of Humanism in the Seventeenth Century

Biblical interpretation in the sixteenth century was deeply
influenced by many factors, one of which was Renaissance
Humanism.9® Concerning the influence of humanism on the
sixteenth century, Muller says:

The Reformers drew heavily on the textual and philological
skills of Renaissance humanism - it is nevertheless impossible
to separate the Reformation of the sixteenth century from the
development of Renaissance humanism, particularly when
humanism is understood as the application of revised theories
of logic and rhetoric and of vastly increased philological skills
to the critical examination of ancient texts.100

“The main trend” for biblical exegetes of the sixteenth century

98 Gouge, Hebrews, 481.

99 Richard A. Muller, “Biblical Interpretation in the 16" & 17" Centuries,” In
Historical Handbook of Major Biblical Interpreters, ed. Donald McKim
(Downers Grove, IL: Inter Varsity Press, 1999), 124-25.

100 Muller, “Biblical Interpretation in the 16th & 17th Centuries,” 124-25.
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was to seek the plain literal meaning of the text “under the
tradition of Renaissance humanism.”101 Muller also explains the
influence of Renaissance Humanism on the seventeenth century

as follows:

When it is examined from the perspective of the history
of exegesis, the era of Protestant orthodoxy (c. 1565-1700)
must be regarded not only as a continuation of the
philological and interpretive development of the
Renaissance and Reformation but also as the great era of
Protestant linguistic study, whether in the biblical or in the
cognate languages. Since it has so often been implied that
the Reformation was a time of exegesis, virtually without
dogma, and the era of orthodoxy was a time of dogmatic
system without exegesis, it must be added that at no time
before or since the era of orthodoxy was systematic
theology so closely wedded to the textual and linguistic

work of the exegete.102

Humanism’'s emphasis on the philological, grammatical, and
historical studies of the text caused the Protestant Biblical
Scholars of the Post-Reformation era to pursue the literal
historical meaning of the text on the ground of humanistic

methods. 103 William Gouge was also one of the biblical Scholars

101 JinYoung Kim, “The Exegetical Method and Message of Peter Martyr's
Commentary on Judges” (Ph.D. diss., Southern Theological Seminary, 2002),
55.

102 Muller, “Biblical Interpretation in the 16th & 17th Centuries,” 135-36.

103 Muller, “Biblical Interpretation in the 16th & 17th Centuries,” 135-36.
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who stood with the humanistic interpretation methodology of

the Seventeenth century.

(2) The Influence of Humanism in Gouge's Interpretation of
Hebrews 7:1-3

The study of the original source for the understanding of
Scripture was one of the most prominent features of the biblical
interpretation in the seventeenth century era.104 The protestant
writers of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries placed renewed
emphasis on the Greek and Hebrew languages because of their
benefit for the study of original material, and they put “a strict
emphasis on the literal sense of the text.”105 Interpretation of
the text by revealing the meaning of the original language is
widely evident in Gouge's exegesis of Hebrews 7:1-3.

Among many examples in his exegesis of Hebrews 7:1-3, his
interpretation of “king of Salem” in verse 1 will demonstrate the
influence of the humanistic tradition on Gouge. In discussing
the meaning of “king of Salem” of verse 1, Gouge used a
humanistic basis to explain the meaning of the phrase. First, he
revealed the meaning of “king” on the basis of Hebrew, Greek
and Latin.106 After that, Gouge showed the original meaning of

“Salem” by studying the root of the word in Hebrew. Then, he

104 Knapp, “Understanding the Mind of God,” 116.

105 Knapp, “Understanding the Mind of God,” 116. However, the emphasis of “the
literal sense” was not rejection of a “spiritual” sense as in the modem critical
method. Instead, biblical interpreters of the sixteenth and seventeenth century
“sought to locate the spiritual sense of a text entirely in its literal wording.”
Knapp, “Understanding the Mind of God,” 116.

106 Gouge, Hebrews, 468.



defined the meaning of “Salem” through the various usages of
the word in Bible. After the philological study of the place,
“Salem,” Gouge showed its literal historical background. Gouge
identified “Salem” with “the place where afterwards Jerusalem
was built” and “where Solomon built his temple.” For this
conclusion, he also revealed the meaning of “Jerusalem” in
Hebrew. He analyzed it and revealed the characteristics of word
“Jerusalem” as a compound verb. For the literal historical meaning
of the text, Gouge added historical information: “Jerusalem was
called by this name Salem in David's time.” He also revealed the
reason why “Salem” was called “Jerusalem.” He asserted that it
was called Jerusalem “in memorial of God's providence in
preserving Isaac from death, when his father was about to
sacrifice him.” Finally, Gouge reached the conclusion that the
location of “Salem” is identical with Jerusalem. Likewise, through
the philological understanding of the text, Gouge tried to pursue
the literal historical meaning of the text.107

In addition to its renewed emphasis on the study of biblical
languages, humanism also led the biblical interpreters of the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries to study the cognate
languages such as Syriac, Chaldean, and Aramaic but also
non-Christian Jewish writings.108 The Protestant writers also used
contemporary translations such as those of Beza and Erasmus.109
William Gouge was not an exception to this humanistic trend

in his interpretation of Hebrews 7:1-3.

107 Gouge, Hebrews, 469.
108 Knapp, “Understanding the Mind of God,” 123.
109 Knapp, “Understanding the Mind of God,” 125.
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In his interpretation of four mysteries of Melchizedek in verse
3, Gouge quoted the Syriac version of Scripture. Gouge cited
the meaning assigned to the verse in the Syriac translation in
order to pursue the appropriate meaning of the text.110 He also
used the contemporary translations of Beza and Erasmus.1!
Gouge referred to its usage in the Septuagint, as well.112

The influence of Hebraic studies on the post-Reformation
period is present in Gouge's interpretation of the text. First,
Gouge relied on the opinion of Jews when he asserted
Melchizedek was “Shem.” Gouge stated that he found “two and
twenty rabbis of the Jews to be of this opinion, and inferreth
that it was the common opinion of the Jew.”113 Even though
Gouge did not mention the exact name of his source, he used
the Jewish opinion of Salem's location in his exposition of verse
1.14

In addition to these exegetical methods, Gouge made efforts
to investigate and uncover the reasons and arguments which lay
beneath what were otherwise simple and abbreviated
expressions. For example, in the exegesis of verse 1, Gouge tried
to explain why Melchizedek and Abraham were neighbors. Gouge
explained that Salem was near by the place where Abraham lived.
He further explained the historical background of those days:
“Abraham sojourned in the land of Canaan, and Salem was a

place bordering near unto it.” Therefore, Gouge argued that

110 Gouge, Hebrews, 480.
111 Gouge, Hebrews, 480
112 Gouge, Hebrews, 468; 470; 472.
113 Gouge, Hebrews, 468.
114 Gouge, Hebrews, 469.



“there might be also a spiritual relation to move Melchisedec
to do the courtesy which he did to Abraham” because both
Abraham and Melchizedek served the same God.115

In the exposition of verse 2, Gouge also sought to uncover
the historical situation behind the text. Gouge tried to understand
when Melchizedek received this name. However, he stated the
difficulty of this explanation because ‘it is uncertain whether
this name was given him in his infancy or after he was a king.
Then, he stated that “If this Melchisedec were Shem, then Shem
was his proper name given him in his infancy so as it is most
probable that it was given him after he was king and manifested
his righteousness in governing the people.” He also stated that
“if this name were given him in his infancy, it was certainly by
way of prophecy. The Spirit foreseeing what his office should
be, and what his practice would be, directed those that gave him
his name to give this name Melchisedec.”116 In this way, by
revealing the historical situation behind the text of Hebrews
7:1-3, Gouge tried to interpret the meaning of the text more

plainly and literally.

4. Application to the Contemporary Church

(1) The Use of Application in the Seventeenth Century
Biblical exegetes of the seventeenth-century presupposed that
the Bible was oriented not only to its original hears but also to

the present Christian community.117 According to the

115 Gouge, Hebrews, 472.
116 Gouge, Hebrews, 478.
117 Knapp, “Understanding the Mind of God,” 89.
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seventeenth-century  exegetical  principles, a  proper
interpretation of the scriptural text applied to the present-day
church.18 Hence, the seventeenth century orthodox writers
thought of “the great end” of the scriptures as “perpetual witness”
to the present Christian community.119

Concerning the application of the Bible to the church in the

seventeenth century, Robert Boyle stated that

The several books of the Bible were written chiefly and
primarily to those to whom they were first addressed, and
to their contemporaries, and that yet the Bible not being
written for one Age or People onely, but for the whole
people of God, consisting of persons of all Ages, Nations,
Sexes, Complexions and Conditions, it was fit that it should
be written in such a way as that none of all these might

be quite excluded from the advantages designed them in
it.120

Therefore, in the process of exegesis, reformed exegetes
emphasized application of the meaning of the text to the
contemporary Christian life and practice.2! They assumed that

right exegesis of the text naturally led to the application to the

118 Muller, “William Perkins and the Protestant Exegetical Tradition,” 87. See also,
82; Muller, “Biblical Interpretation in the Era of Reformation,” 11; Muller, Holy
Scripture, 509.

119 Knapp, “Understanding the Mind of God,” 89.

120 Robert Boyle, Some Considerations touching the Style of the H. Scriptures
extracted from several parts of a discourse concerning divers particulars
belonging to the Bible (London, 1663), 21-22.

121 Knapp, “Understanding the Mind of God,” 91.
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present-day church.122

(2) Application in the method of Ramism

A significant function of Ramism was to stress ‘the dynamic
unity” between doctrine and practice.128 The Ramists’ emphasis
on the practice is well illustrated in their definition of theology.124
Peter Ramus defined theology as “the art of living well” (Theologia
est bene vivendi).126 William Perkins said theology was ‘the
science of living blessedly for ever.”126 William Ames also wrote
that “Theology is the doctrine or teaching of living to God.”127
For them, theology was not a mere speculative discipline.128
Concerning the influence of Ramists’ definition of theology on

the method of the orthodox period, Muller stated that:

Although any estimate of the importance of Ramus'
definition must be tempered by the fact that theology had
long been defined as either entirely or partly practical, it
remains true that the definition of theology as the doctrine
of living blessedly or living to God was appropriated together

with the Ramist method of bifurcation and that Ramus

122 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 90.

123 Perkins, ‘Function of Ramism,” 508.

124 Perkins, “Function of Ramism,” 516.

125 Peter Ramus, Commentariorum de religione Christiana. libri quatuor (Frankfurt,
1576: repr. Minerva, 1969), 6.

126 William Perkins, The Workes of that Famous and Worthy Minister of Christ
in the Vaiuersities of Cambridge, Mr. William Perkins, vol. 1 (Cambridge: John
Legatt, 1616-1618), 11.

127 William Ames. The Marrow of Theology (1629; repr. Grand Rapids: Baker,
1997), 77.

128 Perkins, “Function of Ramism,” 506.
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tended to influence theology toward an emphasis on praxi
3:129

Likewise, Ramus understanding of theology led Ramists to
emphasize not only right doctrine but also ‘“right living.”130
Especially, the Ramist emphasis on observance provided “the
theoretical framework” to English Puritans who were passionate
to change life and behavior of a congregation.13! Therefore,
through the method of Ramism, English puritans such as William
Gouge were able to keep the balance between doctrine and

practice.

(3) Application in Gouge's Interpretation of Hebrews 7:1-3

In his exposition of Hebrews 7:1-3, Gouge devoted
considerable space to explaining what lessons were to be learned
and practiced from the text. Gouge followed his Reformed
brethren in stressing the importance of applying the meaning
of a text to contemporary Christian life and practice.

This fundamental understanding of interpreting the Bible as
containing God's present witness to contemporary situations is
well illustrated in Gouge's preface of Hebrews commentary.
Gouge elaborated upon the intent of the epistle to speak to the

church:

129 Muller, Prolegomena, 183. See also, Keith L. Sprunger, “Ames, Ramus, and
the Method of Puritan Theology,” in Harvard Theological Review, 59 (1966),
pp. 133-37.

130 Perkins, “Function of Ramism,” 511.

131 Perkins, “Function of Ramism,” 511.



. o

WA 25 25
Reform & Revival 2018

Quest. Was this epistle written for the Hebrews only? Ans.
Though it were in special manner directed to them, yet
was it not written only for their use, but for the use also
of the whole Christian church; and therefore it hath ever
been read in all churches:-. As for this epistle to the
Hebrews, it may seem, in sundry passages thereof, to be
written in a prophetical spirit, to meet with sundry heresies
that were in future times to be broached, rather than such
as at that time were discovered.132

These statements explain why Gouge is determined to fill his
commentary with guiding insights from the text for the life of
the church. Following this rule, then, Gouge frequently draws
doctrinal and practical conclusions as he moves through the text.
During the course of his exposition of the first three verse of
Hebrews 7, Gouge makes about 15 applications.

In his interpretation of verse 1, from the case that Abraham
rescued the son of his brother, Lot, Gouge concluded that men
should help their kindred who are in distress and that it is
justifiable to even use force in rescuing them from the hands
of enemy. By giving the example of Abraham who rescued Lot
at the risk of his own life, Gouge concluded that this is why God
has designed us to live in family relationships. Gouge commended
Abraham because he rescued Lot regardless of danger. Moreover,
Gouge urged us to train our children to be loyal to their families,
so that it might become natural for them to show this loyalty

in all their “bonds of relations” in all sorts of distresses.133

132 Gouge, Hebrews, 6.
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Interpreting the meaning of Melchizedek's royal entertaining
of Abraham’s army in verse 1, Gouge strongly opposed unjust
treatment of soldiers, such as not paying them their due, wages
and allowance. Then, Gouge stated that we should commend
“those who have built hospitals, or given revenues, or otherwise
provided for” soldiers who could not live for themselves because
they were disabled in war.134

Gouge also applied the lessons from his exegesis to a refutation
of Roman Catholics.135 For example, in the interpretation of verse
2, Gouge pointed out that Melchizedek was a Hebrew name, but
the recipient of this epistle was Greek. Therefore, Gouge stated
that the apostle translated the name of Melchizedek from Hebrew
into Greek in order to help the readers to understand the meaning
of the text. After this explanation, Gouge began to attack the
papists. Gouge criticized papists because they use Latin in “all
their public prayers and other sacred ordinances, as reading the
word or administering sacraments.” Gouge stated that Latin was
not a language which the common people spoke at that time.
In this way, Gouge understood that the papist’ use of Latin was

contrary to the apostle’s purpose.136

133 Gouge, Hebrews, 472.

134 Gouge, Hebrews, 471.

135 Gouge's refutation on Roman Catholics was one of the main applications in
his commentary. In his preface, he stated that “many intercessors and
mediators to be under the gospel; and sundry other which have been published
by papists, long since this epistle was written. So as this epistle, in sundry
respects, may be as useful to us who live in the time of popery, and are much
infested with popish heresies, as to the Hebrews, if not more.” Gouge,
Hebrews, 6.

136 Gouge, Hebrews, 477.



.

Bl &
Reform & R

225
vival 2018

Ofol

)

5. The Use of Scope

(1) The Use of Scope in the Seventeenth Century

As a hermeneutical assumption, biblical writers of the
seventeenth century regarded the scope as a crucial method for
“fixing the proper interpretation of a passage.”137 The scope of
a text means the focus, design, target, or intendment of the
passage.”138 The orthodox writers of the Reformation and
post-Reformation eras interpreted the text within the boundary
of the author’s purpose and intent.139

However, the understanding of “scope” in the orthodox period
is different than in the modern period. The modern period
understands scope as “seeking author’s historic situation and
finding the meaning of a text there.”140 Concerning the difference

between them, Henry Knapp states that:

The modem method looks at the texts in parts, seeking
to discover the historical referent that lay behind the words,
whereas the pre—critical view of scope placed a single
passage or book within the larger context of the Bible as

a whole. The precritical assumption of the scope was that

137 Gerald T. Sheppard, “Between Reformation and Modern Commentary: The
Perception of the Scope of Biblical Books,” in A Commentary of Galatians,
William Perkins, ed. Gerald Sheppard (New York: The Pilgrim Press, 1989),
vii-xiii; Sheppard, “Interpretation of the Old Testament between Reformation
and Modernity,” In A Cloud of Faithful Witnesses: Commentary on Hebrews
11, William Perkins, ed. J. Augustine (Cleveland: Pilgrim Press, 1991), 46-70;
Marjorie O'Rourke Boyle, Erasmus on Language and Method in Theology
(Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1977); Muller, Holy Scripture, 211-30.

138 Knapp, ‘Understanding the Mind of God,” 80.

139 Knapp, “Understanding the Mind of God,” 80.

140 Knapp, “Understanding the Mind of God,” 81.



William Gouge’s Interpretation of Hebrews 7:1-3 / Jeong Mo Yoo 113 -

the whole biblical witness determined an author’s intent
as the sacred text — biblical context determines the scope
of a writing, not the historical situation alone as in modern

hermeneutics.141

Therefore, unlike the modern critical exegetical method, the
scope of the orthodox period focused on “how a book or text

fits into the overall Christian belief as dictated by the analogy
of faith.”142

(2) The Use of Scope and Occasion in Gouge’s Interpretation
of Hebrews 7:1-3

Gouge relied upon his analysis of the scope of the text to guide
him to an accurate interpretation of that text. In the preface
to his Exposition of the Epistle to the Hebrews, Gouge stated
the occasion of this epistle, as well as its scope and method.
He distinguished occasion and scope.43 In section 9, Gouge
explained the occasion of this epistle. First, he examined the
issue of the context that precedes and follows the immediate
text. Gouge stated that, at that time, Jews hated Christians so
much that they persecuted even Jewish Christians and they were

superstitiously obstinate to keep the Mosaic laws. Moreover,

141 Knapp, “Understanding the Mind of God,” 81.

142 Knapp, “Understanding the Mind of God,” 82.

143 The seventeenth century exegetes used the concept of occasion to explain
the historical circumstances which stimulated the writers to compose the
biblical works. That is why the section of occasion usually included “a
discussion on the author, date, subject matter, and original recipients of the
works.” Knapp, “Understanding the Mind of God,” 83.
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Gouge explained that many Christians even still tried to keep
the law. Gouge also defined the original recipient of the epistle.
Gouge stated that the apostle directly wrote this article for those
who suffered much for their faith.144

Then, he revealed the twofold occasion of composition. First,
the purpose of the author was to “encourage” Christians to hold
their Christian faith and not to walk away from it. Therefore,
Gouge explained, this epistle is full of “many forcible
encouragement, as well as warnings against apostasy.145 The
second occasion was to remove ‘the conceit” that the covenant
of the Old Testament “was abrogated” because of the New
Testament. 146

In section 10, Gouge dealt with the scope and method of this
epistle. This section was composed in the typical Ramist pattern.

Gouge first of all revealed the scope of Hebrews:

That main point which is aimed at throughout the whole
sacred Scripture, especially in the New Testament, is the
principal scope of this epistle, and the main mark whereat
the apostle aimeth therein, namely this, that Jesus Christ

is the all-sufficient and only Saviour of man.147

Gouge also dichotomized this epistle into two parts, “1. grounds

of faith ; 2. rules for life.” Then, he further separated it into

144 Gouge, Hebrews, 6.
145 Gouge, Hebrews, 6.
146 Gouge, Hebrews, 7.
147 Gouge, Hebrews, 7.
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two parts: “The grounds of faith” are set out from the beginning
of the epistle to 10:22. “The rules for life” are illustrated from
10:22 to the end of the last chapter. Therefore, Hebrews 7:1-3
is included in the section about “the ground of faith.”148
Gouge stated that “the grounds of faith are all about Christ.”
One of his propositions about Christ was “His priestly office.”
Among all the points which were introduced in this epistle, all
the content from 4:14 to 10:22 is about the priestly office of
Christ. According to Gouge, Christ's priestly office is
“comparatively” proved by two great types. The first type is
Melchizedek, who prefigures Christ in the fifth, sixth, and early
part of the seventh chapters. On these understandings of occasion
and scope of the epistle, Gouge placed and interpreted Hebrews

7:1-3 appropriately.

lll. Conclusion

William Gouge's interpretation of Hebrews 7:1-3 features
several characteristics common to seventeenth century exegetes.
As mentioned above, first of all, Gouge accepted the logic of
Ramism in order to interpret this passage. He approached and
analyzed the text through the method of Ramism. Therefore,
Ramism provided Gouge with a framework for interpreting the
text. Second, Gouge willingly turned to typology in an effort to

discern the intended meaning of the passage. Through typological

148 Gouge, Hebrews, 7.
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interpretation, Gouge revealed not only the historical meaning
of the text but also a “mystical meaning” of the text which would
be fulfilled in the New Testament era.

Also, throughout his exposition of Hebrews 7:1-3, the influence
and impact of the developments of Renaissance humanism are
obvious. Greek and Hebrew texts of Scripture formed the basis
of Gouge's exegesis. Further evidence of Gouge’s humanism is
found in his approach to the cognate languages and application
of Judaistic insights into biblical studies. In addition to those
methods, Gouge followed his Reformed colleagues in stressing
the importance of applying the meaning of a text to contemporary
Christian life and practice. Finally, Gouge used the scope of the
text in order to discover the proper interpretation of Hebrews
7:1-3. On the understandings of the whole occasion and scope
of the epistle, Gouge interpreted the text appropriately.

Gouge interpreted Hebrews 7:1-3 by using the exegetical
methods of Ramism, typology, Renaissance Humanism, by
limiting boundaries of interpretation through the concept of
scope and by emphasizing the application of the text to
contemporary life. Through these exegetical methods, Gouge
found that Melchizedek was Shem, the son of Noah, and that

he was also a type of Christ.
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Joannes & Samuel De Tournes, 1662), 11.58 (255-56); Johannes Maccovius,
Collegia theologica quae extant omnia, tertio ab auctore recognita, emendata
& plurimis locis aucta, in partes duas distributa (Franeker: Ulderici Balck, 1641),
129, 153, 423-25; Johannes Maccovius, Scholastic Discourse: Johannes
Maccovius (1588-1644) on Theological and Philosophical Distinctions and
Rules, trans. Willem J. Van Asselt et al. (Apeldoorn: Instituut voor
Reformatieonderzoek, 2009), 231-37.

15 554 Ao NdQ] 4154 Yol el Park, Driven By God, 67-98< s}t
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o

16 “ACTIVE OR OBJECTIVE JUSTIFICATION. This is justification in the most

fundamental sense of the word. It is basic to what is called subjective
justification, and consists in a declaration which God makes respecting the
sinner, and this declaration is made in the tribunal of God. This declaration
is not a declaration in which God simply acquits the sinner, without taking
any account of the claims of justice, but is rather a divine declaration that,
in the case of the sinner under consideration, the demands of the law are met.
The sinner is declared righteous in view of the fact that the righteousness of
Christ is imputed to him. In this transaction God appears, not as an absolute
Sovereign who simply sets the law aside, but as a righteous Judge, who
acknowledges the infinite merits of Christ as a sufficient basis for justification,
and as a gracious Father, who freely forgives and accepts the sinner. This active
justification logically precedes faith and passive justification. We believe the
forgiveness of sins.” Berkhof, S7; 517 (3Z+= Y&, 3 HIYL MHF T 226},
B30 T (ML AT TOAIAE, 1992), 7695 HXFL. oF s W=
593 AHo] gl & o] 32 HYES AMESIR).
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£, A4 P99 558 H9 gL ooz Ueo) Suw
= 558 2] g shse] WAeIA Shidel 554 3L 59

Z|R19] Aot AP 0w AAE= 7igel”] weol =Eldos F
E’:]Qoﬂ AFggtet. sHANE ©30] SAEAE =T o Folsfjof
A7F =221 =AJ0IA] ARFA A= otdEl: Aolet. wief
16—%79' 2] MEE A AR olsiE o sMEE=
Ae U5 A JYolA BeE Ao gmdEnal sk g A9
&' (eternal justification &2 justification from eternity)°|tt.19
A, 554 Ao 54 Ao ZA7 "o = 2919 FalolA
U2 &9 AeA He A2 F)S shbd el MAolA shid o]
15;5}(-10]_‘]__1_ 7“371:]_—7(-]?_]_ 751‘]0] 010-17]q] 7]L—:c:>‘_]_- 7—]0]1‘4—
554 Aot 5A Ao FEHS AN Wl 7HE Fofsior & e
o] F 7ido] gd o= EEA Eel¥= 2ol ofyehe Hold. 11
bz dIae o go] o8 w3t "FHSE 554 Aol 54
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17 1822 JgsH=9] /g Ask199d d27F B2 A (Herman Witsius, 1636-1708)=
554 A7t “she] WA (in foro coel) o1FOIRITtal #EP| & Ftt. Witsius,
De oeconomia foederum Dei cum hominibus (Leeuwarden: . Hagenaar, 1685),
MLVIILLX (297).

18 olo] Al ofmefat Flolmiz ofafet 7wk Aol o] e Basol e =Ko
2 5iSHEl A0S B sivfelck, spusHl Flolss slelats} 49K 4 AR
THFEIModernismyE FHF9H QA7TFAF] AMFOZ AP 0] —anﬂf“(’ﬂ
S S A150) B chelol AL shsfel Rs) Lol A e
oI

19 99 Woj2e] 7P 2 BAUL AR SolA Holxl oje] o] AAs) Mol
%'ﬂ'. 2 G HYEoNA B9 IF2 HFsirh. FH A= "ﬂa’ HEE oS
Zastet. v, o], #5 UA olslebrl,, 41-46. FYU HES v d Azt
ool BlTH o R A&ttt S2E T3-S Farstetk Robert J. McKelvey, ““That Error
and Pillar of Antinomianism': Bternal Justification,” in Drawn into Controversie:
Reformed Theological Diversity and Debates within Seventeenth-Century
British Puritanism (Gottingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 2011), 223-62.
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should be borne in mind, however, that the two cannot be
separated. The one is based on the other. The distinction is simply
made to facilitate the proper understanding of the act of
justification].”20

aorsPe, 9T} e 554 H9 AU shidel WAelA
2918 oj87) Al shide] ATel Aol Azte] WS 59
o8 He 454 B2 Fu4 Pols 554 S AR Yol A
=8

2. otBER} Floj# o] W offiA B 553 A9 /g

ofH R} 7ho|H21= FLUE 7heH| shd e FHS XS ATRE
Z deA Qlth22 Flolm o] HOJE2 QItte] W &%t A A
O (subjectieve rechtvaardiging?t 4old 4 U= AlsH ZAE A
& A9 (objectieve rechtvaardiging® %374 St & ATA oJ9] =9
AT RS 119 A& oA s o] AESHL U=
t}h.23 7ol oA lojA] A o= W H(ante fidem)l EAcH=

20 Berkhof, S7, 517.

21 of= g3t 7lo]m o] AdtA Q] AYofel ARAO| tist AA 2% Jeroen Koch, Abraham
Kuyper: een biografie (Amsterdam: Boom, 2006); G. Puchinger, Abraham
Kuyper: de jonge Kuyper (1837-1867) (Franeker: Wever, 1987). Jan de Bruijn,
Abraham Kuyper: A Pictorial Biography, trans. Dagmare Houniet (Grand
Rapids: Eerdmans, 2014); James D. Bratt, Abraham Kuyper: Modern Calvinist,
Christian Democrat (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 2013); Richard J. Mouw,
Abraham Kuyper: A Short and Personal Introduction (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans,
2011); James Edward McGoldrick, God'’s Renaissance Man: The Life and Work
of Abraham Kuyper (Darlington: Evangelical Press, 2000) 5-& #arstet

22 Park, Driven By God, 188-204.

23 Abraham Kuyper, Dictaten dogmatiek: College-Dictaat van een der Studenten,
5 vols. 2™ ed. (Grand Rapids: J. B. Hulst, 1910), 4:64 & passim(Locus de salute,
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shbEe] WHAA - FQldl o] F7E ABAR] o= shbde] w2
2 QI7F9] FARI Wgof| ojEstA| ¢k7] wjiolrt.24

A ZolmE 19 FAXE 7MHA 554 A RIS AF
2= =T Q5|8 FlolHE FEAle #e(Alexander Comrie,
1706-1774)259] golie} Algte] sl 2 AHA 554484 Ho| &
HE AFsta et FlolmE I 2ol o] FER tig) th3t o]
S8S Hotr it “Uhe =9 B4 29 Eufol] tiyole] [55
4% Alol9]] Hwdt FEES wEric} 26 of 7|4 Welks o] FAF 2
F1HEnglish Free Grace sect= 17A17] 2FHF F=19] vk Fo7t
(Antinomian)275 AAok= A02 &9 g 7124 shtd e
A F33 Ad 288 AYAA A2 A3 Iz st Ugs

84. De justificatione).

24 Kuyper, Dictaten dogmatiek, 4.64. “De justificatio is eene rechterlijke uitspraak
en die is niet afhankelijk van het al of nietaannemen van hem -+ des Heeren
is niet afhankelijk van hetgeen de mensch in zijn geloof doet "

25 ity Fejet & 749 Y2 H|w =3 A AR WA, “Ao9] 6%
RN TRt Aate] Fejek £ A9 A&, AL/, 1Eal AekY g g4l
&, 20 (2017): 51-85= Zarsiet.

26 Abraham Kuyper, “Alexander Comrie: Lessons from His Career,” Catholic
Presbyterian 7 (1882): 279n*(279H|°] o]l Q= Z5oll MS7}t @ QA gl *&
23 B7)7F HoHng 279n*o g 2 Agh).

27 174171 255t G2 w590 doiis BARRE 24 =97t dids| 2Es
O|Fo|F AL 1 =9 ofHs] AAfzIEFolct. EEs| ¥R 2] A2 o] =9
ol SlojAl A ARtk 1 ol f= &Y oA AUXA shtd & A=RF
A SREHFYREY] IR AJkEe] o] FAo] qlolAl Sl ARjle]7] wiZeltt. o]
et 9=AMZ2E o3-S Faslet. Mark Jones, Antinomianism: Reformed
Theology’s Unwelcome Guest? (Phillipsburg: P&R Pub., 2013); T. D. Bozeman,
The Precisianist Strain. Disciplinary Religion & Antinomian Backlash in
Puritanism to 1638 (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2004);
David Como, ‘Puritans and Heretics: The Emergence of an Antinomian
Underground in Early Stuart England” (Ph.D. diss., Princeton University, 1999);
Hans Boersma, A Hot Pepper Corn. Richard Baxter's Doctrine of Justification
In Its Seventeenth-Century Context of Controversy (Zoetermeer: Uitgeverij
Boekencentrum, 1993); Carl R. Trueman, 7he Claims of Truth: John Owen's
Trinitarian Theology (Carlisle: Paternoster Press, 1998).
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28 B, T, 3 YA olshsl,, 26-33.

29 Kuyper, “Alexander Comrie,” 279n*. 7}o]5{9] Hol2o] 4¢] ‘G o217} ofd
71 thgh =) EarojlA] tRER] ok Zoltt. 11 AHE =0]9] Zo| & FAo]7] fiEo]
o} gek g AoE9] o7t QI7te] WSS 5| AAlok= A< 7iidoletH Flo]m <
AAEE FY HAEo=E T & 4= §lrt olol WAl Park, Driven By God,
199-202& arstet

30 Kuyper, “Alexander Comrie,” 279n*.

31 Abraham Kuyper, Het werk van den Heiligen Geest, 3 vols. (Amsterdam: J.
A Wormser, 1888-9), 2:222-23.

32 Kuyper, Her werk van den Heiligen Geest, 2:222.
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33 Kuyper, Het werk van den Heiligen Geest, 2:222. “Wel is er een bepaald moment
in ons leven, waarin deze rechtvaardigmaking voor het eerst in onze eigen
consciéntie wordt afgekondigd.”

34 ol& Yl Park, Driven By God, 76-819] +=9l& Z=¥ o0& L3-S wisict.

35 T12EE 554 A9 /el thgt "El v 554 A9 /Nde] Agetet wed JAE
7HgE Edo] £t 5548 Y g9 Aret wEld gt tisiae 3 4

149 Farsiet

36 Tipton, “Biblical Theology,” 8. A2E s MA(in foro De)¥t F4 9 HA(in
foro conscientiag) 22 23| olsfol= A2 AMd HIAZ 1150] A2 optt. 17/\1]7]
e ASAFE D2l HEWilliam Pemble, c.1591-1623)°14 2| EQH
(William Twisse, c.1577-1646)2] & &= 44| 2o} & 4= Ql= FEHo|t}, TS
Hstet. William Pemble, Vindiciae Gratiae. A Plea for Grace More Especially
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Jev geo] Eane} 7P & S A= FE2 HIE 553
Zojet WZao] LA459] FEolth & ¥
554 A7t =EFoR WG Hof ¢
fEMiZ5, justification by faith) & Y20= & Hl= ggl& ‘&8
SHA| ¥ oA olobd R A7 A Ao AAEE FFo|BE “FAI7L
op7I"Hrtal "2 A AL l= AoIth37 HRloA lojA Hol= 24
U507 7hsotHsola fide). 1=V 5574 3= W33t AJaglo] sht
d9] WAA o]FoAER A o] A W9 AYE MEZ =
Zlo|B = HtEA] “AREojof o Zigolgtal HH2 45k Zlo|th.38

o] Byt opfz} €l T & kg7 YF I} tfHZRS AT Ql=t|
AL HIE 1 AEL] 919] A7lof thgh Fiolrt. HElo] ofstH 1A
9] 99 A7t e B0l olFojZth AN 554 A9 Md2>
S UE Hof o]Fojx= golBR A= w50] 28 QlE JFA:
9] 9J9] A7t= E7Fs5HA ks Zolth & 3o §lole 1ALl
ol9] M7t= E7FsstEE A= 554 A /g stollAe 9 A7b=
‘B84 57" (legal fiction)3? &2 “APHZA A<A”(judicial declaratio
)40 Ao IAA "ot =goltt.

J8ERE 553 Ao 7ol tiet H§E Y Bl BF WS Y] X9}

the Grace of Faith. Or, Certain Lectures as Touching the Nature and Properties
of Grace and Faith (London: Humphrey Lownes, 1629), 21-22; William Twisse,
Vindicise gratige, potestatis, ac providentiaze Dei, hoc est, ad examen libelli
perkinsiani de praedestinationis modo et ordine, institutum a J. Arminio,
responsio scholastica, tribus libris absoluta (Amsterdam: Ioannem Ianssonium,
1632), 2.4.4 (p.79).

37 Tipton, ‘Biblical Theology,” 8.

38 Tipton, ‘Biblical Theology,” 10.

39 AP (SEHEY, speculative)?] Zo] 4 12 TR oft. gjukshd 4Aleke] X i
2 ol BolR] o ghd £k gl F3et Q1 shbdolr] wigo] Alek 11 B4
Pol e o] v £ g7 wiEelt). olo] izt ARSIl =92 v,
“16-17A17] A0} 3859] A|he] Foldst ofsl,” Twalet 23}, 37 (2016): 135-655
Zastet.

40 Tipton, ‘Biblical Theology,” 9-10.
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41 Tipton, ‘Biblical Theology,” 12. A HE HI L] 5574 o] 7idof tfst vjhS
£} 125017 A& Hiof] ot Hi= AR FJRHA A TR Q7] wheo] 1 kol
B34 grow] SAlo] Alstom A Qi =AE WA Eola ol Teine
Th2 ofg} =95 oS S 554 H9] Mdnt 72U MA(ordo salutiThe] BAAo]
gk =95 €99 I=RE olFoHrle fA gt

42 “Afgo] mpgog doj oo oj2y oz A|QlEte] T ol2Lyel (kapdia yap
motevetor lg duatoovvny, otépomt 8¢ Oporoyeltor elg cwmmpiav).

43 'ﬁEL] A15HA Qo] thgt LAl 1\5«]‘* Park, Driven By God, 78-81& &a1s}e}.
AFREL o] kol ok N&aln AYSHES Ak

44 Tipton Blbhcal Theology,” 8-10.
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45 “A purely objective justification that is not brought home to the sinner would
not answer the purpose. The granting of a pardon would mean nothing to a
prisoner, unless the glad tidings were communicated to him and the doors of
the prison were opened.” Berkhof, S7, 517.

46 E110] tfgh "R49] 20169 7HQ’?_]91Q & Shetis] AN g T2 SAIgst
T3 14 FEY A Holla] ofn] wgo] EAst=t f 558458 A
5}°ﬂ’\1 54 39 FHoARt D22 olop|st=Alol| thsl 23t ol 7t shAle

SR, Ao RS FH A Ul tE R4ASEHEA, 4, U2 9T
“&74]*301 gt olopr|2p| Bk A9 1 AA| oA YRAH R el = A7t 0101‘%
= 39ETHER ”‘ﬂ% 585 A9 FERE H29] Flsphere] FEolA
tREholl gt ojopr]9kE A& Fart Qlk kARt 552 A9 gt 49 /ﬂﬂ#
9] IAVS EAl= o]%o ‘:1 A2 A7t BR3JE FERlol= Bgoitt. o] HE A4l
T W) 0|9 HIER RS o A wiAYisk P25 i o] A2E dof
71—/\].1: aq_

47 H|A9-A9] Fepbda} 1z Atol9] Ik BEE, (De oeconomia foederum Dei cum
‘hominibus)& Jol& MASH L2ld FEYI(William Crookshank)= 204 5=
55 Qo] TS Aot 554 Y M-S "HH¥A (decretive) &2 “AM
Y T2 RS AYE (irtual) F2E, 454 A MES “AAE (actual) 9
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Q1 H1e] ol 557 39| Fwo] ofd 45 o] FolA oloixlz Aol

48 Berkhof, S7, 517.

49 Berkhof, 87, 517.

50 Herman Bavinck, Magnalia Dei. Onderwijzing in de Christelijke Religie naar
Gereformeedrde Belijdenis (Kampen: Kok, 1909), 521. 99E 02 Herman
Bavinck, Our Reasonable Faith, trans. Henry Zylstra (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans,
1956), 4595 arste}. v A9] Ao 2o isiAzta B, T49], 43 Al olshist
713, 111-23& Fatstet

51 Herman Bavinck, Gereformeerde Dogmatiek, 4th ed. (Kampen: Kok, 1930),
4:203 (§51 475). “[Elr is hier een prioritas ordinis, doch een simultaneitas
temporis.” YEEO 2= Herman Bavinck, Reformed Dogmatics, ed. John Bolt,
trans. John Vriend (Grand Rapids: Baker Academic, 2003), 4:2195 #alsiet
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[Abstract]

A Study on the Theological Significance and
Necessity of the Concept of Active Justification

Jae-Eun Park (Chongshin Theological Seminary)

Louis Berkhof uses the distinction between active justification
and passive justification to further elucidate the sphere of
justification as a whole. Similarly, Abraham Kuyper also uses the
distinction between objective justification and subjective
justification. While the term active justification(or objective
justification) describes the sinner’s righteousness proclaimed by
divine decree in the court of God, passive justification(or
subjective justification) describes the sinner’s appropriation by
faith of that righteousness in the court of the human. Even
though the concept of active justification is theologically valid
and practically useful, the idea has been criticized by Lane
Tipton. This study argues that Tipton's criticism is untenable
as it is based on a misconception of active justification per se.
The study shows that active justification is a valid theological
term that effectively describes God's sovereignty in perfect
balance with human responsibility in the sphere of justification.
In addition, the idea of active justification provides a practical

tool to aid true believers in overcoming spiritual defeatism.

Tipton, the Doctrine of Justification
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[Abstract]

Church in the Hostile Socio-religious Situation in the
Age of Postmodernism

Seung Nack Choi (Korean Theological Seminary)

Is postmodernism enemy or friend of Christianity? It is a hard
question to answer. It depends on how we define postmodernism.
So we want to find out how J.F. Lyotard defines it. His idea
of metanarrative or grand narrative is not related to the size
of a narrative. Rather it is a narrative used to justify a story
or stories. Christian narrative in itself is not to be identified
with grand narrative as Lyotard defines it. Rather Christian narra-
tive has its own status as a specific story among many stories.
There arises, however, a different kind of hostile situation when
we accept this postmodern condition as unavoidable. Many here-
tic groups could take a better advantage with this postmodern
condition. We also confront with some new forms of chuch
movement around us including non-church going Christians
and so-called emerging church movement. We try to evaluate
these movements and to check out what makes church a biblical
and feformed church. We want to suggest that descipleship is
basically important to meet this challenging and sometimes hos-

tile postmodern situations in which the church is placed.

Key Words: Postmodernism, Lyotard, metanarrative, non-church-going

Christian, emerging church, discipleship
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[Abstract]

Narrative Inquiry on Korean Church’s Absence and

Dilemma about Catechism

Hyun Chul Lee (Kosin University)

This study analyzed how the Korean church’'s absence and
dilemma about catechism as the essence of reformed theology
and faith, and explored through narrative inquiry into the
context in which it is occurring. Through this, I tried to provide
an implication on the restoration of catechism through the
contents perceived by pastors and teachers in Korean church.
The results of this study are as follows. 1) lack of
professionalism of pastors on catechism, 2) lack of practicality
of doctrinal application of congregation’ life, 3) lack of
catechism education in Korean church, and 4) absence of
customized textbooks and programs for catechism education,
5) existence of distorted perceptions and stereotypes about
catechism, and 6) existence of a church growth-oriented

paradigm for ministry.

Key Words: Korean Church, Catechism, Reformed Faith, Pastor, Ministry,

Dilemma, Narrtive
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