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I.N'l'll Ul.CTIO i I 

One cannot say wh"'t meaning the theol.,gi8.11 ordi.a~ril:y 

gh•et: to '1~..-• n.s 3. ~o4acula.r ter.;a. ..o doubt he would claim 

to ~ive it a. • f·lain, u ;.audJ-iguou., mea.ui~' such "'"" • ~ rule of 

eo..1duet i~!Oaed hy ~oeiety ~ld c 1forecd uy san.ctio41S'. 

; erha!:a this 1rill do for ordinary pur1~osea, hut there u.re 

some who te ·;d to ir~.ort a.n emotive .ile&.ling into the ten:... 

They understand the t.cm 'h.w' iu a }lejor~~tive .eeare ft.S 

beiag r:~echa.nict.~ol and coercive, requiring only litern.l 

obedience and th~refore orpoaed to f11ith wl.ieh i8 veraonal, 

free, tlJld a. res{onse not of obedience but of love. It does 

not seem to oeeur to the;n. ths.t the a-verage t.erao 1 freely 

~toecepta law aa binding, or th~t aoJ~~etimea tuere ~nay he no 

A3anction for o1ot obaeM'iug a rule of h.Llli, or that l!\1r ia not 

a ta.tic but dynawi c, coaat.tUttly eia\nging. 

It !:tay he coWltererl ti1·1t h.""Yera too i111port an ewotive 

ele'!lent into the t.ern 'lu..w'. 1-'or CXQm!1le, they frequently 

couple tile Yorda 1 lo..1r' a.t~d ' order', or 'la.w' and ' justice' 

tl.&id in thi.e wEt•'! co:3rtend li)'W' u " %Ood thi.1g Yliicll prO!OOtes 

s-tability tWd the amooth ru.ming of society. Glanville 

ill ia..uo renl3rk& holl' 'intern:\t.io.na.l l(}lryer& .. a, tht\t the ·ord 

ulQ.Wu h 'lot only A aymbol for a reference; · it a.lao evolcee a 

i ~ertul eaotiol141 reaponae. The ord .,law" Mtbmla.t.es in 

ua tb.e attitude of obedionee t•J authortt~..~.tive rule& th~t we 

haTe cOJI:le througu our upbringing to ~•11oci<~te -w i t!1 the idea 

of uru.nicips.l ll\11'. Ch~e the Yord for floao other a.nd the 
1 magic C"t'o.pora"ted 1 • 

:~evcrt.heleaa it is irti>OrtLWt to recognise thi• emotive 

ele!'W!nt, and for two reuona. f'irat., it is at least. 

1•oaaihle that the .-ejorative aenae is unjustified o.nd tha.t it 

therefore distorts the nnderst~ding of Christi~ity • 

.. econd, if two J·eoplc t.oJie u:• different enwtiona.l attitude~> 

in ILil argun:.ent then no Oi:.tount of re~aoning will _.revail ith 

either. G. ! • teYcttaon hu.s tr--Ke· tl.i.El point very cleM"ly. 

• If ~~ 1y ethical dis,Hst.e .is root~d in diso.grecme.nt in belief, 

it UU\.Y Le sett.led by rea&oling Wi.d e11qt.iry..... Hut if o.ny 

etlliea.l dia,tlut.e i11 ~ rooted i.1 diaGgreer:seut !n belief~ then 
uo reuoned solution of any aort ia poaait)le'... If 1re are 

1 .1 hilosophy, • olitics a.nd ;-;oeiet:r ( ed. 1 . ta;:!lett) p .l43 
2 .~.thiCG and l~%\,0 f'el38 
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to endeGTour to undcrdtl'lld the couce}Jtua.l meaning of law a..nd 

~)erna1'a to reach agreeoae.nt, the OiltOtiTc ole .. e;Lt, o:1 both 

side2, •.aust he reduced to a a:~ini~:W;;;:~ for it is the eonrce of 

c:uch .~rejudice .'\.Ud col'lfu~&ion .. 

1'he theologian 1rbo tmdcrntauda the tor.:~ 'la.v' io. n 

rejor~tiTe sense ill faced •it.h a dileuna. \ ten. he reads hia 

New 1ent~.ent he find! l!ttch e%J)rce.sions u 1 tlte la: of Christ', 

'the 1~~ of liberty•, 'the royal 1!\v'; he also finds thn.t 

Chril!lt g&~e c:OIJICI&&ndF-, o.r,d not only Chri£t but , a.ul and other 

"ritcra;. lf tl eGe ::brasca are dismissed ~ rnetn.;-hor he dis-

tort~< t.he word of God, but if tbey •re accepted he destroy& 

the Sl)ODtancity IUld freedom or 'tliO Chri:Jtia.;i 1 if e. It ia 

intcrest.iil~ to notice some or the tocbniouel.'l t.o wl ich he 

roaortc t.o esca~e fro.a t.his dil~. 

~ .. ta.Tourit.e toch.!~iquc is to widen t.he concept of Ln;. 

Une might, for exn..JPle, turn. to etymolOtiY• The biblical 

mea.u.ing of the tera 'law • , •e ..tight be told, ia deriTet:l frc;m. 

tlte f:ebrey word 'torah • Yhieb ell.llM 'indieu.t.ion • or • inat.rue­

tiou1. t1r oue migitt lon.d the tom 'law' vith theologiea.l 

co!1tent. On• tdght .oay, for exsa 1!e, t •u.t the lav of Christ 

it~ not. a. c~ hut 1m inspir-lt!,m, not a. cm.tt.er of rul ca t.o 

be obeyed tJut of burdens to bo uorue, the burdan.& of others .. _, 

1 ·e a.re aometi.Rter- told th.l.t ChritJtia·lity gu.vo ru1 entirely 

ne.- u::eaning to the term 'lu . ..-•. Cllri•t tultilled the l o.w, 

t•ringing out itG true find full Oll.&ling. The lu.Y of Christ 

does not 1•reacriue Yhat .,... nNI'.lt cJ.o but vlll\t we must bet it in 

CO'lcerned aot Titb outer conduct but. Yitb i1lller otive. It 

is a mist.ake, · a:ls~n tells us, ''to reg.1ord the ethiell.l teac .ing 

of .JesUB ae n '' .. ,ew L~w" in ttle sesltr.O of ft. rctonnod a .ld a;i -

i ,lif ied ox ~oaition or t.he Old •••• .h~t Jesur. orrerl! in hia 

ethico.l teachirl6 is not a. set of rules or conduct, hut '1. nUQ­

ber Of ill u•tra.tiona l)f the Goy iJl TuiC ~ t.r~u8fOI'rled 

character 1ril1 oxpresa it. t·elf in co.H .. tUct•.
4 Is it not 

l:ot:-sLJl e tbl'lt the ei.llict\1 te ehh1g of' ,.ieem.· cOil&ist& or t.oth 

ruleo \l.nd illwstratim,a, or tint the rule~ are cottu.inen in 

or cxr roeeot! n."'lder the form of illust rationf!'! 

In el!\h1ing tha.t ChristiAnity l.a.s giTen ~ entirely neY 

'"lCJ.rling to ;l. 'WOr(~ the theologinn laye hinse!f open to the 

charge of !!JW'li"tml&ting symho!s to auit h i.!! <n."ll • • urposes. Ja 

~.!Weon concerned to define the t.e~ 'la'!!' 1
, or ia •. ia ! urpo&e 

J 

" : ee, for ex~ple, ".fhe Cl .l.rC:tdon '.kJ2.~ 

'l'. a.neon: 



rather to doecribc the ch;;utg.c in the individual 1rhieb 

conversion hrings? It Tould he 1•rudcnt to hoed tlte Y~t·ning 

of .la.zr.ea TJarr a.g&lnst the JJclicr in t he •1 ~agua,ee-monlding 

!·OYer or Christia.lity'. I.a his Tielr' tho beliof •conll:lonl y 

de.;rends on & aim.>le autt. thougbtlens tr,l.n~ferencc into tlle 

lingltilltic rc£thn or wha.t ill thcmlogically t.ru.e'. t..e cao 

indeed c:peak. of a.n effect of Chriati~nity ou langu~ge but 

o.tly if we heo.r in mind, inter alia., i.ba.t 'the effect is 

produced not by the divine or rovcl1)tory ch&rtlcter or the nn 

religion, but by its existence "s A social grou,, Yith a. cer­

t~in techniclllly ••••• recognised t\re-exiad .. ent tradition'. 5 

!...&ny ot.her t.eehniquea might ouggest tnemselves to tel inTeu­

tiYe !.dnd. one might E~Y that tile l&Y or Chri£t ha.s the 

for.n of la.w; it is ·a. cos::m;md &.nd can be u~~reaiiJed in rules 

u.a ~ aul's letura ahw, but it does not ha.Te the content of 

h . ..-. It,_ content h loTe and 'truth. The controvorey 

betTeen ~:o.rtt~ ::t.ud r rwmer has ahcnm tha.t the dis.tinctio~· 

between form and conteut ie obscure and empty. a distinction 

without a. difference. A drastic Bond deat•airiug rcsolutio l of 

the diler.ua ...-ould be to reject t ho tera 'lo.Y1 =:\l to,g;et!~er. 

, i ti, !1ul t.L=um in mind, one rri.ght declGre tha.t Lt.Y is o. 

,..,eaninglcsiS 1..£)-t.h t:ince it ia objacti"Ye waereu the essential 

ca.tegory for interpreioing Chrietianity iE tne enbjective 

cGtcgory of •e~counter•. 

If YO feel that our resource• arc running out ~e ~y 

turn to the philoao1,uer for farther sugiJestions. T • J ... 

JetsSO('t for CS:a.IJillle, describel!l the relationshi}l or the ~hris­

tio.n to God in legt1ol terma. he ~penks of • sovereignty', 

•ohedienco', 'subjection', 'Uld 'tbe diyine Jurbdietiun•. 

Yet, he 1:!6int.e.lna the ChriatiQJlity is nut a religion of ln.Y. 

1ltB t:•ounder did a.ot }Ol\Te behind il. CCrtJUll of rcgnJ '\.tiona for 

the det~iled goyernment or either corpor.Lte or individutl.l 

couduct, but i.n.J:tel!W• rea.chin • d01m to a. deep~r leTel, made 

the harder require ~&nt of l}..,l eyer-devclox·,ins eoneci(:-nce 

guided by the utterly genert-'1 principle of "love" and assis­

ted by grace. Le bel ievcd that .r •. J.nkind ha.d grown up enough 

to be l'ro7'1lated from the childi.&h rollo..-ing or rigid rul0l3 to 

the intelligent !md sonsitive a :"1plication of n. (irinciple'. 6 

:,; The • eaaatics of llibl ic~l l..&ng;a!6e · p. 247f'f 

G " oeial l~thieH : 



:1ut this il!l ,1roeisely the u.ctivi ty of ti> lll1ryer itt lMiTising hi:: 

cl ie:tt an.d of a judge in deciding ct. c.:a.se. 'though tHere are 

e:x:cot•tions, ,,e may .;a.y tht't iu gcnert~l '" judici"'l dec ision 

for:;;~u!atci. a principle a..uu ia it~Self b,u;ed upon priaci11lcg 

forcul.ttec ia other Ctl.see. The judge l ooklil for the ~~ 

rlecide ~ of the c-.ose i"lC1foro hit~a <:4ll<i find~ it in the iHtcri..ll 

fa.et.s Of the CI\SO together witll the ge.:.er!'ll principle ll_llied 
7 

in earlier c~ee~. 

The theologian who uadersta..nd!l t.be term 'la.-w' in :a. 

;-·~jorl\tive aeuse tir.\Y tue refuge in tite contention tb;•t the 

dillli'ute col.lccrniug the uea.ning of thi) term in Cbrbtia.n 

belief is 1:1erely verbal. All de-fiuitio.oa have an arbitrary 

elet:tent in t.he:Ii. Tho lii.lryer hii.fl one definition of l.J.T :md 

the theologian c:.L.tottle-t·. ' \11. definitions -l.r4~ ~ua,e.:Itiully a<l 

hoc •. ~ ~'his is no~ due ~rely to l~ck of el;u-i'ty under-or -
e t,l.:" ding ; it is a feature ot ll}llguage iA general. ords 

a cquire different t.WlUlings in different contexts, a.nd. only in 

a. strict i-echnic6.l nphere auch a.a ma.thema;ticE or fol"lml lo~.ic 

cu.u they £uwe the ell.I.'H meaning for all w!\o ut-e them. ·\~ 

:-, . F. Ghr.i-E·tensen puts it, t he lin:c bei.wee;"l ~tiga n.nd m~Ming 

i~ eoavention~l ~d ~rbitrary; ' aiuce cle~rly ;~y arhitr~ry 

sound-.:tfid-letter coa~lex intentionally migbt be i'roduced 

together <:,ith. li.l.t object, ::md eince mea.ni.ug.f. are defined, in a 

s en:se, by tile right 1J roductiona ot this kind they ~llmr, we 

see hoT ~efYlingE' must 1.wd c~.l be borne by purely arbi tr.~ry 
J 

co~· 1 ues ' • 

Jurists tb&!l~Selye,__ o.re a.•a.re or t!ds a..rbitr .\ry clc;;tent. 

f. . idng a-sserts tb.l\t 'the nl).ture of l1w is •\ nuetstion of 

cl;u>sific;~tioa on ground.::, of theoret.ic3l Wl£~ pra.etieal con-
. , n v.:uaenee • 

ten. h rel1tivc t.o the ~.ltrt.iclll .. r 4 cience in y, ie~} h is 

u£edt a..~d one cw:. •.a.t~k ouly ~!ut in !!:!!!. p<-l.rlicultl.r scieJlCe 

,ong!!t to be understood by t.his i:•a.rticular tP-rm. The l:msYer 

ho.~ the cht~ra.cter of .,_ linguistic recoanend·\tion, !'- sbt.~·,le 

proposft.l, ~:~.nd eYery definition is a at.i1}ub.tiTe defi.dtion. 
11 

7 •. ee Cha;,l'ier 5 p. 84 tor further discu.a.sion. 
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This, rem:1.rked I aatoro.,.-iez, results in r'\. 'eoncet;t.ua.l \Jrll.g­

aatie. t• where the Talue ot a definii.ion h it uaefulnea.:::. 

c :y coneet~ thl\t there i no sueb 'thing as t.e coa­

ce.Jt or laT. iiloee a.rgw::.aentu, hO'WeYer, do 1ot contend tha.t 

a.ll definitions a.rc entirely 1\rbitrary, for if t hey Trcre 

there would be little commuuic~tion of thought, less 

reaaoning, and no point in the theologinr. ecnecrning hi 

self ...-ith the juridic~l meo.ning llf lr.a.v. The '"rgumc.ut:. 

contend o.nly tha.t n.ll definition& baTe u.n t\riJitr&ry eleuent 

i n th ; but although they W\Te a penur:!br&l are~ of arui t­

r-1.rinel!l r" a.nd unc&rte.inty, they are ~•vertheleeJ5 IU1C~orcd i.n 

general conaeneua o.ud hATe a lArge area of '-~ 1 c r · .t~ defi . .i. te 

ugnge. Concepts haTe a ccui.r3l are• of cle'!\.r a.nd definite 

me&ning; i.hie meaning does re in cons-tant end muet do it 

concepts a re to serve " useful t>nrpoae i.o t.hought and dis-

course.. • M. n. Cohen r~b s ·~.acef!tC .&.re r.igna .... 

,toiutina to im"U.rin.nt rel!l.tion&t i.e. relil.tiona Yhich r~in 

ide:1tic~l de&}>ite the va.riationl!! of tile JIUlterial in wldch 

they Are e :tbodied. f' it;nificant. concept6!, therefore, cnahle 

ns to arr3.D&e in order a.nd bold toge-ther di"Yerae lo'henomen11 

becll\lee of some reo.l unity of procea• or rel 1Li.io!'1. which 
1" co::1• titoter: a.n el nt of ideni.lty bet~ct t.beo'. "' This is 

why :ttipul.\tive detinition.o Yhic:h depart fror ~c:epted usage 

r~~t a lw&y be juatified. 

'lo SUJ'l'oae, therefore, tb.:\t t.he dispute oYer t..he ~:leaning 

of the tena 'law• ia merely Terba.l ia to evade, perhaps eyen 

to fi\il to discern, t.be ra;~ti.er in ia&ue. _ n analysis of the 

concept 'lo.w' 1rill l,elt to cl rity it.s a::oeanin~, for the 1.wo 

are cloe~ly relat.ed; it will &lao indic~te the uses, 

~pplie~tions, and li~i.ationa of t he term. Thi ia not an 

empty exere!•e in logic, ft:tr the meR.Ding 11biet -we g ive to the 

ter. 'law' will ~ffect ou r iaterpretn.tiou of Chris:tiQ.Jl he lief, 

our -.rorship o.nd prayer, and t!te expre&aion of our faitll in 

praetic:~I conduct. This is especially true of those wbo~c 

t.tteology lien Yitbin the llefonHd tradition, {Aorha.rd 

Ebeling rea&\rkD, ' itt t he theo 1 og:r of the Ref on!ftrs the J•rob­

loss all concen-trate the ..aelTea ao much on tho concept of laY 

tha.t tbe whole of tlteology {in th~ sense of the e&ate.tti-:1.1 

structure {)r theology) sta.nda or fo.lla with it'. 13 

12 ,\ .1 ret .LCe to Logic p.11 

13 ~ Of" "l ,~.£'ld }'e.i til Ji • 254 



Let ua nO'!" eonaitler the que~tion of . tholl. 

to elucid.a.t.e t.he aeCULing of the term 'la ~ ' _;;.nd the aig \ificttncc 

Hart remiuda bi8 re:'-dor of !Jenth.ao' s 

warning tLa.t leg~l woru de~al)il.d a •p•cial method of elucidlltiun. 

' He aaid thit.t· we must uner t.ake tbene •ord alone, Lut 

conaidcr Y<lOle aeutcoces in -.rbich they pl:ly 'their ehar.;.cteria-tic 
14 

role'. hart therefore prefen to considnr eouccr.t• ra.th~r 

th~ worda ~nd ia reluetaut to giYe definitions. Oarr maJ\es 

'The real comaunic~-tion of religious and 

tlteologies.l patteru& ia by the l&rger 'IJord eo~bi®tions And 

not by the lexic,\1 units or Yord.a. ' 

•· ibl ic:u.l til ought. and la.uguage hu to be aettlfXI.... hy tbe 

things the vriters au.y, :l.JUV'Qt, by the t h ill.{;s they ~a.y thet!l 

"'t"iti r.
15 

Thene countJehs ~ru uti not t.o rog~rd n ord .l.B 

ha.Ying II. lli:Agle, •1.to.:nic oaoaniag .deb. re· n.htJil oonat.o.n.t in rul)" 

eont.ext.. It would ue unwise, howeYer, to ignore uofiuitions 

and metwiUia of aincle ..-orda. C011eept 1'\il.Y be CX!>res:sed 

~iHglc 1ford6 u well ,\a by l~rger -wor\1. C0'"'1bin ~o.ti .. mn. 

h~t r. art is doing i& to reco end the method of 

by 

linguistic ~nalysia. 1 e~al concept• l.re j \IZ~ling. It ir! 

UQt ~rely their i-' la.ce Yitb.in ~ C.l.te{"ory th Lt JIU'tzleo us, but 

t·teir rel:l.tion to fact l\1'ld to legal rule • ih~"t. puzzlcE u 

ia hcrr th~ae concept& func-tion Ti thin a. leg,ll $y&tem. A 

definition •hieh merely abstracts leg4.l t.ernm \C'l " 'ri5 t• 

1-nd 'duty• rroa Cl')llljllGte seut.eucot4 c~-utot ilelp ua for it is 

only in C~)lete aentouceB tb&t the function of 6UCh ter-~ 

cn.n be understood. vo .se-e 

ho.- thetse terN a.re u~cd to o .erato Yith le~a.l r-"les. 

: i.nguiatic rsualyais '\i.teor~ta t-o e ld.rify our concepti'> und 

ue] iefa. It dr"Yti ~tte 1tion to t.l.e tsa.ny differe"li. ~:r• in 

lt'hic'• 1rord111 cau be used Md the va.rietie of 5C--min;, Yi.ich 

f ... l1ey can .ltave iu different. contex-ts. isc,Jucc}Jtions and co;;-

fu.sion CfUl rea,·lt wl!8'l tbe~:~e different Ut:'es .md mcrwings are 

;.tot carefully diatinguiF-hod. ~ Ul4zlement ri&ea .tlen 

eonflictira& criteriu. a.uu. eu.teg'lriee arc ~·t·liecl to one 

co ee1't or belief. Tlte pur~~osc of l~uiat.ic :mlllysis is to 

o:roid hetng t!li&loo by languAf"e, t'-Od to cl~rify APhignout 

l't>~tcMontc by llb.n .. rpening tho criteria. we utte to ide11tifv our 

14 li. L. . • Ho.rt, ·,efinitioa a.nd Theo!7 in .. rur,is 'nltlencc, 11r)Jt 
! •. lt. Pl;.37ft' • 

lG 0 1 • • cit. i •. w1•• 
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cone&~ts and belief• and ~he c•tegoriea we u~o to giTe them 

ext>rea11ion. Atlbiguoua sta:t&l:Jent.. i:!lWlt. be reforuru.l;;.ted in such 

a. ..-ay thu.t fl\.he inferences ~re not drawn frOtll t.lu.t~ a.nd 

apurious quet:~ti~::1• u-e not r&i•ed• "LiJltlUilrtic analysis ia 

therefore not eoncernod with question& of tact or v~lue but 

with logic&l 1-roblema of t.ho use <.a.."ld meaning or orda ~ 

concept-a. 

There 1'-re r.lall1 aet.hoda by yltich l in.gui&tie ruu~lya is :•ur-

aues it objec~. One e~od is to con:ider tbc logica.l 

atructure of a co:oee~t, compa.ri.Q.l'; it -with reb.ted tWd 

eontl'1l.8tinlb concepta. Another method i a t.o clarify t.he 

cri.teril\. by Y.bich we identify a concept. A third r.ethod is 

to rtn.d a attS.tc.at4llt whooe eat1ing i cle~r nud which can 

only a linited ;;urpoae wnen applied to Chriltti.l.. theo!ogy, 

for t here 1re o.re cn.rrioJ. foNi\rd into a ayst.ery which cannot 

be fully l)enetr~ted or 1110del ted. It, may, therefore, be 

11eeesa:i.ry t.o introduce tJUl\lificl'tion w.ilich develop t\!c :aodol 

to ncet the ChrietiBn aituation. 

:\ seculnr "-fJlrG&eh to the <T1eaning of the term 'law• ~y 

aee~ a atartling ctnod of deter~ining tno BiblicAl mea ingo 

of vord• and ideas. Can ,. look to Jurists and philosophers 

to olue · J.i-'""te religioua icleaa't Vidler reu:arluu 'The usc of 

t~tG "WOrd "layn in Chrilltiilll theology ia, or ouabt to be, 

prile.rily d.etendneci by u.a a.ae i!l the tliblo, !lAd not by it 

uae i n rhi loaophy, jlU"i•l'rude!lee or u t1ll'al acience'. 
16 

~ omethi:ag WUI'It thr.refore be said iu defence of the r.secul·~r 

n.pprou.ch. 

It doea not chJ.ia to exha.ust t!te ae~lng of t he ten!! 

'lG.Y' in the dible or to confine t!t~ologicl\.l dhcourf\e to 

l~b .... ! or logical patteru~ of thougt.t.. 'I'hcre rl~Y vell be 

s-piritual !\a H~cta of oeaa1ing wldell neither 4uriaprude·lCC !l.Or 

1 •hi 1 oaoph.'f ca:a com .reheud. I'U~cond 110 iut "to Lear in tai.od is 

th~t the ChrittianE Qf New feat~t t1Qea were by no ~e~s 

unft.~.'lti.li•~r -.itll sccul .r b.,. 

P.omcw emt cror. hen .Teaus aaid 'Reader u11to ~ae~a.r tuc 

tld~s •~ieot are CA-ona.r'a' he we..2 Gdvieing llie diaei >.les to 

suiwi t. to n.OUM ll\,.. Mtmy of the ea.rly Chriet.itu:us, 

es.•ccially t aul, were a.cqua.inted 1.1.t fir,:1. t-11nu itn 1-toman 

erici..ua.l la.-w ;).11~ _..oroeeel.ure. l!'be~ 1 f.lul refer£ to Chri~tio.Uls 

-t,...._.inrs 'their diaputec to pagan cou.rta for acttle:::.ent, he is 
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referring to eculi\r h.w. These exp crionceiS mtlst. ho.Ttt 

coloured the meo.ning of the eonce;lt of law tor the tn.rly 

Christi'lns u.nd therefore, "' lout to aorne extent, tile 

J:lC&.I.dnt Of l&Y in tbe . ;81r 'reatament. JT 

~:Yen if no distil t;"ti 1)1• is oade betweeu religious a.nd 

secntfl. r OJlti &, eYe'\ if the la1r b regarded being w',olly 

diviue (as in the Old Teat~t) thiQ doaa not necessarily 

e:a:c tude i$ secula.r O.l'pron.eh. It y he ,.o1oihle t.-> detect. 

re~turea of s~eular law eT~l in diYiDe Ia~. DflYid l.leube 

eau1.iously reaar ... a tlln.t perha.pa 'a. goo' de1"l of wh~J.t is 

co .. only described l\8 t:.e relisou... ehl'.r~cter of it1ica.l laY 

'tfa8 not from t be begiAl 1.ug inherent in til"t 1~ , but iu due 

to the very specia.l tbeologica.l t.endeacien of the ~Utthore of 

the ~ibl • ' ·.e 1jrocoed& to illustrate t .. t lenai.h • !c O'ft we OilY 

reconstruct ancient 1Iebr81f lRw with i.he J.dp of the •Gg"s n.n.d 

annal• pre eNed i 1 t.he Dible• t t..ud a.lao ' 11aw legal ideaa 

developed iato religious ide ~der t e h nds o! ,riesta and 

prophets•. 18 

' e ~Y r o~uer ~lao, for ex Ie, th~t. the F~thers of 

. ice!l were COIZJ!Jelled \gldn t their wi 11 t o uao a · c l1 aoeular 

ter(,.,.~ ot6r"'- and ~n ti6-r.~ot. •.s to define ChristiGD doctrine. 

'i'ho doct.r.inc of the t•o n~tures of C11riat, &.ad the assertions 

th~t tun . on is of one sub t~mee itb the Fl\thcr a.nd that 

there a-re three l)eraOcna i n t41e G dhe d i sport t .e Greek 

phi lo&Oilhic ,l.l conceptions or n&tu ~, subst .. ee, ..nd person. 

ln. the present d~y, Bult \\.lU1 h.a.t used a aceular a{Jpro&cb, 

itld.eed a.:1 u.guostic phi loso · l1y1 in hi• attedft to roet•s.te the 

Gospel message.. ,e JJUj,y belieye t.ha.t nult ann h.:.d 01~ly 

l iL1itcd succeas, Qut in defe-1ding hi elf a::;.ai.n t t l•c charge 

of nJ.l,') ing il secul~r 'flhtloao.,by to ~sert a.n W'ldUe influence 

ho nJ.de a sou.ncl point. hen tho exiate.tti 11 t a describe 

Heiag, he r' ,l.rked, th~y u.re only giTing o. •ecul~riscd, 

I~hi1 oao1'hica.l version of the Nn Teat:wnent vieY of h~ life. 

im.i l a rly, it llllt.Y be poseible t.o giye n. aecul&rised, t-llilo­

aol'!li c~l version of the 4er eatament Yic:nr of lo.w, or -1t leMt 

t;:, i 11 u; in~te oor underat~dill6 or t he Chriati;.Ul fa.i tll by 

discussing .sel~ct.ed a.spect.e of e ccula.r lo•• 

11 o ~l ~ ociet;r and rtMM Law in 
.iil.rum. uecturea, hOG - f961) 

18 ...;.· ·..;t.;.;u..;d.;.;i..;e.;.;li__;;;i;...n....-1_.i;..;h..;;l.,.i;..;e ... a...;;l _:.:.!.!., 1.1 p • 2f 
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Let ua conclude this introduction 1rith a brief st~te1:~ent 

Of i.he ObJecta of t.hia thesis. ~nat ia our PUJPOC. e in dh­

CHl.SSing t he jnriaJsrude:atia.l eonc4t~Jt of lBw nnd t he uo.ture or 

1 ega.l reuo.aing'? Cert~t.inly not to giYe ~ thorough expoai tio.n 

of the atructure of a. legal ayatec. or t.he fua.eti on of l11v, or 

to trace t.he hiatorical ~elopment or the concept or l~t.• to 

ind.iea.te Hebrft' or Chriatia12 origin• or ilJ.fluence. ~.gain, we 

do not wiab to conyert Chriatianity into ~ legal code or 

t.bcnlogy into brnneh of jurisprudence. 

st&ted concisely under f our.heads:-

i ) ro ahov h ow Stllte lo.w e.nd tb4tology are 
i nt.er-rela.tedJ 

ii) To W!le s tt.te l&W u a coul instance of 
the concept of law to clarify the use 
of t.ba.t concept iJl Chrhtio.n. theology; 

iii) To att~pt 1.o re!l'lOYe o. certa.in amount of 
.mzslr.acnt a... • rejudice aurround1Dg 
the concept o~ h.• iu t.he ind.a of 
aome theologia.ns . 

iY) To auggoat aGme affinities be~ een legal 
reoaoning and t.heological discourse. 



10 

~UyOrtC ..-ho hu.a Telltured into t.be leJJyrint1t Of leg.:\1 theory 

lrill know tha.t tbe •tu.raber of definitions or the te.n:l •to.w• is 

legion. Tni$ T~riety is duo in l'~t. to the el~ent. of nrbi­

tr.-u·i~teaa which we have noticed, but it is n.lEo due to the fa.ct 

thn.t the question 'l bat ia ln.Y '?' bides u. mu~her of different 

r1ueations lrllieh u.re not a.lwa.ye (i.htia.~uiened. l'h~t iB the 

function of law ? :by do peoJ>le obey the la-w ? • ~ty onght 

,,eoplc to obey the l!tW ·1 hat i• t.he for:1a.l structure of a 

lega.l ~ye.tQ.;n ? Uov it5 the 1rord 1 la.1r 1 co:.::IV10n1y uaed ? A 

to1·ie ao dif!u~e n.nd uiseur11ive as 1~• l.W~t. be al,proa.ched wit.h 

c.1ution if we n.ro to ~void confusion n.nd irrelevr&nee. Fe 

£,ll<l.ll, thercrore, betin our ex<l.i..Iina.tion of the juridic3l eon­

COI•t of lllw by eoncent.ra.ting on o.o.e foea.l }JOint, tl1e 'essence• 

or l~w. ~hat ia tho e~sentia.l criterion by Wtiieh 70 identify 

the concept or lny '? 

.t the r.~oat ~eneral leTel it m~y be e&id thn.t the csscnti:\1 

criterion is regnla..rity or uniforr.tity. A lav expresaos a con­

Bt.:m.t r~h.tion, ~d this ena.bles oue 'to prC~:dict. •hat v;ill 

ha.ppert if the ra.ct.a subliltt.r.led under the lo:w ~ho\tld occur. This 

ib 11n.tcntly true of the la•a, •~y, of phyeie•• anJ it is ~leo 

true, though to a lc19ser extent, of the lavn of Do St.ate. <me 

of the ~ice of ;t~te l~w, {i.e. lev ln a Doderu, u&.tocratic 

.:tate) , is to aehieve n measure of eert.i1tinty ~tl unifonaity iu 

the beilaTiour nf ita mecJbers . Tbue , if A <trith'lea 'to eell lUI 

urttele to D, he tu\Uit nuke l\11 <>ffer apeeif;ting the thing to be 

~old <l.ncl t-he purchue price. If C ¥iebea to cxoeute a wil&, 

there tU"e eerto:\in f.onnl\1 t "ties vbicll he t~tust. obaerve. 

'l·here are, hcnreyer, i aaporttmt differences between the l~ws 

of the aeie.ncee md the 1~~~~ of a totodern, deJ&Oocr:~tic . t.n.tc. 

£he main business of tate la.w is to prouote jn~:.tiee, order, 

Q.lld pros::erity in society. It is concerned tJ.ore -with pre­

scribing hOT J•eople ~ behQ.ve than ~ith predicting haw they 

vill beba...-e . In contra.l!'t, it ia im1 rort11nt. to the usefulness -
or scientirie law th!lt it ahould enBble tt.o 0::1eientiet to m.n.ke 

o.ecurt1.tc i redictiona. J\gBin, f.!cien't,ific l<:Lw ba.a ir.t;>ortut 

fuoctio.la of deaerihing 3Ad e~.aal&ining -wuich are of only aecon-

d'l.ry i !><>ri-•nce in . t~i.e lu;w. !i..nother contrn.at h between 

the uni•ers~lity uUd i~ tabilit.y of acie~~itie 1~-w, and the 

utauil it.J and relc.tiTit.;r of ~: tt:Lte l~w. ~ta.tc l~w varies 

fro;;~ one Stnt.e to '.lllother. f'urthen!lore, State la-.r• 



11 

of'ten h \Ye •~ va.ria.Lil: co.,tout :!.ad ioprcci..se rule~, st,~'lci.!\rcl$, 

il.llfl co cc,•ts. . cient.ific ltt.ll'~ haTe "" gre~tcr fixity &l1ti 

tsbility: lthou1h they are subject 'to revision tUJd rc-

fox'i:lU: ntion, one may say tho.t they arc Vt\lid tll"W"-Y" and every­

·here. 

If we tu"O to rind tho 4U!IS<)li:ltb.l criterion or .. tn.te lu...-, 

ve cuat delicond frOill this general loyel tWd se~k the ruad.a-

errto.l ttribute, the apcdfie fea;t.uJ·e, which .es St!l.to li\~' 

wlua.t .i.t ith la thia feature "the iln!Jertt.tiyc llt\ture of' la.Y, ur 

the s 1ctio i ~·&d 'When .,. rule of lf4.11" ii! broken, or the 

oLliga.tory force of loa&l rules, or ia it the exiatonce of 

spet:ified rules ·1 Bach of these ...-i~YIJ !.as its tli•pOrt4"rs. 

John \u tin, ~~ ~li&h jurist who liyed trow 17SG to 

185), C4intn.ined t.ult the efl cntio.l ctMractct·istic of law is 

itt~ i 1 cru.tiva .t~ture. I:mr, he $~id, ias b~ed "-t1un fcrce, 

l\Dd e-yery J o.v ic "' f or.ll ot <:O:"l:IQQJld.. ' If yuu exprct!CS or 

intilllLte a 1ri.t1h tha.t I shall Jo or forooar fro;a tiOifi& ~t, and 

if YH 'l'rill "J"iai't. l:;1e 'lt'i th o.n eYil in cue I co;"'.f>ly not •i th 

your iDh, the exprea i\)n or int.icat.ion or your 1t'bh ia a 

eo..."""tl4nd.... l~oiJli lia.ole to eyil fram you if 1 eo.:1 Jl.Y not 

itb a. "'1.-..b wbie.U you signify, I IW Lound or obli~ed h~ 

y~ur eol;:c-..nd, or I lie under D. duty to obey it •••• A. la'f!', 

projJOrly ~I,) ea.Ued, ia th ref ore a. co~ua. which. ocl igos a 
1 .orson c1· poraona. • 

There tuc rn today who acce1)t, this Yicnr without modi­

fie . tion. i1 la:w in ~ comll.l&nd., 1!'ho ia t.ue co. :1 1.11der 1 In 

'" modern u.e oer<.i.tie 1 ocicty it ia u i.tf icul t to ueterj;nine ,.ho 

is t.he OO>'P.reign ~ho inaucs the c:o rma•. 

w.rlisr;;:cnt., "tbo ruling p~rty, t.bo pMty caucus, or the • ril.':\o 

iaister ? lUSt la.w alvay• be iu the fol"!ll of o. eo·~&nd '! 

lcrb~pa it in i •er&tiYe not bcc~uae it ia in~ ·• .om of a 

co ~\Ud but bec~uae it ia e-nforced by Danc~i~ns. 

J.o.na ! elsen, d. .• erma.n ,Juriil!t ( n. l&c;l; remu.rk.eo tha.t a 

C O<lt:lli.U d by itt; elf .ay not IJi,d. us. 'ihO c • .=-... ,.m\! of il. b .'\ild it 

to dcliyer my cas i h not hinui.llt:t CTCn if the H'lldl.t act•N.lly 

i& "· .. le to e.lforce his wil l. f 2 
~.ela~en .:l!l.int 1.i •&d tb t.t la."tt" i~ 

a.~ •ext(!r:tJ.l cc~mlnivc ord~r' co 11$isti ·l·~ of norma or r ·llleu 

whie·• c.xprcnr. i..he f~ct t.uat aoceood.y O· 'ht to a.et ia Q. cerlai:u 

wo.y. 3 Tncre edJ:l be a.o leg~l duty lmlcs3 t1.1ere in ;), JSa.neti<>L1 

for i t . .s uon-l.erf'on:ti\nco. Yiew cior ely rcla.ted t9 tll'i ~ 

1 .J • . ~.-...~, i ~., .... ccturttt~ O'l Juri•J:.rude.l.e~, lJt:1 h.l1•r011lBion 
~~bridged by .o~ert t..:a~nr.boll 1010, lectt:rc 1 1 P• 11-2 J 

::a u. ,\clsen, ( t:Hler3l ':"t•oory of Lll.Y a.:.td : tate, p . 31 

:1 !hid. l'P• 35, 1 Hl 



tl.eory i .... ir.ts thi1t law uat be defined in t.ermb of the ccurts 

which enable the le~al ayat.e.a to fWlctioa. l.u.lF is not a 

t.a.tte entity but. a. functioning &ya~ • D. L. King, for 

c~vlc, define• a l~gal ayQtem as •n. •ystom or a.ci.iol'l 

centering on a. court or .,..tem or conrts •••• a.uthorisiJ~ 

r actions or sue~ co .rt or courta to bw:~M conduct, the regular 

prllctice ood proceuure of heArint diaputea diapl yed b]' such 

court or courts, and their rerrular deference to symbolic b~ides 

to action proceeding from cortftin source• ~ccepted ac, ~uthori-
4 

t.ati'V'e.• 

These v rl&tio a on the ~'eratiTe theory haTe been 

criticiGe.l. It haa been pointed out. th~t sOQe 1 ~ e.re not 

impor ti'YOI so fa.r from e )elling one to a.et, they hel1J 

one to cbie.e one•a own free int.ntlona. If yeu ~dab to 

ry, or to conclude ~ contract, or to o a ill, t.he l~w 

~)rOTid certain fo~litiea to f4cilita~ your ~oing these 

tbinga. You are uot eOJ:lpelled t.o do any of them. Again, 

soc:e lB a re ob&erv&v. not rroa rear or puniebnteni. but in 

tH'Of pcct of rwa.rd; e.g. the l~wa relating to the a.dminia­

tration of an iuBolvent or deceased oatate i ~ilitate th~ 

rca.li,l\tion o.ntl dilft.ribution of t.he aa eta d t.huu bold a 

llroepect of rc111lrd for creditor•, •. eira, \.ol\d lega.teea. 

ihc im1~r~tiYe theory, ~th its vari~tiona, overlooks the 

imc,or1.a.n J pa.t·t pla.yed by ccmacmt in _any lo~a.l t:yat~. \::u.s-

tooary l :w, irltor ... o.tional law, a.lld cou.sti tui.io:.1al lo;w a.re 

~••n S~ato lww caaaoa to be 

effective Yhen 1t is uot recogniaed and accop~ed. by the majority 

of •embers or by the mGat pow rtul claaa. ost. of us do, in 

fa.et, siaply O.CCeJ1t the la.w u bindirlg upon 1.1.8• So.nctiona 

are enforced oniy ain t a recalci'tra.nt. • inorit.y. King 

hic:.sclf in£Jilllt8 that liberty i. t.hc bwsi& or society. 'tlte 

cxorciae of legal libe6ty yiclda ~atlbfftction and l'ro•ide• 

the dyna.lllic Yhich £ociety a.nd ita leg11.l ·y~t fanction; 

• :;;ociety cu~IJenda re on rCIYlU'dst t.hc gaiual,ri""l .. or fr~ action, 

thnn on a~ctiona.•6 

other r~~ jurist, .ie~n .Kan1.orowicz (1877-1940}, 

wif:lhod to 1, clu.de religiout. la••• prbutive la,..., and inter-

natioael 1~ iA his definition of l~Y. The l~ea of l!Mction 

<1 t•ofessor llart'a Jnri~prudencc, ..;.L.J. NoT. 1U03 p . 276 ~t ~· C92 

5 ':Pllc ;oaecpt of "' •.l;rzor ' • JllJ"isprudence, <:.I •• J . vol. 11 :-Io. 2 
l'~- P• k~O Qt P• ~38 
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and co~::md Ycre t.oo nt\rrmr for this purpose o.nd he therefore 

fixed u,~.oH ohligt1tio:1 aa tile es~ontin.l criterion of 1~ • 6 

\ rule of l~w mrdt be recognised aa bci~ obligatory. fro-

fc. oor· Goodhart bu n. sil!lilar Yin. ne defines law a.a 'My 

rule or lm~ conduct wt.ic.b is rocogniaed as being obligatory .• • 7 

'J'bia is distinguin.hed ~ tue one ho.nd from a. purely TOl untary 

obedience where A rule is roll ow-ed tor ita own nnr,e, and on 

the othor ha.nd fro.:~ a eo~3Dd hteh ia obeyed rro · reo.r. 

Rules or law Gre obeyed not ror tbair ~ aake or fr~~ fear 

but because they are rocogniaed. u br.inn Vt\.lid. 

Finally, there are aooo ..-ho 1114-intn.in thn.t. the bc.aic 

criterion of 1~ ia the rule. There can be no ln vith ut 

rules Tbich st.a.tc loga.l rolo.tionDhipo an-d fro~ which cert3in 

co ReGuenees ~re 1.lra1m. La.lr ci.Dilot be understood o.t- a.ll 

i tbout. t.ho idea of a rule. .a. rofeaaor I! art dil"t.in.guisuell 

bet.wecn r1riroo.ry o.nd a~cond~ry rulea. 8 l,rimar;r rulca i osc 

.lutiea '-J requiring or prohibiting cert.aira action•• ~ econ­

d~ry rules are of three kinda: i) n1lea cf recognition which 

p•oyide criteria for iden't.ifying and recogniaili~, prim4ry rules; 

ii} rnlea of cftan.ae -.'hich Cltlpow-er ao co individual to rcpc~l 

or a.oena. .eri :n&ry l"t1lcat iii) rules of &Jjuuieu.tion 'llhieh 

::t>ecify procdeures for hearing u.nd deciding elWell. 

~&t. is a rul~ ? 'thic h th~ crucial question. Thero 

ia a. wide Vl\riety of vicnra a:ong logal 'ln"itera . I>Antero iez 

io.aiated t.bAt a. rule uruat bo •justiciable•, but he a.id not 

make clear lfh&.t he me!l.nt, by thia ter • Ooodhart h~ suggc~ttod 

that. be ""'ea.nt tbc.t a rule aunt be 'nufficicntly 1 reciee a.nd 
0 

ctefined -to fu.rnhh a }JOtlsible buia for ~ecinion . ' Iu 

contr~st, i ·g regnrds & r le aa a symbolic uide to action. 

1 \nyihins C"-pable or &-,ymboli. ing ~ pa.·U.ern oi conduct r!lB."f 

he uo accepted - ~ords -,.rittcu or poken, the 

or conce~ltun.l co:1'lont or thoarica co 

Of' IJ•itiD(.h 1t'f,ype.9 Of" C0l1dUCt11 eeee 

~ica~od by nuch vords 

It ie nat vo ~cb, then, 

th!lt rules are 8-CC81?1.ed, fUi th~t aynb-oh of ltchnviour are 

a.ccc, ted a.$ gui des to conduct or !! rule&. •
10 

In II rt •s vitn'r 

& . • cit.. --
7 

9 I'"~.tvatoro,.i ez, ~· ill• P• ;cxiv 

10 C. L • ..T. .~Gl'. l 9tJ3 •'• ::!88 
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there is a. .eocia.l rule whea tho heha..-iour it go•erna ia geu(jrAl 

(i.e. rcflea.ted ~often as oec118lon deuandu), ~~ vben devi&­

tiono nre crU.ieiaed aad coufol"!2ity i• dor...s.;.~tl.cd, thie cri tieisf.l 
' 

~d ~~d b•iug rog~rJed na j1wtified by t~~ very fnet or 

deviation. A social rule ie vubj•cted to criticAl r~flection 
u and i.l rf!g .. rdod u setting a. to.ndard to be tu.ught w:td folloved. 

It ill clea.r f.r014 tbie brief •urYcy tho.t 'lo.: • hnv e. 

cocplox ~trnctn.r-e. There are eevera.l criteria for ido.tifying 

tJ.e concept. bcther •• r~rd eo :u1d9 sanction, -obligation, 

or t.he rule M tbe c8senti~l criterion, it ould. aJ•pcar that 

et.\eb hws ~omo part to 1>l11y. 

X lt X X X 

The juridical . eaning of the term ' 14Y1 ~;t;"Y bceone 

Un:ti 1 n<TlJ' we hn.•e 

been concentrating 011 a narrOT foc"l point of nning, but let 

u" cont·id~tr three eo 1co ta closely related t.o t.he concept. of 

la.1r, .!!.!• the concept. ot yo.lid.ity, p01r0r, a.nd jUBt.lce. 

V~l idity is conc eraed Aeitbor Yitll tbe juvt.nc .... r. o.~: a 1 

(for a lo; · may bo lll:ljuet d yet "FFll id) 12 nor vi th 't.be due 

c11~~n1. of a. lrl-w by the legi~l tve (for'a l reo body of h1.Tr 

ia not s~tn~ory, aud eyen ~ statut4 may b~ inval1d).13 

~alidi t:r ra.isea tbc quoet.ion, ilin.t ia tho ul ti .... to ut.hori ty 

wbich givca law ita bindin& force ? The question hnd no 

difficulties for Austin. For hi , the ulti te authorit.y wa.s 

the Sovereign, and a la.Y wn.a bin.di~ because it expressed the 

will of the SOTeroigg. Other juristo, however, hnYC foun 

the tter les• aimple. 

~ustin hBS beeo criticised for e ittlog tho uatur~lietic 

fallacy. The fallacy consietD in dcriYing an i >eratiTC or 

eT3lno.tive otat~t. rroo o. doscrillti"Y"e ato,te.: ent. The fact 

tlu~t. sn ebody co f.utd.a •ocethio.g i , it'l itacl r, no retwon 111hy 

oue o;~nt to obey t·o co~~d. It ia an illegiti te inference 

to derive 11 rmet or an ou{;h't, froa an i~J. 'The reason for the 

t2 J~•1t r;ce E. ltodonbeimer, Jurft:;•rua.e.lce , tro 'W'bore t,e e¢ 1-
Sidera t 1e 'f"lllidity or 1 ~.i ••t la;.. De eucge.s t.s \. ·-t. 
there l.'!ti.IJ" he eireuost.a.nees , e.~. ~lder 11 t:rranuy, Yhe;.~ 
the 1~ llli ty Of G. lmr 1 be questioned f:'f"G if' there 
Is to written constitution. This is au n:.:coptior1 1 
ci1.u1.1tio~ 'ri.Jicb need not concern us here. 

lJ The lU h Court or f arlia.m t Act, 19~, po.ased in outb 
-\!rica., ..-o.a declared in•~lid by the r\ '· ollllto ).; ~YiRion. 
T!Je c.\sc ia re1 ·ortcd in lHG~ .. i..L. Ii. 7(ht . In · t,,lish 
liltlf there ia no "CC'l"i t.te.1 con~;~titutiGJ~ U. tho c:>t'rts do 
not 1ta.ve i.JOlrCr to ~et n.t-::idc l~gif>lation a.s l.tei -~ \'~con­
I'Jtitut.iot~l . 
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Yal i•lity of a nona ia ahm.yo a. notu, not a. f&ct. • 14 
Thus, 

in .else •a vi~, it ia a b vic no~ which co~silutoa the 

leg 1 By$t~ BUd co fera v3lidity on tbe whole leg~l oraor. 

Thie bt'luic norm i11 pre UN!Osod to be V'ololid. & ca.nnot ask 

vl. t gives validity to the b~ic nora for it is a lo0ic"lly 

necossnry I·DStulate or the legal H;yflt , giving rir.::~ to other 

no vhicb ca.n be arranged in a bier rehical order. 

r· i aecount ot ~lidity ie in~dcqua.te for number of 

re~~~a. o y t oubt the wi5dom of ita aub~orvicncc to the 

no.t. ·ra.li tic :tallMy. Once X i• a.ccop'ted. a.a tbc Euprf!hJe 

uthori ty, COIOX.'lOll sanae suggests tha.t he ought 'to oo o.b~ed. 

Tbi• i~ true by deflni'tiOnJ ~ supreme authority i s o e ~o 

is recognised as ltr1ving a.uthority to i1. one oblign.tion£. If 

I ccept X an a &upre~ authority then I place -~self u~der 

an obli tio to obeJ bi~ and it I uudcr an oblig~tlon to 

obey hin ttcn I o ht to obey him. Thus ~ cvalu~tive con-

elWJiou cllll be derived froo. deMcriptiTe t•rO'Gliae ntat.iu~ thl.\t 

I acce~t · ~s & &• rt o au~bority. 

f'urthor eritician auggeota itseli' if e consider ~lee.n•e 

~ic norm. Ia go~t countriee thi• would be the co~stitution, 

but h:..t o.h..,ut cotmtriet3 Yh:i.ch hove no eoo5titutioa ? S" e 

of the pr· itivo tribes of frico. can b~rdly bo s~id to h~vo 

a coilMtitutioQ. e c~ot point to the chief ~ tbe buBic 

nor.u becn.uae he ia no-t Q norc but o. pernono.l a.utbority. von 

iu cotmtrics 11hielt do hnve cous't.itutiou, 'f<ha~ ill the po. ,;,t.ion 

if t.he constitution ill overt.hrown ? The lllwn urcly do .o.ot 

c:eo.ac to be Ylll id in se fn.r a.e 1.hey hBYe not bcon repealed by 

t• e rCTOlutiono.ry group, but 'V'h t gives thCU! v lidity '! 

ose the exiled aoye~ont rr~ a uew conntitntion. 

Tl ie c .lloi. confer v lidit:y on a.ct& which thu r bels nave 

de el11.rcd illeg 1 or rcnder.invalid acts vl1ich t hey ha.ve dec­

lared lenal. The difficul~y ia inere~cd if tho rebel 

govonc:lcnt cnjoyc not orely 2 fB.cto p<nfcr b~t ~ .i!:.ro 

recognitio. in ACcordance Yith inter.n"tioncl law. 

Those criticisou poiot to a b~ic d teet i l &on'o 

~count of v~lidity. It poya no nttcntion to actual nocial 

p ractice. I ftopl c do not obey the l w ooe"usc \.hoy o.ecevt 

the co stitution aa ~ logic~lly uecessnry poEJtuln~~ or 

ul t.irom.te criterion whole -v..1.lidity c ot be q u ... ;61tioned • 

.t rofostwr Goodhart speaks or a 'gen&re.l law e:onviction' in 
society. People v.eeept a rulo of lo.v as bcio0 ,.~lid because 

11 .:!!.!. • ill. pp. 11 0 f 
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it b~s bee~ ect bli bed fer a considernblc lcng~h of tiiDe, or 

be4:n.u.oc there i Q..'l attitude of roveroucc towr,.rds it, or 

because they rc lieo t', t •t h ncce an.ry to tho i 1tena.nee 

af civilised noeiety. Th& moot baport.Mt g ro'Ulld of thio 

goner 1 lo.w co'lvictio is r;eru;e ot ~ra.l oblig tion.' A 

rule of l~ i. ~Joyed, fore~ lc, bee usc it i folt to lc 

ilt~twicelly ri ht rAd jnst, or bee usc it i~ i Jortwat to 
lb 'r ot,eet the interoli!t or one ' B n~i .bbout:. Indeed, 'the 

ra.l ae.nno h: one of the d ... ineu1t forcee ~1ot only in cstab-
- l G 1 i,.bing the erficie.ney Of l ·O.YJ br:t a. lao ill it.G very CXiStfC!lCCe 1 

iue sos.rch ror the gron:1d of v lidity drives Ooodh rt to .. .Jral 

l ...-, a:1d tLe fir~t ccnce t ot' moril.l le.w, bo d~cll.lr., ... ;; in the 

_,xprcJts!o of' t.he vill ot God . IT n·e 'l'lla.Y 'tf"Ondcr, '.> ~'!er, 
... itotllcr I :w io rendered invalid ccrely bcc~uBo it ill i.u or:::t.l . 

aorc thoroughly ~iricn.l _round of v lidity io p{) itcu 

by rofo aor nart .• ' 0 ::.ay toot ~ aivon rule 1~ V.J.lid ir to 

rec;>gnise it ® pa.ssinz all tbc teats J.Jrovidod b;r tho rule of 

rceognitlou. •18 The rules of rcco~ttion sp~cify the criter1~ 
~f validity, but w~t are theao criteria ? Thoy :y tllkc 

sa.ny forOJ, lt.lld ill :r ry fron one aynt.cn to .wothor. In 1\ 

pcnli~UJ.ry dc~erocy on eri torion ie due CtUct.:ucnt by 

ptLrli ont., another !o judicifll decision r;ivon in co-:.trt or 
1 ::w, OJld y<"t another ~ b~ CU8t.om or eo~n 1 . • here 

thoro 1~ BC:T<>t·.d critoria, one of tbetn i.., cceptcd a.o l!ni1r-.: .ae. 

The rnlo of recoL;nition i purely a. iltter of fnet, the o.ctt.:1.l 
lC'J 

practice of tho eonrte, offici 1•, l).ild priv11te ponor.s. " 

One y Bti 11 slc: lrilnt giveo T"lidi ty t.o t.ho ru l.e of 

reco,jtlitio • Hart replies fJ. t t.he rnlo is ul'ti te. -au1t 

b.e e cle ror in o.n css y \'!ntitlcd ' Le al Q.Ca 

Thoro nre t'Wc condi t.io .n nccc£t~un·y ana 

sdficiont to tl.e eDtabl i nt of Yalidity: i) tllo e:xiatc~.1.cc 

of o. C.() llcx noci~l pra.ctieeJ ii) rule~ !,rovidin11 for the 

o •Pl ic t.lon of sa.nctions in the eTeJJt of r'licobedicnce ( • .t. t.1on~h 

it iii not. neceeso.ry th t e-Tery r·lllc •hon]d ~~V(; r:: .netiou,. 

The c~>lox scciol p~cticc ie co ,oa•d of ~brco el~ants; 

a; obedience to a.n individu-1, ; b) goncrol accept ... ,ce or 
x •e vord- a Rett.ing a. stu.n~··rt. o_ h haviour dc\·i ti..,llt. fro::n 

lC .!M!! .. P • 2S 

1"1 Ibid. P• 31 

1 ~.: lh • ., 
.... ...JL• .£!.!!,• P• l. 

·.~says in .oral t hil oe O>;'h,., 
1
- ; . ~.-.!> l ..~ .l 

t: L . - \ c '-"• • I • . Jel t!en' 
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which ust be crH.iciraed; e) refe1·cnec to •s , ort!a n.a 

reasone for doing Yhat :t cays o.nd a.a juatificn.tion for coercion 

~pplied to thoDe who dcvint~ froc the at~dArd.21 This iD 

little re tban n re-st~teoent of wb~t UGrt un crstand• by a 

•rule', li.Dhed to both tho aanction tbeorica of I.e loon Wld 

King end ~o the oblig&tion theories ot HAr~ro icz and Good-

hru-t. 0 y 5till 1ak for an explanBtion of tho existence 

o.f' this co )lox ~:ocio.l pra.ctice. This ie que tion ttm.t 

nart np}U)~r8 to o..-orlook, ··hich Lioodhart · tt to 

eYer .. 
J~inally, let us ecac.ider llimtorowicz. lle poi tetl to 

t1r0 croun~a or ul ti "' validi ty1 i) tho d of come 

supre;;,.--e tWt.hortty; ii) tho diet tas or conseiauce. He 

classified rulee into three el~oca. 1. Co=mndo: 'rules 

~bich ere recognised as binding, not Oll the gro de tbn:t. thoh~ 

contents are right, but toot t.hey origin4tc fl'om the will of 

a reeo~ia~d autbority, & pcroon Yh~ it ic n dut1 to obey.• 

2 . 1'roceptu 1 rule'l t1hich are recogniaed a.s binding, not 

on the ground ~h~t they origi tc froa a rcc~cniced pcraon~l 

c.uthority, but t ir content~: a.ro r COGnise' by co cie:lcG 

:JJ beio.:: of such .,. luc that it ia our duty to l\Ct in u.eeor-

d3nce lfith thOOe 1 3. Ogm.:uJI rulea WiC~ o.ro l"OCOtilliCed 

s bindiOC ' beccwse thor a.r logically iRlplicd by other rules 

t .. o v .lid.ity of which ha.a a.lrca.dy been reeotmised. • A. ru! e 

:y belong to 11 three claasoe o.t the sace tiac; 'the Ten 

C !bents for iuet-tmee a.ra rccogniaed (by flt of thoce 

'rito r()cognioo thee a.s rult:Ht for their conduct) M origina.tiu · 

in tile will of the fup~ uthority, lUl LWrc.lly good, l\Ud .u; 

a body co l!listen't in itcolf (or Clf\dc to appear consister:t by 
"2 

i tcrt rotation) • ''"' 

The aeco!ld concept rl>icb we a.re t.o eo 1 idcr ia tlmt of 

1~1rcr. 'l'hi.s concept ic UllUCllly di.,-ided by juritrt.s into tvo 

p rt.c, public aud t>ri.,. to. For oor purJlO ca it. ifl nccotw~\rr 

t.o c(uwidcr 0:1ly public l•Owcr. Thill is 1.J.iC coercive forco 

ct the State vhicl a ·os tho legal sy teo crl ec'tivc; it· 

o~er, t.cs 'througb lcgidat.ion, judicial decision, rubini1')tra.-

t.ive Gc'tion, finoe, i rico~cn~, etc. If tuis po~er is 

unrcfJ'tra.ined it. 11i 11 be rbi trary, hut in ti. iJnt" 1 iru:wn L~ry 

systcn there is Eono check on it. 'l'hc i t .dc te r lee of 

21 Ibid. P• 90 - · 
"2 . t .... !J.:.. .£._. ~>p • 30f 
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po.rl in.~ entery procedure a.nd detmtc ex~rcif;e f eo co 1trol over 

the le~islutive proceoD. Fa~ ex~le, tho st gus of rtret 

and oeeo~d re~di g, co~ ittee raport, and U•ird reading ~o far 

towards ensuring tha.t 1 cgislo.tion 'W'lll no~ bo rushed tt.1ronp;h 

-H.bout opportunH,,- for co:.aidcro.t.ion 

dccicion is controlled by tho procese 

~shall con~lder in de~il in eha.ter 

o.nd criticis • ,Judicial 

of lognl J"C:l.BOnin"' ~l.icb 

~. The exccutiTe i~ 

s bjcct to rcyin- by the courts if it exceeds its a.uthority or 

cts in bad faith. 11 tbrce nc ecte of rublic po er n.ro 

Bubjcet to co etitutional na!cgunrdn and rc o.l~o rc~tr~ined 

by the Uulc or l..a.w wbieh is b ed u1~on general principlf.'f> of 

d n~turo.l ln: • This restr~iut on tbe exercise of 

1 ower CO:lteiu meta hyeict!.l pre uppoei t.io , a rcc ..-1i Uon 

of ends t.b t transcend the exist-ence of the .. ~tc, !'l.nd n. 

re ,rcet for t.hc freedom of • 

Finally, we Gre to eon&idcr tl!c concept of justir.c. Thi s 

ia a 1 r e o.nd c lex topic. I'or our [1resc.nt pur tOSes '!re 

~re co~cerned only with ~he j•ristic notion of justice and not 

1ith y idealistic ch~. Cur coacern is with justice as 

it ia cf,u lioed in a leti4l y:ete::l. 

F. E. owrick, in ® int.cre ti g book, survoyo •the i<tec. 

of jnatico vhich h~ oti....at.ed the gliah eo :lOll 1 .-yers iu 

the t entioth coutury• . 23 lle dl~tiuguishc& CNcn \l4l&NS or 
justice, bnt of these only three arc rclev t. hero r>i•.ce the 

other four are concerned with ideals . He begi Ltu jun~ice 

understood t\£1 Ct\.Uing reg 1 r proco s or edjudiclltion before 

the cr;t bl ished courts or the lCUld. This iB o.ot a. i gnifico.nt 

n11 , and D'lliT'ick eonccdea thn.t fft' 'would go to tt.c extrc e 

of scrioncly c.~intainina that juet.ice YGG • no in 

! ~ si ly by rcgula.r tria.l in the !Loyal court 

peetivc or the y tho trialo wore co~ductcd or tlc 
24 hieh formed t.he be.!!o of t.bo Jtulgcents.' 

hie lc&dn hi• t.o the second &CD£e of Juo~iec 

in ~ fa.ir tri 1 ovcrned by eucb r i 1 io.r xi 

odern 

, irres­

'lCtriner. 

a.udi -
o.in .he c-oncedes th t this is gene~Jly 

bo nn iaa.dequato undorsto.ndin of lc6 o.l ju~;'f..iee. 

• djudiea.-tion not. o:1ly be f ir', be c.a ont , 'it ehould 

be rn4l.de by judgeD or juries dirocting their ju ent in u.eeor-
<ll) 

dance it.b o::1e ueeruin~blc gencr 1 rules. , .... In a t.tird 

2:# .... ·~ice ccording to tbo :.Aglbb Coz:::mon ~-;7ers, }J • 1 
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sen c 'us1.ice ia ondor toad by ~ooo lo.Tyer.s b\:1 " simrly 

co foroity t~ ~ho 0 t~li hod 1 y or the 1 d. tin, for 

ex lc, ~ook the law i~clf ee the st~ rd of leg 1 justi~e. 

On t i view no 1 could be just, d o~co og in owrieL. 

ce th t the theor,y ic in&deq te. 

It rill bolp to clarity tho Ct)!lCC t. or le 81 ,jWJticf'J 

i · we dist.in ish it fro general r,otioM of f 3-t 1.s corally 

od or b • The cone pt of 1 1 j ticc i. wider than the 

• • 1 

oral o d .. 

wJ ich levies 

la-tr y be b I 1d tho t being tmju.::·t; 

tax t a hi ·cr r ~c than is 

trictly nee o.ry to en or a heC\lthy economy. 11 tte other 

h d, a 1 ~ y be oo itbont bei ~ just; e.g. a 1 which 

rc t.rictn i ratio to a particular cl ti or craons. 

ftin, t. e y i oec li bilit.y upon 1 crvo who iB not 

ewortby. TJ•s, if Bn c loyc, in the course of 

hi tly c ce injury to other, the omplay'r 

is li le although he y e ornlly innocent. 

Thcac 1l~ point to fo 1 1 t i t e concept of 

le,. 1 juetieo. 26 lt ia formnl beca.twc it. n i ~ conBt.ant in 

va.ryi !lJ eire d is r 1 ti ly dent of notious 

of vb t ia orally GOOd or bnf.. Thio fo 1 olcnent diroct£ 

u to tre t per ona ·O re in the c t. ory i.D t.he &BOO 

way. If i igr~tion is restricted ~ kille rtison , then 

11 a~illcd rtie t subject to the 1 igr ticn 

rcquir 'ent • Jt oulll be junt to n.dmit so wbo b.o.va no 

i pro p&ct of c lo t ile in iat·n t~t others 

firm contr~ct before they can ~~er tbc eo ntry. 

In ition to the formal ele t tbcre is •econd 

ron 1 1 

of a. ju t 

oth r. 

~ v rying criterion. Thi c abl 

cut to ~ifforcnt aitua tions. 

e wi 11 T~U7 fro .... O!le type of 

t is · fuir "tmgC for Wl 

for o. shilled nrtis 

t~ ur clae ific t.i 
• 
of c~te ori 

n lo t.rect thnt all the 

M to ply tllo 

Tu t w cri tcrion 

lo.bourcr rJ&Y 

rd v rie 

• Tho forca.l 

e c te ory auat 

b TO th e ni c, ut it docs n t in ic te when a -
per on f· 11 'ld thin a. rticulu.r e tcgory or ~ co.ch 

c~tc rory i to b tre&tcd. b1 1 1 ju 1. · c the varia.ble 

cd torio provided by a. rule of 1 Tr. judge, in hen.rina 

c c, is rmppliod U.h rule of ll\11' which dcfinen the 

C to ory d "lso in ic tcB haw ll"ertiO tS ho f 11 !thin it (\TC 

~G Tho l'ollo~in~· ~eeount of lc46al justice owes ::lUeh to 
~~h 1 erel~ll.ll 1 e h~ok, The Ide& of Jn~tiec and tho , rolJlC!;t 
Qf ~rt:.1u.:mnt . 



Lll be t.rcn.ted. 

e r.rust n.ot ovet~.ttiwplify t:1e oatter. 1he judge ru.a a. 

probl ... ., of <'la.112ificatiorl . no anst deci('e vhether tb.e f~cts 

of t.•r· COJSO he fore hi.m fi-ll "Wi ~hi 1 the e '\+ errory lo.id down by 

tile h\"'r• , c ay ale~o be confro'lt.f'--' wlth the dif. t~ulty of 

~.,:c~rtu.1 d ·~ the r~1lcv[\llt rule of 1 ... , n.nd TJben he lu·..:r M""eer­

t·l.in..hl it h-e ~y fi.-.d thBt it c:l.?'not· h~ pr~ei.:cly ,.,r. ·ul..!t.od.. 

' .ju~· ·e "lfi c-'1 b!l.S C')'"l!'id..,ra.!~lo l·~t~ tn• ~ in i..ttert r"'ti 3 the law 

:llt•t in iru;7oaint·: neut~n~e. Ye-t the ft>et re · ins th! t the 

estn.hl i.ehml rulee of ln....- ron: the bi).Gia c:Jf lc~al junl.ice. 

•.Jufltiec h fidelity to rule, o"b~dience t(') ~~yst ·JJ· r
27 It 

ln.eks emotio-n ~md spontmeity ood h conccr·ncu only • ith 

t;tric-t '1CM<urement, cu.leul(l.tion, 1\Cd fH'opol~ticn. cMon, 

reflect ion, and brperson •.} dctaefmt.ent (l.Oter: i.ne tac (',tl lo} i-t,y 

or lt\ l-1 justice .. 

It is a. . raTCJ mblt,ll.ke to eondru:m. nnd rcj~ct the co.1<:ei t 

of le- t\l ju~t.ieo. A..n we ~:.hl\11 see in the nos:t chn.ptor, the 

ChriRtia.n cannot. ~ac.ape froo the fon:!'.\1 principle. It ie not 

a, defect rout 3n n.dv.J.nt~;-~. ~it~ee nn iv nn.d r~!!13iu.e a. 

t1inner, it ic Pc~;cnt.i.J.l tb .... t iu· tice ldoini torcd by aen tc 

men sbm1ld be largely obj~cti•e Mit predo.:!Jina.nt ly r tim· .... ! 

i"l ch.R.:rilcter. It i .. 't.li'o i~)Ort,ut tbo.t justice allould bo 

related to tho co~ulit.ion c.r1d ca.p~ci ties of o:ruiu~&ry · en. If 

it T·(>re determined accord i n£; to en ti-hsolute iuca.l which .1.11 

oen Tflre rar1uirPd to olmerve, there ilould be wide;!.lt,rft"-'1 -!ieo-

beiliE!nce ~.nd a.1.nrchy. It ia nat cynicit::l hut ~oc:oon ee11se 

t.o tl8tJt lu."' :l.nt' j\tstice to the o.ct.ual ccndi iii .us of life. 

• {n t ... bf) t.:T f c of' polilitivc la1r, rel·,.tive ;~-;:-ticc if! supt'!rior 

to .~Jwolutc- iu~'~tiee bec"luoe .,,JFol•,tc i•J~ -t icc tsould, •·rcrl the 

l' t l't 41 t1C ~lo l'll)l"e t.hWl " fiction, n 1 ie, o.nd t.U\. outr~\&e on 

1 i.fo. ,. ' If la~o.l ,iustice is l'Ot to re-.r~a.in abstract and 

i 'lAffective { terfl uruat be ' eo.~.·ro'"line l.wtwccn the nctnl\l ·t .. l'lri 

t!u' ·, c 1, n(t the dot"'\l'l.d& d :Josit:ivc 1., .... cust exprctu~ c:.t .. cr 

the ~:s.xiruun nor the mioi·-·:::1 rtwuir~~t hu:t -h t 1.5 e~~,c~iic1•·t 

ancl pra.ct i co.l. 

At. tne s.:u.oo ti•'i.e it 'l"t ~ ·tcknowlod~ed th •t tllc concept 

of l&'t'Ll it• tiC<) h:.s its li:titlt.io;ls. Pt.•rel ·n I"C. 'rka that 

•porith•e l<t:1'1" c::o.n n~vPr enter i.·!to conflict "ith forr...n.l 

justice, tcdl"l·..- that o.ll it ,~oc11 i:.; to eett~bHah the eo.\tegorie.s 

21 • erel a.n, .2f.• .ill• f • 41 
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or •bleb rorm. 1 j~tico Qpeakst 

t.be •d!:linhtrnti on of jurrtice is 

nd wi t out. \ hoce c111t blin! on t 

fUito i.! oaciblc . •
29 

ue 

1~lc hi cb e tablishe~ t he c~teuory and dircctE ho t ooe 1<ho 

fnll within it rc to be tre~.ted o&y it~elf be Wljnst. Cri-

t ictl 1fil I r that. jutie~ co i t not i t.bc correct nl'p -

Hc ticn of Q rule but in thCI correct np_Uc t.io of ,junt 

~1 • To ueh c ritic:: , ea.ye Perc , t~e c:m onl1 rc ly t bo.t 

t re i cl t of arbitr rino~s in juetice. 

v lue of a leu 1 &yet can1ot b~ ubjcct to 
1" io 1 criterion. YCI sl3ll so , tJ1e tb olo inn 

ive otter sl;'Cr. 

Tho rclcv n ee of tbie juril.lprudcnec to Chri~ti thco lo;;y 

t• t. r. be shO't"'n, llJld t.o this G turn in the ext dt:lfJt.er. 

Tlcro c hnll en i r e wh~t eritcri of t tc 1 IU" to be 

found in the teaching cf Scripture, to what xtcnt n• ~ 

relo.tio shil to God r 11 i tbin the 1 :t.:, and hov tlle 

co ncopts of Y l i dit y , p01rer, d just.ic e rc plied i n t ue 

Ch1·ist · n.n i twa:t.i on. Our c in tion of the concc. t of h~' 

lms indtc ted th~t r on occupies i 'ort~t ll co. Fr~e-

~o t 'orcc is th~ besi8 of the lc~~l ~te , d lawQ 

t ther·efore r~ci vc the r tional a sent of n to ldch 

t.hcy pply. cq ect r or this r ro :to le da to ell elro upon 

the rbitr ry exor ei c of p or and to p1·oc res hich 

encuur .....,c r~tio 1 d b t~ d critici • o.l ju·tiee is n.n 

C"C rch in rc eon. In ch tcrs 3 , 4 , n.n ... 5 we ab 11 nt to .:t 

to BhOlT t.bc I ce of ren:"'on in •·eli ,ion, t' e rd t.io1~11bip 

ctwe !l 

nn c;;,t 

lao au Christien theology. 



--~----

f) c.) . ....... 

r • r-ru 

r t h:t.s beco o ho.rde!lcd do in so~·e na.rtore to ppn.sc 

la. t d l'ioc,cl. Tho Christim, we a.rc t.old, liv s 'lot. by l.lf 

bu~ lY love; bin ctio~s a~·c nvt r.o elled uu~ spontaneous. 

L€ 1 r.a:tc ries il.re entirely inn.,• ro,,ri.,tc 'to C'q ound the 

1erson~l rel1tio~hi' between uod nnd n. ~lt e t~-te lie 

reudy to h ·uJ for use M uuitio g inet 'mY ho tl'l.re t<> 

cu1r ert thn.t 1 n.v is on iutc .~ 1 p rt of tile fro~.> pel. 

t rc :~.t~r ut.hori. ty even tb').[) 1fl.u 1, ~ 'lr tro.s 11ot • L 

o •• o~cd to rule ~d regulati ~a, l 

rati tude i due to the cfol"f ere for frccin-. tl• 

? 

'J'hcrc ia 

i elf 

lur 

Ch• reh fro t!lc 1 o.st vosti ee of urlt ri bteo snce ~Ytd i•t.y 

fon:1 lis • 

~rowin~ n r.ncec in lo v eo~scrvn-

tivc circle£ tit t. tilit} '"i 1lc Clad :ll)solute tithcsie bet een 

!nw and or-pel is in dequ te to t c COjllcxitics of ChristiBn 

1 if e. be Truth is ore ade(luatcly co"' rchondod in ·t.er ·s of 

lcnr- 1d-Uoi'1 cl thnn in tcrcn of lnY or GOSf.el. 1' ere con be 

no love l t tout ln'C', no iosr-~1 ~r ieu 'oc not lu·· <1 both jud,~-

r.:ent uid~ec, no faith . ,. ut obedience. or-cover the 

GiLle it elf ~i 1'-'}'f.l lega.l cntegories to (1C$Cl'ibe 'he rel tion-

8 i hct ccn J04 d • 
r vouri t.e cit tio for cxprc6 ing t.i.tc 1.1b ol ute opj;o-

5ition !Jet c n 1 :r; cmd Gonpel ic John 1:171 'roor 1' le the 

lnw s iveJ through ooe8, ar cc nnd trot c t rotgb 

.Jo u 'hrist. ' .... e clc3r i ~lliC .t ion is U; t r11.cc ·d trut h 

1<cro n 11 nown to the Inr~elit.ec;, but tl.ir: inter ret tioo c~1ot 

Trui.b, ul t i ate re11.li ty, w s lmovn to tho 

Iaru.cliteE not bt:tr ct concept of V'lught l •t M 

eo crete pri 1cipl c of :.ction. Truth wa.!l t•eve \le<' to tbC!!l in 

hi to :ric 1 vents and er£on·\l rei •tion::hi s, md 3rtict la.rly 

in t. c ju( nt. of od and in ;iic st.o"\df t cove nt lovP.. 

t;r ce ~ ., itcd to thill trnth Cle i.ho r·n.ci us ro cb of u{)d 

to ., ta J ("VC .1l '1cl juct~c hi~ ein l.l.nd del i\Tes .. hin from. ittJ 

pow-er. 

tnc r the meat i ort:mt idca.s in ·t.he .. u TcGtClco::~cnt is 

t Lt of t _e Covenant. Tbr: eBto.bl i£1 cni. of the- covon \lit 11 i til 

1 r .. ol i~ :m M:t of gr ee by l~ad \.hrougb whicu i.e enters :i ut.o 

eO" u ion ttitb his l;ecple. The ter:lEI nd C\rlu iti·•us oi' t.hf~ 

CO'fCll!!nt a.re d~tnr.rd.ncd Uy G{)d s.lone ; titr Otlgb it he CQll.f 4:r s 
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r · It:' UJ on m o.ud J'Oc uirce obcdlcncc frO! hi • Yet t.he 

covcn:-.nt is ot i o ed u 1 on M but. i recly ccc; ted by h i 1 ! .. 

' e v therefore p :'lie of t.bc coven t \C co tr~ct bet ocn 

tOd t\11 is a.bsolut ely oblie;cd to observe the tt:l' n 

of t e c:ove d disobedience i~ ;unishcd by o • Cloa~ly 

nt i other juri 'i 1 co cc~t, viz~ re 1 u. Led to t11o cove 

jll c:lt.. 1 C UCll llnl hatJ dr t'tenticn t t is rc~tur~ . 

' ' o tr·ulv Atriking cl tr1r-nt i t.he eoven!!.Dt ie the jud cnt. 

G i ju&~,.os md hi8 d t en c .md 

offer s covP.:.li1Dt. . '
1 

'h e"'"t bl i• ant of i. 

1 yn receded hy divino jufil! e t conde211i r!'\t·i 1 ~ 

1 i elf fr Liod. Fin ll.y, n. l i Q.l\iu.y. 1 t. 

d i the cavcnn.nt. • -o \d God vcs the 1 ~ of 

c i lc:!. h"t , o ' th(' al ie!lation het-.recn u :'l.Dd i c, of 

rd l r, of LC th.. . . To o h, od ive tb lltr of 

L:l.n 1 1.tio over creation, of the prohibit.i ro of r:ior 

•••• he cqnuoction betYeon coven t a l i~ con!t~tly 

r "" " ; cO.. " o .Joshua lode ~ coventmt it,b the 1lc thnt 

d :y, d ~e et.. tutc o.nd ordi ccn for th '' ( Jothua .. 4:f)rJ) 
C) ,­

•••• 
There re other le··nl ntr ina in the ld Te t ent. 'd c 

ec~lo uc ill code of rules; ~of acrificc ·s pro..-it1t d 

u.a of mJ.dn n.tone!:lent to cor.:u-

on ~-~ i ; hatir: i 1 id tpon the ov rei nty of ·od 

md t.tc tilt of C ear ly, t c rel of Isr ~cl to 

uod lc lc 1 in ch1raeter. he 1 l" ne c re ·oLtt ion 

Of iol, t C C~JC1 iTe de etraiion 

th t. ~cnte rc to be obeyed with 

L ~ Jes• • ttitudc ~o c log 1 c 

Tle 

th 

cc of t.lo oyno1tie oat ls e t bii he 

I ole ,Tud ic 1 , both .or 1 

ilc fro 1 '\"ing MlY · ntcntion of 

it i U ev£'"1 ,.,ro~ter ri o 1r t' 

is rc~ ect for tlc reli ioue 

d ecre o i 1. 

nullin it t.ha.t 

c:ribc nd 

ecre::~o b. 1 

hh rc·,..ui r tt 1 d cc t t.ho yo. ogc.c o t o 

d ohscrv~~.nec of th 

t i 1 Judai 

t.h t he opt 

o fo.r w s 

enforced 

l.riaccs. 

is eon in 

bb t t hifl 

Jew· sb ,., 
fost'v ls,v hit~ 

.., 
t , e L .. •\" · \. per. 

cti,.,· l ~· s o' f:'IOr'Vmco or Je ish cerc::;.o1y 

Lepers vho=~ uc bc.t.lcd -.ere ord.crc to 

1 p. lSl 

i) ... 1 : .. 1 ' IJi . 4 :lb , 13:1 ; 1..!1 . c :·lff' L . ll :lff 

') 



mtl ~show themselves to the 1-riest iu <l.ccor .• wee ·ith the 
5 

TCt-UiTCillcntE Of t' C l ~Y. Jc::ms !~PL·TOVeC. the tithing of 
G '1int. .~nd di.ll ~r1d cu-nin by tbe . h!lrisce • :ven in 

he wore the .1reEcrihe1i fringes .
7 

Jnly hen there wu 

tm:woida.olc conflict. of b.1ra diti ho override tlle core:~oniB.l 

:u1d rcli!~ious la.,. in f.1.vour of the . :orn.l la11·, tmt his purpose 
R. I ;- 8 

Ytt.S to obr erve To( r-<f~TEf.i. T"Ou vo;---o"• 'i dl "'rl·f'9 ·hen he 

rejected the or:r.l tr:\ditiolL of t:1e cribe~ ~d hariseca it 
') 

vms bec.mae tbey ul'l1ed .it to eva.dc tbe rig our of the la,... · 

l'he .. iorn;l ln; waa reco,..u.ised botb im tlicitly Wld ex-

plicitly l1y .JeF.as. I12i'licit reco nition is · iYen by his call 
1 

to rei>O•lt;mec, his forgi yenesa of e inners, and J1is obedience 

~mto deu.th by which he fulfi llod the la.v nn•l tact the rec!uire-

... enta for rl. hteonaneBfl . '.xpl icit rcco~nition ie 1:.i vc:n on 

o.o.ny oec'l.E ions. .c cites the ln.v to :;ettle diarmtca . 
11 

J.on r(',)ectiu:; the or.l.l t.rl\dition ')f the '· criuo11 tmd , h.u·iaee& 

he CXiJli~i tly t\cceclts the T.l.li(li ty of the ,lccl\lo, .. ue. 
12 

On 

the ruhjeet of divoree he -r.c~e stricter even tluw the l hn.rhlee•. 
13 

The hole . ermon on the : .ount i.s n. c .tcgoriet\1 de!!lWld for 

rt\t!ioo.l obedience. The principle of pbcdience h C'l.rdina.l 

in the tcn.chin.~ of Jc,.us, ud he developed it to ita ultit:mte 

'a st.tWdllrd of obedience to nod 1 . 14 tti coue us1o1, se ng up 

every ll hit :~s rigorotl.8 n.s tt e . o~Jt rigorous ex1•0 i tion of the 

L ,15 
tl.tr. 

This evidence jU£tifiea the eoueluGion tht\t for Jesua the 

lil.1F of Jtuhism is a reveh.-tion of the will of God.. l o.w is ~ 

esaenti;1.l eloment in run • s rel!ltionrhip to uo<l. It• }1rineiple 

5 t <.. 5:14, 17~14 

6 'a.tt. 23:..!3 

7 tt. {h2>, 14:3G, k . 6J56, J.k. 8:44 

8 ~att. 23tf:!3 

!) 'att. 15r 1-2.: , ., . . . 7sl-23 ••r·· vv • 11-13 

1'' ~ · • ILtt. 4:17' k . 1:16 

12 ~:-k. 7:9,1{) 

13 . n.tt . 5t32, 10t9, I< k. 10:11,12, Lk. lOtlS 

14 , .. 
L• • t; • ~ :l.tt. 6:10, Lk. 8:34f, Lk. 17:1C·, 18:22 

15 1'. . • a.nson, .21!.• cit. F• 20() .. -
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of ol.lcdieuee to tiod ' tt sov~reib-"11 11 i11 is ctcrn'\lly va.l id. 

Jesus ~trencthens and dcer,cn& tb~ ... ruL.t\ic la1r so tb(At a ili ... ber 

righteousness .i:~ht I.Je eatabl is bod, t11e rigbteouaneaa of the 

i~do.a of i:od. . u~ t'lUB carriea the l:llf t.o ita TE}-.0,5, its 

fin~l goal . If it is ohjocted tu~t Jesus left no code of 

rulea ~d crc~ted no legal ~ystem, ~e must agree. ~)runucr ic 

right iu re'::u.rki.ti, on the unt~tyf'tc-.uatie nu.turo of Jcsu• tel\-

chint~· ~ut he is -rong in ~U;1}>0Siug tho.t it is not lcgoJ.l in 

c hf1.ra.cter, that it conta.irta no rules of law, und t!.a.t lA'W' 

]IJ'&eludoa 'the sense of rea1.ouvihility for llecit,ion•. 16 
11 

the eut~entinl clt.-:nent~t of la.w are t-rcsent in the t.eachi.ag of 

1:1ent), rules, ~d o. acnae of obl ig..~tion N'!IO:ng tltone lfbo :tece(1t 

hi a tc 1.ching. To t~esc ow.t be tl.duecl hie reco. ·ni tio t of the 

1 OYcrci,_nty of .:od lt.lld tho a.baoJute duty of ohedience. 

\. rc:1son fre~,uen.tly ; iven for ... enJ'in~ the legal c!la.ra.etcr 

of .Je~:~ua' te.lehing i• the iusiatEmec that it cont"t.ins no rules. 

''runner, for exn. 1lct "1t.t.intoina that his tollcb~ cont ias only 
17 

•nod- .iven l o.ra.dig. a of love'. Tllin objection c3m10t be 

snst ~.ined . 

and 

followe-d; the bch~Tiour it ,raverna ill geucr~l {i.e. it can 

be rereat.od M t)ften u occ~io.n der.1.:t.nds) ; deviations 4re 

criticised ~nd eonforrnity is der~ded; oad ~his eritieiam and 

de~d are r~4~rded ~s being juet.ified by tho vory f~ct of 
18 tleviation. o~eti .. tea the rules a.re clearly stated, sov.o-

tiues they are OX"f'rem!!Gd in the foru of eynabolie .;uides to 

and exi,rens • cnetrt.l.l !Jriuciplea 1rbicll roP,uire a • ocnae of 

ren.;onttibility for deei~tion' (as in 1-he f.en:~on o.n the .. ount) . 

'l'here h less ttontion of la.Y iu the ~,oapel of John th;m 

in the t)-uoptic gospels, yet there is ~ clenr }'oreo.,tion of 

the connection bet ec.n la.w tmd Gospel ( despi u 1 ~ 11}. 'Che 
10 h.Y 3lld the tlrO}Jbeta oed.r wit11es1S tc Jesua, he himself a.di;JitEJ 

20 
the v.'\.!idity or the Jud~:~.ic la.-w. He t;ives co· · uwt1: ents to 

16 The <iv;.ine Imeerati-vc, ll . lOG 

11 Ibid. J> · 135 -
18 • ; .. 4t.t. 2s:1n, ~ 8:34 -· • 

10 1:4::t, :):3!) 

2·-- 8t17, 10a!J4ff, 12t34, 15:25 
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a !.iutbrou .i.'uts it 1 'i.lcnuino f·-ith vitn 

re =~rd to oeea 'nd ...-lth re:;ard -to the la.,.-, 1;ermiuc 1 istening 

to 'thia reyel,tion, ::mat led to the ackao ledi;3 ant of .. lcsus. 

~.o rejection ol' Jesus is ~t i.ue Sllme til3e rejoct.io.l of 't..he 
"2 revel~tioa or th~ i~•·'w 

il!' rell kn01m H-e rejeeta it hee££uae •uo -3-n is cTer 

jnstifi~ttl by aoiu.; wha.t the law dO>L...wd£ 9 ~ut only t.hrou~h 
2'l' 

f ith in ChriBt Jeeue.• u This poeiti~n ie un~ sailahle and 

it ia not oui• intention to cho.llenge it. There ia a.n ClS}•ect 

or aul ' c. to!\ching, however, uu,.t. teuds to be overlooked. 

ha.tever ita effeeta Uj>On tum <md r.in, l'e.ul held that the laT 

ia spirituAl, 'in itself bol;r', 1 jn•t and L:,Ood •.24 '.b~line 
I ~ ll 

r a.rka • th~t , 3-ul ne•er acts "9""os a.nd tv.(~ 1r ~"'-'ov r.dreetly 

over llgt\.in•t e-l\Cll other or ~ l):lies tlle ilB u dif\leetic~S.l .... 
··onula in the m~or of the refo1~1ed u~~e fruailia.r to ·us.• .. .., 

;e hlld no intentio.l of overthrowing tbe la.Y. · • ~n the con­
"0 tro.ry, we uphold the law. •"' 

, 
ut uses v~o..r predoai- '.'atly a..~; " ·ro ;er nam.c e.nd not 

i.e ase• it to refer to the 1'ornb, or the 

. osa.ic Ln·, or the l' ld t-eat • .uncnt reTela.tion cs.a n. l:hol e. 

~evc:rt·heless hia letter• do employ a con(!ept. of laT and obli­

gation, an4 often bit;; use of vo/--o.r carries !~ p;eneral sense. 

He t \Ught very cle~rly that la.w is ~1eeeasa.ry to ~oee order 

on the ChrintiM eo.-,unity and to ~;;-uide it in 'the prlletieal 

tWtivitios of life. 'dle li\Y luls just re1j'tlirements \;hich ~ust 

be n.tisfied. 21 'f'hua "re eitea ln.Yt froru the ild 1'eata.aont to 

- 'L.l. rt 1 . . 1 28 d t. d oat...u 1.eh :md u po aor& l'ru:le1p eG, an ! en 1.ons counan e 

of the l.ord which Qu.at be obeyed. 20 fle confeeses that he 

hillll\elf is r:,ubjeet to l a,.., 'not beiltB 1rithout lnw· ·toward God 
3D 

~ut under the law of Christ.• Chrintiunity icpc~ea oral 

21 13:34f, 14:1~ 

22 !! . ..teinh:necbt e.nd . • Gutbrod, .!::.!.!:' P • 1~ 

23 t;a.} . 2tlG 
( ,, (• ,, ) 
.. .. . J..J . 

24 l~oZ!. 7 t 12-14 

25 2£... .ill• p . 254 

..!7 Ro&. 8r4, 13s8 

28 lon. 12,10, 13t8, 14111; lCor. Gtl6, 0:0, Vh21; 2Cor. s.~,l5 

29 l Cor. 7Jlv, 14;J7f; 2These. 3tL 

31 I:~ or. 9:21 { . • . • ;r . } 
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' 
cx~ting obedience, neing '"orda with an imper~tive md leg~~ol 

32 
connotation. , .ae or the dor in.oUlt th~s in the letter to 

the ·~\D~ is justific~tioa. , .. ut justification ia a. lcgo.l 

ritea 

~. .• ~~ .. rz·ett, 'which doc• not oeM "to m.,.ke (ethically) 

rigbteoust• but 
34 just juc :<~eDt. 

''to a.cquitu•. 33 \.t,•~in, }aul .vj·eaka of Uod'n 
., "' 

~d refers to God as •the 11-juct judge•.vu 

It is. fn.ir to conclude on this oviuence th"t J anl'a 

reli;:ion of gra.ee io not a lawless religion. ~· Cmnfield 

reuaarke, ~o f&r fro 1 it being t.rue tbQ.t, the CjUOJ~tion of 1."1"'-"l ' s 

relat.io l&hip to l1od hu bce:a taken ont of tile o.rea. of l~W, 

• t 1\ul un•ierlinea ~'lin ~~Ad ~ • in by bia l~e 'tho legal 
36 

fr~ork of Chri•t.•a o.c~ion•. Ibo Christ1Nn is free, but 

free Wlder lw. O~ience h a. fuudMentlll pa.rt of Chritoti3n 

lifo; so ~cb ao tha.t. tbore c~~n be uo faith ithout obcdienec37 

tutd therefore no fts.ith vithout l&nr becl,l.Use ol)4HJic·lce i a 

legal rel~tiou. The perfect obedience or .Jesua is both a 

tulfilrent of the lGY and a viadicatian of the righteousncsa 

ot God. U. h therefore throogh hio th~t "the righteou~nese 

of tiod ia IW\de llTa.ilable to :.loll wllo h '9'9 faith. 

Turning to J&-oea, e find t~·a.t !te itJ in clone reei:!ent 

with i aul. He mAintu.ina thtt.t if a 1nan is to be !Jleased ho 

.Like t aul, 

he cite• the ec~logue ~ud S.u.:la it up in the precept 'J.oyc 
3~ 

your noighbour a• your&elf'. 1e refer" to thia prece1·t !W 

'the ~OTeroign la:w le.id. ,!awn iu ScriJlture•. To bit. .• , tlod 
·~ 0 ie the upre!lle t,c..,:,iala't.or t\.ud Judge wh~ t)ll ou.r:t obey. 

1o cum up, t.he CTidonce of f criJlture diBcloses · ~~ly of 

la.l. 5: l!'-~1; l Thcss. 4al-I2, 5:14-IS 

32 .~.~,. s ...... .J..:w_rJ- :.0 • 1132, 8tJ.f; ~v.ok~ ll'im. ~:l. t v~or.l4:37; 
(naT.Ly~ ll.ot:t. lt:26, !Tim. 1:1, lCor. Ts25; n..-.~~~~}...w 
1 i•. 3:13, IThe.B•· 4.sll, 2Those. 3:4, 11'tr~. 4:11, 5:7 

:l3 The Cpistle to tho r•om.ane, r. R9 

35 2'I'im. 4~8 

36 C. f. . l. . Cro.nfield, St. ~ e.ul ..14'ld the l ~-, 
·, o. 1 ( ~rch l')v4} p. 43 n.t .P• 52 

37 -·. g . ~o' . 1:~, 6:11, l6rCU; tia.l. 5t7; 

3S J <.,..,es lc 25 ( N. E. D • ) 

3£1 ,J cs ~:8-U ; c.f. ,oo, 13:Sf, t'ia.l . ~fl4 

• .J . 1.'. vol. 17 

2'fhess. 1: G 
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l.bc criteri~ for identit:ring the juridical co .eei't of l:w in 

the rel tio. shir bet1recn .iod 3Jld ma.r.a.. be ill21'eratiTe eleaent 

is fo11nd in the CO :mdn o-f JC6UBt ra.ul, ll.UU other&. lt ia 

r,und also i.1 the sa."1etio11a of pWliah.."''ent md exeo .:zu.lic'\tio 1. 

\ 1lother criterion, 1-bat of obli~atioa, i8 round thro~hout the 

n i!Jle. 1 he t:hrist.ian recogni~e~ the l"J.Y of (!o-4 n.s oein~ 

obliga t-ory .t_,on l} i , tle reeot.>'1lisea the need for authorit':\tivc 

rules -t.o uide ia co-nduet and set a. Rt!llldt\ra to whie 1 be coo 

a.•pire. Fina.lly, the criterion of a. rule is foWld in hoth 

the Old ~!lcl tbe ~- Testnnenta. 

X X X X X 

Even if it 1• g;r;.W.ted, for the sake or ttrgtCilent, that tbc 

juridic~l co.!~ept. of 1ST fu.l! aotJe part t.o p la.y i.u the lite of 

the .:hrist i n, m.my q,uestioua re:" in to ne Mswered. . hy i~ 

h•w nece•• try '! h.t Leeo os of ~rilce .. ! Hn do •• avoid 

the ch.Jrge of logu.lism ? hat ,ivee ..... 1 idi ty to this }~y 7 

Is it f,indi.:!.g upon a.ll men o.r ouly upon Chrhti .na ·? 

\' e ~h-11 beg in oar re[,ly by t!,ivin~ ~ •~ry etateoent of 

the roeition we ll'iah to hold. 

l • 

2. 
n 
-u .. 

••• 
5. 

I. 

is a sinner '~d rec~ina ~~ch after hia couyer~ion. 

'ii~'~ resr)on e i.o tiod ia tberef ore not holly ponta.neous. 

ll is rcl•1.tio.1· hill to 'ot\ and .to hia fellOY !Hll cuat 
accordingly be t overned by Ia.-.. 

This la.-v ia 1Jiritua.l • 

Gr~ee is not excluded. 

i'hc Lhristi~m is si.lul iustus et ei ul ue.ccator. 

It is a f~1.la!c idc.:t.lis&tion. of the Christ.i.w life to &Uf!}:Of'ie 

tha.t +lftllr eonvcrl'ion M.!m ea.n obey •:oti's '!till eo. •1-letcty, or 

th~t he CJJ:l 'ltt!lin perfection rand live ~ ·ithout td.nnity. 'f l.e 

f.'hristia.n is n eYer entirely free frot::l the need for f'or;:_iveneos, 

rutd is :tlYaya CO<& ciou• of hie tihL tUlJ serlat"!lt.ion from Gotl. 

~re ~nov11 thwt he in never uwre than aJl tunrurt.hy servant of 

' 41 hot •• 

.... ... .. !Vl 1 a l'O"~ 'onse to <1od i8 therefore n.ot 1rholl;r Sj)OUto.neoua • 

Only Go::Ps l<r':e for m.m, his J(S~ "1 , is 'l'holly 

spontruu~uus . .hla.n • £ 1 ovc for .od is ve~ .L.lld hal tin{!, , bl eo- iHhcd 

!ty -~ixed r.otiTea nnd ,..orldly tJrudence. It i• ixed wi1.h ~pos t 

the s clf-ce•ttred doaire for Epirituu.l 11holcncna, 1\lltl. therefore 

it. ia lever disinterested and uncau~ed. Tlaie is fr~~ly 

n.ckno" ledaod by Jesua 'tf~lO ti.:~e M\d l\~ ·tin refers to the ! totive 

41 I.k. 17tH> ee G. :\ 1leu, 'i'he ,'a.ith of t.he Christian Church, p.37' 
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of reward. Yet 111411' s responae to God is 1ot dcvoi<! or all 

s .ont.aneity. At the bi~heat and pnreat leTel God ia wor-

obippcd for ll'.hat he h in hiQIIelf, Md in ~nt& of spiri tnal 

elev~tiou man can reach this level. i.Teu at loYor leyel8 

~·s response ne.rt ~ot be reluctant or conatraided. 

3. ~~~ !'".~! ~~tion!!!dt1 to God t\nd to llie fell01r cen -.:ru&t 
4Cco . .-tiingly be go-veruod. by lu. 

In oo ft\r a -411 i& ho.ao Tetus, ~ fl inner dol"'inatecl __ .......,_ 

l,y self interest and aasertin:; his own inde;,endcuce, the law 

of t.i!>..! coufront.a him tus a coonmnd .t.nd thre.1tena; ,juct~i:lent . 'is 

~ ~I)T\t• the l"w uo longer COllfrOllta i.'ll:\D. as & bo.re co;;r:1~d. 

lie knQ"t;s 'tt1'\t he is not justified by keellill{:j the la-w or con­

demned for f~iling to keep it, but is for&iTeA ~d ~Ce~ted, 

IB.wed by graee through taith. Yet be does not tranacencl the 

law but otriTes to fulfil it. The realis~tion of the unmerited 

l oTo of God tow~rd..s him cha.nges the I Bw frotll ~ bare cocm~d to 

a st\llldard wd a 8Uide for tile conJ.uct of life. 

4. 'lhb l&Y is &ldritul.'l.l. 

:uther underatood Tory clearly the T&lue of I~Y in 

rcTealing our i JOtenee &nd ainfulnoaa and making uc humbly 

rece:•tive of tl)e YOrci of (!:otl. ! .. .-. retains thia •alue for the 

oiscera . 

na A spiritual gift. ' For though the la.1r ha.a other uaea 

besidea •••• t.be gener~l .. ea.ning ia, tl.tat it ia tlu~ proper ccbo"ll 

for tr&ini.n.g t.Ue children of God. •
43 

'l'he Juridieal coneet't 

or h.1.1r ia a link bet1raen hea.Ten d e rtb. Law io not, u.a 

Urunner aaaert., 'only indirectly the will of God fo.r u.a' 

so t.h.at • ·e only h&Te to obey it conditionally'.« On the 

c:ontra.ry, it ia a tlirect· reyol&tion of uod ' a lfill for 1124n. 

It is spiritual becuuae it is derived fr~ God. 

G.lld ~uide it anO'tt'& ua how ve should •-er ship ~iod lUld oerve our 

fellow r:&n. Ita purpose in the life of the Chriatian may be 

a.iJ to be • the fulfilllleftt of rig:1taotumcaa, tha;t ~ tAllY 

ronn hie life on the oodel or the diTiue purity. 1-'or therein 

God haa so delin~a.tod Ilia 01rD el • .:\raeter, that. nnyone e:xhibiting 

in a.ction 'W'h~t. i c~ded, would in t,ome me~ure exhibit a. 

1 . . . f .od ,45 
1~1ug 1~e o u • 

42 t: ••• llott. 6:12, 6a1 , 4,6 10:·11,42 ~. 1();30 

43 Institut.,s, 1 Ti " . tte a.lao ti vi 12,13; li Tiii 1 ,L; 

44 Ue :ivii:l.o Is,cr:t.tivc, ,,. 75 

45 Cw.lvin., .212. £.!!• Il viii 51 ~ ec .lls<> li viii G, I ix 3 

I X 2 
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5. OrcLCe ia not excluded. · 

e cannot. kno'S God.•~ r.;ro.ce u..tiil .-e kJ1ow his lD.Y. 

• he l,_W is il. );1'lJlife•ta.tiOJ1 Of the 3r CiOUiil B.IJ}>rO&Ch of iiod to 

aan to re~oc;a hiPll fron .sin and lead hi•., i.n the way of truth. 

· hen this twr~roa.ch is D.ot rep-ulFcd there is a further mani­

feat~tio t of ~ra.co :u; a. gift of atrengt•• to do .~od's ~.ill ~d 

fnlril ~io 1 •:rr. "bh i» no 1'ictiontt.l or vic t.riot!a fulfilment 

of the la.-,r, l•t•t r:1.ther an infuaion oi' l"'iJ iritu~l po1rer e-n~hlin~,; 

rua.n to n.chie-ve his dc&t.iny. 

:"iuee the law ic e.piritUG1 7 the ch&rge or l~o.liant fa.ill!. 

·~he tel'!'ll 1 lo~;u.l ism' ia Ufled u a dcrog"tory epi thot. to 

int'ica:te <\ heretical doetrin~ of justification l;y -.rorl':·a a.."'ld 

not by taitit. In this sen•e lega.lisu ia an a.t.taup1. to t1ae 

the law to establish a. cla.i. before (;o,l, a. eloia to ju~>tif'i-

C'ltion. But ve hllTe not suggeotet'! that l.'ta.n can •in 1 '\l v~tion 

hy keeping tho law, or thnt the l~Y C"-El be kept wit..bout t-he 

~JoYOr D.nd gr~ce of ( ild. . .~ hi ,justifiell by f \.i tb alone, but 

there ia no r -l-ith l'i"i thout obaervllnce ot \.~od • • lal!'. 

justified hcctsu.se he has ke1lt the la.w, hut no .,tUt is justi­

fied unl eas be shoYtJ tile s ariouaJJ.ees I.Wd ~i:•ceri ty of his 

f:1.ith by accepting the Talidity ot ~:Tod' • ll\._ for him, and 

every nJAn i::J conde.'Wled •ho i~ -.,ithout l.w to.a..rds 'iorl . 

nother ae.Jlse iu -.bich t.be tera •leg ~1 ism• is ut~ed is 

to 1'. ~ ~eart ~ i"'tlJerAtont:t.l t>tJliCl-ti<ln of rule• <l.nd a .::aeehd.nic'\1 

obedieltce coaatr~ined by a. sense of duty. In the context of 

<:b ristia.n. .;fa.ith thie eriticisn ignores the pu.rt Ilb.yed by the 

love au<l justice of ~od, .lll a.. •ect to -..hich vc aha.ll ~~ ive 

attention '>elov. It n.lao it:.rnore.s t .• e re~ener t.:tiTe 1 o-wer of 

the Holy • nirit, t.n.d the rJotive of love ltich lies behind 

C1 rist.i.ul activity. 

he4 tho ca~r~e ~r legalism i$ brought ag~inat teaching 

w'.dch F"trea;ses the il:lport.Mce of the 1.(.1.'11 of Jon, G.n essential 

aopect of t Lat lP ia l>cing overlooked. It lu\5 o. di~tinetiTely 

reli . ..,ioua ch<\riJ.Cter. Tbit:> eh .. rn.eter, Yhich "WC .. .mt.liued in 

o ,,. sm:l:'a.ry Bt't.t.c':tlent, rc{\uirea us to qna.lify the model of 

St .t.e lJ.Y. u. is ~ithin the ~·OYer or the ~'YOr!l.ge citizeu to 

keep the c:tat.e ·law, ~'ld ,..hQJl he ~oea so he i& juat.i!ied or a.t 

least i~ not condemned. A~ a ~ener&l rule, tho ~t~te is not 

t:at•ticularly co.leerned vith his t:totivea proyided that they a.ro 

not O!:\.Uifested in unlt~.ll'ful n.cti(ln. It ia othenriae vith the 

1 :~11'" of ~,od. It is not i thin the i~o-wer of the Cbribti -m 

his:melf t.o k oep thia law, 1nd no L. .. tter TL':\.t he ,•oes he cu.nnot 

~void couue::!!la.t.ion. ..oreover tlu~ L\..- of i)od i e "'it"lly 
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coueeruccl "11'ith inner Llotivee, the th~mg:lrta ...md i11t,onti£lns of 

the heert. 

• e .1nst no.,.· exN!line the notions of 'f'4liti.ity, po .er, and 

jur;tice which 1r0 found to be cloaely rehs.ted to the juridic;.)l 

concept of l~w. 

v-..li...lit:r !l<"'t ;;ivoe the Io.-w- of God ita bindil1g force, 

its v ~ li 'ii.~ ? A uumhor of .wnere. illight. be given. it.h 

.oodLt\J't in J'li A,we ':ti"'ht ~Sa.y th<lt tho lmr is va.Ud boc<Wse- it 

has oeen e~.ot::s.blished for ""'" cons.it:~rf\ble length of time, or 

hec~uae taere ia an ~ttitude of rcYerence tow~rd6 it, or bec~use 

Christiana rcilliee that it i.s neeeasa.ry to the rma.intennnee of 

Uoth !:lll.terial t\.nd. • l>iri tua.l V:l.l ues. i tb ila.rt in r.tinfl, Ye 

.. !it,Jlt so::r Uta't the law of God is ..-n.lid for Christians uee m11e 

of n. cor:l·ile:x sociu.l nnd relit~ious pr'-'Ct.iee existing tWOllf.; the•·1. 

'l'hia 1•rn.ctice consists of a.) obedience to God o.s •:overeign, 

b) ~encM.l ~ce1•tn.nee of his 1\·ill Q.ll aettinx a st.mdu.rd of 

be .. u.vio,lr devb.tionJil from which oust be criticised, c} rer­

cro~u~e to tne -.ri 11 of u od and the '·orda of . :critYliure l\:3 rca.&ons 

for iioi.ng Hod 'B will, ~nd am justific"'tion for rli.Eci,,Unary 

action ~$~inst theRe ~h~ de.iate from the standard. 

Bnsiet~lly, hoye-.er, the lu.Y ie binding Uilon the Ghristitlll 

~cc1.use it ia the lli 11 of the Soycreign. ".s 'WC sa.y in tbe 

last cnu.1Jter, this doee not com.1tit the natur ... li•tie f~o~.lla.cy. 

The 1 inkiug of i.";"tyeratiTe .wd ill • ica.tlTe is .found tbrou,:t;hout 

the ·able. 'the recalogue, for ex6.1:1l~>le, is preceded by tile 

declara.tiou 'I tun the •. ord your &oti •. Je.sun says 1 1 om the 

red vine' a.nd inllic~tos t..hat for 'this reat-on lli;1 dbei.plM 

ought to beil.r fruit, i.e. ought to obo;r !lis eol:!lands. . ·aul 

rcpetl.tedly l"lta a.D iutperdtiTe follmrr upon an indic!l."t.iTe. It 

ill{, after ~11 , only eoc:ton !ienae tha-t .!!. Ye aeee£lt tho 

r:overeignty of uod then -.e 1)Ught to Obey hie Cor...tlnfl.DdS • 

There llre, hO"WeTer, difficulties in this n.ttecpt 't·O yal i-

d~te the la:y ot uod by reference to the will of God. The 

stnter.1ent, • ,·ly duty is 'ffhat •.ro-d c .. Huantlt!! • it1 a.nB-lytic bec1!.u~e 

~i .. )j'. 's eo•~mUnd to me a11ra.ya is ny duty. !ied ' a eor.:-•. n . .nd it'! -cr:y 

~~uty, and w.y d.uty ea.n never he wba.t uod forbida. It is a. 

logical contr~ietion to R.SP. . .ert tha.t -r.!.y duty c:w be et.ber than 

1rhat ti-od com;;n:t.nd•• It, then, I say tba.t the lav of love is 

vnli~ for 'Ue because God c~nt~B it, I utter ~ t~utology: 
17his is my Juty b&c~uae it ill my duty.• 

the iuplieu.tion of this crit.ieist:t is tha:t. to "f'alid~te tlle 

laY of Ll)d by reference to the eoi..altl.'l.nd of ~}od ill not to sn,y 

anyihint~ ~ib•tdfien.nt . nut thi& is to ihnore the ehcr&cter of 
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the t.-~,i&l 'ilotor. \ p Ca l..-in put:s it, &ucll critic: 'do nb't 

confiirler the Lall'civer, uy whose Citl\ru.cter that of tbe l..aw 

!llu.llt n.lso lJe detemiued'. 
46 

It n.ltlo ignore• the rcde!!t!"ti ve 

nitul\tion in Yhieh the law its giYen. 'rlle tnutology is not 

without. s i gnifica.nee -for the Chri•tian. ro hiD the l&W' 

co'=les not a (1 bare co1~d but n.s a ato.nda.rd and 1,11idc ex-. 

pressing t:!C J ovin0 ·ill of' CioJ and bie eoueeru for the anl­

vatton or n:m. This ia vhy i ~~eratiye ud indic4ti've rsre 

~o often litted in tLe 3ible. The ehristi~ do•• not give 

illiud obe.:; ie .... ee to an inexorable deaand, but a loving respo1so, 

t.t. ...-illing ~urrcnder, a devoted obedience to 1-od the F3.ther 1rho 

for«iyos, Cllri$t who healo. tt.nd ao.ves, md t.be uoly SJdri t who 

anctifiel!, s-tr~nt~thena, ~ud gui4ea. 'fhc Vf\.lidity of Gorl'e 

l :w •il l .l aye elude thoao ybo re•;a.rd him Yitb philonotlhieo.l 

tuld i t?.pcr rwnal detu~ ont.. 

A fur~llcr cUffieult.y ia r~irsed by I. '1' . HNlisey. 41 The 

litat~E;.'"ltr 'This h r:.ty dat.y' o.nd ' This ie tiod'• ..-111 for ce• 

are t o ~iftereut things. Though they roi'er to the ~nr.te 

aita~ttcn, they uao tiitferent c~te~oriea. 

t.o a c oral -..a.lue a.nd tho otiter refers to a. eul'~ern.'t.tural truth. 

For es:&Gple, it ia (toe's ~ill tl:u~t I should toTe l!lY neighbour. 

Thi• 1 ~...., or lovo "lla.y he expressed either in tcrr.ts of morn.! 

duty or in ten:us of vo{lle -.ill; t.hoy ~re altem.1.tive descri}J­

tiortl!l of the same thing. .,. inc• they ~ra .. lterna.t.h·e doecrip-

tiona, neither can be u~ed to v~lid~te the other. It ia 

i~;l)rt.l.llt to (li .tin,,~ish het.ween 111oro.l V{'l.lll&a a.nd apirit.ua.l 

truthe, bnt. the tYo a.re not necei!al!ltl.rily e:uttl.Oi 1 l:r exclusive. 

ould it. not be more helt~ful to rcgGorn the two doucriptione 

n~t o.e a.ltcrno.tiYe lrut o.s compli:mut.D.ry 1 a 10e ho:1Te rc::~rked, 

God'a coCli'.Und to tAe ~lwtS.ys inclnd a:t duty, and 1 Ct.Ul htl.Te no 

'oral uty which conflicts with the ,,ill of ... od. 

ol\. otlter diffict~lty is pointed out by A. \,. ~:!'cr. Tt 1 \1" 

ie validated by !.Uthority, it C!ltn1ot etabody &n abeolute Y·'llue. 

' '!'bore ie •••• a logical ineonsietency in ~int~ining •••• both 

0• ,t,. Vl\lue" n.re 1 b&olute twd tllat thoy ~re valid~tcd by 

'uthority; ~md this incoasistcncy is not rea1)Ted by supposing 

the au-thority to be di..,.in&. •
48 

J-ly definition 1m a.ilsolute 

This o bje-ction 

ca.rric• r:mcb woight rllld "Will be ps.rticula.rly & .... tinfying to the 

•· theictie · ind. It at>poo.rs to undernin• tho found.ation of 

4G ~· .ill• H viii 6 

18 f uoted lty 1 maey, 21!.• cit. p . 46 
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a (lieti •tctively Christian ethic. It roa-t.a, l~owever, upon a. 

misundor&tanding of roligioua lU4gu~e ~d thiaka of Cod in 

te1 of wh:a.t T. l . ?1ilea calls •ainple,·Iiteral 1.helas!S'.49 

Cltrhlti:m l.:lollguage Bbout llod il! a;yz;Jbolic, 11ot literal. /(l.ly 

Stis.t·ec!ent. <~.bout Hod, e . g . tha.t he ie a •1~e or ~ LMr(dver, 

l'i 11 be f!.tlae if it ia ta.ken in a liUr3.1 .weuse. ~ oreoYer 

to a. y that for the Christi~ the lay is T!&lidA-wd by liod ia 

raot to rm.y th~t ebeolute To.luec are validated b'f God. 

Absolute T~luea haTe their source in uodJ he ia their onto-

logical foundetion. In other worda , 'the T&luea ~e not 

depcnd~nt upon tho a.uthority of God but have their lNting in 

{iod. 

Tl~ ~ill of God, then, i~ one ground or v&lidi~y; but it 

cMnot ex1.e..'!ld to thoae no do not believe in God aDd do not 

a.eenf~t hia ~Mttborit.;r. · :e carulot tell t.he atbeiat tbat h.e 

nuutt. love hh neighbour beenuae that is Ciod'a vUl for him. 

The dut.y -t.o follow Chriat or to prea.ch the {ioopcl to all nation& 

ba.a no v~l itlity tor the ath.oist . A c~d ia Talid only for 

thoae vno ~eept ~he Ant.hority of the ~ommander. It it ex­

tends to thoae Yho do Dot aeeept. this authority l~ eea~~• to 

be e. c~ tLD.d become& compulsion. Th~re iL, theref~r~ , t. 

l imit.&tion nt-:on the v.didity ot tho lrw of c:o«, .., volwtt.IU'J 

limit4tion lmpoeod out of reapect for o~'• froedoa. A 

diat.ic.etion tntat be aade bet oen ora.l n.nd rcligioua dntloo, 

and we uust.fr,nkly admit that religioua dutie~ baTe no T~lidity 

for the :~.tL.cist. The l<lOt"al 1311" of God, howe-Tert brui lllliTcraal 

vclidity. 

1'he ~:toral la.w ot God ia1 bind.in:; upon belif.~er Q.lld unbo-

1 ieTor t~li 't&. lt. foll0'11'• th t thero I!!U•t be so~ other {tl"ound 

ot validity than the vill of God. Throe ndditionAl 8ource• 

of T&liuity ~ay be d.iatinguiohed. 

1) u.n•o reaQon confer• uuiveraal yalidity upon the ~cral 

lo.v. 'rhe ft1culty ot rea-eon ie co~on to all s:;~-en 1 and it ia 

not irreverent to ~iat that th& law of Go~, am reeeiYed by 

r:n!l, nust be subjected to the teet of reason. A. ueei..anie4l 

o~.)C{lie.lce t.o the di-vine wilJ , or a love of the irr11tional 

n.nd "b&urd for ita OY.D sake, is a degrading relllt.iouautp to 

b.aye to-.-arde God. It encounses fo.I"IIIQ.li~~::.a .~J:Sd a theology of 

concepts. No uoubt the Chri•ti~ ennnot di~pcl ~11 myatery 

and cra.•'ien.te ~1 irratioa~l in from his f:.\ith, but this. doe!! 

no\.. exe.t.•t !d.11 frou:t the tt\ak of rre.king his faith o.a rational 
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aa postJilJte. '1 I!IJ"&elf', wroto !• ul, •wa subject to liod's 

lBv s n ratio al being.•~0 

2) A sense of morr.l obi illation ,.roYides ra. r· eco·ui so,•rce 

of the univere~l validity ot uod'c moral 1&~. ,:be ide!l of 

ooro.li ty is coeli'aou to all men, ~1 tboQgb it h.kca n tuu:;J})or or 
different fo1"filS• 

of h 1.t iE> ri. 1t 

There ia oo one ~·bo iti without &Oilloe MenAJe 

d just. Iu every E>o.:iety there i• .• co ~P-

lex .ocie.l pruetice reinforced by rule•. Whr.tever the relo.-

tionnhip bct..-oen ethics nnd religion ~y be, it connot be 

denied that the moral eoasciour.uess ia a.n indcpendu.nt nourc~ 

conferring vn.lidity upon DlOr~l acta. Failure t.o acknowledge 

t.his .bas l cd Drwmer to the t~rt ling cottclusi~m ttm.t duty 

d ~.. t 11 1 . 51 11 ~ . t oo~eeo ~t.rc mt un. y cxc uc:~vc. ~~ p<nn a.ppearc to 

o thnt uuty in done from ~ aeaue of obligati~~, hile ~he 

good ie done in vi Uing obenicnce; dut7 i~ co ...... trained but 

tuo good uct i~ tree. 'urely a. good &oct c.tUulot be divor-ced 

froo ~ coueciou8nesa of h~~ is rigut and duo, ~nd it l per­

ceiYc tho.t C\D ct bieh I CQJl f)~rfonn il'! right and due t.ben I 

ought to do it. It ie tbitt very vense of obli3a.tion "Wliieb 

confers ·yalidity upo:t the act 31ld O:.'\k:ea it binding u;>on t.hc 

conncience. 

3} ~ third courcc of the uniyorea.l T lidity or God' s 

·oral lAY is D4n'• essential relatiouahip to himself . 1~ 

hi~ moro.l &r:-t.s on.n dooll not merely oucy an cxt.er.nt'-1 la.w. 

There it. o.n cl~ent of· sponttmeity in hh beba.viour. By 

n.cti oorally Getualilos hia potentia.lities. Tho t:!Ol"Ql 

lo.w hi therefore tvl or: ro nion of can • s csaontial rGl atio,t&hip 

to h~elf . Tillie\ pu~ it, ·~b6 1 w ~i•en ~1 God iB 
~2 

's ensent.ial nature, put o.gainet him n.o lmr'. .t\ooolnt.e 

oori\1 -values are not rect.tto ami i~aprl}ctien.J ideals. They a.re 

ne r to ~, ithiu his Yery n~~ure. The 1orel Is is Ruith~r 

t crod t.o ~he t:infuhtoae of £ln nor elCTat.cd QB tit. du.rd 

of perfection be7ond the po&aihility of a.tta.iuoent.; it ex­

presves ~ lmol ute vhicil can be actualis~ t..broagb o. process 

of ubject.iTc and c.reatiTe ntriTing . The l:lOrl).} jAW or God 

h univero~l •alidit.y bocauae it. is rele. Dt t~ the ~itu~tion 

in 1rhieh t.Un f i n.da llit18elC ~ cxp.res~ce W1 illea.l :tlich ca.D I:Lild 

ought ~o be re&liaed. 

51 E£..• cit. }• • 74 

5~ ~vc, o~er, a.od .Tu~<tice 11 • 7i) 
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If, the.t, 

by ilill'l ic ti.-

od' oru.l la; h hinding npon n.ll 

on 4r~ cn.p l.l l e \)f i.ulfillin it, 

,e.1 , . u rc 1 )' 

n.n if 

n.n rulfillf tbe lal he it· righteous !.lefore uod. nve we not 

dc.troycd the Go rcl 1 Tbere- ia no neccl for tho Inctrno.tion 

nnd t c ton ont. 'l"1c f~ll cy here is to SUJpose that a la.w 

cc ~cs to be vnl id if it:~ pt"ovi&ir.mu Ct' .• noot le obllcrvcd • 

.t l fount it~ n . t>iblo to Jeep t.A.C hole lnr, bJt d id <1o t. 

conclude tlm~ it hat no ?~l idity tor him. l e co!clud~d 

iut t.ead l h t. or.l it.y n.nd rcligio1. re itu~xtrica.hly hound 

to.,et or, for only con.,-ercion to Christ.io.nity c :m produce tb t 

r ico.l t..r t>for.D;l.tiou of ch :r·cctor ~ad .. ive acces to the 

ower oft c floly 1irit without. ~tL l ch the dvi .e! :w c Q.n ot 

C CJ t . 

fur- er ~bj c1ion 7 sub st itsolf to the atbci.tie 

t or .ot. e J :yc conceded t! \.t the validity of tbeo or l 

1 ot wholly md c·:telu iYely dependent upon the will nf 

od . hy, then, bring uod into the ~iccussio~ ? JU1 Clln 

bco or } 1thout .• od, nnd CtUl crrcu paso ctoral ,ju l ont <.lpOil 

'.t p 1r. orts to be the till or God. .h~t diffcr~nce doeG 

it m_kc Yhetber ,-e GJ:OWi: of the mor~l la.w or the .oral 1 of 

JOd ! 

n iuo level of unbelief it is au umu~eeiHHU":Y complica.tiou 

to refer to ho •• or t.he Christitm, ho·,ever, tuc elief lll~t 

U(ld is t e :\1 i-vcr effcctu !!is acnue of Y<J.lu b' ui n neuse of 

vnlue ie 1 et upon the l.h1t;d1J of Go1~ a.."ld the apiritu l truths 

l.ich it u Jholds. ln the s~r ·ice or this ingdo::. and the c 

ts·utha, t!uty i not pru~cnt i~l in~urance ot ono'I'J own w~l-

f rc or eccs ary requi r~aent for the uotb functioninr, of 

ocit~ty. !t is a joyful obedience to t.hc univcrs~l s i t! • 

ue ' E rel a.ti~ns 1i,, to other people h !li)t o:;,over ned by c r Gnal 

neetl, or ra&trieto, by !,ride, or hardened by dit i llterest. 

~eu .r deter; i e ... tho &tti tu e or th" Chrint.i .n to life in 

cn'!r , d proyi,\e c-. t::otive for tlction. 

e tcvel of belief, ~orn.l precept~:~, vnluo , 1\d jurlr,-

TheT 

c1rprcss t,. t . ri~hteousueas nnd just tee or •·od , thoHgh t.brouth 

t.!lo cloudy ediu of hu:nan juJgaent . 7hi 5< »u entn .l. llccond 

rcnuc of ~b~ v lidity of uod ' s eo nda , vi,.. the r.Jara.l Tnli-

di t:r Ol' ri htnosB r>f tbe actiona whif'!b he < J .... inn. For the 

h riuticm the or 1 l:lw of God ie vll.lid. not· oot.r bcc.1use fl otl 

i overci but allio bee wse he !.s .Just .uul Truth HiD 
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co s.nd rc va.iid beeau8o they fi.J'e just. God's co· mtl ia 

tb~ rouud of the ri htne•a ot t.he Aetiou. 

nod ' E c~ nd iu right irres11ect.iTe of the cireumst£\nces or 

cotuleqt!cnces.. n a rc•sul t , there y ~o h~t liierkc J \rei 

e~llod ~ 1 t~leol~gical .uap~tBion Of the ethic~l '. 

ower Th :"Jeeond concept wlti eh -v,o found t.o be closely 

rel,t.ed to 'the juridical Dotion of lu.w ir: t tor power. o 

c•-.: t t public pmrer ia ifC!!sterl s coerci-ve force in ten1e 

of I egilsla.tion, judicial focioion, .\.dninhtratiTC n.ction, 

fineG, uni ' eat, etc. wt CC (!8 Grbitr ry Uld de8tl~Ctive 

uul C.I!IS reetr.Joinf!d. Lot ue no-cr conlli.cter the co cept of po~cr 

in relo.tio. t.o C ri tiMity. The p•wer of uod h t.t. tl•:mble 

1\Spect. ·here is ' tho aaving pOYer of God •••• ()od ' s n.y of 

ri";ht.i (!; wron ~•, and there is 'tk diYine retribut,ion re­

vea.led fr t! lltt~YC!l a.Dd fo.Jling U~Oll ~~~ tJ.tc odle S ·icJ..cdness 
5.1 

of '. eh of th JH!Ct r fleets o. 1 u.l elu.tiou-

shlp to mnn. God ' • retributive power i• Anife ted in 

coercive force. i8 ea.Ti ,., r ower, llo'aeTer, i oi. cffcetiTe 

vitbout n. 11er on6.1 Ntd poeitiYO response. rhe eorreln.tive 

or .oJ'A retributive 10 er is nbelief, b ecrrcJative 

or hie AAYint:: po er ia f11i tl• · e cl\n repre f!nt thi rela.tion-

ehip in dl~ r cr.t.ie form a folio-. • 

{ 

:orin 

I ~it.h 

0t1 • ~ belief 

~ .otributivc 

The br c eta indic~te eorr~l~tivea, and the str i ht line~ 

i die te not o positee but contradictorie • , • OEi i tea !lre 

' 1t.nt\lly exe lusivo, l;ut cootrad lctoriee 

dynti:lli c tc.nr. ion. 

y exiet to ether in 

Tillich 'a ontolo,.ielll o.nu.lysi; of 0'\ler (in .;.;;l.A);..;...;lf~~-;._.;.;... 

o.nd Ju. tice) ic deficient. bec.\u e it a.·· lic£1 o ly to 

~,.vi\ poyer. Only i~ ·od. ' a ~o..,.ln ))OYeJ· is there an onto-

In ico.l unity bet ecn lo-ve- and over. cr loTe, triving 

to reunito trhe est.r!ltlged, is tbo b fl'ifl o or 1fhie1J con~~uer6 

non-boinr;. en loYe rouni tee the cstr ed, it. too cotwuorfl 

no t-hein ; hnnce t.hc grc:,ter the reunion tbc rco.ter t 11c 

po1Yer. ove <:lW do its -work only if it is unit d it•1. •O cr 

n •l c~ 1Ul "iont for o.ul y t •en can 1 ove rjest.r·oy h~t is a.6 ..l.iuot. 

love. 

n~ithor ronnion nor a conquect nf uon-ueiug i:t t'a.t hich ia 

I 
\ 
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der:troycd. (iod '~ retributive vower dr>es n1>i reunit~:t the 

er.-tru.!'l{~ed9 and conquers non-be in~ ouly by L whhing it. 

Til Ueh ignoree the rea.lity of the diTi11e 'T&tb vllieh 'is C\ 

terrifying t.u1d obae~ciy-e thotJBht in lc\ul 't:: letter to the 

1\o:::m.ns. The 1tratb of ~~od ia nlso the pcnrcr of God, u. power 

unto deotruetioo • 

.,.ct (Jod ' n retributive pO'tler b not without reoi.ra.ir..t. 

·e sa in the la&t chapter that public po or in n p3rli~enta.ry 

sy~t is uot unre•trictcd; there are, fnr exnLi.lc, eon~ti­

tution&l enfcguc.rda aud ~ b~lance of ~ower& between the legic-

11.\.turo, jlldicio.ry, and es:ecut.iTc. S imilarly, God 's retril~o-

tive po cr ia eubjoct to re~>tr~int, the rcatra.int of his 

S3Vinn po~cr ~ love. tf we prefer, -we might :spe&!i of ll 

pol r tenP.Iiiln bet-ween the t-wo c.epeeta of poyer. It ia this 

teL1Bion ,,bieh iB repreatonted by t Ut at.rdgl.lt linea in the 

d io.cram:no. t n like St te po~er, h.oYel"er, the po1rer of lio!\ ill 

not reatr .bed bee~ul!e of it- de onic potenti3lity. It is 

reetr.;1.ined hec~u•e of the tensinn Let~eeu the lo\'"e Md the 

jUBtiee of God, and to giTe err~t to the salv~tion or man. 

Only -u-he~ l.oV'e .,nd juo1,iee floret united in rolar tonaioa are 

the t.rue boi.n _, and nu.turc of power seen. 

Jul:ltice rhis ie ttu~ t.hir1 of' the three concept.& rel \ted 

to J.ay. There ia 3. tendency in Chrif\tii\n theology to brll!ld 

,justice 1rith the etigoa. of tJegn.liem• Md t.o replnce it 

with lo't'e. It hi a aistl\ke ~ BUJ•poae t.hBt love coua be e. 

eubatitute for ju•tlee, or tht\t tho ChriatiM. can or tauat 

08Cl1J>O f'rol!l tbe foraal princiul e that person• in the nQe 

C';lte -;ory must be tre•t•d iu t .. e •ace w&y. TheTa is, or 

cou r~.;e, e. V.l· t diff<-reu.ce betvoo.:n .ius1 ice W11~er ~t.n.te lo.1r tl.lld 

jumtice under tha law of God. Rrun.ner 16 rigat to Vlako this 

contrast., but he ia vr(Htg i n nupJlCIIing tho.t le0 tJ..l juJ>tice is 

possible '()nly in so fllr ~ actua.l i.uec;u~l ity its dbrega.rded. 

To i lluatrato hia lJOint, he telh the atory of a cloakroom 

:~ttendu.nt. who has to bud out eo~ts ruul L . ..,ts aa quickly a.s 

po.s~iblc to peovle •'-'it.i.tg i.n queuea . 
04 

If fivo prt.r~llel 
queuef:l fe~ up, le:;o.l jut.~tiee ro uiroa the att.eadlUlt. to r.10vo 

troa the first person in the first >j U8Ue to t!~e firet. person 

in the E&eond GU&ue ~nd so on. 

11 those flt.a.ndi iu o:1e queue before attending to the otherc. 

54 Juutice and the Social Order, ~ · ~qf Orunner'n contrast 
i$ 1 in fact, betveeu 'l,wful ju~tiee ~nQ loYn ' (p. 26) , 
bot tho qualifiet\ti"':l '1 ~ r\ll' suggest .., contr t 
o.lno bot-.reen 1 )!l-rrf'Ul justice' ~Ud f; OQe hi.,r1er fOI'tl. 

!'f jaat.ice. 
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nut suppo•e, ~&yil nrunncr1 that an old lady arriYotJ who fr; t-oo 

infirm to 2!ltand in a. queue, or that eoc:.eone is in o. hurrv to . 
catch n trtltn. l .egal juatice would ittn.,re theae incqu3.li 'tics 

and ~uld continue to giYe equal tre~tment to CTcryo~c; true 

junticc, boweYer, re~uirea unequal trea~~t nnd G ~iol~tion 

of 'the forcal principle. 

runr l' (;oes uot- to.ko ~ecoant of -the Volorinble criterion 

wbich in tuted to apply tbe fo~l princi}llc. One cannot co.y 

in the abstro.ct whether leg~l juotiee ~ould ignore the inoqu~­

litios in qucntion. To holate the ron:t$.1 :principle rro1:1 

the varia.bl e criterion llnd then to critictoe the distortP.d 

p icture trhich resultt! iJ: hBrdly fnir eritieiBG. oroover, 

Brunner docs not C\.(lpeBr to be avare t.bn.t the torma.l priociple\ 

in indi~pcneablo to tho pr~etice or jus~ic •• 

bo done if tho fon:!!1I princit>le lo Yiolated. 

Justice Ca!Ulot 

Let us co.rry bh i llw;t.rn:tion further. ~UpJJose tb 1-t 

t here aro fiYe uld !Mties who cannot attUld in a queue, and ten 

people vho arc nuhing t~ e~tcb a tJ"a.in. Those r·eople f orm 

t-..o addi tion~l queues :eto -t.ha.-t YO have three ca:teg:>rica of 

person a...--td oevon (tueuea . lt is not by brc!Uting the .formal 

p!'tueiple but by ellforcing it that justice i£ doue. Those 

who nr" in tl•e ~wne ea.tcgory mtt!lt be tre~ted in 'the snme 'YiAY· 

It a. chair .ia brought for one old la.dy, «\ cludr cuat, be brt>ught 

for ench ole! lad7. If one tra in cr..tcher iM gi-ven priority, 

then all tr in catchers on~t be giY~• the •~~ priority. 

The formal princit•le ie af'pliod ..-ith a ..-~ri~ble criterioz:1 

lrllich indicat.er> both which persons fl\11 within t.Le anne category 

and how pereon& in the sace category ~e to be tre~ted. If 

t he foro~I principle is -violated and the aaoe treatBent is not 

gh·en to all who are in tt1o !}Ol:!le elltegory, .insttee h1 not don.e. 

I t is ,.reciJSely because 1 t ia it:'!persoaal ::wd objective that 

the torolt.l principle belva to establish juatiee. 

In leg n.l juatiee l!otb the C:£\togoriea and the 'Wtt.Y in 1rhieh 

, eraooa ?.1!0 r~u vit.bin them are to be treated o.rc e&tmblisbecl 

by tete l tt.lh Tbe rule Ybicl1 eato.'llishea them, however, Cl:l)' 

it.t'lelf he u11just . A purer fo~ of j~tice ia achie-ved under 

na.turol la:tr. Jiere tbe e&.tegoriea tl.re supplied by rcuou and 

conform to the ••sen~\al n&turo of man. Yet this justice 

fu.lln nhort of perfeetiou. It rel!ltlins relo.ttr~ :\nO. eontingent 

hoc n.uae i:.lWl ' £ n~ture cw&d r~aao!l are perverted by a in. Only 

: ivine ,jnetiee ie perfect; here the ca.tt'\t~~'riea ~nd the trea.t-

ocnt artt est. bl ish eel by God. • hen thy jtld;rrJent.t 3re in the 

earth, tuc inht\bita.nte of tbe l!orld letlrn ril.hteo•tBnesa;,' 
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decl~red the pro1'het Iaai3.h. 55 

'1\'"0rde•, re~·u-b ~ . U. (·naitb, 

uod Q&int~ina in thin ~orld. 

' 1'aed!9, '111ith itl.i ld.;u~r«Hi 

• &b:nifiea tbn.t st. ~ndnrd 1rhich 

1~ ia the norm by Yhich all 

at be .Judged. l !l~t. thia nom ia, depends e11tircly u,on the 

S ture of God . • ~6 For the Chrifltin.n, this norm is <.oMifosted 

in .ieoun Cbrist. A true nnderstl'l.tldi!\iJ of juatice i8 potOsibla 

on.ly en the ri hteolUine•• of God re?ealed in ,Je1n..1e Ghriftt ia 

nccoptcd by f .ith. 'fbe jnstieo t,hat r.od eataJJlisboa is 

conditioaed by lOTo, morcy, and forgiYene•a. •~ivine ju£tiee 

i~ personal, creBtive, and rcd~•tive. The categories wnd 

treatment e~tabli~hed by uod ~y, howeyer, lead to a reverc~l 

of' Aecula.r jucJ.t!,. cnta, for '~lr.\1~' vho are firllt ill he la.Bt, 

nnd the last firat •.57 

e ha.vo suggeoted th&t tho concept of law ha.a an inportant 

p rt. to plny in ChristiQ.Jl theology. It b approprinte not. 

only in describing ~he rela~ionohip betYeen Cod and ~~ but 

alae in 11pc&king of the power .md justice of God. There llre 

furt.her o.ppliel!l.tiou~ of ~he concept in leila religiou11 and ~ore 

cecula.r sphorea. If the or6l l•Y or liod is universally 

v-u. l id, if it Ganifeats the ju•t.iee of Go.d tUUi con be juJged by 

rt\tion~l stand~rds, nnd if it ia an c~prcsaion or man•~ aenae 

ot moral ohligQ.tion and his atriving tOY&rd.e his e6&entia.l 

being, , .• crs.nnot '"void .. d iacuasion or "the t-opic or natural 

la.w. 

56 26:9 

tlG The Dist incth·e ldea.s >:>t the Old ToBtament, p . 77 

u7 tt. 19 130 
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r.egnl positiviaa rejects a..ny cl'\ir.r that. 1~11 hu.a 12. l..1et.s-

physical bil£i8. The word 'vositiye' in the Jibr!\Se 'positive 

la-,r ' indica.teP. t tnt tbe law i• objectively grou!ldod a.nd thA.t 

jurisprudence is ~ pure, ~,iricGl science with no noa-leg~l 

cleoents or ide.u.liat pntensions. It ia ai.ol;ly the lfill of 

t.he . overeign or i.~ a.cce,-..ted praetico or the l'eople, a..'1 exer-

cise of power. ·rhe ohlig~S.t.i1n1 to obey folloYa Yholly froo 

objeetiye ft~.cte. 'i'bi view fn.ila to discern th~t poF.!it.iYistn 

is itself .u id.,a.l tmd 'that a lc~~l ~ystem, in so felr aA it ie 

co'leernod td.tb the treedODl of the illdi'Yidual n.n:d the rea.aouablo­

neas of nan, f'.nd .... ith guilt and jur::tie~~ ia b~1aed npon r:eta­

phyaieal preauppo~ition•• !t alno deniee the dignity Qnd 

destiny of m~. The Chrtatian therefore affin,. ~bat ~h~ lnw 

is both pra.ct.ic~l and ideal, both phya.~ic~l ll!ld meta.pbyde:<'\.1, 

c::.td thllt. it is rooted in the trp i ri t:ual uaturo iltld penouu.l i ty 

of m:lon .-

·e hAYe claimed t.ltt~t ~tfl.te la.w is. l\ product not :nerely 

of will but o.lso of: reuon. Tb.e se"-reh for the ground of 

it4 va.lidit.y led ue to 1:!:\0J""-1 la,., a.rul the i"'orn.l law, -.e fonnd, 

i a 1~"11' of vod binding ut>on a.ll ruen. · e coue~led t.hat. if t.he 

moru.l la.w or Jod ia to hl\'Ye uniyorsal v .. t.lidit..y, tbe t;round. of 

tha.t va.lidi t:r ut: B't. be ~OJ!Iething ather than" the vi ll of God. 

Tt- =ntst be E+OrUo!.hiug which can be icnowa ap·.&.rt fr01a~ revelation. 

'l.n • s rca.Ao.l, ilis aenae of l.iloral obligr~.tio.o, cmd bis cs.sentin.l 

rel!ltionshiiJ to hiM elf con3t it.ute tLree a.di tiona.l t:,l"Ounclil of 

validity. Turning to juatice, we fo~111d t.hl}.t lee.:.~ol justice 

is imper~;ona.I, objeetiTe, l.nd 01~en to eritiei~r:l. It is not 

only tllc Chrhtia.n ...-bo luuw.o Yb6ll to prote.at. a,_:u.in•t a.o unjust 

1~ ... , for cen gene-rally have Ml ide~ of justice c.~.nd ~ aenae of 

whet ought to be realised in l&Y it there is 1.a.ot t.o bo :1. vio­

la+ ion of reaoon ~d the very nature or thing$. 

It h approprt.~te, therefore, to examine the octri.t& of 

no.tuns.l la ninee it has n:~~y a.:ftinitiea 'With the point~ we 

lt h a. topic \l"'hich is replete lfith obeeu.ritiell 

1\Jld <:!'1•\fu~ions, and whiett lendr iteelf rea.dil:v to !l.buae. 

h~t is QeRnt by the term 'l~Y' 1 There is no ~ritton code, 

no enactc:ent, :no sanetio 1, u.o co~u:rete rnl~ tor specific 

!\ it.ua.t ions. 

convcntiou . The terca 'ao.turnl' it\ aimilarl r o',::;eure. [e 
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•nature' oppotJcd to eo zyention 1\Ud tile in~>titutiona~ or l!tociety '? 

IJoea it refer to tho ori ri .ut.] icrpuhe• or before he bec~me 

ciYili e~ ? ls the lsw 'natur3l' becauae it cxprcsLea ~h~t 

h in the heart of eTOry man, tho•t. to Yhich en •>ener.!~.lly- give 

their consent ? The pllr~e 'nn.tural lll.Y' ot ~lt:so be 

d iatint;,"Uished from tbe 'law of nature' whicb is im:.autal>le 

:Uld nniver5al, oper1.te.s c.ut.omatic!illy1 and htul no oru.l cunno­

te&.tio:~. ve't if the lo.1r ia UlOre thWl & doeeript.iou of CL41f>iri­

ca.l fo.ct t vo IDiJ.Y MJk wh.'lt oakcw it normative cmd i•TI). crtJ~tivc 

4nd hew lt ia dil!lcovereri. 

Tbeee a.re so~ or the question• tbn.t o:.~y c.rise in the mluds 

of thoee vho ~pro~b tlut to>I-•ic or na.tu~l lo.,-. Tbe ~swcr!' 

mn.y eoerge if e· co l! ider tbe blatory of natura.! lmr o.nd the 

cont ora.ry t.c~ching of the llo:.l.'\11 Cntholic Church . The lireck 

pbilooopbcr Heraclitua b1d nn incipient doctrine of n~~ur&l 

lnw ill his tea.ehin~ thGt ther ia ~ uiyine lOuOilt o.e tmiver~o.l 

r~o.son, Yhiclt holda the uniyorao t9cether in o. hid«lon tmi ty. 

Tho ~opbi~ts , in their radicel critiei~ of cst~blirhed l~Y 

and institutions, judged by tho stalldllrd of nn.ture rutd l~id 

the foundation of the d·octric~ of Ulo l!l.tur l ri[:;hto of r.:um. 

ocrl\te taugh~ tb~t virtue eonsiu~s in iaunrledgo, tlJ:1.t there 

is a roo.lm of ulti~ato v~lucs, Bad tbGt oon Get i~ora.lly only 

throu~l ignorance. ~ ~otapbysic~l b~ats ~or natural 1~~ Y~D 

proyided by Pla.to with bis doctrine of perfect u.ud ot.ern~l 

ide a. Tho idea th t oau 'e e~£ential nature ie ro son v~s 

J iven pro:ninoneo by rietotle 'lrho tt\ugbt tht\t rnoro.lity con-

: icU:J in !i'f'in ~ in accorda.uce l1ith rouon. ':i'bi!'J i.d<l" 1rtt.s 

t ten further by tho . toica who identified tbo louo or 

'lornelitu& Yi th 'world rc~on'. Tho Ftoic ideal of living 

in n.ccord :mee vith n~t.ure iv its~lf ~ dovclop .... cnt of Herll-Cli tu:~' 

thought. They ~1 f:iO to.v.ght thnt SlQ.U ' E conduct. st e . ove1 ilCtJ. 

I~ reason Yhich is hio eoE~ntial nature. hen an tctl!i 

Becort111.nee with hio euecntift.l na.ture; bo couforos to t~~ 

of the nnivercoo . 

in 

lu: 

Chrl6ticmity entered into and dcvclo»-c thio cl £nicd 

beri t:igt'. I' nul t·Q.llght tho.t. t.bc Gen'tilea cn.rry out the prcee,•ts 

or the osa.ic law ' by t,hc light of nat,urc •••• for they tlhplily 

tho effect of the lu.w in£Jcribcci oo t-heir bellrts 1 •
1 One of the 

e::1rly Church Fa.tbes. , ohn Chryaot~too, deelo:red: ' e 'liJi& not 

only c cripture but a.lBo re11.con in a.rguing o.go.inet t.he i'"-a'!ntus. 

1 HorJ. 2:14,15 (N.f . ... . ) 
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bat is their ar u ont ? They nay they ave no 1 f con-
2 cience a.nd tb 1-t. thero is uo law i .t l41Jlt.ed by God in nAture. • 

1. t YU quin~s, ho ever, who ave t.he doct.rine a. cy t. t.ic 

tmd couerent form, and -.re mu.at consider hie t-ea.chi 

det.11il • 

in one 

. e e~,1teudea. ·t.r·a.t reuon ia the rule and eMure or 
hum:w 1'-'cts. ' n.w, t .ercfore, i• bound by r on. ithout 

rc son there is LLOt. lilY ?1ut lo.-.htaaness. 3 oreovcr, the ln; 

.ot te diracted to a.n end, :md th~t end is uot. .Lldividuel but. 
4 

co n, the coo:wn good of ~11. Pr.\etical reMlon, distinct 

fron spccnla.tive reuon, prescribes h 't l!IUII'f bo dono for the 

c<r:!ll:lOn ·ood. There h a. hi.era.rehv of la: t tbe to, of 

which ia the 'tter11al laW'. The uni\l'erae is a. co mity 

OTerncd by God rmd e-nbject t.o Divine la.w. d aiuce -tho 

ivine .eM on 1 1! concct,tion of things h not iiubject to tiao .. , 
hut is cterna.l, •• -.thl• kind of l&Y Gnu;t be ca.lled eternal. •' 

ext iu the hierarchy comes n11turo.l law. 

ra.tiOJMl cro~ture, ah&ree in tho Jji-rine Jlca&on 

. an, aa e. 

d in virtue 

ot' tnis he hu a n tural inclination to hie proper ct and 

end: 'cs.nd this pt~orticip tion or tho eterna.l la.w in the ra.tio­

n&l ere•ture ia c lled the natural la•'•G Th~re ia ~ affini•y 

I ere w1 th t.oic doctrine. Third in the hierarchy is h '-'l1 

In lt"t. seMe ia the laY 'natura.! • ? uina.a' 't.eachiug 

ppe~r8 to giye two an~er • lt ia n tural il becanae it is 

found iu bUJa!W Dt:'oture itself, in t.UO incli:tation 11bich tlr!P'e 

ua to onr prl)per end, and ii) uecau•e it is discloau~d to o 

not by rcvcl~tion but by u£ltural reaaon, •ror crery a.ct of 

reaaoning il; baaed on prir1Cii)lea t.ha.t t~.re kno-,m no.tur lly' 

[ i.e. ~P'rt fro~ re.ola.tion] . 7 I~aaou doee not ~e deduc-

t io froo experience or C.lf'i deal f..tet to aaeortain pd.oa.ry 

rrineiples, ~ut gains ita knowledge from the eseenti 1 nature 

of ~ a.s o. free and r tiou&l being ade in t.h i e of l.iod. 

!t ie diffic~lt to eoc bow quln~ c~ e6c e from tbe chnr e 

2 P• 35 

3 I-11 • 9 n.rt. 1 

4 ~· • 9 art • 3 

5 lbitl. . ~1 art • 1 -
Ibid. • 91 rt. • 2 -

7 I "d. • 1 n.rt. 2 rc,.ly oh,l• 2 , ee •tlao • 94 art.f.l. 2,3 
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th~t. he it~ asecrt.ing e. t! utol ogy1 

natcrc or man as c r~tioaal Ueing•. 

're3~on 1 the csEcntinl 

~i~larly, the l~v ie 

'nctural' bee uve it is h&ned on the e~eont.i 1 nnturo of nnn. 

eitbcr sta.tc t giy ns any further infoJ"''atioo nbout. the 

t ro in 'uestion, o.nd eG.Ch achieye~ certainty only at tb<! 

expenao or circulGrity. 

r;uin s i even 1 ~ s clear in dcceribing the co·ttc:nt. of 

na.tur l ln.'?l·· Ic begiW!I by ecrting toot 'the fir t thing 

thnt r lle under tbe npprehension of the natur 1 re on io 

~ hicb ifl directed to aetion. The firlilt 1 rinciple ot 
no.t.ur l lc:lr, therefore, h thnt c;ood ia to he donn ~md evil 

avoidod . ' ~11 othor preee, t.s of th<'! natural lu:cr a.re bnced 
8 

upon tbi • ' But ho doe• not e y YJ\ t good i£l. ncn 1e 

~csccndn to do~ile ~d co~sidors what aete ar enjoined by 

n tura.l lav, lquinu declo.re 1-ho.t practical reason is ' pcr-

•crtod by r t.~sion, or evil ho.bit, or o.n evil C::iepositio of 

~turc •.9 lractical reason cannot, tcerefore, iTc unerring 

guidn.nec . Tbe primary principleD of net.turl\1 1 w, it is true, 

rc Yrittcn indelibly on the ~cart, but sin y obncure and 

pervert the natur 1 l~Y in p rticul r ~ctions and secondary 

precct}ta . Indeed, natural ln.-w- y be blotted out froa the 

htl/1:3.11 he rt. by CTil l•~reua.do3n or vicious euot.o o.nd corrupt 

h bito . 10 Tho concrete netuAlication or n tur 1 lo.T cu~t 
therefore be Maieted by hU!:UW law. 

lcrhape o re being Wlfa.ir t.o ltquinu. In co ftl.r u ho 

ic po13ee • d or roa.aon tl.lld free rill, men cts vi th a tmrpo e. 

~r all Q;c ' ~ ereature•, only can is ondow~d ith renGon, only 

an 'h~ nntur 1 inclination to know the trutt nbout God•. 11 

ncspitc the F 11, o~ ret ina tho c~pacity for ~pprehcndiDB 

r tion 1 v~lues and knowing the principles of nntur 1 la.w. 

The coaenti~l D3turc of mAD ia the ~e~nro of good, ~d tho 

coC)d ~ct ie ther~tore o:1e vbieh helpa to real i£1e t.hio eencntitll 

nt\tt!rc. In the f. lh tion ot the acner~l principle to 
p~rticul~r eta, allOYance oust bo ~e for the circt~~tnnces. 

~inco the circ~t~ee~ v~ry, the pri ~ry principlce ~trt 

8 

9 

10 

11 

lllid. 

Ibid. -
Ibid. -
lbid. -

n. 04 art. 4 

n. 04 art. 6 

11· G4 art. 2 
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ncecsenrily be gener~l. It ia elGo i~ort t to notice tb~t 

quin~e loo. nut set out tho s~ondary priociplcf i Gn in-

flexible code of de'ttl.U eel rules. Ill though th~ pri :a.ry prh;-

eipleG arc unchangeeble, tbc socondar7 principle re far 

fro:~ beiue ir.;:ro.table. 'i'hey can change eitho~ by c:.dditiou 

• for t e benefit or hUJHm life', or by aubtract.ion 'so that 

vb. t prcvi on ly tre. u.ccording to the r\~t.m·Q.l la.~r, ee~•~s to be 

SO I • 
12 

odcrn cxpozition or the tradi~ional lo~n r.~tholic 

,.i cw is .iven }~ n. A. Ho3:1cll in hio boolr The Nat>1 r:1.l l...a.w. 

Tlle ba.f-'its of na.tur~l lAY, Ro en contends, is o. .lmo e~~~e ,)f 

bcin,, o. lmawledge of the er.!Jcnce of things. Thi• is the 

ontolo i.co.l tounda.tiox\ of nu.t <ral la:w. "ibere i u ru1 esseati ·' 1 

unity of bci g ad ou~.\tncss, or being ud oodnesn. The 

ood ir:~ hat ought. to lit!, -~11<1 :a.n «~t.rivea to fu! fil tbe pot.en-

tinlit.y or h ill being. 'The eruumce of a thing h~ the uoTlll 

!\Ud tl (! goal Of ito becooing. • • • fln.t (~OodnoH8 i $ th& f iUi\l 

cnbodiment or rea.liau.tion of tile mlsence in ct.xistt> lee.' 13 

All cJ·cn.t.ed 1f'i.aL. ia in 1\ f1t~t.ie of beco1:~iug ~ it ~t.rivc,. to 

real isc it& es,u·nce ood eo 1\tt. \in to full ~caa of heir~·. 

Tl ere · 11 . order of r li t.y vllicL rhos rro:1 purely 

poi-~ntio.l 1Ci ... throuc;h the l!!toges or crettotad actut\1 )eiTl~~ to 

God vho is t..he perfect lleitJ._~· 7ho vorlc i. an order or erea-

turea Yhoee na.turea lu-A.Te beon d.itt'ereu\.i3tcd o.ccurclin~ to tl!G 

'l''ho ect.a.bl inlwtent or uu.tura.l la.w do,~tm!W on 

the doctrine of o:w'a nature. Since ~1\rl pocaemses free l"ill, 

tbe o<toloLicnl order ia, for oan, ~ MJOr~l order. nn is a 

free nd r:\tiol'\ 1 bein.:, e.."'1d doe• not obey t.1e tmtur,_l 1 n.v from 

necc~sity or co~ ulsion. Pcing i~ 1erceived a. ou~tnc~~, 

.nd rro.ctical re4.ann direcf:.a cU&n 1.owarda the rc l iso.tion of 

hiiJ eoecuce. bi11cc e.u i -..leo a rl.\tionnl being, he CiW 

under&tMd th~t the 1\C)tur~l lil:w i& ex-;.rcasod in the c~ivi .e-ly 

estt"Lblivh.ed order ot ttle ..-orld. .~tural nor~l la. is an 

l\&} oct or the etenl.t\1 1 w ~ it o:xhta for t'ree, r"tio~1o.l 

bein '-~• It y be defined (l.8 •the li~ht of retu:~tln inherent 

in n~J by nt\"t.ure, through which YO parceivo ho.t e ong;ht to de 

;<md a.voicl; or ahJo: the lmo-.·ledge coliU<UliC'\tcd to us lJY the 

Crer:t.tor through atua·e, th:'!.t we must c>t.rict.l.f abaerve iu our 
14 

comluet the I.')J"dcr which con·o'"p&uda. to our n~~.t nre'. 

1:.! Ibid. • fl4 art. ~ -
13 0J".I • ill.· p. 112 



~ora.l goodness <toea not conaiet in. crlet·na.l confortaity 

to God's ·ill tlH arhitrary docree. QuchtneEJa ia grounde d 

in rea.lity, in th nature of thingD , GDd a.t the same ti!!le it 

ia relnted to God ' s eeBenco. NAtural moral law is not only 

whtJ.t ie but hat ought to be, i.e. it h nor:-.lo.tiye, e. ratioan.l 

precept •:i.th obli~a.ot.ry force. ' the supreme J'rinc ipl e of 

ooghtneaa is aitll>l:r 'thia r Becooe :rour essential being •••• 

Act in aceordu.ne e with reuons br ing your enaentin.l bang 

t.o co::q1letionJ fulfill thf' order of beinc vhieb you confront 

as a free crel\ture. • 11~ . an aust follow the direction of h i s 

na.tura.l inclinu.tioos Md, through the U6e of rca on, hecmne 

'b()t e in. 

othiog ha.a yet boen su.id '"bout tho O!lllctilln be .dnd 

n~tur 1 lav. ~ we haTe aocn, aa.nction ill o.n i o:rt:.mt 

oler:1ent 'in t.be eoucopt of law. No doctrine of oetur~l law 

i8 adequate ~hich does not t~e ~ccount of this clcac~t, 

difficult a.a it ia to expound in t.hia pbcre . tlor.:::ten c! oes 

not shirk the ie ua. ~atur~l 1~ h~• a positi?a, ~~rthly 

sanction, ho telle us, tho·gh it do~• not pomeces thia iume­

dietely of i~~elf. The saaetion is proTidcd by ~tate 1~. 

Thie appears to b~ eit her ~ eY~&ion of tho isauo, or an 
I 

t\.ctdasion t.hat n~turo.l la"'J b&ll no au.nction o.nd is therefor e 

not properly a law. There is, ho·ever, an ~ddition~l, 

indiroct au.netion which n•\tunl lo.w posaestsos in i t.s O"trn 

right. ' :very people tuat dbregllrd.c the laws or ~I"Q.l 
16 

li•ing is doo d to dctcrioro.tion and to destroction. • 111is 

in"t rin ic sa.nctioo t&koa tbe forl!l of 'JJtljcholouie 1, QOr tJ.l, 

social, o.n4 often physical conl.'!equences or llctionr> th11t are in 
17 I 

th~elvos b.t.C.'.. 'l'hese conaequ.ence~~: n.ro ine::norable, th~ 

iucsc p~ble pen~ltiea iacnrreti for a treacb or tbe natural l~w. 

The no.tural lllw h ccitber o: rure ide I nor j1 code or 

detailed rules ro.tionally d.edncad rro:n gcucral principle11. 

'The truth •• •• lies in tbQ mean . It 1 ica idml.y bct.Y&cn tl;c 

Cl:CC6S of dcdactiY& ro.tiOili\JiSm and tl1e BClf-dcnying defec t ~f 

t . 1 th t · t ld · b l c-4 ern~l f'•ct~ .• 18 a prae .1 ca. ness " 1.s 1e prusoncr y •urc y ~" ... .... '"' 

~o~e l~rinciplea are elf- e.ident, "tlcb e tholiie or t. U! •ec L-

Iorrue. Others cu.u be "b'La.iued o tly In the licht of cx::eri cnc e 

and t' on ~ corwidcration of the circup.sta.nceli . 

15 Ibid. P• 178 -
16 I hid. i" • 2:)3 

17 to~. cit. - -
1"' ·~ ~· ;;. 816 
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in the doctri 1e cf ntt.turiS.l ICL h therefore lJ06Si.Lle. 

rl•lco cl\n be obtcdned by ueduetlvc reasoni 1g.. Thus, ('roo the 

norm of' t-J·uthtulnelll! of llpeech ·e can deduco tl1e J'Ul e that 

a.n;r~e=lie.ntll , ... uat be kept. The rur-t.ller dcductiye reBtH>ni,lg 

moves froo iirst principle• ~ d univeranl nor D, ~he clo~er 

must be our considcrntion of ~11 tho cir~uostanee. l e ~uat 

&l bO to.he account of the po.I!Bionr. !.nd nelfieh a.pr,~"·ti tt.l£1 vhieh 

dhltor't. oar judgoent .md blot out onr knO\'flcdge cf the ua.tura.l 

le.; • 

r ince n t-ura.l ln.w is noi Uuu· a pure ide .. 1 otcrnnlly 

exi£ting by iteclr nor a fix~ nnd i ut~ble code, it is a 

dyu110ie a.nd not u. at.t\tic concept. It dor.a not prov ide ;l rigid 

rr~~ork or rora~l principle• e~ty or con~nt, but inclndes 

mn.t.crh.l, cont011t-filled uor011. ltilc: 1.11e pricary nnd t'Wl't 

genor 1 principles ure fixed ~d constant, tho more reoote 

e ;}y therefore spoa.k 

of a. n~t1.1ral law 'tl ith a cb!l.ngill:t content, but li\ core adeqm.te 

formuln is •nntural 1 ¥ ith cb~ing ~ progr~5sive 3ppli-
19 

e~tion•. It in tbi~ tha~ ~ee natural l~u truly U),) ~e, 

far it c~s tb3t uan mu t co~tinu~lly strive to adT uce to 

higher lc.,ela of ral ntt.nincent. Only tho pri!llll.ry prineit,l e~ 

nre: cert.c.s.in. ore re ote concluaioru; ay ,oBsess n wora.l 

certitude~ tt.e. certainty of a. kind th~t will ~ t;sfy t.he 

aind of a }Jt'udent -'Ut'. 'fhis area. 'inc:lutles <\11 the bOJJic 

a.nd c on duties of or 'innry life, indhridu 1 a.nd eoeia.l'. 

There is, finally, •a. iJeripheral nre~ of consiclerablo ::.uti 

cl~tic dioenHions , ~ ~e~ of Tcry r~ ote co1elu~iona eou­

td<'lting of involved, con1llex, and ext.r~cly eont.in,c!'lL c~es 

IUld r(llt\tion.ahips with Tl"hich ctJ,,eciaJ ly the h\li:nn ~~~r~er h~s 
!!0 

1 r,cly to deal '. 

Tile e.!'lllcutio.l l•eing of r.a.n ia not only 1Jlc datum Tlhich 

lice behind a.ll positive 1!\~ u.nd ·hieb coru:,tit.ut~l'! 11.·1e eo.­

nitivc principle of na.tural h.w, it h a.J vo t.he bo.eh of !1. 

doctrine (lf no.turn.l right•• 'rl1e ri ht to life !Uld property, 

I or ex \l:ipl c, h ec11•.nti~l to t.be inte~.ri.ty of perROn!l.l being. 

l'crsono.H~:· is i.he btu:Ji~ of the rigbt tn Cl ood n e n.ud the 

right to 1 i crty. Sueh rights ~re ' ~iven • wiU.J i.hc nature 

of a ;•crson 9 and gn1.r<mteo hi~ J:crsonlll di~nit;r. 'at.ur~l lao.: 

(\oes not , hoYever, .. roi.•erihe Jia.rticul r f>O li ticu.l rynte ..... ..,, 

•ho~ber fnuda.l, co.~italiat , or eocia.li~t, iG which these ri~hts 

~., lhid . }J • 252 
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st lc embodied. 

JAcque,_ !J"ritn.in t.nltel'.l up the (fttestion of tho rights of 

n conferred by nutornl l~w. wan , he s ys, i~ c lled tn a 

life nnd de tiny S'Ullerior to tirae. He ia c llcd to ren.lise 

b olutc and epiri~~l T~lues in hia p~r~onal life, oud t~ 

develop t.he life of tbe •pirit .-it.bin hi:a. en poectsseo ends 

which corrcupo.od to hi n tur~l (:onsti tution, lmd be is ~ dowect 

itb intelli encc to diecoTcr d pur no those end~. atural 

l~w ia nothine oore thaD this . Iu particul~r, it i not ~ 

wri tt.c lew. 'I1. ia vri-t.ten, they sr~oy, in the heBrt. \)f coo. 

Tru(!, but. in the hidden deptha, na llidd n fro u GrJ our own 

e rt. This t~phor itself bns been ro~ponsiLle for great 

do I of c, eBUSing 1111-turol 11\.w to be rc )r ent.ed 

rcady-Gndo cod rolled up i~hin the co~science of each one 

ot u11, hich ~h o o or us ba.s only to unroll, d of which 
21 11 n should n turally b~Tc an equnl knowl gc.• 

Ap~rt fr~ pro&cribinn ties, naturnl le reco~i co 

rigb~ wbich arc linked Lo tbc D4ture of ~ , root~ in hie 

in't.elli iblc oe once as a free being ith n. tspirituel .• nul. 

o.ri~in •.vo ., threefold c1 ifiea.t.ii>n of thot::o rights. 

1) Those hicl belona to the w:m.n pernon M auch; e . g . • the· 

right to 1 ·bcrt.y, lJrop rty, and ho lth. 2) Those hicb belong 

t.o t.bc civic 1,creon; o.g. , t.lic right to po.rtici to etiTely 

in political Ute, the ri lit of llllflocia.tio , n.nd tbc rit~t of 

free invosti tio~ nnd iac cio • 3) Tho o Ybich belong to 

the oci 1 pcrDon, p rticularly tho working person; e . r,. , the 

right. freely t.C) choo e one ' Q 'Wor1!t i.be right to fol'l!l trt\de-

nio!l&, a.ud tho right to a. ju t wnge .. 

rit. in a.lso r;ives o.ttentittn to the probl of our know-

ledge of natural l¢W. It ia not r ti~n~l kn~lodge, but 

knowled~e through inclinetion. It is not g incd through 

conoc i.s Md eoneeptual judgnents, but is a t:llJODtnnccu kno11-

led:_,c gu.iocd 'by loo' ing at c.nd eon ultin 11b~t we ~re o.nd 

t.he inn r bents or prope:\sitie!l or our mn beiu '.
122 

' Io 

~bia kn lcdg th~~ union or ineli~~tion, conn turality or 

congoniality, the intellect is ~t. pl y not nlo e, b t together 

ith Bffecti.TG inclill tiOJl Gl1d 1.b$ diBJ'OSition::l Of 'the will , 

d b guid d ~md direet.ed. by t.h .. • 23 'l'hllllt natur l 1 :w i 

21 

22 

23 ~· eit. -

p . 35f (Geoffrey El ss The r,entcnary 
and tate, ch . IV 



48 

ntt.tar J not o.nly bec"uae it cxpressos the normal funf·tioning 

of bunnn natarc, mt alao becnueo it i~ known o~t~lly ~d 

not. tbJ·ough r~f!oning or eouceptanl lmovlodgo. 1 a.turnl lo: 

deal5 only with principleD that ro i~diatoly kno~ in on 

undo~nstrn.blc anner. For this reoson, can cBDnot give a 

r tioml account of his fundQQCQtel oral beliofo . 

T is t3.lk of ' connn.turality• ia ob c re. ritc.in h.l• 

lda ovn tbeor1 of eristc olOt!J'"• Ue appo:1.rs to be t.:u;mcsting 

that c CWl have knowledge which it:1 indo.Knde t of both rcn.sr.>n 

and ~·irical f&ct, a knowledge thet ia nntur 1 wnd i~din.te. 

Uut OD h t grounds CQD thi elo.im to lmcwledgc be justified .,, 

Is it tt. celf-JUa.nwt.eeing cognitiTe experienctl t-hn.t •c bu.-yo, 

o.n inf llible state of ind '? Surely lmowledge iG ao::mthing 

rc thrul a. feoling of co viction. 1 e ~ny be convinced 'that 

sooctbing is true, o.nd 1t:t be vrong. 01rl ~e is a. corrc-

ln.tio betvcen ind d reality. forhnpo itain .ishcs tJ 

claim ccrtil.inty ftr the experience O.li 11uch, the conm~tural 

a1r reneas of n:~.tur 1 lo.Y, juet ea Ye n:.:lY be direct-ly o;ware of 

havinr-; he~I:Lebc. If no, ia this a.nything eore them ai ly 

having the experience ? It ic difficult to see how ~ b~bjee­

t.t..-e ~JJCrience c~ lc:W to the ~ppretensioo of princir.·lc of 

no.turnl J o.1r ea being tn1e. e r:AY he forgiven for so,,•octing 

that LS.ritcdn is, in effect, ciTing a st.ipnla.t.ive definition 

or 'knovlcdg" ' a.nd h usin._, the ter in cnso Ybieh depa.rte 

~c~pted u e. 

X X X % X 

c eh&ll begin em nsces e!lt of l rotest nt vievr8 on 

natural l~ with a brief review of the to ching of Jcaus.
24 

It ay be thought that nothin.3 could be IJOr~ r ate fro;:~ o. 

ro.ttonali6t theory ilf 'f'ahtef' Md ideBh, b 1t thic conto1:t.ion 

cannot be upheld when it is coo~idcrea G~oinst cort in 4S~~~-

tiona which t\ro iopl.icit in the teaching of our ~rd. e 

n.npc:o.lcd to a. 'n"'tura.l' oor.6l discernment in en, i.o ctn.nda.rdil 

of ri ld,cousnese• ;justice, and Ciorcy reco iacd by en. 
25 

fh diatinet.ion be-tween good D.nd evil en i lies f ndo.-

entnl or 1 law, ~d o doe hi rebuke .nd donuncio.tion of 

eribcs, lb~riaeee, ~ othern. J~sue pl~ecd reli ca on 

the ju~Jen~s of consetence. and sought to elicit free and 

24 

25 r . g . , o.tt. ua6 , '1t23, 0:13, l0t41, 12s31'J, 13:.4:) , 2l:a2, 
25:31-46; !.k. 7sJ~, 10:29-:~1, 12:511 13:27, l~d4, 15s1 
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r~tiono.l tdiaont to his toa.chint;. If~ ~ppoaled to reMf\Tl -utd 
26 

co on enee. In a.ll thiD, Jeaua 1 TB a resJH•nzibilitT 

upo cnn to perceiTe, under»tand, ~d freely respund. Surely 

e ha.vc here ~ foundation for a doctrifte of nGtur:s.J la.-u·. 

The Rcforcers w re not nntagonistico to tbc idea of 

na.tnr<~.l 1~ • Luther Accepted tl•e tr&dition"l dcct.rine of 

written on men•a he!trt.a . Ito content is love. 

t o po.rt.ios to dicput.e refuse i.o suboi t to the la: 

or lo•e, 'they are o.cting contrary to God I.Wd n&turn.l lo:w •••• 

For nature teaeboll ua - a• does lcwo - thu.t 1 rhould do a.JJ 1 
21 

~.-ould be done by'. L.nther of'ten c~uoteiS ilatt. 7:12 or ik. 

by Jeaus is a precept of n~tural law. ~nin, ntber oaintaine 

t.bat thcr& io a unity of kJBu.ie, fioapel, u.nd NG.tu.rnl lmr. 

'Tuo whole 1 w banded down to u• ia, theroforo, nothing olsc 

t.htm tbi no.tural law, .,;hich eTeryone knOt>& nnd on ceount, of 

,·hieh tlO-onc i.e without excUDe. •28 Co ting on ROOtine, 

ebc.}Ji.er 13, Luther recmrka thBt Fllul 'e rebend&.l n.J 1 the 

co d£ of 'oecs under loye, ~d the Bo.tural ln teachea this 

lo-re atnra.lly'. 29 "llt.ur&l law is WI inseycru.blc part ,;f our 

cxiate~ce. tt acquires ~elidity bec~use it is tied to con­

science enf. peraonal invol~e ent . Thus, •vcre it not n tu­

r~ll~ rittcn in the hcGrt, one vould have to teach d preaeh 

t.be 1 "-,.. for n. long time before it beecme the conct!nl of con-

cience. The be:J.rt r:rua"t. o.l£0 fiue £Yad reel the la.w in 

•t lf * 30 
1 sc • 

olnnetboa tollotreu in Luther's footetepJJ. 

,nvc him tho b~oia for the followi1~ definition 

• n~turo.l l~w ia a cocoon judgceut to which Bll 

to • 2:15 

of rw.turo.l ln.,-; .. 

n like 

BSocnt, o.nd therefore one Ybich liod. hAa inDcribed upon tile 
31 soul of cacb can.• ln another pasa~e e d~finc~ natural 

lsw 'a stnndnrd for judging ~orale that ia i 'lnntcd in uc 

26 12:12 · ~ IU"ely a m'W is worth r~r aore tho.n a. 
or ~. 3s23f 'how ca.n lltnn t!riTo ottt 

• o.ta.n ? If a kingdom is divided 11,"' \inst itRelf, 1.1uat 
kingdoo eADUot stand', (N.r..a.). See too ~. 9:50, 
a;tt. Tsl,2, lk. 12125!. Je•ua ' usc of illuotra.tiour: 
nd elogie3 a.lco relies on ~ ~pcBl to reaoon. 

27 Juther's orka, Yol. 45 p . 1~71' 

28 Lectures on t.oruwa, ( Litrary of' ChriB.tian r.1 · .flies, vol. fV p.4ti) 

2'"' • • Cru.nz , An Flf~"-Y nn the DeYelop;::ent of Lutbet • s bought. 
on ,Justice, l.a.w, ... x.f.i oci•ty, P• ! US 

30 f.uther'a or!.. .. , vol. 40 !1 • 97 

31 Ibid. val. ~5 ~· 127 c. 111 
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of l3in . The -o.cforoc:>r; go.vc ore euph..a.&ie to coneciencQ t.hn.u 

to TC\SOn. Yet if nnt.aru.l la. shOYcd ramn tJu.t hi ~octG ere 

sinful, it aust at th~ r. c ticc b~vc ivcn ~~ o 1~ ication 

of wh t was ri,Jbt . 

In ite Qf thcEc oodificatio , tho efor ere did builn 

upon the tra.di tion;t.l doctrine. Lany affini'tic it.h the 

views of ~ruinas erun be detectc • They diG aot dcstro1 the 

co~ce;t of n~tur 1 1 • the 

view t.ha.t there ia a. lo.w, divine in ori?,in, which i£ lk.owu 

~)3rt froJ revelation, ~1d they di~ not question the vnlidity 

or it ~ri cipl~E in the eocial, politicBl, 

~B rofcscor tcNeillc puts itr ' Thore is no re 1 disconti uity 

bet c n t.a te~ht of the •efol'!!lOI" d tllat of their trc-

dcc<'esor• ith rcc1,ect to nntura.l 1~ • ·ot one of the lc era 

of the •cfor t.ton sa.ile the principle . Instead, ith the 

1•oLJai llc c-rception of Zringli, they u.ll 021 occa.£ion cx1 reas n 

rtuito un..,n1dging respect tor the ooral ll"\w n:r.tnr lly ii:JjJl ntod 

in the b :u1 bca.rt d sec to iuculc t.o thb t.titudc in 

their rcadcra.•38 

In tb Church of glnnd, tell rd UooKcr el borated 

coopre o eivo syst.(}l of 1 :we . verythin tho.t cxi.t;ta, he 

t!J.Ught, i e:ubjcct. to o. 1();11', 0'\'cn Ood hililliel f . The iiyst.c 

co~rist of t~o eternal la • · The first is 'that order which 

God boforo 11 o.gcs tmth r:ct down "tdt.h hi :olf, for himr:elf t.o 
39 

do nll thin"'B by' . 'he ccoud o.ppl ic~ to "ll uod 's creation 

nd ill cuht'!i.vidcd into a' J tural lo: ( ovcmin non-hti:J~ 

b) colcetial 1 ~ ( overni g thv clc), Qnd e) 

b·• :m I nr ( ovcn1in taman lo: is further o~uividcd 

ito or~l l~w, 'poaitive 1~~ for tb~ tuat live united in 

ublic society•, ~d nupcrnatural ln 
40 

' which od hi elf b .. th 

froo l1eavcn reveo.led '. 

e::J.Don is th~t which rliotiuguiobes IM.n fro tue be :oct • 

[t l • tbo iroctor of m~' e will by di eoveri in a.ction 

a.t i lood. For tbe lnw of woll-doin 
11 

of x·ip,ht rc son '. (Jod illu::Jiner. every 

rc the diet tee 

itb the litht 

d $0 non c~n know truth fro r lse~o 11lld ,ood 

fro:::~ ovii 'by natux·al discourec ' ..-ith nt a.uy ertr(Wrdinary 

----
1 !!I!· ~· .. 168 

3::l instico.l t oli tr, ook 1 iiG 

4 t bid. - 1 X 7J I xi 6 

·11 lbiu. 1 vii 4 
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rc~cl tinn. Thus , ' the 1 ·.w of rcl'\Son or h~ n~t.i.nre ir 

th~t 'hicb r.;cn by heoure.c or n~turo.l reason b vc :dcrhtly 

fcund out them::clvcs to bo all for· ever bound unto in thr.ir 
4', 

actions'. '"' 'fho m in tlriucipl ~G of n tura.l r . on aro f>elf-

cvidcnt and ux:io at,ic ~ c . t.; . , tile r,rcatt:r Lood iB 1.0 be cho en 

before the lesser• God i~ to be ~or~:~hiptlcd, 001d rcnta ure to 

be ho.ourcd. 

the 1e8rtA of 

ant.~; • c 

In Abort., roa.son i.E a univcr• ll 1 " wri ttc:l in 

en d {;ivcn by liod to en or.1l judt.,­

::~.y 11ut this nnotbcr y by a yin~ tho.t n'l.ture 

itt:elf gives law to me o.s en, a.nd tbcre are 1 we ,.. .~c. ca.n 

he kno 1.\ by the light of n .~ ur~l underst.:u1din._. 

~Y rotc~tauts Grc reluctant to c.tcr iato the clo.$sic~l 

na Christi t.cr:ita.ge of :CJ.i.uro.l 111 • 'ne retUJon for thiL 

be it4tio~ ie tho b~liof tb~t man'& rc o~ a been tot lly 

corru Jtc~ lJy th~ Fall . it.bout t o nici of revel tion, it is 

held, ~ c ot k ov tbo aur 1 ood. other rc~on y be 

founc.l io tate volunt&rist cmp a.fiin of l rotcc;t:.wt ethic,..; . n 

ctio~ ic eld to be good not bcenusc it i ir. 1ceord cc 'nth 

rc LSO.l or w etcr.ud.l principle, but bee us,e it t& ob .dient to 

the • ill of God :\.de known :H~rc .nd n01r. T 1crc crw bo no 

univcrs 1, i utnbh norm£J !lccau&e uod 'a "Dill is t.dc tmoYn 

only in • o crete itu~tLms. ~.g io, it i& held tu t tJ.c 

CO CC11t of lox no.tur.:~.l is i 1l ies deiotic view Of u01l , llO 

thou h D •rote the l rinciples of cthi.ca upon the hu.__-:m .cart 

t.t the c1·c tion l.l.lld tucu 'IIi t.hdrcw. So:te reject. .... ll {'oct.riuerJ 

of n.~otural -ln; on tlaC' ground tb~t they deny the r :.dico.l 

estr~ng cnt of 03U fro uorl and attcqpt to find ~ co on 

:.ecti f.-Oint et een Christian d non-Christ ion. t cu:.t.ly, 

cxt~o:n;Mto of tloctrine~ of n:1-tur~l 1 lw.vo been ccuacd of 

~tte tinu to e&C~Je fro~ tbu rel~tiYitics of hiot~ry Ly 

creo.tio,_, u.n &tr ct, fon:J.-..1, and eternal ide d. 

tt in inc~bent on thoGc who reject ltural I b to 1on 

hov 1 c rll ooi tiviso:t and i'al itica.l bcolutiom rc to lJo 

~hecked. J~cquos llul t~ )ts to diachar,c tbis onun. 

• teaufJ C:hr·iet , thro lgh his incn.rn tio 1, is t c yoint. t 1ritieh 
~3 

the ri ,btcousncso of fi\Jd oeets the justice (:f • ' 'i·here 

Ct\ll he no justice thllt .ia independent of Jct1ue ';hriat. The 

found~t..t.on, rcalifl tio .. , ll.lld c1u 1 ific t io:t of llU~an .~ B"W rc 

found in hio. Jnotice it! not n. princi lc ~e~uccd from r~tcmo.l 

43 The 'ih<':ol o1icl\l F'ount . .l.tion of L.~.,. , ' • 43 
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1.ruths, but the ae t.i..-e and dynltllic ~ill or hot! kno,.n bT rcvo-

l<iti on hie et ~· •'hit~~ juutico i rcve!l.led :ln p rtlculn.r 

~nt·. ' In t.heBo de l iD,fifl of iod wi t.t. 

t.be · cJUJure of c: ... c .J indi..-idual r H.na.ti 

~ ~n o >ective 

1 iB •• l er' out. 

h!\t count~; is the concrete eitu tion here tb~ iiJ of Ciod 

tl\keft i to co aider llUon tho ri bt. of eacb individtml tmd, 

by ie i tor\" en t.i ou, roll tor thcoe ri ltF.J. :m doeB not 

ov e ~ t.h e rights by o.t.ure •••• •44 

~~·b ri •teousnoos in do concreto in the coven:-Ln.t i tl1 

~>1-11 . Thr~t.tgh the covenl\nt, God grant rig1ts to 1d 

ac!!ui rc cJ. jurid icnl sta.tu before 'od. tOd !.S \1 Cl!" !J• ::s.n 

lu,~ nd ju cs hy it, thutl •'urgin"' it ruul ivin it VJ.lidH, ~. 

' ecanac uod proprin~e& ~ ia !a~, he · ~ca of it ch ore 

t1nn the u tota.l of j rh-ie 1 rules ere ted by n. jj 

e ta.?,liahec it ~a a f:'lign of his cnm ri l1tcnunuc • Ll ti :1tcly 

t ken on 11 God hi elf, 1 v is inve~t d Yitb xtraon'iL~ry 
u 

tc.nit ·.' The J urpo e or lm IJl ln is to en blc :w to 

e~joy ll rights so that he c 1e r uu~ ro~ ond to God. w 

does not, therefore, merely exprc~B sociu.l, econo ic, and 

politic l ra~litieo but i~ noraatiTc ror t o' ~d if 

neee ry, con ure t.b • Lav ~- lite oe ible for 

1.d en bl c hir.t to or nieo "ociet.y o tli t lod 

it md 1i V'O crf ect. to the COY no.nt OQ C::l.rt.b • 

y rceurvc 

nothcr Yho gi..-os forcoful ex reasio~ to en crete, 

in i ·idu~liatic ethic with Yolunt rivt e is is ult ~nn . 

here ic, e o~iut .in , no i e~l or or of nity to Le 

rea.l i d, no foro!\ I oodnceo deriv-e fro r tio 1 1 i{tcn.ll 

inheren-t. in t 1e mind of :A.n. not hi 

ide li tic ethic. llio i• a.n ethic of obcdieueo, 

of em 

d he 

t cho t.h~t n ar c~lled to ~c G deci~ion bet ·ecn ood 

nd evil, od'£ will ~d their awn Yill. d 

'ari,;(~ (mite ai .• ly r -w~ :Su crhia of dcci io 1 in which 

st, ds fore uod • • •• [ ...t..L) tbi.s nt of deciaio contnins 

all that ir. n.cessnrJ ~r f e ~eclfiion, ·nee in !t the ole 

r 1 . f . t -'~ '4G J . . t 1 l . 1 o 1 c tt:: .t ~ on.e . er us gJ.Te no un1.vcr a y "V•' t.t 

ethic 1 rccepts by Ybich o. c order his life. c c lls 

en t.o • r die 1 obeclicuce ere n.nd no • 

in ever)? co crete nitu tion, nnd evory concrete ~i~u~tion 

44 lbid. 

ill. • 7 

4G 



therefor bcco n e criGis of d~ciaion. 

' The lihor~tion bicb J ~us br ingc docn uo con ist in 

tca.cbi, to rccoc:ni e t bc good s tbc law or hie ovm im 

nGt.urc, i n pre&chia • a.nt.oao;:ay in tbc odcrn c.!Se. The ood 

it:y, n~t 

i in 

ie t or God, not 

t. Tbe 

idea of obedience radic~lly to t.bc end, not 

in etti It ide. Tlie ethic lso i::~ strictly O.t:>lJO cd to 

every hu: hUe ethic d vo.luo ethic; it ia ethic of 

obcrHc ce. e ec ·t.ho cll.ning of h c ion ot in the 

ide 1 of . mo.n -which ie founded on the . tt\11.'\u 

s irit; nor in th rc li ation of ido l h~ ~ocioty 

a.ctioc. e has no oo-enllod in 1 ivid 1 or 

oci~l thic~; tho co.ce t of nn idc~l or end ie orcign to 

hi • c concepts of pcrso. lity d ita virtu B d o 

ha ity re also foreign to hi J he 5eos only the individual 

lll!Ul ct ding before tho ill of God. Con ·uct roa.er ilil Ol>t 

ignifica.nt bee u~c n v lue is chiovcd or realiccd thro b 

ctio ; t c ct on (Ul weh iB obedience or dicol cience; 

L. J b t f 1 •47 
tuua e us a1 no y c o va cs . 

If c re to ke f\ir aese# cnt of cootc ~or ry 

frotest t thou ht on n tural 1~, o 

ee nd ot tho fo~ of wh t i a id. 

oppo ltion ri6o~ fro n mi under t ndi 

st eoneidcr the uls-

cb of 

n~tur 1 la.Y. e r 

llul ' s 

octrlno of 

n turc, is i . illtabJ c, 

rks t t 1oGturul 1 Y 9 
48 

b olut.o 1 • te ec to 

it co:l.Sists only of nb tr ct d unchl.lJlging principles of 

justice u doe not t c o.c count of e~ci ~l rc lity. 1i 

critici e~rrics the implic tio th t tura.l 1 ~ cleimE 

to 'e on jut, here~ it clo.i only to .abo •en Yha.t. 

ju t.icc is . uch of hie teaching i ~ot incon ietent lfith a 

octrine of na.turnl 1 ¥ . For st rt , be ~its t t tur~l 

40 1 ~ exist na n f~t. He ,vc on to ntio in titutio s 

£:ttch rri .. e , tbo o'tnte, d pro1u:tr'ty. 'Tlloy assert 

s cooerctelv the fe.ct r •a h vi•1g body. •
50 

1 m~y rc ere t.iolll:i of uo , jur.t a tree is. lu=mn ri0ht 

47 Ibid. P• 84 

4' £'.1!· ill· 
Gt ITt f 

P• 24 
ingre 

&imil~r icun er t din, i abo~ 

in Tbeolo Yin Confliet, 1 . 7f>f . 

co his preli iua~ ch~pt r es '1 - 74 . 

5 Ibid . P• TS 
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~ T'"" [T nt od t o c:t.n • fJ a. n ·eesotty for lifc'~l em lmo s the . 

'throua.h • genu i ne insti nct fo r f.l clf-pr cl!lorv(\tion '. There ifl 

even an d.t!lh a ion 'tha.t r e"on c., bles ~ ' t.o et:lt-blish a. 

ccr~ in criterion or jus tico, strictl y rcl~tivo d t i~ 0un; •.~2 

' in'll1y, llul holds thnt h 1 :w d penda on ivinc lmr nd 

at fulfill it.fl Ood- .._..iv cn Qi r.sion or it cea.nes t'O he l w. oa 

'i'urnin ~ to Eul tmn.n.n, it sbould be noticed tb:lt hio tc chin: · 

roco nisce th t reason hr\e nn i ,Jort nt. p rt to la.y in !\U • t;; 

dccitdon. i~ ethie o.l doetri c is not. entirely voltmt.!l.ri tic. 

iod ir. ot to be ob41yed at • ly bac anae ho is the ;o.:rn.ndc r . 

0 re tolu that ' nan iE trua~ed and expected to SO' for hi 

nclf hn.t. od co :wda . God ' s r e'ui r e nto arc iai.ri sict\.lly 

intclli i lc ••••• n die l obedi~ce c:d ts o iy ben 

in 'l.rdly nceenta to hat is re(fuired or him. , r~~a a.in , can 

docs not 1~ck ineisht into the pOt:ifJibilitics d e J..Eequcncca 

of hia ccmd ct. is dcchion is not bl bu d on pure 
[.!) 

ch men, bt:t o. calculation bMcd on rntion:1l con~ider tion • 

•is kno~lc c ot b3t ~ction to tORe is ~ ed on the i cdi t e 

ai tuition, but the dee iaiou i s not unrcaEJoncd or h ·r ttonu! . 

'ttl tm.l.nn ~e~rs to be att eki ng only t 1o idea thn.t there i s 

tJ.n cter n 1 llnd i table systc of ~tbicu by wtich ~ 

tide hlr rc8ent nction~ . If t then, c~ • s dccisio is not 

3rbit rll.TY, it. cn.nuot be ""en ra.t.cd fro n. v 1 U{' judguacnt hi ch 

IJlUBt occsEI~t·ily acco · ny it nd be c.s::prce d in it. Jeaua 

:loY ot hBve had o. flyRte • of v"luos , hut he ccrtJ.inly h d o. 

oe:u;c of v loc ... . l tiy, Bul~ ~ CODCCdC8 th t lc iti tc 

otive of ethical ~tio:J ond obedience is ' s d £ire t.o 

c ievc hi rc~l heine, ' tb3t eclf icJ he not nlrcady is , 
• ["'X) 

but ~s to beco-o'. 

i ilo.rly, if we look t.o the nubsta.occ of runner t 

tc chin we ahall oi cover tho.t for bic na.t.ur 1 I :w ie. not. 

de!l.d ideology but 0. live ortioa. Uis idea of the •order~' 

of crcBtio*' ill par~llel to t.ea.cLi ng or no.t.m· 1 1 :w-. fie hio-

c,ol f frcmkly a.W:titt3 tbi • ' 'i'bcee order •• • • a.r~ 1 :wtly kind 

o~ nat· r~l 1 1!' . •
57 

'fbcy a r e kDO'f.!n by re fjon, d oint to a 

----------------·------------------------------------------------
61 .::E.!.'!. 

u2 Ibid. 

<J,j ~.· 
C4 • r.it. - -
"" 

P• 62 

P• 90 

PP• 1 .. 7, 

• 11 

[bid. ~s 4:h~ ' . -
GG Theolr, _ of the 

129 

.. c, • ' est o,i.':.l~ut, vol • 1 ll o 15 



ncru;.ue coLDUnie ~.:..!.!!.· 68 
.\ feel'i.ng for hat. is hu;:::mc c.ud 

fa.ir e1\Jl e presu:, ·~r ed in every man . rtotc1•ri to bil!l bont; 

ud t ~~e ocio.l Crd~r. Ilrwmor r 

i&nf.l reeogni ed in it A co=tcertion pn.rn.llcl 'to 

their <nrn 'trndition of "nll.turnl 1 :"If" in Cnri tta.n, not in 
~9 the r t · o:ul ist CIOdern sense. • 

In ch tcr 2 we noticed tb ~ for Tillteh tho oral Ill.~ is 

Bll (''l:pr<l'B ion of r:um ' t:; e scntic.l rclf\t.ionship t.o iOJ!olf; 'the 

l :'It' gi'V~ by God iB cm.n1 f'l e.aeentil\1 .n ture, pnt • inst. him 

a.e In •. Tuerc 1~ nn incipient doetriuc of n tur 1 1 ~ in 

thi rc ,.~. In Mora.litr e!.2nd be epecifiea.lly c.ffir,:lB 

a. doct.ri e of n tur 1 oora.l lvery , hcf ays, baa by 

n~turc ,lOtcnti 1 a; renofle or uniTer lly T:\lid !::Or" I no • 
t'VCiy is :r.cu-e 'of the go.p bet;ycen r.ha.t he oaRcnti lly io , 

and therefore ou 1t. to be, and h3t he a.e ually is, ll eon ciou£:­

ne£.8 of estr~e ent fro 1nd contradiction of hie caoenti l 

bein .• •60 .ven if the r.»ortd ln'b" i rev led • d not. nntur 1, 

it cWU'iot contrndict hu:-:w no.'lure wbicb itself h been 

cre:\t.ed b; od. •It ca.n only he ~ rcst.t\tcamt or the l th~t 

i eJbodied in can' eeocntial nature •.
61 

This brief rcTiew of Protestant theology hn£ indic~tcd 

thBt there is n trong current flowing in the diroctio of 

no.tural l~ • 

o.nd it. ill 

erorncrs. 

n C C CIH!Il.ry iLD 

nnturn.l law. 

This enn be £ecn even in tho tcacuiDb of Jc~ue, 

rticulo.rly noticc .. ble in tho tcachin;: of t.he 

Our dit;cuvaion b ...s euggc::rtod ttmt it, iii both 

poesibl c to formulate o. :a: rotc tant doctrine of 

It is ncccEnary for ~y reasons. doctrine of nBtural 

taw rill help to ake our t~lk Bboot God concrete and pr cticnl, 

u.nd ill rliaeouroge a.n eewy indulgcn.ce in SJ)iri tuo.l gcner.:l.l:i­

ties. If ~c arc to have a rntion~l concern for probl in 

t c differ nt spheres of life e Ul1t be prep rod to ~[O-"C in 

• orldly' diflcourae and to conaul t lCl1 ho o.re f!U 1 ified by 

their GoculBr traininti to give expert adTicc . Iu the l~a.l 

• •rscrc, ~~irine of n~tur~l l ~ Yill helr 4o bold justice 

C\ .d ro. o other, 'l.nc1 to give universal validity and po~itive 

eontent to internLtiono.l lo.w. In politicf. it ill belp to 

58 Ibid. .~. 232 -
59 ~ 'tbeolog:y of 

fh • cit. P• 33 - -
61 Ibid. II • 34 
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rr s rv n bet ecu ~OJ~onnl uthorit~i. is and 

an rchic in iTidu lis.m. In econoaicb, a doctrioe ~r natural 

lu.w is necc a ry i:f there is to be tt. just and isc c-xploi'Lation 

of n ~ur~l re~ource~ d u f ir distrihut' n of ~tcri&l bene­

fit • 

tllo e who o.re o.ware of the no d tor doctrine of 

y cuote profes ~r • V. Co c • ritin n turol 1 :w, e 

o '(. e · de 1 of oTerzt:lent ander 1~ ... , "it.h p rticul r rofe1~ 

to conwrl, be or~es return • to the r a.l nt\.tttrn.l 

1 - the na.t. r 1 lc.w- of the Chrhtio.n tradition, 'lBe truthr. 

re only or rily obscured ' . e t thn.t. if 

J•antccd b ilil rigbtP n.rc t.o ueo.n o.nythi g •ort -bile 

i cd if t ey rc to survive -- the renl nn.turn.l lay t 
G2 eo tin e to be their i apir t.ion' . illio.r Tc le r utar/cs s 

'rt i whole to o b ek to thhl eo eel tio of atura..t I ~v 

it hol to etb r t o JJccta of truth ..-hich it is not 
63 e3Sy to hol" in co bin~tion - the ide 1 and tbe ·r~tico.l • . 

\ Co re tiono.l theolo i , . o:t.buniel ic ·lc , rl-c thai. 

be conee t of n tur.l.l 1 w 1uovidev 1 b4th tho ethical foun-

d tio for t1c tate i ide 1 \~ li •t for h n lois-

1~tion•.64 
It is y to direct c rping criticis inst doctrine. 

of n t.ur 1 ltlw. Ther nve boen amny tJo d corru '1.iona 

of 1.-he i no ~ point to politic 1 r~ lutions -here 

f}tm ce or 
the di 

cr, selfish i 

d destiny of 

ividu lis t d dierc 

h~•c bee juEtifi rl 

rt for 
<t,. 

1. e u c 

of • ee tier.~ will rt~ tte t · to the uwt:r 

coc' of n tnr 1 right that h vc bee dr iD u , i tb n 

diffct·cnt c ntent. e cl i tho.t the rmiver al WHl ir.:.::m-

t. blc r le. of aturo.l 1 are trit , trivi 1, 

of r ctic l cottent. 

rc st tic d creo.to 

o s lese thGD justic 

Others protest t t tlto e 1 ri ciplcn 

as c ent of i t.a 

colviction tltat 

le o.li~£tic 

to t e ide , 

thic. 

d 

rite. 

rc t • h 

octrinc of 

ill oper 

uch ci"iticisr.: 

ocs no 

T0fl8 t\ 

is cr t a !or an end that tr~~ ~ od~ the teri 1 uorld 

nd rstr1vc to'lmrdn fulfil cnt of hio f-ers:on'\.1 Jci • "Ihey 

1te t to res!!rTe Chri. tin values, nnd t.o provide l\ taude.rd 

• 220f 

64 'fhe 'i'bcolo~tr of - )} it.ic•, p . 64 



of judgl:lOilt which .is indot)C:ldent of hust>.n ,.ill and .:lrbi tra..ry 

choice. They attn·~ }t. to give uniTorsa.l v 1 idity to et.hical 

rineiples, o.ad to provide 4 r11.tio:;:;ol>l basis for r:;oeilll a.nll 

l,oHtical iru;titutious. lu abort, doctrines of n tural lev 

dr(\"'Y tlttcnt.ion to the mor. 1, curt.l\.J hy.sicl\1, Md tbcolo ic 1 

foundAtions or society. 

'lrotcrJth.\nt. doctrine of nntu.ro.l lin' ill! not only neeeasa.ry, 

it is aleo possihl c. e ha.ve seen that thore in cuch in 

trotcstwt thought which i• not in conflict witl & doctrine of 

natural 1~ • '\ . rotontnnt doctrine can help t..o em ... a.blish n 

rel t.ionshi1 hctYocn Cbrirtian faith cond noculn.r culturQ in 

"'!'hich cnl"'ure ic neither rejected nor o.lloved to 1.baorb tbc 

tl·ut.hs of t 1c Goej'el. It neod not be &t.3tic, unad , b.bl e, 

a.nd .le .. aliotic, nor neod it deny tuo u._nivcrsa.l or(\ hip of 

.Joana Chrict or the higher excellence of revealed truth. lt 

iE preciecl·v thron&b na.t.oral lu.Y the.-t the Lordi hip of Christ 

is cxr rce!:(l<' o.nd tlle r~d~tivc purpooe of •Od is e co. crete 

nnd etfcctivc in tile e.ffflirs or ocm. CJlncc man's rcMon i£ 

cloucled by in a.nd perverted lr.T f)Q.t';&ien, the p.riority e.nd 

p raDQuntcy nf reYe1a.tio.n c nnot be challea.god. The ivine 

t..mr, revea.led in the Bible, remains the no~ fo1· bu:rum actio :t . 

Tho Chri~ti derive~ the T~lidity of nntur~l 1~ fro the 

will tmd t c vord of ,od, but there are other rouree~ of 

-v~lidi ty which bind the unlJclicvm·. Yet the 6uthority of 

natural law is not autono ous ut is -.dcpend~t d derived, 

for .od i~ aupre::ae <n""cr e.ll. "ta.turBl lu"U a.ls::o has itt> owu 

r<l.tio ~.Ei' for i't descrihes :'lll idel'~l whicb ie in hB.rr o,~y 

with the csttential neture or m:m. Thr·ol.'bb it cmn t:;n.ins 

ft·eedo-:t, spontaneity, '-lld1 ultlma.tcly, t..he lv~t.ion to which 

h~ iL de~ti1ed by God. 
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rt.e court 1iill 1101. e1cec~t a~ ovil!:e.1cc t.b.n.t it; ubmi ttcd 

ot o.ll cyidcn~e in l.d.t:a:i. so.bl e . 1 te r lo .~over-

nino Uili bility bi.1~0 Uf•Oil t o fc.cturs: i, l"OlevtJ. .cc• , 

d i.i) coa idcr.l.tion!l of JIOlicy. i) 1hc rclcv 1ce of evi-

lie •eo is o. ~••ttcr of ucgrco dctiendi.n u _.o t 

the f.t.ct i • 1a5u& t>J'Ob blo or i l rot;G.llle . 

et er it cs 

vide ~cc ic l"el c-

v~•t if it 10£ 'uny tcnd~tcy i rc~on to prove ~y teri i 

.1.ttcr•. l i i Jven if cviuc co iG relcv .ut, hovcvcr, t t 

u'till e c1eclnded . [t i,_ hero th~t CO r.iderCl.tiO;.~ID Of policy 

lc s bee elude if 1t tends to confu~c ttc i rue~, or if it 

to.lies u 1 a isvrovort.ionntc ollilt of 1.1 , or if t e i.:1fea·eac" 

to be G.ro; fro it is too &i•ccul ~tive, LWd for u er of 

ot•or reno a which e its dci&eioJ un'ceir tl 

nility, t ~reforc, ay be a id to be 

vo.ri 1.bler:. 

X X Jr llil: X 

fu~ctiou of tYo 

!nero u~s been a. ;lrkcd trend i1 flO c tlleolo ic 1 

db. 

r, o.rtert to a.rds un cv sio:J of the evidcnt.ia.l - 0 c t.h o-

lo ;i 1-us, r .:..lrd.e I . • t.:ro bic, try to ... it e tc 1.J c f ~ctuo.l 

b A it; of better 'by de •yin tllo.t the Cbrhti. n rcl igion it-

volvm• olJJ thing tho.t ay r irly he called fBct.t•t:Ll elicfe aut. ,, 
1. t.r u;ceut eat being ' . ... ult~no•s disr~gurd or history is 

le ~>proves the .1.bs 1c ~ of vide cc, l'ld re,joctf.-

objective c tegorics for the ir.~t.crJ.retlltio:'l af (uri hWl 

llelief. lo. d..J.ir elatyrc inciet-6 that rcli io 1 belief il.l 

i. c, ldcnt. of fnctu.::.l evidc!lco. 
3 '.not 1er v •111 itJca tnc 

f id i ""' • •• 1"1 "' .
4 

role o cv cucc l ~ In the f C<' of vimrc snch 

~ t ese, it ~~s e 1cces ry to conni r 

rel tion of evidence to r.hritlt i r ith. 

or co'l-vcn.icac d the 10!lkc of con iste1cy no ~ho.ll 

fl)llOY the elilrrTJifica.t ioa iven bovot tl ~olY', l, ra.l crvi-

denec, 21 things vbich we ourselves er. i c, ~~d 3} docu-

ntury evidence. c sh~ll ont'ine our~olvcs "t rirst. to 

cxto ition, reserving criticBl c o1t until 1 t.cr. 

11 lt. r tL.c h ~of oriLl cvicenee ve include not- 'ly 

tuo verbal tcsti ny of ,itnc!Se8, (ornl evidence in the ctrir.t 

ttenec , t.mt Dho the ecte of Chrhti 1 s nr d t.ho cnviro:lt!ont. of 

'vidence of tho 'l lay InLt.itute, 
P • 1'2 

2 fho l Of' ibiH ty of 'l"hcoloc.ic~l 

I'clicfl.l ~ PP• .211f3f f 
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the Church. The ch r~ter of Cnrieti , hi co cern ror 

ctherfl, hh a crificin.l devotion to uty voca.tiou f1·o 

od, hi~ 3t'encc, kinlmess, d goodneae, i r~ithful-

ncse and tr-n t llllder euff~rill aJ l the c provide powerful 

c nfil· tion of ,bri tia.n belief. .._loh.il illie re r· cd on 

th ~ rwt 
6 

1 t\rents. 

cc for . his fll-ith c-.r tbe itneas or c by hir; 

i ilarly, the itncnc of the ro eta in the 

e evidence, ofte!l rejected, of' t.h i~ c .ion 

it t. c living d active uo. They s o-e fro 

cxpericnco of Oad ' s roecnce d tower. 

ld 

T nrch o.s o. 'or hipping eo mnity rovidc ovidca ce 

or the fir. t i rt wee. •It cllll!lot be too st.ro ly s;:tr .ssetl', 

ritea \l~ ich rdso , ' b t tbc Cburc 1 

rc 'the true pology for th~ Chrl.&tia.n f 

life 

1c Church 

ie o. livi cxprcsoion of devotion 10\d c it cnt., d 

e cb it rovidos c t evidence of ChrintiGn truth. It ic 

here t t f:~.ith is e-voked net co1fir tllld the o.tt.ivc _,rosconec 

of rod is f wtd. ding 'the Thcsa lo io.n~ for tb.:lir 

t to nd f i tb under pcrF.~cut.ion, J ul re :~.rkc: 

'rh~ is evidence of the ri lteou8 jud ant uf od•.i 

2) Tbio a 'bicb wo •ursolvea ex inn rovide 

en s of o t. bli hing Chri ·t.l 1 belief. 11c or 

i u cd her in n loo c s use 1.o inclu<le ot o ly 

f:i~r.nd 

't1i a' 
ysical 

lc, point objlJc 

to the 

f Or"f 

o.H finite boln c :y, foro:~: 

re, 

fl ty d order of n~turc, or t.hc 
'· 

ic li_fc, a.e cvi C';:lCC t'or the exi 

rc o tlc ents d 

le fr ·conte or ry t1 ology~ 

erful co plexttv 

of oc!. !here 

II lVC flO c 

'C c', kB • l. 11c 11, 1 f.ito.rt'i fr t c exi t ee 

of finite tcingm, v lidly ff"r co Gf o '!'~ '.c 

rocc dlJ t.o Ret. out hi .. cnrn uucn ventiornl t c ry of pcrc:e l -

t:io:'l. h t. we rcre' iTo, e snya, i not ~ely tJe ClO:intcucc 

of object. ·vc rf.!a.:li•-:r but al~o ccrt.1.in rcl tio ce. 

x-i tent b i 1g,. ercer>tio t includes ore th s c G'J a;r.~re-

ncs~; i~ invol ·co ectivi~y of t c in • 

:~ol • 'T a.ffiro the exiat.ence of (rod stc.r'tu 

e ~ therefore, 

fro r i lite br.-inrrs . 

c t co o t.o lc av t b:ix ,-; a.n t H~Y ro~llj rc; vc ,1st ltnO't-l 

ledfc cf God, PP• 4f, 182 

0 • 1a1 

7 ... h s. 1:5 ( .•• ·> 



t e ' eta 1y ic~l or ontolo teal rol tio b t ecn o istent 

hoi a 1 • Tb ind uat enter into t o 1 ncr o SOJCO of 

finito boi G and o 'the its ovn. 

ot o ly their fi itu1o but also t1 to 

It ill t 

hie 1 

iac 

cir f.\nit1dc 

! o efJGcncc of fiuito beings ill i ti ct fro , 

do u~t i volve, their exi~tauco. T nn, by t cir vory 

exi t. tc , i ite a d c:l t•-u tho c1·e tivc tM:tivity of o • 

1 

cxl 

ct. of t e 1 tive intellect Ye r co i 

i ti ction of essence d existence iu t 

~ 1d Gl&o it d pendcnce upon t boi i 

re ide tic 1' • 1 

t 

ri ite 

ich 

L1 t i w y w 1 • fro tho finite to the i finite nat 

by r lo ic.l i fcrcnco t by ' ircct co itt a 

ct. 

to t 

i telli 

a~nc of our erce tion 1 ot s sc-

cw objectmu guo thro 

cnsion or the ~c:.i._ ~ 

tr -sensible bcin '. 11 The 

hicb it 

ic is tho 

tnt lli iblc JCCt 

i nei.t er ~eduction fro s ible pheno en or ent. 1 

co~ t1~ctio out of sensible pheno na, ' but 

• It i tter of putti our clvc 

ri of i d, of takt g a c 

tU:t.u e to fi itc bei 

rcnll:y eff~cte 

eo th.J.t we ea ec t 

1 i llying (or, bettor, 

t t c ti th 

d reverent 

t ey 
\ 
I 

a r~c i -c 

i re sio fro finite b i - t o ind betr~t their 

int.clli ibl 
1.,· 

eont.e f, ftnd penetrates to their i mer c &cncc. 

c nd the recou iaea t 3t if Go doca l't cxir.:t, 

t c it ce or tbo orld 1 unintolli 1)1 • 

0 illic sp. s of It 1 

~r ~cety of our knowlo .e of God, he int i s, to u po c 
14 

th4t it i croly infercnti 1 in turc. 11 I co lc tba.vc 

cb ~encso of t c divin ia auf icie t to aw:l o. .. • 

t 

'i 

1 

n 

15 •••• tnicn~ly religio a rcspoasc 1
• 

~ degree nt le t , been confrontc 

p . 70f 

1 ~i&t cc ~d \nnlo~, p. R9 

13 P • M 

11 ...;},... :t, . P• 22G 

11 en ho.ve 

ith t'e rca.lity of 
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{iod ·:..nd dhsturLed by t :e eh.-lllenge of IUs h~I:r presence' • 16 

e UJQ.y c(l.ll tnis n. r::enen.l u.no?"le~ge of .. od to tfhtinr;uif1h i-t 

fror.J the ~pecitl.l kno~ledbe given in the experience of Christian 

k.uo11ledg·o of !..oOf ia de-ltelo,;.l'e(l' Ly '.:1.illie i.u ;-.is book The St>n-.c 

of the 1 rereLlce of ljoo. 'The hu·An q·irit ', he writes, 
1 • • • .t!evelOpS eert:d~• .£:Ubtlcr !HMtl8tl or fHmeitfvjties vhich gG 

beyoud the bodily ec.ases. '
17 

Thr-,ugh t.iu:~se S~cnsea t-l~e 
Chrit t.i .n ha.s t1. prir:.ary al prehcn~iou d~ tlte revelatio.'l of 

God. 

'\he kn<JW'ledge g!l.inod from both the ~enera.l 'l.nd the Ppeei-l.l 

a pprehc.•atio.l b a · edi&ted t.- .. odi.l.ey. That is to ~tA.y, it is 

not .-mui:l.te~ ·'lY \ll.Y l)roce&s of inference, .ret it is uot iude-

1>en<lent of FJe•lse }·erco1~tion. 'fhe di"f'inc preeence is ~iYen to 

us 'i..t, ith a:tld. under' the C·.JlUicion£nesa of thi•lc;8 Md 

k.lOW'ledge ftf l)ther ;JOr~ona. 'Ihe -..·orld hcco ... ea a. n•\.cr<\."llcnt:\1 

inti~J.tion of t'1o proE!cnce of fiou. \a ~ further e~pl~n•~"tion 

of this non- logica-l rel~tionahip bet.weo.n b.n01rlerlzo aad scn•e 

dfita. .r.~illic refera. t.o t:1e- ex_poF..it.ion of .~e:4ll ..-htc:l we 

have a.lrea.dy outlined. 

thu.t. t. i ' \ce .)od is. a u.aitput exi&tcnt, ue eat)not. be det'!i)ast.ra"ted 

by a. ,,rocod& of 1-mre inference fro.;~ f Ltito i)l!i t ,J!. It he is 

t.o be lmuvn ft.t e.ll, be ~.:uat be directly ~i:rroi•endotl. · e 

(!;.ere is n 

e; e~l e of neinc throur.ll lOhich LIOd is .rogrensivcly ~ ·prchonded. 

fhis sc \le ia 'ttithin 1M b.it-Wolf, in hi• 1)'1k-n volun"tary rmd 

co,·r~ciot.tl'; ~S-et:: . It iu not. ·:l ~·urc a.'uatra.ction unrelated to 

ex, erience, hut in fo;,md a.p,_;lied in 1··ert.m :~1 ~3:i .... teneo. 

In ~very creature i.~1erc las u. t' ir, t.iaetio ;1 ;,~t'II'Con the 

re;\lity by hiell it rel.reacota ru1 .\S1:ect. of ·)od, ;lJld the 

c ctLnuot CJTereone 

the li itita.tion, hut we C<}.;l .14~ the <·isti.lction. '!.nt if:, 

11rithi Uu~ r init.e 'lliC c rm •uko .s. 1•urcly notioau.l lti[;tiaction 

IJet.,...t'e!l 1 i .,it~tioil 'llld Uut ... li c ll is ,'\ J•oeitive re,•rebontn.tion 

of :.od. P c•~ .~.take thi~ ;lit>! i 1ction hec.w.se re r:;.vo an. 

iJUlt'lr dynn.mic j .Uh!.\i..iag thrtH;.!;.h our voluntary :\ctivii;\'. This 

~n:\hlet: u:, to c~.>nt..~l~te 1w'l ueJ'cly 'h~t. is e.xterna.l hut th~t 



O.c ld i c~t.-1-!':teut pr_opl:etlJ \1.S Yit·!lassc:J i l their own ti:::1e. 

'(r.e rccoru of t .. eir 1 ivcs .~i.rl deEH'. i evi.d~ace for u£> itt o•lr 

• i.:ti 1-~I ly, iu the ~elf Test !Vilent the ords mci 

Jccrl11 of .1e~tt~ f\re evidcuce of \iod. rlH~ "Lpontle15 bc<l.r ).it .. ne~l> 

to .. ;e&us -~ll th~ ; lri~;t of our f.iit,J . ihe ,-,·hole or eccle&i~\.?..: 

t.icn.l history ct.ttc• ts t!H) ~royt!! •l.lld CXT>ll..:lSion of t,.le Chorch 

;\nu t 'a~ (le-vc lop .e.nt of ""octrino. 

l. hl-oricl.l. eviduuce iz incvita.ble lxnmd t:r· with c1.t.~ oriea 

Tt in this hich ~.:-iYcs ra.tion&lity to 

1\. ..• ~Hul.i 1gfnl form. ~ R Cn.rl ichdson hne observed, o:1r fait.h 

hM! t.h.c very Dtr.lcture of .dstory for it is ln.r~el;y co tc-:rned 

;'ietory 
1 is t.11e 1 tructuro of re"-lity -..hich nu~·ports our liv·e~ "lrt"ith 

ll2 
1ea.nhur, e'V"enta u1:on tho iJtuda of ._hicb one li-vca significantly'. 

{f the hh.torieal evidf''1CO Yrere other t!1~1 it ia, our belief 

~ould be ~ifferent. lt the Chri6tia.r. ia -to be i•1tellcetuillly 

homt•t, he n8t o.d.o:t:i.t tht\t if certf.l..in ii.ey evirte.1cc vere co~l­

cluidvel; Eh<nru to he f!\l(le tuerc ould be little or .to ju~ti­

f ieation for ~~;o'5e, or J:lany, or even doll of hiB 11el ief:t . 'lf 

Chri.ut- ·~a~ llot r.l.iscd•, wrote lttul, 'tJJe.n OHr ~oapel is null 

and void, :J.Uc! eo is 1our faith. •
23 

··he bat ic evidence for tbe Christi l.lt'E- knowlett~e of taod 

is c.:>nt-~inetl in the . crit•turee. 'The authority or t-he jlfble 

•. ere ie the pl·inary hourco of :...oth t~hrisi.itul 

:Jelicf ilntl t.heolor.,ic:l.l tHscouree. ,either l~ireet a.~-prcben::;ion 

nor iuffOrenee froca the ,..-orld of finite beil~6e e.a.n kle SCJ•-l.r;\ted 

fr,)-:1 the revelation ot .-eri!•ture becf).use neitl•&r is n.n inda-

r;ondcnt .. l)ttrce of our Kno ledge of trod. • ho.t ..-e .~pprohcnd 

or infer is aJ•prebemled or inferred u k>tovled8e ot the 

Chrh·th.u Go(1 only hece'tl&e of the tcet.i1-2ony ()f :.:-cripture. 

,'evel <'\-tion ia lOL;iCu.llj vrior to thought. $nd experience, for 

these c1.ll r_ive uc lmo-.led~e of .~od apart from the reYola.tion 

or his word, or, rat)ler, such knovledge M they :·h·e i£\ .-~eagre 

t.l.eory of et.>.ntuiti-on 1r~1ieh ~e exn i.ued anoves 'It is, -,re •.mat 

o!JJ;er.c , no·t loo tha.t ia perceived, hut t iO fac t or his 
nA . 

existence•. fe.rrer 1>rite-s: ' 1"he kn~·letlgo of lrod to '\t.h~ch 

22 The , ~-tiouality of r'o.itn, p. 58 

23 lCor. 15;14 (.4. L. "P-.j 

24 ,Io ho le, p. 74f 
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ra.tion.a.l thcc.lot,y leoa.d:::! us •••• ia the ku~lcdge of existent 

• ertect.ion co 1ceivecl tltrous;h the >t:t(l.lOf.!.Y of spirit, a.Eld the 

kmnrletlge th~t thia ~~eint is tho cr~{\tor of all finite 

exht~nee. J;ut that is all'. 25 

-he reYeltltio" co.-.taiuoo iu t •te ·~ible, the living &ld 

active word of tiod, detor~inea our attitudes, inter.1rete our 

exajoriencea, n.ud t.eat.s tho aut.ltenticity of our knowle<lge . l11 

tbi£1 ..-ay revelation act.6 AS n. function of t;Yn ve.ria.blee, .!!!.• 
er, erionce !J.lltl thought.. ..lust as in r..,tat,Q law :lot all evidence 

is rl<Lrlt.le&hle, .so too in thel)logy evid~nce h excluded if it 

co'lfl icte ~i tb tbe eo~1tent of revelation. Thie ia not t.he 

f"-riJitr~ry cxeluaion of whatever is uafttTourable, it ia the 

imdate1'lce that. 1.be word of God is the norm of f!l.ith. It. ia 

not ~~ri,~rily l.'IIW's re!l4on or expe-rience "\:·hich det..crni..-aes his 

theology l•ut revel$tiou: re&Son urtd ex:;erionce must be 

bro0-3ht to tlle t-efft of tho nora f~ the bovorning st<-mtltt.rd. 

Yet 1·eason and exverienee ha~G an iJaport..wt :rnrt. W» pld.y. 

They u.re the 1.1cdia. through lrldch revelation is recei"V9d. 

:.evola.tion c1.nnot be aepn..r~ted fr<n::~ tho ~ct of itm receJ;tion. 

Tt is true thr1.t it is by llll f'...Ct of fa.itb tho.t the CbriHtia.n 

a.ecepta the eyide.nce of the Cibl e a.s bel114 true a..'ld su,re~, 

ru1d it is in faith t...~t the evi<lenee is inf.ert.retet:l a.1.d 

undc.ratood.. r.ut these are not blind and irrational acts. 

rhey are SUf'ported. and eonf'irced by roa.son .w.rl experience. 

It ia ll9t r urGly !rom •ithi11 the sph$re of faith th!'t.t -the world 

llcquirea a. t!i.&ered wtd l!tt.cr&monta.l c,H..raeter. i thout the 

su"porl WlC eonfinnat.io.n of rea.aon and experience, the authority 

of tlle Bible votll.d be t=e.ricn1aly utldenai.noc! u.nd ita inpe.ct upon 

ua '\ro.u}(t be gre~tly ei-rlaisltod. L'G.ith vould tlegenerat.c to-

the leTel of superatitution. It is bitca.u~e tho 1essnge of 

the ~1il.le nakes aen:ts.e at tbe 1rorld, beet\uae it 1}onetroteiiJ tD 

the aecret rlll.eea of the· heart ~d awnrers to b.-Ln'a cry 

!.!, llrofunrUa t.o Hod, 'that ita :wt.hori t.y ia aceer.~ted u being 

divine o.nd sul'reee. 1: be i1itle eatabliauea co..,;=::nmicatloa 

be:Lween God and man. 

'H1c very id•a or rn"elatioo. ha.s ra:tioll41 !:>resuppo&it..ionli! . 

e c~Wnot b~Te the idea -nithout beliOYing tha.t God exiatEo t\!.td 

.h:w JiscloJJod ld:welf to us. tf re-,ela.tion 11'ere wholly 

unrelated to ren.son, it 1J'ould he M unintolligihlc o.nd 

ir~tional a.brurdity. '!'he a.ecep't:.uu~o of' rcvcl~t.iou ret;uires 
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t.he exerch~ of reaaon, bec.wse if it 18 to be expressed in 

-worda then reuon oust he e.~loyed t~ cw:.hieve a.a umeh cl4rlt7 

l.C!Velu.tion cannot be luunrn in abstro.etu 

a.pfLrt froa a.n intelligent prineiplo of intorpret&tio~l~ In 

a..ll t2\ca~ .-!l.ya, r.md mNl;r more. reason "-ltd experience p!lrtici-

r~te in &nd heco-o a. po.rt of ro?elo.tion. Yet elenu~nts of 

r~et.ra.dox a.nd uystery al1ra..ya rcwtlin, tor the content and ~~~ing 

or rc.-el i~.tion cannot be exha.tated. The · eint; of ~;od reoaina 

~hrouded in 1zyatery u.nd eannat be penet.ratcd by or ide:ttified 

lri th the t.houllbt lUI d. experie.ace of raa.n. 

X X X :S: X 

In a court of 1~, once the evidence h~s boen led it .~1nt 

he ~eighed and ~ Terdict mu~t b~ ci•en. The judge decides 

w!let~lOr it is aufficlent to eat.abl ish the l!l~torial f~t.a 

either on a b~ld.llce of proba.bilitiea (in o. civil c&t"e) or 

beyond 3 roaaoaablc doubt (in a cri~i~a.l tri~l). ...,ireet ovi-

denee, i.e. the pcraon&l te5ti~ay of ~ witneaD concerning 

wh!t.t he hn.& l)ercei?ed Yith hie O'WJ1 eeuea, ia not neceasa.rily 

~ro cogent than cire~tantiAl e.idence, i.e. eYidenee of 

f~cta from which a disputed fact CAn be iaterred. It is true 

th&t direct e.idence ia subject to only one defect, tho error 

of the witneaa , 1rbile circW'llltantt.~l eTidence ia, in addition, 

subject to tbe defect. fl. A matakon inference. Yet bot~ 

forms of eTidence ~t of v~rying degrc~ of cogency. 

fillierprint OTidence, for cxUJplc• ,.,Jly lJe •troag.cr 1Jroi>f of 

ide:1tity thua t~ Yagtle geWlrtt.liaationa Of 3- ~it.ne&G .. ho aAY 

a tall figure tlllffled in an o-rercoat n.nd •t~dinG in a dark 

corner. Cireu . . s.t.aatial e...idence, ~lthou.gh it involver:~ a 

lo ica.l inference, ma.y be ~ufficient to secure ~ criminal 

co'lvietion. In , -x l'.·l.-. 26 . t ' __ ...;;;..;;;;;,._..o.~-..;;..;;..;.VM>;;.;;.. "- ermc;rer ~ . do-wn 

•two CM"din!l.l rnlea of lo.~;ic' 'lfhich goyern re eoning by 

intereneo in a crimiual ~ri~l. 

'(1 ) The inference SM1ght to bed~ mu6t be consistent 
With all the proTod £m.cta • '1' f it is llOtt the 
infcrclle& cMnot be drawn. 

( 2) ""he r.-roTe<l f<l.cts should ue such that they cxclur.lc 
every rea.aoua.ble inference fro .. t~1e11t Ul'lTe the <me 
eoutht. to be drAU. lf they do toot ex.cludc ot\er 
reasonable inferoucca, til.cn there must be a. douht 
wi;et:ler the inference aougbt to ~ dr&w it. correct. • 

X X X X S' 
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Jn 8.Fl>OS.Giltg t.he evidence uron which Cl1risti..n ~jel ief is 

basctl t our firs-t duty is to clc-.rify lihat "o r.:tel\n by B •r~ct•. 

t t i~ clear fro;a t.lw accounts that we }HlTC con~idered that u~e 

Christian "'is.hes to it1clude t;wre th~n uerely ettpirical fact in 

hia evidence. t\ f'~1.et iB ii. referent of Q. hel icf • but, not of 

a.ny helief. Tt is tnc referent of ~ t.el ief kno'tl'u to lw true. 

it in.ehlt3es 'tny a.a~·ect of real ity. ·rhis !'et'inition is too 

,.·ide for t.he e.:UJ•iricillt '~ho in.dstts thtLt a fa.ct. is 1.\n c\hstrl'l.C­

tion fro!::'! l.n event. llnc nur.t be capable of bein~:, verified or 

falr.ified JJ:r .a.ctu&l or .(JOaiP.ible sense e:l:})erience. rhe theist, 

ho11rever, r~fw~es to be 1 L i ted in thin 'ftay. e cannot identify 

i.he t1.eti-vity of God •ith finite eTents. 

IJJld tiue, fi;d te ll.nd i:l r i n i 't.e. He ia not au object 1\bont 

which YO Ct\!1 C·~i.a ever ll1.CrC:1.Sing infoJ"\~tiO!\ thrO>tgh 01 . .11" Oml 

obf.orvation, or a hypotheste to be tested, ~ut e. 11•tcry ... bich 

ol udc~ our full col.:l~rcho.l£icxt. 

fhe e.:r;:dricist idcn1.ifies only one .w;ind of r ~ct, em1:iric31 

fact. 

• r;uperns.tur~l' or ' ~ei.aphytdcal' f ·.tct . ";'ncre is no lor icn.l 

reason "Jthy tuc tc~ 'fact' should be so clo!'ely tied to 

(: ·,piricu.l eveuts thnt. it· aeeeE"an.rily exclude:a the sopern1\turo.l . 

· 1· 1lQI:fleru~e•b t\,. t -1· •tf --·r·~ st tecnta of · .c ~gtou.J,.::.tl\y e .ilO ..:Aore &l!l.ol s ru. {;.>1 Oc., n. v ,., 

e ·tpiric"l fact; e.;t:• •.ietHiS l:'fl.E; bol'll a.t >.ethlel c -~urinsr, the 

reign of •erod .mil ,ued <lot :..~ ol ,otho. umler _ o:atiH& , ilAte.' 

.lt\tnro.l reference. 

be dOrc thau ti.Il ~::T).•irics.l ~:.t~l.te:Jont . 

The r~ll.tion bet,;:oeu wupirica.l s b.te":lentE and rcli iouc 

to el.,rif'y ttc !:osition. ,;e Jokct> t?."o points 1 first, th;1.t 

t:1e c• 1Jirical ele;Je;tt is not the ouly vne in reli yiou.r. f.cm.tcnces, 

or uv•m the Jost imvortt~.nt one; Meco.nd, even :ulva.n.ced rel i g ionr. 
21 require aone e· l', iricn.l expccta.tiO'lS of their a.dl1ereuta. 

ra.cts , he sl!.ye, a.rc ineseara.bly b<>und up ith our CTtnl tlispo-

si tions t011'~rds thc.t:~. 

of filet~ c•:umot bo sep&ra.t.e(~ fror.:~ our t!'ent;J.l '>erspoctiTe, l)nr 

c .• tegories of thought, . .;.nC. theref•JI"{' ~·e muE-t i:te•tit:t.bly haTe 

principles of o._ppr·ehen~ ion. !iQ,re refers to thia ~ the ! re-

£.:Cl'ip~ive ele~eat in £t<t.tomente: of f -1.ct, 'l.Ild re· ·.~rk.t: t!u~t 

'•dtlwut principlos of £O'Ie ~::ort we t.!o no~ i!et -:Lny f.l.cts; 

thore i~ n.o !~it..t Ltctioa !Jet ... een f~~.et ;.md illusion for a ;'ervon 

27 llelit,ion ".110 .Or"'.lG, (J,rh1tc<l in :-".dtb .llld OfiC, cd. 
( d./;il · itchell, p. 17v . ~t. 1•• 1&7; 
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v.bo does not i.nke up ft. certo.ln attitude to the TOt'ld. 28 

Fa.ctt in them:u:l.-ea, wu~t, one Might ea.ll 'bare fae1.s' • 

C&J.i.Aot be known. tu~t.her you ure tt.n empiricist or ':W. idelllist, 

n.n t\.theht or 11. :-briati&n, your helief!' ;t\l'tly det~r.;rlne t.he 

nature of th• f~ta yott percctive. In other '1JOrd1>, there ia 

a.n .!. isriori ele:J.'ent whic'l a.cc®r.panies "'1<l det.e ... ~incs the 

fonn of f:Tery experience. lt iihould not bo t-~tr1•"'it~i.ug, 

therefore, if the CIJrietia.n g iver; a a.,e-ei~l cease to 'ordin&ry' 

ftLCtl! ft.Od IH~e& the:t aa beilrera Of &Upernr.turtl.} ·truth. t 

religiotts 110r&on', re.oark£ fia.rc, 11!4ay cake ll"ilat i• pritlaa facie 

n. :.t·~tOt::Jent of ra.ct - perht\}UJ even a ' tat.eaellt. of •tuito 

or~iB-:.ry e:Jpiric.al fact 1 ik.e 'If I do but toncb Uis gar r:sent 

I e~ball he ade -.hole' - and yet f'erha.pe ho would oot u\ve 

made t ir Jr,t,,).tecent. &1. c.ll unle .. tt. were bound up vit 1 n.ll 

~ort11 of other lJeli&fA, diCJ•ODitiona, ~ttitudea, rud llo on. 

Thill is, to r.rr u ind, t:te chief' rel18on ylty rali'"'"imtl!l dbeourso 

hll.a alwn.yR baffled pbiloaol'berlll - ~nd, I ::un iucl ined to add, 

long may it continuo to b~!fle thee if they thiak tl~t to 

underd.'l.nd it ia a merely rh1l080pbica.l proJ.slCr.l. •29 l. 
'lUP.t "-tid f ltmteTer, ti:ll.t Yli~t ia pcrceiTCd ia not s.u~rely 3. 

ental con•trttction. fbe l;rinciple• of interprctatio!l a.re 

:·rodne~ by the Jind in relation to tl1e "'forlc.., \.nd t.hcy 

er1,rel!la rut order which "ctu 1.lly exist~ in the vorl~. 

'e h~vo tm.id t/ at a. fa.et is 1\U Ml ect of reality. 'I hiu 

raises t~e qu~•tion or tho ren.li-ty of uod. llow s .:.~od re-! .... ted 

to reGlit.r '? To point to rovcla.tion ia only t.o pu ... h tho 

qucstinn ba.ck oue f.ta~:;o. •o do 1t·e !mow th-1-t rCTell\tion it\ 

real and not i lluvr.ry ? H. ifl i t7porta.nt to clarify -.rht\t ve 

, co.n by the 1 rCle.lity' of t.iod. Ia short, o.u ontoll')gy l5 

indit>~u~ns~bl~ tu1<l funriameata.l to theology. 

Doa.rin ... i~ l'lind these prelir:li!'lfU"Y rc!!'t!U"ks ~n tho :...es.ning 

or tlte tertJ •r~t· in roligioue lM•ua.go, -we ma.y eontiuue 

with onr a.a:;cua~nt of the eTidence D""~Oll vbieb Cbrf st.i u!l 

hclief ia bn~ed. In no f:!.r u 1. ~~~ belief does XlOt ccnudr;t in 

~n i ccli::1te kuGtrl~ge of uod, & cliMK:t n.nd pnrGona.l n.,~prel en­

eion of {iod him.<5elf, it. l:lUt~t. be b:}Sed upon circ~m~tnntinl 

eTidence. It th~r~tore involTe.!:l Gn i:afcrcn.ce, o.nd it in 

i .'ort~t to con&ider Yheth~r tile Chrht.ian ca.a logiti·-.atcly 

inter fro:21 the e~nirico.l to the r.:et~t.-empiriea.l or auperna.turll.l. 

28 ~· ~· 190 



~!is aceept~nce af circwo~:.t;lJlti~l evidence Yill be futile if 

pror oaitioMa ,. i t.h "' tactual co .tP..at c~nnot h''I.Ve a p·Jperaa.tur8.l 

Indeed, t ,flere cl.n be 110 ciretn-.cta.nti&l eYidence 

of God if tho iafereaee- frQm • he emr.irical -to tbe oeta-e"'J~~iricr.l 

is invalid. It. is pro-eisely the- contention .,r- the lo -leal 

,·oeithriat.s thttt it ia lo:del'l.llz il~pos~Jft1le fo i·1fer frO"m 

~dc(ltt<l.cy •>f the evidence, or 'tho correctneea or H,, interprc­

tlltion, thrJ.t iB beiflit questi<med... :-ha.t is ques tio .. eJ in tl:e 

logica-l validity of pllllain.g from wl.c ~t is in t 'll'": -world to lfha.t 

tr~tecend.s it • 

.1 rofeaeor -•• ,J. ~ycr", one r>f t.he proi,a.r>-o.ti.;t.a in the 

vcrific'\tion controTerGy, i•as m.a.u~ tt.tl i:'lporta.nt e~necf>t:~ion. 

He re~rk~ tha.t t.lu~ro is a. no•~o-e .-.piric:ll cl~e.nt in o--;1J·iriet~.l 

Immrlotlge itself. There in a. g~p be·t.-ween the eTi<1C'1Ce of the 

son•or .-tnd the eoucluaion t.h~t phy.&ica.l Qbjects exist. ·he 

sce;;t.ica cont.end t ba:t v&~t ,-e (!irectly perceive ~re sense 

t.ht3 4nd not. i'hyaicc.l oLject.a. There is .;s. ::"P uot. .. ~cn 

ap;;e~ranco and re~lity, and. phyrical ohjecto c..re only a. con-

struction \Jf t.h~ ~;~:ind. Ayer ''1-int{s,i -.s tlut.t tJ·-e b"P ca.n he 

brit:l~eo. , _1! ~ .e jHxta it, '-whett -TJ' prcao·1t e:xperiea.cea arc 

t'l.ken in conjtulcti~n with .dl my f'!'l.St ~=xr.erienees, thert, it 

way pl11.nsioly be reld, t<te «=vidence iB J'Ufficient; I a..-n 

e~titled to regard the oxistt::nce or these &ld ~·:my other 

phy£ie~l objcctt~ wi.iell I ett.n now 1:ereeive as conclu• ivelf 
'b eet.a.h 1 h :.ed • • ' 

urel·.r, it oight 1 c sa.id, t le t.:~colo, i"'>n may, in t\ :;inil<u­

Wt\Yt include c. non-e iricBl ~"le:tent i"l hia :mo~ledge of fiod. 

urely 1:"h«:m ~n tile evit'enco i8 t,\kmt into C"·"ll,ider .. ,ti·'J:-t it 

,;p.y !'1 \lliif,l:r he held tho.t it it; snffieic"lt to jP.~>tify !Jelief 

iu .:ocl. unfortunately, 'the ata.tMeJltB 1
" h"f<'ien.) ohjcc .. z. 

e:.tiCJt ' ~'\.Hl 1 fiod exists• ll.re not logieally para.lle1 . !b.\ 

•ye:r's vic-,v, "!Uen tho o .. pirical evidence iEi transla.ted i~ltD 

~;lry<Jie11l J}'ject5 ther.e is no rC1:'\i::ltler. flut 11'hcn 'the 

ChriPtian trnnnlatos •~he c:-t.tiric'll evidenc~ into {~od he 1r1mtg 

to nai:atain, in ~t:i tion, t~a.t t.od iE 10re th!'.ID the Sttr-I 

thia ev-itle.<ce, ~nd ti'~t lli& e-'(i..,tcuee i& independent of 

of 

Yet, a.l tbougb the Christia..l ia 1ot ent1Ht>r' t<l Et1J t.J1:~t 

tl.e exiflltence of i.iod iH co H::l,lsivel l" entabliE'llct! by t.he 

circm :si.a.nti:Ll eTider-lee, :u~ ito "'"u·ely entit leu t-o i 1for t._..tt 

{ . . - \ 
, , C .t 1 trJ..Tl t)ti. • j ' :. ~ . 12{2. 
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tho cvitf('-:ttCet }JOints to the existence of a ilupern :ttu-Bl T'eiug. 

Uo i~ entitlod to cl~i a dogree or probBbility for the con­

clu.sil)D tha.t the evidence point 't.o nother dimennion beyond 

tho finite and Gllpirica.l -,rorld. Conl!idcr the following two 

a.rgu; entD t 

1. If t:;.ere ia ~Q.ut.y d..:1d order in n.~tur~, U.uH·e ~rust 
be I) cor oio~ !,lt.el.ligcnee · 1 o det=i~ .. ru· ~t.. 

Tdero is beauty d order in n~turo. 

t!u~rcfore tbore h a conr;eiout.l !ntellicc:lec. 

2. !f there in a God 11ho redoeu~a and in.apires roen, t~cre 
cuet be Jilen lttao have oecn. redee-,ed ~d who 1-or~t~lii; 

God. 

T!to Churcb is a coammity or red&e::Jed a.nd ~orehipful 
c.on. 

It. is possiJHe to deny th.o «U.jor prelili&e in the firESt ~rbw:.lt- 1t. 

One :t:l.y point to the fi va. cry, cruelty, Wld U:?;lineas ill .n:~.ture, 

or one ·~.y rt.eny 'Vul.t beu.uty and order aeccbs;),ri ly iGJpl;r a 

llesigner - the Lea.nty ll.ttd order aa.y be aeeiden:t.~l or :..echa.ni-

c•J.l. 'rhe ~ ecoud a.rgt:Uotent reli~~~ upon llll 4ffil'!Dt~.tion of the 

couse'iu.ent , .!.!:.!• tbat t.'lere are men no .1tlYC been redeet<teu 

:-t.ad Y.ho 11rorshtp Cod. Yet it il'l rD.!-fliule to deuy t.u~ c ,,lse-

quent. .ne n.y, ror ex~tlple, ~aert th:.~ot theee . .e.a or::.hip 

only their o-,rn P-nujective iflea.ls md apoa.k of reuc JJ.•tiott 

bec~e t.tey find t..u11 01. IJeneflcil\l 11J>rro'l.ch t.o lit e. 

1 either a.rgnQ<~nt, therefore, eAn :;t.CbioTc .lore th4lu a. (togroe 

of J·rob!lJilit.y, hut they £!.!! cl':l.io to ~ iYe zl.llowledge which 

ill 1£.!!. t.h11n c ·:melu. iYu. .s.'ne degree <Jf prob~bility ,_a,y l)e 

no ore thUJ.1 a oa.re oal u.He.,, or it a::.ay be uch M t<> exclude 

~nry reu.euaa.hle inference except th~t ,.,deb !luiute to l.iod. 

The G.:1rif.tia•1 ill .11er'!!u&ded tbn.t <1.t the Tery leat:t. they eDt~:~.b­

Ueh a. prima. facie easo and co trf\1lt'>fer tue ourden of proof 

to ~: 11e m~,el ie"'er. 

If our \alQ't'fle1!t:re {)r .~od is lei!~ "titan eonelusivot let us 

re ~-ber th:J.t dQubt i~ ~u e~tllenti{\} part or t.h.e struct.uro or 
f.:dth. e wa.lk i-,y faitJ. ·"-n<l .1ot by :~ir;ht. oreove.r·, doubt 

iP ctss~tt1.i .1 it we are t.O ll.J,prcci \tC 1.he t1 cugth and ll'ea!c-

1':"1;1:": of our belieff.' :1nd strive towu.rtf~ a. ratiouo.l exl>res~ion 

of our f-'ith. fo.ith that is a~,solutely certtt.in. 1\t every 

J•Oiat, th~t a.dmi'-A .to ,,ecd for thought n.url criticism, coce~J 

d.:..n. croualy close to del ~ion und credulity. H. t"lBY ~i'pear 

to Le l':itro>~r., but it hirl.c3 cnnfurdon and harbour~ rear. 



F':1ltll is conative !Uii -well llt cot;nitiYe, a.nd tr-uth owt };e 

eea.rched out. for Gpd doc• not i~1fmse it. :_:echtJ.':1icn.lly into 

~lank ~ ps~sive ruiad£. 

The view• or II.ICil.ll, l.ln.illie, &S.tul l"o.rror r{)ly upon ciirect 

OYid<:.nce, i.e. UJ)On ... "t. ve onra.elyea ;H'frc<tiYe or directly 

a.pprebe.o.ll. 'l'hey thcr fore e5c.-&.ye the dif'"iculti.ea inYolved 

in dr~ ing inference•• 

tlleir OYD. 

'!hey, hOWfrY\tTt hC•Yo uifficultiCB of 

aDc~ll ia, i~ cffeett rc~ta.ti~ t~e cos~logic~l Q.rgu~ent 

for t.he exiatenc• of <ro~ , aud his expottition b open to :;my 

~f t:1c btock objection• to th~t ~rguneBt. Thu~ , the exvosition 

reli~P upon ti~e assertion thll1. eTery effect li:U-t .:, ye a cu.uete. 

l ut if this ia tleccaf'~.d ly true, thc::l tbe l:l8£crtion is o.na.lytic 

and not. F.yntbet.ic. lt cu.nnot be f &.l ~ified, a.nd giYeC ua no 

infort!:!la.tion about the ..-orld. If, ror th~ I! ftc or e.rtr.t:!!cnt, 

0 riUlt tiJ ~t the aaaertion h true, why t finite beings 
1! .ye ?t tra.Jllicendcnt e-.Wle 1 or,oYer the rr:lation of C"-USe 

Md effect ie ord.i u..rily confined to event• Nld thinga Yi thin 

th~ vorld. i+ume pointod. out. that a cauae is a.n obttcrved 

couataat conjunction b~t•een tTo events. For ex~lo, eYont 

n ia obaeFTed alway~ to rollcnr eve-nt A and neTer to occur 

without being r·receded by event A.. Tber•fore B hi • "id to be 

ea.used by .A. 

ohseM"e, or nn c-...ent occ:urrinl wholly ..-ithin our 

ia difficult to under•ttUld Yhrlt eM he .~Mt by 
vl wetaphyJica.l ca.u.ae. 

Drld. It 

no -empirical 

~ erliO.iJS w·e could i'Oi 1t 1,.o the lll.iud as a..ll eati t.y lrhieh is 

not iu :G~Ja.ee but -.llicb b ~ffoctH by •hysicl\1 o•• jocts trltich 

"''.re iu s;:;3ee aud 1rhic.u llrod\.IC&f.l effecte U!JflU "llcll object~! . 

If tho ;dnd ~ad 

nhv~ico.l ohjecta '!.re iifferent aubstancea "With differ~mt kind&; 

of existence (, •en.to.l .mtl vhpdeal J, ~tOY c'W il.ae mind u.cquire 

If tbe in.d in .uoi. i apMe, 11hat 

uo we ::tel}.fl by it• 'e~iatence • , .. ncl how can it influence ti1e 

'~ilbert tyle refer• to m.s -. 'cate ory 12i~t.:l.ke 1 • "'1e cou.caJ·t 

of 1-"i•1d • reurcaenta tho fa.ctr of .::entl}l life t\8 U' they 

l1elo.uged to Ol'C togiC<"\l tn•e or category •••• Yi•en they l.l.ctua.lly 
32 

bolong to :'\Oothor•. Tho reAtiolling r:I:.Y be de.scribod a£ 

31 11thor objections could l~ r"'l.illf'd. ~ nr, for ex 'J2';Jle, 
n. ' • . e1 b.um, ..;bribti•mitz •lJ\U .t o.r~\.uox, ch. IX. 
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fCJllO 0: '. cct\.u. c, 3.:> .i£ true, 11 per~ on's thi llti.\_,, f'col in::; 

:.w.i purjlOfliTe uoine C.l.lU1ot e .'caeribed solely in t.. e itHOUJS 

of ph,rLic., c!.ec:11stry u.nd , Lysiolorr;y, therof'o1·e t.tey nu~;t he 

deecri.;cC. i ... counterp~rt i4-liOGS. 

eo...q>lex Ol'{;•lllized unit.y, :Jo t.hc hu an eind guot, bo another 

co:::!plex orgftJlhed 11ni 1.~ though one ta4tle of a different r.ort 
:!3 

of turf and "ith a •1ifi erant sort. nf strueture •. 

The main difficulty trit.£ .:i~ilHe'a .-icnr is that. it ~ee:..'l£ 

to he caught in tJ,e •et of euuJeetiTi ty. 111~1. entitles m.. ~o 

aG.y thl\t bcc~use 'lfC have a SJl~cia.l eXJ)erio ce, there is rCtLlly 

t:() bthint! t.here '? e cannot. preiUJlpl)ae r... .. 1~ccial ~l&iti-vity 

And then t\r ue \.. ~t. hec!l.use we have t~lia ee;1ae there r:m.st be; 

so::wthin or o oo e to hich it rofel'"f.;. Caillie distin~uisbeJ , 

ou -the one 21lJ1d, bet..-een judg ents e"t..resscd in proponitioms 

d givi 1g 1aunrledge or truths by aeaeripl.ion, :utd on t.he 

otho:r, direct n .prehen:..ions o: re,\1 ity :.,ivinn 

uu:nrl&dge or trut.ts 1.ay £-O:»aess cert.11ir.ty, 

bnt know-let...be or reality poseear."'s certitude. ttnflortuuately, 

he tcndl5 to confuse tbc t o cuncepta of eert"-l.nty {a quali t.y 

of proposition•) l\nd cortitude (a. •!Uillity or ind). I bile 

certainty ia clo.i'"led ror propo~S;itio.tl8, certitude ia cllloimea 

tor extleriencea ~<! not tor t1.1e 'l.l>t>reheuaion tha.t o.Je st~te-

rncnt is true. A propoi'Jition ro.t1.:y be true or f:...lse, 1 ut rea.lity 

ust be truth itnelf, i.e. that .:etch hu.~ no fn.lsc-nefto i.1 H.-. 

B ill io appears t.o bo ela.il:Ji!l&; that nut woe ap .rehe:.1d ia not 

a proposition but rc lity itself. dte Cbrinti.an t crufore 

hn.c a.n inner certit.t..~de which coaeiat.o ::tot in '-' u~sa.tive a.bse"\ce 

of doubt, or the judgQcnt tL&t 11. propoaition nb~ut God b truc, 

but in o. lO&itiTe a ,preh na.im1 of til t -..hie .... ha.s 10 fn.lt)cncii.a 

i 1 it.. It ia dif r icul t to see h01r this c6rti tude ca.~'l be . :ore 

tho . .-'1 a ubjective estate of ind. 

primarily eoAf ictence i n C~Jd ra.ther t. aa t:1e utteri:lt::, of judg­

aonts about hi , nnd in.sto~u. ()f cl~i!::liU,J certainty for our 

UlOll{{btn Cluout. .ad e ahould co.rt.ent urselves '-v.ith e1 i:ainf( 

t.h t t . t r. i 1 ft 1 t ~· h h 11 t• . ~r... . " ' 34: , a cer 1n "! t_S c ,pu •~ c~ " .roug a our U1t..&.Aln:J, • 

lf the cffo1·tn or eooteil£{>Or~!·y theolog iWlu t.o bridge t.ho 

gaJ> het:•reau the er.1pirical :~nd t.he cUs.-otSi)iricol.l are not 

entirely cou.vinei~, t'1eir fu.ilure cannot rule out the ;10 ai-

bil i ty of t •e e:date>1ce oi :..oe.. · orcover, the o.theiat ctwnot, 
'erelv on 'l llriori ; rounds, restrict ex.1erienee to the 

1~ ~- p. 18 

~A. The ~- 6U~h of t l f -~ v,. ... ...... 'e 1 re~ (.!Uce o t10u, 
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bodily flenaea. 'ie C8olUlOt U®y tllat it ia o.t t C.llt '02Sible 

tho.t na.n b s a natur~l faenlt.y through which te go.inG non 

i rlill-te ap;_.rehenai()n or lod. o\•cr him elf confesses that 

he- hu ~o "'ti h to restrict eX}~erieDce to r.enae experience. 

'I ahouldu't a.t &11 mind counting ~·h:s.t m.tg•t be called intro­

spectable e~pericncea or fe•l~a; ay tical e~lerienceo, if 

you li'ke.•JS The ~ere pre•ence of difficulties iD deseTibing 

the mode of our tlirect "I'!'rehension of t..iod does n~t juetify 

c~lete rejection of the po•aibility. If there t• au 

im:::~diu.to avarOJloaa of God, the Chriatian ha.a a ccrti tucle which 

e~not be obtained by any proce a of iaterence. 

Finally, we mu&t not forget tue :riority a 4(l auprc.~cy 

of cripture u the evidential buill of bel tcf. Tbia rCT(!l ,.._ 

tion&l bania e1tsurea t! lot f~ith ca.nnot be conft.rtod by "lbilo­

aopby or destroyed lJY 1 tlek or direct. ar'Vrcheneion. hn.t.~ver 

philosophy y say, we believe in tbe I.nca.rnGtion. e 

belieTe tb.ia not. only beco.uae tbc 1'ible declare• t.hat •tbo 

ord ;cc c flcah ~d ~elt azong ~·, but ~lao becBuac the 

Goap&la exhU·i t the ord ~:ovinc ng iilell, o.nd ,-hat, c 1·ead 

Md interpret eo::t.::.e.!lcls o·,,r a.llegi~&u~e. It ts tot erely 

ifiolated st. ter.seata in the Goapela but l.he tot 1 imj.lact, the 

•hole picture, thn.t loa.da ua, like 'l'ho~aaB, to cry ' y r ord 

Mfl ary Go<! • • 

A further cou&e<tuence fnllo..-a tr our 1sOS""e>aaion of 

erlr·tnral eTidcnce. lur kno11·ledge of uod ia fQ.r ric er r.nd 

fuller than it ct wrwiac Yould be. nolll'i. te the lioi tationa 

of rouo.n Md experience, we knOT, 1ec·wee it •t\B 'Jccn roTe~lod 

t':> uro, that 'God •as in ~:hriat rcconcil int; th orld t.o bi -

self', Blfl tho.t -e are ju11tified 'by ~o·l' free grace a.lo e•. 

s sca.ll JL~ put it, 'the tb:l ga thl\t. t.be hu llu rctwo:u 

[ ut., Ye y add, cxpericuce) cGn fi~d ou~ about G~d oak 

rory &5J.ll and f!&l c by the 11 ide of tbe tre::Jencious trutl e that 

hod ha.a reTenled bout hi:3flelf in Chr .i t'. 36 

To su. u J' .. en the Chriatia.n ie called to give CTidc 1ce 

for hilt bel it>f be u t, u.•·1tler cross o:s iuLLtio 1, be propa.r~ o 
to det~1d thr~ ic poal~ion • 1) e believe iu Uod 

bee uae of what he- hi elf be.s seen of 1.he diTioe love w1d .. r \CC 

in the live& of o·P ra. ..,) .e himself 1Hl.6 a direet ppre o -

t-Jion of rod. 3) e a.ece. tA the revelntion co1i.l\i od in t.he 

· criptures. If ti.e cviueAcc on 11 threo 1•oints is nhomt to 

35 

36 · e lto ts, .• 2·1 
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lJe 1m~ ortlly ·•f creGellce then t e Cbrinti\Ul fni tb boco ee 

irns.tionu.l ~d beurc, a.ud tile vordict goe& ttl the ntheist. 

If, l o ever, the ~vidence c'W.llot be sh~en o l. u.oy I!ln.ter Lt.! 

JJOi.:.t, tben it il\ t.H! at :eiat wl,o will be co1victl~ci ;:u..td 

sentenced by the ,Judge of all the- ~n.rt.h. 
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, 1ce tt~e t'~ets lnve Leen p-roved in " eourt. of lt\w, 1 f!.':'\1 

reu.sonLtg ,,.~oca~Ht$ rron rul~ll, COilCei;"t$, cefinitione 9 A.ClU 

princi1.>lcc. Iu llther T'Of.'tl8t it bccoe-c.e .!! l!}·iori,, an 

cxa,ui •1\tin o~" ideu vi t hont any a.ppe<l.l to oxpt.H"if ·•ce. ~·o 

o.ttempt ~ill be , 3-de !:ere to ;bive a C·> pi ote .:1cco1.1.1tt of J CP:•\1 

t,heol ,.,~ ic~l expot>ition and cor:1Unie~tion. 

will he confin.ed to ·outh ·friefW ~d 'Ul•~lo-•"'1cric·n lr"r 

l:l•dch ~re clot~ely rel'\ted on this topic. 

or tho c;ost ~·a.rt~, rcuso11.in,_, iu la-w iF- neither in ·tuetivo 

nor d~tinct.ivc . 

~ucu i '~Jort&nce or sit;ilif ictJ.nce a.$ to eu.t.J"<l.eterir.c 1 e .,,.,l 

rcu.aonin~ 1\8 8. •nole, -.!though lcgo.l a.re,u.'l!lcnt. '!O.y , u.t uiff'cr~nt 

ntugee, bo either inhuetive or deouctive. The erib of the 

o, oosing u.rgu!'!lcnts of cotUUiel, or the tocitll conacqnences 

l il..ely to rNHJl t frolfl a jn~tllent., crumot be a&~est:ed l>y in-

·or.al lo;,;ic is of I ittle 

ns.e tn a juog~ wL.o iP eonfro~tt.e« v.ith t'-<l e~tir<"ly . l eT 1.oi11t of 

1-t:w, or ~ho ia trying to ~ke a ch oice betvf':ea confl t.cting 

ei.~~:.if ica.t..ioJt8 of f.sct or fomu1n.tionE of principle. 1''1c 

jUI.lt~~nte of !l C!l'lrt a.re not produced 'Titl• titc m~c},n.niCil.} 

~fficiency of' ~ C~)utcr, a.a thouf;h O!le h!W mere ly tr'.1 ..:upply 

t.he fa.et.a in order to ol.itain t.he reloYrutt lez..;.~o.l r~le. The 

correct i~1terpretl\tion of '" sttt.tute, the lPFi.ee exereif~e- or "1 

;iuuicial r.dl!cret io.a, :.. juot verdict - the$e c1unot be {ieu•tcerJ 
1 

by ri;ro•·oua lorie fro::l nelf-eyidcnt trut!ln. 'file tf'chninucs of 

for.:;a.l lo-:.ic ..s.re too na.rro1r a.nd ri~id for turiatic t •. ougut.. 

not sta.rt fro111 sci r-evident truths ruw. n.rrive by atriei. lo!,:.i.c 

~ nct,e are not 

J .il tho • i te~ec~th eentut·y • .td e~r ly 1;u, rt of t , e • rct;en't 
century, tt1cre ll'lUl · 'Ove;m<mt kno'Wtl a.s tohe jurispru .1C"·.ea 
or conceptions. It£ .\.im ;raa to crco.tf> 11 ]c·~Gl sy.'""tc:-
by deductive reo.soLli · : fror:t co,tccptt~. T~1.i.n lma Lcc1':. 
sti ,~.o~ntiaeti as '::.ec•.'l.,ic>l-1 juri ..... rulcaco'. .J . c te;na, 
in hL<:: boot. ·,he , ro~'i ·lee ~nd :uuct io't .:.i .Lt..I.'W t, • 1 fiG; , 
'I!Ti·i.n; tep1ae~ti..4t,ly of 'fiction\\! exc,.eth:' '~lich ir. 
mrcl1.ted to 'tlH! li.Jn.\<.ic of ,\;,:.~~u l'::!la.tio.lo.. ,,;,ich it 
it; i,l " province of Lt.w to resulntc'. 
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Uf<iQd with n. acienUfic ohjcet.ivit.y. The lawyer h:J.a ~ different 

purpose froo tha:t of the ecicntiot. ThP. 1 ,ryer ur,,ce !1 w• i-

cular cla.rwifieo.tioue of ta.et upon tbe judge. He empbu,in~n. 

thoae vhicb ra. ... our bis eliont, anu interprctv those r.hich o.rc 

unfo.vourable in aueh o. 'tray tht.t tbey do n.ot injure his client. 

0 the tm.sis or tho f ctn he sut.Jgent rl1 t rulo of 1 w ~bould 

be ~ppl.lcd. This reasoning i.. suvport.qd l . refereuce i.() 

le.:!al decisione vhich b!\..,e been given in the p c.t ln sit•! ill.\r 

e •$• aiR object ·iM to convince end perau~de. e hopeo to 

le3d the judge to B p~rticular deciato~. abe judgo in turn 

wei bl'l the eTid~nee, clas&ifie• t.bc fu.ct~ :md the ln.1r, nnd 

dctenmi o the rule of 1 w to be ppli~ . Hie object io to 

a.rt'ivc o.t. rmd ju..:tify u. decision. 

\ dietinetiTe logic aueb a~ tbi~ require a special 

dcsign~ticn. The tel"'.n 'rhetoric' o.ppc~ro t.o he particulrlrly 

B.ppr·oprin.te. In l'la:t.o • Pbaedrus , ~ ocratcs insistn tlJa.t 

rhetoric cust be brwJed on the CJetltod. of dialectic • .2 'rbis 

wet.hod invo 1 Te t.wo procedures Jmmrn o.a 'collect io . ' nnd 

' division •. In eollcction ' • brln::t ~ diEJpcrsed vlurality 

under a. si glo form, eecing it. ~11 together; tho purpo&o 

heing to <1ofiue eo-ud-ao, c.nd t.bua to t&kc pl~in wb.tcver 

y bo cho~:on a the topic for exposition.' Divisiof\ h the 

royorne of thb procoac. The singlo fo:n:l iM ela.bor-. ted. n.nd 

dCTelO}JCd in 0. liCh e or diYi iona. Rhetoric is thun ~ 

.. cans cf aacerto.inl'lg lUld developing 'Lntl;.b, llnd not a. cetltod 

of induct-ive or deduetiTe prl)or. ri&totle rAfcr to it aa a 

• cllDG or pcr.cua.eion', and dortnaa it am 'tho fl\culty of 

obfterviug in QnY ~iTCA eo.ae the ~T~ilablo 3n& of pcrsu~ion•.3 

nne or tho bacie thoda, he reUArke, is the u&c of ex ple. 

To o.rguo by exo.112J.1lO 'ia nei 1<her like re~u:!oning froo p~rt to 

1rhole, ,tor like rea&oning from .hol~ to pu.rf,, mt r~ther 

reuonin1! fro pc.rt t.o part'.
4 

It hoult;, be noticed tb.11t 

rhetoric in thicl tcehnie~l sen•e h diall!ocia.tod fro;::t all 

connoto.tio~ of e~otional eloquence or inaincero dcclaoation. 

It ie our content.ioa thc.t the ter •rhetoric' ill 

at,uc.lly applicable M c. der.cri,,tion of t.heological retu'ouing. 

e £Jbn.ll ex;.'Wiine four fe turctJ of l•go.l rbet.oric a.nd not.e the 

2 I u 1.cdrue, 
. to.r;r h 

26511 itr!\ l!llu.tod 
~. nackf'orth} 

ith intruducticn (U)d co · en-

a Lhotoric, 1355 bl4 (The '•od;.s or .\rhtot.le, ed. 1 .o. nosli) 
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n 1'1 ic:1.tion or ea.ch to t., eolo iefl.l disconr e. C OpP t·.J 

[ltO"'I" that laY and tbeolo y :b"!.re e. nicil r rtructurc of 

ro3&oning, ~d t1at the ter 'rhetoric' is aas euitB.ble a 

chBr~ctcri~ tion vf thcologic 1 diacuur~e ~ it is or lc~a.l 

r tl.!!Cnt. 

1 ~) tn the well .• no· a ease of r.u.t e _!!;__• unicip~l i tx 

lanes c. ,J . :\!let the follo Ll t· .. s . 

heel. re el].t.e\lly l· id down in tbil Court th t accou.-'lt Gbi 1 i ty 

for uniuten~ion~l injury depend upon cul1e the failure ---
to observe thrLt degroe or euro -· ich a rcaso ole .:u\ YOHld 

linvc ob~rervcd . I u.ae the ten:t 'ree~Jonablo to denote 

the dili iJ' , ------ patorfa.mili of an lav - t 0 :VCI't (! 

1 rudcnt t e. i)!'l. 
, '3 Thi . concern for rena;,-,, ablencss pcrvl\dc!" 

lc.,.·l thou ut . !t i ell illustrated in ~ r~c~nt 

to eet. 

ol icy ..-hich it h d is8\ted. 

t lC in.r;urct. hu.d f il O<l to 

The grouud of rcfu c.l tm.e tb~t 

intain the im!ured vebide in u.n 

' efiicic. t condition' aa required by clMttJe '6 of tbe i'olicy. 

In pa.rtic<.tlar, the t.yre• a.d b en Allo ed to becoae b:'ldly Yorn. 

The caitt re"\~ o,r for the judgt:!C-nt a "it.i at the eonp y ':I.Y be 

E.et o•tt i l i e follOV'i~ or-der. 

,~ 

v 

(~ 

1 

g 

l . Cl .. .cee 6 pla.eos a. li it.Ation u.lo1. the obli etio·. to 
indc 'l'"liry. Ita provi~ion.c rsust tlwrc:rore be 
roatrictively interpre~d • 

.2. The wor.ill! • in eff ieiont coilditiun' i uort o. rolo.tivo 
coilCOJ>t rmd do not Rn.ve a ~Jreci.:.e r:~ea.nin • Tlle 
xford Vlctio ry i ci~ed for t•e e of 

• eff icie lt' , and then rcl ev.wt. cases de '11 ' • .11 b 
the :tot· on of efficiency t\ro co_ idercd. 'l"l the 
o.bconce of y ovcrnin st3..."'!d rd or noro• , rclllarkcd 
hi lordship JUfL,e Ogilvie .•to· ., ,~on, 'tl.lo concept 
ot u:a.int ioi • .., otor vehicle ~n "efficiQllt. con-
dit.ion" i~ n~t reGdily uefi.ebl~- ith preeibion 
n.nu •••• the application of t.h~t eoncei,t, to the '"J.Otor 
veLiclfi • a tyree h: :1t+ en!! E..' '~J ~ l'nctic 1 t• iff ict•l-
+ ic • ' 

.3. rouon~iJJ~ eo.ui " ... st be givo1. !,1) ...- .uo hu:;U·l.uc• 
The ohl i 1\tiun to .loC1-inta.iu the l.IO~oa· ve u.cl~ i.l. 
'efficielt con i .. ~iatl.' 'shoulf', i.~ r lat.io1 to tyreE> , 
•••• be con trued ~• roe ~i~~ ~o .~re than .1 ouli­
~:l.tion to tt\·i:e all r•n~IH~S.ole ~ote11~ to l~e('n the 
v~hielo•.- tyrea in ~· t;.l - ·t1.tt> .a t e or~ irn.ry 
r~-.. onl4''lc BI;)Jl Yonld consider a.dcqu te for t..te 
'\tUrt•030 or ncgotiatin~ the ha.za.rda Jl J ] ly 

H~23 .. . .. ::!07 

.t. i'• 21H 

1:)~4 (1) • \ . ! •• ' · ~H~ ( ·\. . ) 
.t P• 35G 
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encountered on the E.t.r«!~t.n 11nd higbtrnyB •. 9 

One feature ot 'l ega. I rhetoriC , then, is tbn.t it o.hrayD 

a.tte ,)t to be rea-sonable. .e r.;]:lJ note that thi15 fe..:a.tJre is 

l'lh!lred by ~Mr ordinet.ry e~oa ISenEe process or ret\SOuing. 

In lifo, u.s in th laY, we .li.oet E·t!r&.~le"' pa.r:'l.doxos, and ctmtril-

dictions. Often it .Is not possible to disco~cr i'mo i.lfl:lllibly 

corroct r.our~• or ~c~ion. In theso eire · 'l.tUlcca, we eJu.leavour 

to c.ct rc r:ona.bly. , • weigll the pros and cona ucl oxat.tine 

different poaelbilities. •n ve fin~lly Adopt a pnrt1cu11r 

r.ourao of ctig.n ve could, if pre~acd, give re.\floa~ for 1 t.. 

To ct in thi wny is to ~t reasoa~hly. '1hc r~tionality of 

our 01 inions cannot be ~~ullrl\.llteed once and for 11. It. is in 

tho ever-renewed orfnrt to ~et thom n.cceptecl by Yha.t in Ct\Ch 

ficl YO r glU"d a.s the WtiTeraality of roo.snnc.blc u I that 

truths \U'C ;rtn-lted out, made npecific u.:.1<l f. od '10 re 10 ..... 

l b) urely Chris1.io.n belief 14USt bu-Q t. is C11 •• cern for 

rcasonable.oena . Our fu.i tb r.rust, WJ f~lor M posl:iibl<t, be \.tle 

intelli1,iblc ~Utd eonvi!lCiU{;t it ~IR.Wt bo r.!:to1m to be rol~v-~t 

to the l'robl e thn.t t~reaa upon us; it t:.IUat :c oenBo of the 

~orld tlnd t~hre euberence and cign.ificanc:e to life. If Cbristir~ 

belief iG to be r6tional, it must be suown to bo 1Yorthy of a 

reuo:1.able mind•.
10 'i'o oppose reA~on n.nd. rcTel tiun ~ u~ough 

t.hey ore inCCY:JiH~t.iblc in to co .udt. a triple error. lt ignoret 

t.he fAct. t.hnt God ia ~ •oU of order and not. of cheos J it t)Ter­

looks tho fct.ct thu.t he ia t\ Father-God 1rho deligltts in ~n 

iutelligcnt reapon e from his children; :s.nd i't. docs net .ivo 

:.luo coneidera•tion to ~bo .rn rt played by the nind in the recep­

tion of re...elation. 

It. is not only in hia thoU[)ht o.uri doctrine thet. tho 

Chrhtio.t! .mu•t try to ho rca.~otl~hle, but a.lso in his .1ut 3.1 and 

religiouG actB. He oust be pret,llJ'eU to justify bits .;.ct.iom·., 

to •ay why be o.c ta in orse Y&y r4th~r 'tb<a.n in o.nothor. r1li:z 

gcn~ t t he Mot al~ys try to act in ncco~d~ee with ratiou~l 

prinelt>le!i . l't ehould not eilca.pe notice th 1t this i~ in i'CLct 

tc tt.ct in. Q legt\l <w"'J, for it ia eua.r3.cteri&tlc ot· the ft.Ctivity 

of lelry'Cl' nzui judgea. It ia to 1.1.11 CT1f ouo • s c t ions to c..c 

"ovcrncrl by l ~yc and principles. Yet it is not 'legalitl:il• 

i n o i 't.hcr of t.he t-wo llad ocnaes '1Thicb ye cont>idered in cha}Jt&l' 2 . 



1'llero i~ no ur.?c tion of jWJtifyi onuelf before OCMl. It 

i not. 1ocoae ry t.o draw up code of ruloA, or to be ceeblvti­

eo.l Mld iqH~raon..1l in one• t: l'(llo.t.ioas w ot.bo1"1!J. l'reoclm!t and 

apont.~m~rit.y 11re not ueludlldt for encb aet.ion ntt!uire!'l M 

exorciae of tbe vill and the uot.iro of love. 

2 a) .\notber f0..1ture of 1 a.! rl<ctoJ'ic i:J ita OI'OD 

toxture. The principles, rules • stc.."ldarda, ~ coacq.lt.a of 

lmr .:u-e oft.en i )rceioe in • l\Din• ruJd aad&tormiaod i n ecope. 

Thia ia not lJOOOtiling which C4Q bo corrected by closer defi­

nit.i on or 11trictor lil.dtation. .tt is not. o dofoet. but. part.. 

of t-he vor;r atraotu.re 3f l~n"Be• A enera.l a.•rinci~lc would 

eoue to be JOne-r:ll it every r.Jeaber ol t.he ctaaa to which if, 

referred could be liat.od, and t.hG SQQG r-J.y bo a~id of fiCder~l 

rulea, a~lfl, ..w.d eoncopu. The ftWW!i to bicb a general 

priaci!llo un.y ililVO t.o be ~'Vlicd ue- infinit.o in nu~r nd 

V¥lrioty. ~e caaaot .ialow t.he future or Mticipat.e wcr,y 

cvontuality that ciJt:at. M'i&o. Of-t~ t.t. rule uu•t. bo BJ.l( lied 

to eirct1m8ta:nces Yhich -.ore not foraeea Jwn it. ...vu.B fnood .. 

Oou~, theroforo, is an in011"itnblo o.le-~t in tho structure 

of logt.\1 roMoni~. 'rbcro ia Gl-.rtt.yo o. 1.1"J'Jin of tUcertu.int;r, 

o.~d Imowletlae is ab-ayz tneo:::plct.o. 

"'rbc Auto vrotection lnourance CI.'\JJe illu.a rca.tes the open 

~uro or ~ le at •t.31ld.u'd.. "fhe court ha<l t.o 'tetei'ID.ioe 

both tho .eanbu c..ad the a.cope of t., ,.. p r<\ac • fficiont con­

ditio.:l• in rol~tioa to 3 -:otor 'l'ebiele.. A. •oro en :'!ll!ivo 

illnat.rAtims i:l fombl in tho l~llol rule ..-olooti .!!f!! !!!. 
iajnria. 

un i~tjury. 

i'b :t to 1rhie.b & 1.~ c&rwont!J e3Unot be e~:tnt~i(lerod 

A Cl\ll.~Ot Coo:(>l<t.in of \m act t.o Which be b.la 

civon bio nasant. 
A.t fint. Sit•.ht, Ute rolo ~ecms elllel" o11~h. 

ia ~illi~~ to bo injurod cannot reeoYor ~eo in ~ court of 
law if ho .!!,. injurod. ..ut how y people volunt.a.rily-

eona·ent to auffor an injury ? 'fhosc •ho Mdorno M o1•or<1tion, 

tl~o~e ..,-.o play sport. perh&i)$, eGrtaialy thoao wJ,() t.w.o .. 1"t in 

e liC'I'ti~ tUAt.eh. Thor& r~ ins n. lf2.rgc nre~ of t.!aily t\etivity 

wbi~b ia IlO'l. Covered fJf thiO lntorj, I'Gtft.t.i.O:l Of thG rule., 

Supp..,ae ao:JC>O!lo tries to stop a ntil!l.Vfl.y lone f.o prevent 

it fTO'C!l tnjur iBI! ot.bora. ije itt in,jnred tmd r:u • tho (11'1: .l.el" 

O·f t.be hot•.ee. Cun his .claim to d ll't"!.gell bo defoat01l on the 

ground that l•e eou~nted to be injured '! ~uroly ho did nG't 

conaoa.t to ba in.jured.. On tho co tf.r.M"Yt he pntmbly hotled 

that he vool not l,c 1 Jured. '!'ot ~•eryen-o kz ovs tb.J.t it is 
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don~.;orowa to t.r:r to stop n. l"WlQ.11mY tors.c-1 ..cvt.d it, 1rould be 

unjuat t.o i .po£o liability on tho 01rner. The injured man 

L.ntnr th~t he tru ineur.riug tho risk of injury. tbo tnter­

.•rctAticm. of the rule is 'ttbo-reron. tdonod. Tho clnim to 

u~ou 18 di83llowod on tho ground th t tbe injurod 

coru;ootod nDt t.o injury but to the ria& of injury. 

A. furt,her difficulty na.y now o.riflo. h.n.t ia neao.t by 

•consent• ? If ~ pt!rson ie eq1lo,yed in dl.Ot;orooo occu­

a,c.t.io: b-o burely oon."onta to t.bo riek of iajtJrY -.J.rislnt_. out 

of bin et.:~-loy.;lOilt. ut. suwotte tJut bo i injured o.s " 

r.osult of bin ~vl~yer• s failur to toho cl~nta~ aGfoty 

nt•oeauticma. Furcly he- doM not con11cat to the risk o.r 

injury in t.heae circ~tBAcos. 'Ohat if the occupation ic 

11ot normally dung rona , but ha# become ll-0 owing to t...'lo 

$qJ1oyor•• ne0li~once ? For ~lo, •DI1poeo t.ho.t. Ql.ebinory 

bMt boo..~t ullmJed to fall b1to a. dM Ol"ooo t;eto of dierop lr. 

Clovl,., ~~o ,}i)yer is liablo. !Jut anppotJe t.ho.t t.ho 

e. 17loyee kuOWJ t.lt"t tho J'5;).Cbiucry hae boco~ d.tlneorous , 

Joea not co::rplAin, tmtl eont.inuoa to use it. lt -.ould a-oN 

tt!at he hY ccmecntctd to tbe risk ot injury. nut it he 

continlled. t-o uae it without c la.itat only bee&UAe no f urcd 

di isa~l &tll~ni&e, CQll ve still so;y t.mst he vollil'tt.o:rily 

con•cnted to the ri.•k of injury ? And. ao we- aight coatinue 

iudefiuitoly. It is ~~ po eiblo to ~uat all tho circum­

sta.~~a which •Ji ;ht :rO<;uire " · ification or "rten&iou of t.he 

rolo. 
J b) Ttteologicol -rh~rie too ah,~rou this opoa t-exturo. 

llfton it ia not por.lliblc to uive a pr«lci.oo ::wt~ning to tbeo-

101ie~l i4ea.s or to delimt. the sc<Jl..• of ethical rule!! derived 

from t.bo Hibl e . The concept. of u ... l V;:)tiO-'l ..,lrGvidea Q4 

oser.wlo. '""o ~:my nay t .a.t a \h·c~t.ion IOODWJ t: ol:i.Torm~e fl"o:;;t 

in. ";1ji11 ata.t~t brie'tle Trith diftieult.ieD.. b"lt ia 

to be inclndod Uhder tho coneopt of ain ? 1 it rebellion, 

iguor.wc~, t1o"l~ge ? I it delibcr~to vrongdoill(l or t1oea it 

1nclu6e $thot.ic io.difforonco w:aa bolt.}l~•n~~a ? I.e aal­

v~ion a JoliYoraneo troc eYil or f.ra.o cuilt ? ts it tho 

.t.er,uini.tion of new lifet the ~coptlYice of orthodox 1.. ~ct.ri.:.1e, 

tbo co .tdt•tal of life to God ? '\.<Ia CO.'Il110t ou~ut tt.ll tho 

~os~iblo ~~ era to th bO 1UOG~io~. 

a. c. ~told t.::.kes 1Jl, ~.KP ~lc of t~ au• fer!n.J of Jo. uo 

o.nd sbo'we l\ow it Rll{:~-eats further ~ue tiolltJ. •Is r.od then 



e~p lble of eufforing ? I~r t.l1ero aoaetb'it2f nore- in Christ 

tilGB tr et• that r;utrerod ? Sboeld 1ro dra.11 dietinc;tioru; 

within tnc t•na "eufforingtt oieh r.~ight l"orbn_ryo Cllao ~ply 

to t.ho sairt.ts ? •
11 

!.wy other ~'t:~~·,pl n of O[tCJ. texture 

ro~ily au. ost t h eh·cttJ c.~., faith, .fiWola.tiont c ro.ce ., 

rcc~~ciliatiou, justitieation, ri ht~ou~neas, Yor~ivonoa•• 

~one of tbc-so elll be prcciaely Jofinod .md doli:Jited. 'l'hia 

i s D•.1t 4 def ct, btrt. a nee(!lasary j!&rt of our .mcnrl~so or ""od. 

Ir tho 'tein of U.od ll'l hi o TO.ya wit.n - n e.re ~tt.m t.ivoly 

bolfll h'l ee~aeo1 to. be i.be holy, oanil ot.ent, ood tnmseendont 

God -ot our faith.. tr ~u t.hoolo:!icu.l conee1~ta could bo 

proci ely do,i.led tlJc 'tMJf.h YOUld be n i st.orted, t.bo ~or of 

God would bo lioit.Ctdt •Ad 'the 12lory of t.lto Gcevel ould l)t!..BO 

~-
3 e.} Lo«•l rhetoric ia op~ o contrary ~~lnions ~ 

eo"!lflieti.ag fo.mnl tio:w of principle. A .,;OQd illustrat.ioa 
12 

of t hi • ie the ease of ri~rsettel • !:!'!P•, the le~ll{S 

Routh ~riean c nn• on liBbili~y for necliG~nt atut~n~. 

T'i-vo juilgen of the '-l'Poll to Piris ion doli-rerod fin &ep~to 

jndgt ont-.e, one llcn:-iu the at'}Joa.l a.nd to.Jr i' iaallO"W"iJ:aa it. 

racb .i~t. 1P1lB ba.sod upon ~iffereat. ,;rounds. L .. :.J.1ll rhetoric 

h!le o.a r1vers-ion for O'f'~r sioplitica.t.io1 and StJ\:~ertieial unitie • 

lt i ho~pitAble to corrcl4tive ~d c03tradic~ry idcaa. 

Ev~ry rit.;ll"t. 'au ~ duty, every o.et. i s in su.ue sena., c.n o:"li&~iou, 

ttYory libe-rty i• s.ubjoet to roa troint. In er"!.l:ti ..,.aJ. tr.i41G 

tho pro~0cutor ~ttd~ta to provo tuo gailt of the aceuecd 

•hilo t ue defe: d i na 1 :wyer o.tt.ea~~;ta t.o provo his innoeeace. 

ln civil aetioa• ~ouneol ror the plaintiff ur~ca the liellility 

of t .le- uefentbnt bilo couneol for tbi! uefe'llt\<:mt O.e:::tieu 

liauilit.;r. Cooh~ ti01_, eon ccait.A ;y be- &ilpliotl to the s~ 

i oldi•i dulll; tJaUB, a seller h~ a ri._bi. to rttcoive P"P: ont. of 

tbe JlUrchal!e ,_;rice .loUd n duty t o del iver t .'lc {,oodo co14i .• 

!ror~ sor i~ ucacribea this process of leg3l ro~oufnG 

.iS •a ,._t:tor ~f aif)lift(~ t-he cuaul tive offcets or one a roup 

of eovci'QJ.ly i neonc la£-ivo it~ ~Ai t 'WH.~ eu..-Jnl ti"'f'O t.tffcet. 

.of 10t~or f:r&U{, of ovcre.lly i "lcMclu• ivo it.en&. . .... It i 

"' prenm1ti~ 30t1 ret•nsenti or tbo-•e fctr.t.nre ot tho c~ ne 

't'bicb r;'y&ra.U;y ,co-ot orat& in f~v!)ur of t he con,clue ion . ... 

11 How Th.eol~iw ReMoft, (priut·ed i n t~~,_n t.md !.~ie) 

12 1951 (J) s. ~.L.n. 464 (A. n. } 
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The reaeOD.ll e.rCI like t,be let: o£ e cha.ir• DOt f..he link8 of n. 

eb~in •. 13 na.rta o-rae d noeee dr~..- at.unt.ion to the 'law 

of ttola.rity'. • Accortlir.tg to tldc law, ultimate contro.rieB 

aro correl t,iyea, aotually intorde1;mldont., eo tint notbtng re!ll 

ea.u oo dcseribod by tb.< ti;lolly cme-.<Jidod u•ertion or icpli­

eity, being• actu~ltty~ and tho like, each in G "1~~~ form, 

dovo:id a.n.d inJepond.cnt of e·ompte~ity, bcco":2i ag, potentialit,., 

cmd r~la~t.Kl c ~t.nriet.a . •14 Th~o J"cunrks, t t.f.:an fr4)m a ~on­
'text of th~ulogy, o.rc l•nrt.iculArl:r "~!. rttpria.~ to legal rh~orie. 

3 b) 4fbeological rliet.orie too is ()pen to eo.ttrM'T 

6pinioae and c~nflicting formul~~t~ts of principle. 

hoepito.ble to eorrcl 'tivo and coJttrndictor.r idaes. 'l'boo-

logtcal rhetoric too b~s W1 aversion for over a iCI}Jliti-cL,ti&n 

tmd auporfieial unltios. ror esf.V'.:ple, t.bore are eoutrvy r- .les 

sn-cb IUt lmr CUid ton, tini~a tmd infinite, ootou«JY and hc~etr­

o~. rc·1.aon ®1 r~l&ti<m1 trMDCC)Jldoncc ~d i~eo. In 

oach t)3ir., neither {JOle eJ.n rettt\.in its ~nine without the 

ot.hor, aad tho e-,ntllesia and wtity or botb ve found in God. 

Aa Jo:un »aillie baa Yritteo, dcacribing Xierkogaard' a uso ot 
tho tem ' dialeetic~t, •our tho~ht falbifies its object 

unlol'le ~o allow it, u it -.rere, t.o bo dofraet,od in t."o oppoaito 

directions at on~e•.1t 
'.et ua e-on ider Som\\ U 1~ tr3.tiollS.. lAY ·tt.bc ,_.t lovo 

oorde:DJJ into i.'Mritteoim o.a.l.d impereon3,} ipulct.tion of 

p~rao:t.G. LoTe ithont lMr softens into eeati:lental it,-. • o 

D~eo laY and 10~ ia to CTOQtC ~ f~lae tith08i4~ for thO 

tvo ft.rc not in.c e& tible but. e 1li1:3entury. e noticed iu 

cha-pter 2 t.hst thoro Gre tw contl"tVY tWfH!et~ of t.bo poYcr ot 

cJOtlt OO<l in chapter 4 t.t.a.t 1'0380n and ro•ola.tion a.re in.tor­

relatod. A rurther i1luatr4ttsn ie tae heteronOQJ ~ 

~uton~ of Chri#ti~ belief. 

f oll Otrtl f.lte at.J"Ue1iU.J'e8 of tbe hua.l.U r:tiud.. • A.uton«Jy OGQIUJ 

t.he qbedi~nee or the iruiividlll.ll to the lilY of AUon. •16 

.Autonooous reaao-t •i.e obedience t.o ita on caocntial atructu~, 

the 1~ or ret\aon whieh ia tho L•1r of Mturc wit.hia ind and 

13 ~· . 'iruQ;.J, Gods, (printed ill i'hilos2M~X ,a.nd t)mho­•= aJ,..,je 11. 157 --



roa.lity, ~ which io divi l011r., rooted iD t.h• roun... or boing-

itaelf•.17 Cbristian belief is also hotoro oooua1 i... Ub-

joet to " law ~rlornal to the IBiud Gnd tho setr, orterm\l to 

seru-c ptlrc~ tion a."lcl rational thought. 1rn:t b i• a-ecept.ed oa 

'tho authority or GOEt'~ vordf Mti tborof'oro ~od•::s ~ord ..,ecomet'l 

1~ to t.be helio'V'er. 

Thi bi-polerit.y of theological rhotoric ia ovidont in t.l)O 

1tholo hi»tor,r d d$'9'elop=cnt of tho'Olocr. Fro tho ou-t et, 

there "t\o£1 a cl h in ChJ"l tia.oity betvecm Jc"iilh tmd Gre 

categories of t!lotli)1t, bot1roa tho coru:rote QIU! tbo abstract.,. 

tbe hiatorical and t.h apoeu13tiyo. Tho lav o.t l'ola.rit.y C3fl 

oe eecrn &t work ill tho Cbroetolo leal ntrover.aios of the 

c:vly Churcb Fa.thera. In t.b Atiddlo .Aaea,t.h.e Of>.~,'>ottitiOI'l 

bet OO'A rc.uton ~d revela.tion OCCll!Jied the z:dtl..d.$ of philoaopbera 

and thoolo~iaoh . In tho nineteenth cent~, ~ioti•tic ~o 

eubjoetiye ro tici~ w s opponcd by poDitiYiatie ~d objective 

ratioaBliam. Fi~olly, in oar own day~ tb theologic• or 
Jlvth, Dl"tll't.'QCr, OV.lt.!l~Bml, a~ul Tillicb provide ex:t.t:Jples of 

GOtttrast M£' Of.pOO ltio.n. 

4 ) . ccordbg t.o .\ri&totle, OA& of the b&sie "O&thodn of 

rhetoric, ea wo hGve noen, ic the uao of w~l~. In 1~ and 
lS theolog;y too tho UllO f)f ox ~1· I~lQys 6ft lmport3nt r~~. 

l .. et u ~oe bov it. ia o.ppliod in logal rhe-toric. hen he ie 

tryi1 , t.o dot(tn..ioe t}l(. l"clcrr.mt role of lilY to a.ppl;y to the 

r~cts or a coso, . l~er or judgo loo 8 for esaaplc • de 

looko for pa.llt cae a whieb roa ble t e case bctore hht. In 

tee-hnieo.l torninology, be looks for tho rat.ionos decidendi 

of' uYt cGBes. lt ia a. niatake to Ji-.re an infle:s:ible d$li­

nitimt ot the phr"f!le 'nl:tio decidendi •. In ~ -wide 2 ae 

it i,l) tllo .. hole coorae ot reuonin! by wbte..h a court a.rrt-.ea 

at ~ j~tifies t~• decisio • 

rul~ ol lit.v upon w.Uicb t4o ju t)Jlt i• bascdf that. llt.·rl of a. 

judgQout which poasoo~es nuthority by vi~tue ot Yhich tho 

jut\,-.mont i• bintting upon B c .urt of inforior jariadietion,. 

Thoro in no coehanicnl ~hniquo fc.r idautifyinr the 

r!ltio of a. cuo. ' Tboro u&t\J' bo ao ~y •o.ya ot fi'!lding the 

r.\tio of e. oaae thor~ vo •~YJ!t of fi:l•di a loat. cat. •10 

17 Loc .. cit. --
18 ' e aro~ of course, "d3pting tho term 'rhetoric' for our 

ovn JlurpocetJ , ~.1 do 30t ela.i• 't ~t. our use of t.ho tero 
i on ~11 four• with it-. WJO in urock pbiloaophy. 



Pnrt or the difficulty is ~n~t no two caaoo as·e identic~l . 

There will alW&ye be fe~tnroo ~icb Gro proao~~ i~ one ~~ 

abucnt in ~he other. 

if~ ~Dnro th::m o1e ground for a. judfiment., or " tere aevcJ"f)J 

jt~oa, ~itti~ toae~hcr, deli•er sep~ratc judgoentn. To 

firui t.he ratio of e ca.so, one ~Mtst abatr~.tct t be tori~lol 

f'a.eta u.nd t.ho reasons which oro nocosaary for t l1e deciltion. 

The gr64ter tho ~~rnctioa, the nore general tho r~tio ~11 

he tW.d the le.s ueeful . ' How do wo knw when to st.otl rith 

our tlbatra.etf.on 'P aeka GlG.li.Ville ,. iUiMII!'I . •mo l.\llfJYOF i" t 

prina.rily by readi.4g 'What. tho judge oay in hiD Jut!gmcnt, oot 

partly also by our knorledgo or the l$.k. in .:;enerul o.Dd by our 
•)o 

eo; on eenao a.:1d our f ce 1 ia ::~ tor whet tlio 1 o.v ou bt ~ b&. • " 

Co.nttidar the following etXGqll&. ln noaoMhue v StovOO;­

aon, 
21 

a. ahopkoep~r tlold a. bottlo of t::t<'i;:tgcr-beor t.o " euat.ooor. 

After drinkin .. , I!Ome of the g i .acer-hocr1 a d&e osed 811Ail YM 

diacovorod in tbe bottlo. Th& cnotoaor c la.imcd to , ewe con-

tr~cted a serioaa illaeaa ea a r~ult. •ho ratio of 

ilonoghuo ' $ eue is usually eta.ted to bo tllf.4t part or the jwJG­
~nt bieh runn aa follova:22 

• A tUAufe.ct.urer of produet.a, Ybich ho flclla ill 1\ueh a 
forr:.r llS t.o chow t.b .)t. ho intends tbco to re~h the 
ultir.-l.te consu:aer in tho fon:t in nob.icb tt1ey left him 
ith no reaa~1ulblo po•aibllity of inte~edi~to 

ox ~iftAtion aad ith the knowledge ~b~t the nb&onc~ 
of r~ono.blc care in tlJe proptll"Gt.ion or put.ti~a.g up 
of tho rroduct• will rttt~ult in an injury to tho 
cou8l.Jiaor •e life or property, ovoa a. duty to t.h eon­
auaor t.o t o t.hnt rea.son-.ble cere. t 

to l!trliPlY\ng thia ra-tio to other· c~~St vo QUat, look. for 

e&rl in c,u":\litiea GOd J"elations. ~t~JpOBe 5 court ia confronted 

with a. co.ue ;rhero l\ per11o-n h~a bee11 injured u t!lc rcault. of 

t.ho preaer•ce of a irrit. ting cltCQical in p:.Ur of und1)rpants 

lrhic b he '1QD .tsur~bMod. 23 CGJt the ra.tio of !)ono ... hu~• e 
c~se bo estond&d analogically ~o clothing aa well ns to drink ? 

C:)n fi, 00 Gpplied tO food - eYeD if t.bc food is DOt ll:l.'muf'le­

t.urftd ? lA the IJr~osa of £cttlin.; neb -queationc aa t.hay 

riao in rub~e4ue~t ease•, ~ualitiea d8d rclatiooo ~re dovolo~od, 

~m toM"rtit;r. t.he tmr, 5th oo. p . 08.. see ¥rat-oria Cit.y 
Couneil v I~i;;~on 1940 (3) S.\.L. t' .. 31)5 o.t. p . ~11 
fn:r 3 cloar ~· 

21 1932 .c. 56! 

23 Gr~t v Au~tr~li~ initting ¥il1Q 1936 A.c . S5 

----·-----------------------------
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refinoti, a.ud limited. u ifforcnt upect.l:4 or tbe rule, whiela 

l"ight otbcrvooe h&ve bean tbo1J6ht to bo N!mOte ft'O tho orlt,ioo.l 

esno;r.;lo {Donoghnc•a C'lBe}., a.ro lie~ to bo releYo.nt in 'tho !1 ht 

of rurt.har exo.QPloo (subaequMt. caaes). These difforcut 

a.s~ (tCW M'C 8411Cll to e&hero in a. aingle z•rincijtle. Ae the 

proeees eontinuas1 neu inai htD are g~ined .ad diff.orent 

~poets of the r'lll e t.}re io.t%"1'l'e.t.ed. Yet. t4~e dEWelor nt ie 

not rbitr~. lt ia controlled by ~he doci~iona given tu 

JlreviotJS eosea, l!Dd by the G,U&lit.iea ~ 1·olati011 in the 

~riginal ex.ll lo. 

4 b) In tho tbeolo:JiCU aphore, tho U~e Of eXQCll_llet ifJ 

found pro- in tly in -the doctrine of a.nalo~y. .AnD.logy is 

a reaeab~nee of relation•~ either quantit~ti•e or qoalit~ti~e, 

bot.we<m. two ontitica in eoctpt.u•iaon vith each otlu:~r or in c~ 

po.risoa vi t.h o. third ontity. 

nor d.mtcti•~ r•aaoni.D~h ~d conelnaiona derived froa an 

ft4alo&J C3tl uever }H) more th:lA 't<tr4to.t.i•e• csta.blish~ a degroe 

ot }.lrooobilit.y1dlicb t~lla dlort of tho eert.ainty requi:rod for 

knowledge. It more tban th1• is a.chieved, our reaaollinr.c h~ 

ceaa~d to bft Me.l~ical «mel h'\£ becooe induetiYe1 1 oadi.D{' to 

.sm.o1rlodge by' inference. In other wont. , ADAlogy ill the 

porch of ttaeolo~ieal d~t it, lcadfll to kuwloJ.ge, it. provid&a 

the key 'rllich enablea ua to enter. un4erat.o.nd, and. Jtuw. 
Decauee of the apecia.l logic of analogy, the aimila.rit.i~a 

t.o Ybich it 1•ointa are woiped ra.t.her than eorrclotod into oo 

0st.Gbliohod sy~Jte .. 7hert:t ia no lmr t:ocn~tint;. t.hc simlari­

tie$; they baYe no S78t atie or ~~cesaary rel~tiouship to 

one 31lothor. A.pplca ~ orcwgos 4re bot.h rounfit for ex ~le, 

but thero is 1\0 Ja..v eonnocting thia aiulilarit.y. !At us 

aup!JO· e that ora.ngea ~ 1!\ further prop&rty, P . It cannot 

be inforred tha~ becauao or~e~ ~ro P, therefore ~•pleo ~lso 

are 1? . 'rbia can b6 inlorrod only if t.l'!.ere ia .sooe laY 

connee~ing roondneaa and P. The use of anAlogy i• ei~ilar to 

~he uae ot es loa. ~nnlittce and relations nro comperod, 

but thie (latm not, by itaclf, l'~"OYid!! oonulUDivo I>roof or 

gi-vo eog4..itivo apprchen~ion of t.ruth. 

u in leY, so iu theolo~~ tlle e of os¥2(lle helt"B to 

dCYelop, refine, aad liait cou.ce,>ts and doet.rinea.. Difrerent. 

upoets of truth vhieh nUEht u.].vo been. tbo'U{;ht to be r ..: Bto 

fr~ snd Wtrel~t.ed t.o oach other :r., thro~h the uno of 

mn~lo31• be oeon to cohore in & oinglc principle. thud the 

t:mal03Y of tho ra.tberbood or t.od enc.bloa ua to dtacom ~ 
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relGtionehi~t bet...-oen sufferint and loYo, di ciplinc ClJld di c i plc-

sbip. ' f'or the Lo·rd discillli"'e• tlloee 1t'hO he 16Yen; He 

lo.ya 'tlto rod « • f: :ery aon Yhot~~ bo ~U:fm91rlt:K;;;es. • :;M J\ un,. 

tho trtath cont-!l.inecl in ona doctri,\o ~Y ~ aeon to apply al•o 

'to .:mother, MJ so tho f.W'() doctr.ine.a ma.r be correlated. TJms, 

if we tue th.e twalo.gy of e victory over eneoiGG wo clarify the 

doctrine of the o.tonement.. l'ut. we e.lso cl~rify U1c ~ctrine 

of the ~coootora, for there t..oo a victoey 1f"'\$ 'V()n, the deoonie 

vocrere "W.OR ov(trthro.n, :md Christ 'IFaiJ ~e sovereign over ell . 

Jn t iu ~y we come to eee th~t the Q$Cen•iou ia p~rt of the 

aton«.~ent. 

fho dovolOiMZ~CUt of coneettts llrtd doct.rinoa in this way ia 

not arbitrary. It iD controlled ~ doctrine previously arrivod 

at, and by qualitica. and relatione in the a.no.lo4 iee uoct. 

Just M the ratio or a court. cue uetoruinee wh3t dew fn.cta 

f'u.ll wi"thln it. bit, so the a.n&logy ued in o. thf!olo.3ieal 

doctr·ine det.er.sdnea what ie relevMt- and ill 1t'flat direction• 

tho doctrine ~7 he developed. 

FatberhooJ of 6od escludea GUT doctrine thet a child of God 

een it ~e no trust CWlCl cu~fi&mee ill hie hea.Yenly Fat her. 

'For 1thot. f'at.ll()r •will offer hifl son o a't.ono wbon he ask8 for 
26 br ead, or a sue.ke ,non be allku for tisla ? • fbe ualog of 

a yictory over onectea exeludoa doctrines of d~liaa ~d 

rataliC3• n analogy, ther~fore, h&s ~ binding ef~oct upon 

theolocical diaoourao, jua't aa the :l'&tio of o court cnao ia 

binding upon eourt. of inferior jurisdiction. It controls 

tho dircetion of ~octrinal de.clopoeat. 

nut tww do wo lm6Y 1rhoro to find our analogies, or "!':'hen 

to etop the proeeu of rolo.tift@. shlil&r quditios &~d rela>t.ioD.B ? 

hery '.m~logy can bo t lkOD too fnr »ld pros•ed t.o tho point 

~here i~ breaka down. The ~er nuat bea primArily by 

the r&vel•tiou of Seripturo ~ tho to$timony of the Spiri~ 

leadin.t to a creative uudor&tandiug of our belief • but p&lrtl7 

~l•o by onr kQowledge ot t~rinc in gene~l, by tbe uee of 

r ca.eon, and by an intnitive striving for the "'"Y'• t.ho trut.h, 

and t.ho life. It itt i r..;portant to at.resa the pa.t"t t>layed b.r 
our provious knowledue of doctrine in eo.e.troll ing the uae of 

Gnalogy. It ia for this rcaaon thl\t. differeat roligicma 11lll 

24 neb. 12tfl (:n.E. D.) 

2~ Mat~. 7t~,l0 (R.E.~. J 



usc ~l.iffot·e.:1t logies~ £'t"c..n .. ithin Chriutitmi t,;r • o tin4 

th~t uiffarcnt analogiGa are employed by :~o C•tholic and 

.P.roteet.a.ut t.h&olO);ia.a• , or the tto.me ~logy i~ develor~d in 

diT&rging directions. 

There io ono core- ~poet or legal And theologied NaBODiug 

·wllich Yc CIUI'It. exuminc. ~ :lf~Gt co..:uaid<l'r tne logic ato.tua of 

aentenco. in eacb ephore-. Tbia •ill indica-te. tbe e lex 

~ture of leg&l o.nd r~ligioua coaeepte. and bow tbey are 

uaod ~o .ivo effoc~ to l6w and theology. 1~ will ~lao help 

t.o e14-rlry th~ distinctive r. ture or lego.l and thoolO;Jieal 

reuonins, Qtld in pc.rt.icular to ~Toid eouf~i&n vitb the toch­

ai uos Gnd eoncopt& of tho 8Ciencna. 

Tho gro~t ~rit or lohical positiyi&a is ita coavinciog 

dol.20l1Str&t.ion that. religiaus 8et"lttmecs M-e aot or tho 8G:l0 

lo ·ictt.l typo u s~to ents of faet aueh oa ' .he ear 1• in tbo 

garago•. ·~y relic1ous aoatoncea &re not fActually ignifi­

caDt la an eq>irica.l aeruut or the term 1 fact '. !hey do not. 

give int~tion abou~ the world. unlike acientifie a~ate­

mcatDy thby do not deacribe1 aspl~in, or predict. 1A vc 4hall 

aee, tbifi i.a nGt true of all rol i t;ioua •~ t.•cea t but it i& 

tru~ of a. groa.t ~· The acient.ifie model ie thorefore 

inappropriate aa a eb&rBct~riaation of religioua thounht or 

theological diDcours~. , 0' ohGll find tll6t lmr to ~ far nore 

appropriate and lighteaiog 'QOdel. 

fo ~in with legal ~Jentcmeu, let uo co::a.eider .. t.he folloring 

c.:m.oples. 

1. • I 11eeept your offer to aoll your ear for Jll,oeo. • 
2. • J\. owes .n oo t6 n • 
3. ' X .tole t.bc ee.r. t 

Unlike 4 acieutifie •~to~~ tho first acn~4nce doea not 

doscribe~ predict, or expl~in. 

fact, ~d cttn be neither troc nttr falae. '1be se.nt.eneo 

oxpreeaaa the creation of a. eo.tt.raet.. It :y bo vo.lid or 

invalid, void ar -..oiclablc,. lttt not t.ne or l~oe. The 

aeco.ld entoeee doe& not dcmoribe n •a cx:-ccta;tion.e, or O%} laio 

wn:r A. ia in debt., or predict whe.t will b~.~pon to it e dou 

uot. •t~Y B. 'ibo aentouee ucribeo liab:Uit.y to • · The third 

eontonee is an impu~tio of uilt to ~ no~ A description of 

his tboftt or aa expln.nat.io of A<nr be •aa apprehended, or o 

tlZ"OOiction of "t"ha..t will Jmppcn to bin if be ia conrictcd. 

£aeh of t~es~ sontonce o~r~ao~ 11n operation er tho 



l~g'Gol ~yr~i.ea. e :y drAY eoneluaionc or law fro:::1 th(IO, tmt 

not t!cncrir.t.io~ o1· ex; l~tio,u., c! ~ .piricei.l fACt. It. mokes 

ao l"enae to aok ...-llethor thc;r ec.n bo o:tpc.rir-leut..llly ViU'ified, 

t.hot~t::.>+t~ iu a court of la-w they -r.ou'd hAve t.o be l~lly proved . 

Their function in to giva effect t.o tnc legal _,-atcm. by 

ereJ.t.ing, .c:IOdityir~gt or e.rtl~gui&hiog ri hta a.nd dutioa, and 

by in1posin(t; criminal liability. The cnt()Bces ..n-o based m1 

nona wicb dQ nO't doacrioo fllctu but }lrcsc:-ibtt dutiea, ucribo 

rigi.lta, a.nd i:Dpoae liabil itios. CGAtceyts ruch as •contrllCt', 

' dobt't and •theft• cBDnot be understood nerGly by consulting 

~ dictio~ry, but onl:r by loo).rning botr thoy opera to in n. leg&! 

syat om. 

Con.ei,\er one ~ore o~}le. :::UJJpose th t •e un.ve o. docu-

aaent colltaining the foll~ing aentcncet • prooiace to pay 

RlOO to B,on demaudt for good• sold an~ doli~erod.' It 

~uld be logically in tpropril!.te to allkt • r.It~t ia your 

e'!lpiricul veritico:tion ? ' Tho .llot.e does not il'l"irliU'ily 

describe an llOflirical tACt u one :tigl~t describe, •~y, tbo 

goods 'Wbieh h~v~ been sold or f.be way in -.:Ueh tttey were 

delivered. It acknowledges ~d ncc~>ts •\n obli ation. Thi$ 

c~natitute& t ho ooc~t a vromiosor,r no~G, ~d as ~ueh it ia 

ne OctiaLl o, i.e. it. tmy tr ... trn.narerret.\ fr001 one peraon t.o 

anot.h.er. The languaic of t.he ~,rOJ:!:iaaory ..w*'e i~ porf.ol".C&ti-ve. 

The person 'Who •igna it ooge.goa to I-.J.Y iUOO on d.emo.Pf1 1.o n or 

to ~ other pGrsou vho bde beeo=~ the legal holner of tho 

note. xr t ll• noto wore purely do•erit>t.iTo or cxplan~t.ory of 

copiri~al faet1 it Cf)uld not perform it.e function u a nagot.i-

Bbl e inst.ru:1oa:t. 

but o. el.Um ba8od on t.he doCU!IlGDt. oay be deft~AJU\ble ( O•"'•t if 

the promt•sor ' & Ci£DAf.ttre baa been forgod or ~ue without his 

Gutbority). The aentencc can bo undora~ood only .- i~ 

function• itt ~ le~al fl" atem, l'lcknowledt;ing a debt ~il onablit&G 

~ lo~~l bold•r, ~ holder in duo courae, ~o elain P~T~lt fr~ 

the prooi.aor. 

Let. u nO'Ir eo~ider the logical ot&tua of religiOUtJ 

~c~entcncea,. nd t le func.t.io~ta of tboelo ical motoria. 

'.there o.re ocoaaioas 1f'hon theology de erihea, explains, o.r 

l•rodicts. It llby doeeribe the at.t.ribvtef.> of God1 or 

explain t.hc l'a.rtins; of t;l~.e Red Sea at the '£xodW!I or tbe 

por ocution of the e~rly Christians, or predict judgment and 

resurrection. 
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wlloJro fu.'lct,i01l8 ~ not pri~il7 to fleecribo, ext,lain, or 

predict. They o.re not CQPirie~lly i~1fo ~tivo, and do no't 

rott!lr to perco,,tiblc OYcmt.s. fbcac auuton-coa u.re beyond ·the 

r!ll~ of the vorifieo.tioo princir.lo. once tbe oviaentio.l 

ba.sia of belief ha be-ell aecepted, tboolo~ieM. r.e!J.SOtaiutf taken 

on a opceial forr • .Junt rut ~he fWlctione ot 1 gel eootc:1eos 

ctm be unt' rut.ood only "hen ve lea.ru bow tll.oy Ol)enl'te in (l 

lo~J 1 ay,e!An, so tllc function ot these religioua &cm:t.oneoa 

e J.D be u:.l.dcrstood only when we oee hew they operate iu rQli­

giou.? beliof • 

he elus of' ~lii!ioua sentf}nee which ve 'l.rc to co.1Dider 

eolhJti t,utc& t!w in built of th&Glogical diaco11rae. Si 'lee 

tbcir logical function is diffo~mt fr~ tu~t of stntauentc 

of tact, term• •ueb aa • atllt-t'JI:lellt' , ' a.tu;ertion• , and ' pro. 

po• it•ion • should not, b ao Jlio.l to thea. fhe•e t.e lS 

sur~•t a rcla~ion bet/ween the s-tatrunent lDd oot110 fa.ct or f~cts 

by which it ia verified. It iac l'retoro.ble, tiHll"&f'.ore.- to 

spo.st. inet4md of t tttmt®e&D t 019 1 UtitOI'll.nCeB • • 

J..ot u• nmr COi&idor ~e oxaupl~a. 

Gcd cre\\too 'the l·oavenJJ WJ.d tb.e ca.l"t.b .. 

•In t .ho oogiuning 

fho e~r\b UGS i~ 

out foro and void, ~d dlU'ine81S wu upon t.ho f3ee of' tlto deep; 
I")(} 

a./ld. tho kipirit of t~ '!me .:wvin.& OYer the face ot tho V&ters. , .• 

~ o rogard thoae sent tees 1triua.ri ty *'a doee1'it1tion or Olq~la­

nation ia to ~sa their rationality. ~hey expreaa ~ religious 

iJlf.ei'}Jretation o f tho YOrldt ~ boliof in the llriQQ.Cy a.ucl 

ocmif>Oto!loe of h(Jd aact a cenae of co i c order ~d pUJ"l.lOfle. 

lt i~t t.heroffu•e iauppror•t'i6te t.o teat tbeir vn.lidity by f,h(' 

e~togorien of ~ho na~ur~l cienceo. 

•r.od allows his love i'or 1,1S ia 't. o.t \ritile Ye were yet 

ein<toro Chriot died for ns. Since, therefore~ 11e Me i1mr 

;jnatifiet.' by hia blood, r:tueh core sho.ll ve bo et\.ved by him 
21 

frQ;Cl t .... e wrath or nod. • fhcac aenwn.eee dot o-f couroo, 

haTe a lM.sia in ~ 1lirice.l fact, but their ftwc.~ion in to 

evoke em a.tt.itu.de Bnd to elicit. a reapon.ae. 'l'hio, at le~t., 

is their pri.J;mry fUl'lCf.tio :'be lant:,.au.ae is botb promiaaor.y 

an 1 erfo~tory. lt. ia pro.:aisaory been.use it gatU"a.ntecll t.o 

ebung9 tite peraonal ~itt~~ion of ~17 9bo rospond. It ia 

r~crforoot.\.<try boci\G.&e it cro·.ltea t.hc poeai bilit.y or t.bia rospoono, 
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re~uires J.M"t ·ici.)a.tion, and o-ffocta ~ chance i n the ~at.hetic 

he~ror. 1\4 " i tlt t:tte: ps•o:ds.sor:y noto so 11oro, these t1ro 

.:i&pect..s t.o.;otbo.r co:afer no~~tia.hili ty. 'l'hcy e able tne 

Cbriat.ian i' itb Gnd t.be bl&aein.-" of the Go~~el to be 

t.rMaferred fr i>ne porson to "'otber• and froo C'TOd. tc. an. 

Oace thi• functio'l ie unt'orst.ood, l't beeo a -inappi'OJ. ri •tc t.o 

(lek for ~ 6iric .!.l vc:erifieetiou. u the orda of' a. prooienory 

not.~ ~1"0 intendod. }1riDtU"ily to Ci'V'O off•ct to t ho lCt<il eyet. f 

s-o t..~e•c '!TOrds a..re intended pri.cmrily to t :ive et cet to the 

Gosp~l. 

•~ &il'tt that the l twyer uaes O.J1?."'tl.G2Ctllt t.o por.au~dc- , · con­

vince o.nd lt!!ld t,o 4 dcciaion. SitJilo.rly, t.be t be-oloatQIJ. taay 

uee loo!;'(t~o GOt 'to ~ivo a stri ct lol~ical proof but to rorana4e, 

eo~vi~eo, nad lead ~ ~ ~ttal. Reliii~~• a~tftnees are 

then uaed as a. call to po.rtieip~tion in the truth wltich tltoy 

proc'lc.dr.J. ? heir r~tionnlity con be waderst~od oaly through 

particip~tion, for only ~hoa ~oes hum~ experionco ae1uirn a 

meanil~ul fo~ ~worship take on ~i~ifieanco. the se~ 

te.•cq ara n~t at teaents of fGc't1 t\."lcl ccm bo either true nor 

falae. If t hey ••ro pu~cly dcacriptivo of copi r ical reality 

t hey eooltl not porf<tm 'their ru.aotiot). 

there are n~ ho baT~ drawn attention to ~his function 

or relia ioua ln.n~o. n ely, t.o Iced to a coc.-ittal . It 

io not lwaya ~o clear, hoYCYor, that more is involTed thaD 

mero commit< eat. To give onu~lr to 'lo'fl is not. a 1JlU.d, 

irrcr.-tiono.l act or i :pula&. 'the lcr;ic l)f encounte-r ~)ltd obOO.icnco 

is Of the f irst i ort \ltCC i ll theological tlitJCO\Irae, but juat. 

boo ase it ie ao important wo tend to i~ore t he logic of 

intorprot~tion. ~otiaions aento cea give eobercneo ~d 

ainzU.fic·\llCe to life. They help ns t.o underst.Dnd t·he n3turo 

or tho orld. Thus, C~bio reat.lrks tha.t one of the (,rounds 

for telling p~blca such as t hose_ of creatio~, redeMp~ion, 

:Uld jud.;l=leat ia t.h~-t they deepen our undcrstltllding of t he 

orld. l?or eXf.Y8J.l le, t.ho core 1FO t.ry to urtrlcrot.-"ld the •orld 

in the liGht of t he is.JG.ge (tf t.od Ba Cre3tor, tbe bettor our 

unclorattW\diug bocooca. 28 ·~ hi11ta at aucaethirlft core 

t han mere co i tmont Yhon ho ob crvc~ thAt c i went. 'io 
C9 based u•1o:1 but gooa beyoud rational con.sid~rn'tiona ' " 

2S The ~~uibil ~t.;r of Th~logiCAl Stnt&lef'!tD, f..~i~h aod Lo1~i~1 p.81 

29 ftoli, ioua !~.w~d~• P• 17 
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Tho opceiul lo,ic of roli iou& eent~neos nueh aa those 

which 'WO 11 ve eo.tsidGred requires UQ to epbP..k. 1ti th ca.ut.ion of 

teX!JlMAtion•. Cioli'e tl!e •eiencec, roli._.iou6 a~t.cnces tto 

not c- ,}~i.:~ 'Vllia.t. C:!lJllirical reJ.lit.y is, or .bmr it coo be - -
:mirulat.od, or even "ril;r 'tlli~• c..r·e -a tl1c:r.r M"e. '£hey noo 

cMeopt.s t:hieh fua.ctiw uot. ia. o. ~t.oria.l and etl2pirical world 

but in a apirituru. wo•·ld whic.u 'br.lnoc<..'lld:s oritin ry sense 

~erioac-c. They int.crprot. s~tirii.nOll trutho to those vho 

h~vo tho Spirit of God. 

, .. lnw, a a«1.t.onco s.ucl1 u 'fTOtl is love• cl-0.40t. be used 

o.s on r...1•I "!n~t.ion ~r the proul of evil, lJ dn"' a.ad auftorint"'~' 

aa tbou!)l t:c(! loV"ingly triet; hi» ~ltihiren .,.i h ,U.,ca.tlc, fMJine, 

poYorty, and diaruater. \hen a. !;18U loae.li bin ife 8lld children 

i..YJ. ..... 1.o2otor a.ccid.c:mt,. tlli$ ia not, God rofininb hiu cb ract.er. 

Tho sent.enee ' God ia lOTe1 doc• not, &Bert a. protw;;:ition. 

If it tlid. it ould i .. e oven to faltific~t.ion, ~'ld :\:.!lere o.re 

many to ma=r it Q.lll~u t.o t}., f~lC'ifiod by ~ · ount of eril t 

Ilain, n.nd ouffer~ in the world vlaich GC&:Ja 'to bo tneo:..tlatibl-o 

wi th the o:rl tcnce of a lclving und omnipotoot. •,oc.. 

nut. it is pr~cisoly in .oitua.tioos of .uf'foring t·h t the 

sentence becoosea r.xtu.iugful "' The Cbristi,on does a~t Rhrut. 

off trv. ·edy ith pion. t~lk ~bout the •ill of Ood. l~c feolo 

ita full iq:o.ct. It is i.a LUCh 0 

itunti on t.bat. he feels e aona~ of colllf..inlsenc:r, ~ fceli~ of 

abaolut.o d.e-1>endonc e (o.s ehlci~hor put it.)., 1.1o11u tlceOl!leU 

acut-ely eonacioua ot & dir.wnaio.a t.~• cendi:ng tho fi.di.t.e lfOrl d . 

It i• in aneh o. con e:tt thas:t the aumt.cuce ' uod is love• 

ecquiros ee&ainc;. 'the Gufforing lo'\<·o of i~od in Christ. i.e 

k:runiD iu t,he a.gony of peraonal experience,. und tho bolievintJ 

soul ia dr~ i~t.o fellowship ·iib the livin~ God. 

ibero ere otber functions of rel igionr nootcmco • TtiOy 

f.".:..,y be ins-j)iro.t.illQ3.1, revo14t.ione.l, •orahi pful .. ~o.el i ._.ioun 

1\lllt.,\t~e cay ve Ll cd tor p.I"Gyer, confetlsion, J"ej,)OOt"-flC&. 

\ c ha.vo tu.kau only a. ft."W ~,lc3 t.o ~hov t' c complex nature 

of roli_iou~ ecn~enee~. ~ e .iL ve a t..rca.ned th ... t tbo logic of 

•uch noutt"Ueott i& illCOllli-,atiolo i"t.h the lol\ic of the nl)t,ura} 

sciences. ThoolouY trGep~roa when it triea to ,ive scion­

tific doacripticne or explru1ai.-i~.lh of ar.piricr..l f~cts. 

4.elit;io. is a. eep&ra.t.o ~d UWDO' oua ~lthcrc of ine JJ.rBo. 

If you like, you ¥ 11o.y t.b t. the " ord ' uod ' ia u. lo~ico.l 

CoGst3nt ·vhieh dcto~~nea tile c~tcgoriea of ·roligiou~ thought. 



need. o:tly i""' rcl i~iu~a sen"tc.. .... eca, •md in <..lv ot.lu~r con'tort. 

Tho tl~a.ne to -~ttk.e pluiu thu full .. ~Nlhtg and lo~ic of 

rclirrtous t<.nd. t-heblogita! .. c~tcncos C.tW.:.lOt Lo lioo t.. God is 

not a. d~.-ta• th'l.t vo ea.r.~. im t~oct ar .tJout wbich ~e cu !bCin 

ever incnru.tdn~: lm.c.vlec: ·o until -.ro have s:!utored oer s.ubj.ect. 

Tho bein£ of G<Jd ia ~ mystoey tha.t c&U ~t be eYhLutst.od., 

'l'he lo~ ie of rcligicun and t.bcolo~iC" :ll cnt(L'leea l'rill t-h~rcfore 

g,h-fly!i be elusive · .d ellipticn.l. ' 1he vroblc::~ nbo.t.t thtW­

logie.:\1 tntcnonts' 1 writos I . •. Croobtn, 'ig eiq,ly thn.t. 

there is n. Dense in which ..-c e~ot bow Ybu.t. they ArC' a,b(tu_t, 

(a. sense in which ,.e cannot knmr ood) nor what. it 1e t!w.t -tboy 
00 

~8:S<lrt 1 .. 

t.et- us tlr&.'lf thia obc.ptor 'to i.\ eo.nelusio 4 by • 

its .:ain voint.s. ·r.e b.aY{J seen th!!t.t thoro M-u clo!t~ cl'finitie 

hntwe® lo4 1 e.ne theolo~ie 1 reu.soning. llotb h:.~ .. vo ,;,.;. diatine­

tiv~ lobie which ia neither idductivo nor decu~tive bu~ 

i'hGtorica.l (in tile tecbnica.l sense of tbl\t 'i.rord whieh we h4ve 

e~lainad). truth do~a no~ unfold itself vlth th~ rigorous 

neeel!sity of formal louie, but e!lGrti&S from ~l- looco iutorx>l~y 

()f o,epoeinn and no:nflictin"" thtm~J\t.a. Hoth theoloCY t.md 

ltrtr are rola;tod t:<) the pr.let.ical lifo e>f ~9 t.md both there­

fore a-ttC!:IPt, I)S fnr aa pof.lsiblo, to ho raason.~lo ood ra.t.iona.l . 

Yet t.hc co·1tent of their re:~nina is not easily o"Xbausted or 

confined, ~d often cannot bo given ~ preci~e ~naning or a 

determined JI'Jcopo. !his i~ reflected in tho polnrity of their 

rttastlninr;, it~ D!)OJmesa t o contradic-tory aad correlative i.does. 

The developr ent or doetrineo and cnncop taJ iff not ~rbitr..uoy, 

however, bnt. is oontrolled by tho uao of o:ca.aplea. 'f'ino.lly, 

~ l1avc contended t.llat" tho lot.tic cmd l~o o( religion coo 

be t\lldernt.ood only fror:1 wi.thin r~1i.(!;i011 its~lf. It rmst, 

therefore, r~in u. ut:o::abl in.o; block to t.hoeo who m:\kc no­

cor:ei'Uwnt of their lives to God, and fooliobnoss to i.be 

.. ·iae rhiloSO}lbor who hsD no spiritu~.t diF.ce~nt. 

ao ~· !!!• P• 35 



COKCUJSION 

'l'ooro have been ttwo ~in d3808 in tbis tboais. Ybo 

o ha'V'o c )~iae<l the need. for a. 

tboolor,;ieo.l jurisprudenc&. 'i·~ro bu been o. tnarkod t.Gt!ldency 

in Prot.est.w:t. theology t.o ccn:.ider lw:r only in rel~t.ion w 
justific&tion and not in rel tion to tbe rractical life of the 

Christi~ ·.rhc result haD been An i~~poverish:nont of t he 

Oo:,pol. Rtrese hMJ been laid upon sin, ~vi 1 t, a.nd bon~o, 

while ot.her a~tt:.ect.B of l~w h4¥e be<m nef!.lcctod.. iart of 'tlle 

Gl(}ry of t.ho <tospol is the discit>line, di rcc t.ion, and t!ed.iC$t1on 

which it a~ves to life through ~ccopt6DCQ of tue ~ovcriegn~y 

of Go~ oJJoJicnlee to his ta.w, and p3r-tieip.a.tion in his lli.J1Gdoa . 

fhe lmr ot \led ia DOt morel,- ttepti-ve o.nd iahinit.ing. It baa 

positive functions. lt. is tl. {{'lido to ~ction,. a. •Jtmda.rde t o 

be att.;~iuod, u.rul u. c~d to be obeyed. .t..MJ ia cont.ninod in 

ilJld int.orpreta tho Goapol. 'A:lte u.:1io.-1 of la-u-, li~riY• end 

love- in pol~r rolt:.tionuhip t.o (tO.Cil otller is a pa.ro.des only to 

thoS() who have t?tllOlO"cd t.lloir t.1utololJ to be ehannello(t into 

wrong direction by f~lso .rosu1 pooitions. 

The $OOO.Ud ~1·io ~...:phc.:.ia in this the i:J ltMJ boon oa 

rcGSon. If Chrinti~W I;;elief o.nd t.bcology are not. ,.-..,tiODO.l 

t.hcy are not vorl~ of ~cce-pt.mco. hmt wo.ny of ua t:ould 

lJoliovc it Cbriatit.Ulity ~e o:uly nolldenae of.' life ? A 

concurn for r;,~.~i~lity UOQD.a in the firs-t. 1•laee ., careful 

a.saosamcnt o:C tlto evidence for bel iol • an honetJt cs&:lina.tion 

ot the at.rcmgth tl4d woaknesa of our tc:...lk a.bout God. In 

the scconu pl~co, it aeons ~ cl~rifiCG'tiou of the nAture of 

theolOL;;ical re WJlt!• It woBU.a, in the t.hil"d i•la.co, a 

rilli~oDs to ~.lo3"0 in &~~ecul~r, non-rolit.;ious, or ' worldly' 

di:se:>ur&e. '!hi ... is uot to say tha.t. aeeuli.ll' tt.o-.tt;;bt umt be 

~llou~d to ~inato reliuiona belief , but only th t tho 

Chriat.i.m., brincinu. hi a oUl iusi btJJ 'l.-i.. th hict &:iiUst apprc l.cll 

tlJO unbelic.;70r awl &uare rrit.h h~;a -the roa!~o.nsibility for 

sh~ia• the v.orla in vuicb wo live. He gus~ be coneerued to 

put hia fnit.h i.1to action, to z:uk~ it. concrete end ('r: .. wrtical , 

and to do thie he uet. rcl~t.e it to soeul~r knowlocl(Jo.. 

t o lw.ve ut.t~1opted t.o ma!re secular ln unifying t.heco 

a.nd G. pr~tic.ll modol ill thia t.llouis . tte rlcbrnn with tho 

juridical eoncctlt of la.w1 aor.not.bing which, a.t firM. oight1 



se a to have lit~le rolevanee to ~1~olGB,Y nnd r~tigion. Tho 

in-ve.at.iw~tion ~clcsod, hOttcvor, tt..1.t 1111:' a.nd tbeolog ~ 

related in sM"er~l Yaya. CClrta.in a•~,lcfrt.e of tbe juridical 

concept or la1r ore pi"Otrl.Dont in the :.liblo. · Only .... f .:tl.ae 

pcrapcctivo or n Tilful ovaaioa could fBil to diacera c~~ds• 
rulet~, obliu~tio:.:s, ,11ld 4tlne1iiona in Q.ltrost every c:;.3J.,ter• 

c ctmcltldo, ther fore, t.L~t 1 :w b3.a a continuing "1.2ld important 

part t..o 11lc.y in t' o rch~t.io~abi~ o~twoon Uod ood .. !'hero 

is no tJUeatio~ or beinr; jtur· ificd by 1 or boic!: c ,.>Ill led to 

oot in c~rtl).in way, for tlle 1~ of God 1'11lll$'t not. aud nacd oto 

be OQA\~tod frc.:J lov~, greec, and a. respect for mts.n • • 

fre&d~. 

OUr 4)ttention was :tlso dr~m to cert~iu 

tbeologie~l pr~~poeitiQQs underlyi~ the le~al -.ystom of a 

If he ae~rch for v r.l idi ty t.olldcd to 

lood nt ~ to the moru.l lmr o£ God; reatrcU.nt on the 

ex reiae of ~tAte vmrer is a recou1d 'tton or trOOBcondent enu 
a.nt.l t.be freodoa, iud.iTidueUty• uad pcraonality ot uaan; lecal 

juot.ice W'Qil seen to be liuit.ed u.nd itll•erl'llc t.9 roqu.iria3 tho 

juat.iee of God to eeopletc it. "~ch or those conee~r ts of 

vllliclit.y, p01ror, a:ad Juat.icc CUlt ile r~lated to Goo if t.bey 

ero no~ to be aiaueed and dis~r~ 

A further rolu.tion bctwceu. lAY $1.1<1 theology Yo.a f.:mnd in 

thoir use or reason. l'iw ut.c~l of St.ato law und lo a.I 

~lling us helvcd ua to ooc t..At theology .baa a apc.cia.l 

il}t.iC to '\JUiCb. YO .U~O ..,i VOO thO D. .. r.o.JC Of 1 r!lOt.Ol'iC 1 • f'Gilure 

to wr.derst.and tuis lc~c aua1. lead to tJUZ.de .:cat an~ contusion, 

a.ud to frt.UJt.rat.ion in our task or QiviUG cooorunce a.ud in­

t.elli"'i.Jilit.J t.o Chria~ian belief. Our co!l.Clu.&io..l i.u this 

SJJhere is th4t. tlwology doos oot 1}rovide no.:!.t and concbwive 

praofa. 1~ cauno~ oe conti~cd within ~ ~ihid rr4Je ork or 
eoncept.3 and uefi.nitiOD.B. lt io a llint....Jul t.o OA:i oct alu;oluto 

clu.rity t»lJ eort:Aim .. y~ .:'ur tb.eoloe;;~ livea by "i~lo4.:u.o nod 

diolec'41ic, und t:rube .i.D.to o. .l)'Gt~ry ~tnieh cc.u.wt il.olly bo 

di Sl'H>llc<l. 

'l'tlcrc ia ouc noN cu..aelt~3io~ to be- dori..-od ft-o.. this 

3t114ly. lf f4itil in to bt; ""t4o.u..:.,1 it w~~.;t fi£·~t, :}o hMeet. f.Uld 

then bo ratit~naJ. ~ ii' it ia t.o dO • ;:.·~~ctic,.~ol, it ~st "osc"Gnd 

from tho elevated lovel of apiritu\l ~encr~litica to ~he 

asund&no t~ of the ••terit.U ·ot"lu.. A fugit.ive fu.it.il vbich 

hidoa frora tlte li~ht o£ I"C<lSOD ~U 1holt.cra f'r~'l th& cold 

bl~ots or critici~ caa ~o of lit~lc service to Ood. A dis-



obedi~t faith which does not aettnowlcd~ Uod•e holy lu. 304 
act upou C!lri.st1 1:1 c~d ia a. d~usial of -the eoveroignty of 

God• ti diaa.vowel of "tho torc:!.!!!hip of Cilrit4l>t u.nd <L diarega.rd 

of the direct. ion of t.be Moly Spirit. 
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