
J_USTIFICATION {(FROM I’AUL AUGUSTINE

Was Augustine Iirue interpreter of St Paul’s doectrine Just1-
ficatıon? Was he in lıne ıth the eXxegesI1s of the eccles1astıcal wrıters
who preceded hım? 1C hıstorıical CiIrcumstances led hım face
such problems 5 nature, al works and free W1 Unless
SUOMILIC kınd of 15 gı1ven these querIl1es ugustine’s works, CSDC-
CL hıs ater wrıtings, the subject 111 be read in VaCuUuum 1C
distorts h1ıs approac (0 the doectrine of Justifıcatıon by al

Luther and the Reformers ase e1Ir eachıng al and
works UuDON the letter the RKomans and the alatıans, and appeale:
1{8 Augustine theır irue ınterpreter. hıs perspective provıde ater
Oftfestan! exegeles and theologıans ıth hermeneutical key to inter-
pret both Paul and Augustine. Justification by faıth d opposed to g00d
works Was consıdered the COTC and ESSCINCC of Paulıne eology until
the “ New perspective ” called ıt into question. Whıle ere 15 deny-
ıng that the postle’s opposıtıon the Law played MOoOSstT ımportant

in h1ıs CONLTOVETISY ıth both Jews and Jewısh Chrıstians, Paul’s
S12 Was 1Xe' the centralıty of hrıst in redemptive des1gn;
Justiıfiıcatıon by al W as corollary.

To0O whom, however, dıd Paul address hıs etters and hat Was

hıs theologıcal envıronment? We should not forget that the Paulıne
epıstles WEeIC OCccasıonal etters wrıtten in definıte Circumstances. Hıs
entire preaching exceeded by far hat know of hıs hought through
hıs wrıtings Let C place hıs eachıng Justificatıon into the
rıght hıstorıcal perspective.

Paul Was Jew belonging the pharısaıc sect In spıte of ıts
TOA| influence insıde the SYNASOLUCS, thıs Stiream of hought Was only
OIlC of the Varlıous chools 16 Composed the udaısm of the first
CENTLUTY. FEarlıer studıes Paul interpreted hI1s polemi1c agaınst the Law
aASs polemı1c agaınst udaısm in general, but SInNCe the d1scovery of the
Qumran crolls 1919  < perspective has arısen, dısplacıng the CONTIro-

wıthın first CENTLUrY Palestinian udaısm iıtself. In the Qumran
odayot fınd prophetic ıth Strong accent and
ack of rehance ne s  2 OW. works, the confessi10on of SINS and iIrust
In Pharısaısm known irom ater rabbınıc wrıtings,
the CONTrarY, stressed relliance merit and dıvıne Justice which
almost placed G0od A4S debtor the Just InNnan who W as al obser-
ant of the Law, includıng ose ega interpretatiıons and addıtiıons
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consıdered “ fence around the orah”, elaborated Dy the pharısaıc
tradıtıon in the preceding [WO centurıies and attrıbuted Moses hım-
self.

cr theCof the Rısen hrıst Paul the road
Damascus and durıng hıs long eireat in Arabıa the former Pharısee
had opportunıity 118 ethınk the INCSSaLC of the C reconsıder
er poımnts of 16 W wıthın COoONtemporary udaısm tself, and hence

insert h1is 1CW owledge of hrıst wıthın plan of salvatıon.
He reread the Scriptures ıth Christological hermeneutical key,
and discovered in them long STOTY of dıvine favours Israel (Rom
9-1 The Law had only een long parenthesI1s, pedagogue, ead-
ng ıts fulfilment In TI1IS It had een g1ven reveal man’s S1IN-
ulness and hıs eed for forg1veness and salvatıon Dy aCT of (GJ0d
(Gal 3.19-25). Hence, man ’s should be nothıng else but
aCT ofal that 1S, tha:  sg1ving and gratitude towards the (G1ver and
submiıssıon savıng desiıgn revealed Dy the incarnatıon,
ea and resurrect1on of hrıst Paul hımself persevered in hıs obser-

of the ora but he dıd NOoTt rely ıts eIf1cCaCy to place hım in
the rıght relatıonshıp ıth God, 1C 1s the CSSCIICC of Justiıfıcatıon

S A In fact, he insısted that gentile CONnverts WeTC eXempt
from such observance;: eır faıth In Christ and the forgıveness
rece1ved hrough baptısm WEeIC enough render them co-heıirs of
Israel In reCe1ving promises Abraham The postle’s appeal

Abraham rather than Moses (Gal and Rom ollowe
rereadıng of Scripture already present wıthın post-exıilıc udaısm
1C resulte In the composıtion of the Pentateuch ave ıt
110 al opposed Law, however, dıd NOL INCAan al all SC-
VCETIAallCE In SIN devaluatıon of g00d works (Rom 6, 1-14) The
““ontologıcal’ transformatıon in hrıst rece1ved in Baptısm requıred

moral conformıty anımated by love. The otla CONCepPL of ustiıfy-
ıng al NncIude the absorbtion of all ose moral values requıred
by the sacred wrıtings, and NO rendered operatıve hrough the
indwellıng efficaCcy of the Holy pırı

Paul’s thesıs Was not rece1ved al al] ell Dy SOTINC Chrıistian COIN-
erts from udaısm who had elonge: the pharısaıc sect (Gal } 6-
1 24 1-12), in fact, they put SıTONg opposıtıon hıs preachıing
in Galatıa and elsewhere, insıstıng that ora observance and CITrCUuM-
C1s10nN WEIC NCCCSSAL Y IL1Calls of salvatıon NOl only for Jewısh-Chris-
t1ans but also for CONVeTtTs from paganısm hIs that gentiles
had 18 become otally Jewısh before becomıng Christian 18 ell
known that the SO-Calle: councıl of Jerusalem, ater revised Dy James
and hıs communıty, eached cCompromıse the subject Acts 5
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In princıple Paul’s posıtion Was approved, maınly oWwıng the SUCCCS5

of his 1ssıon onfırmed by charısmata of the Holy Dn
Ihe CONTrOVeErSY dıd not dıe Out, however: in John the Seer’s

time INan Jewısh Christians who had fled the destruction of Jerusalem
took refuge In Asıa Mınor and insısted the enforcement of the COUIN-

cıl PrOVISOS (Rev 2 The “°catholıc ” posıtıon the relatiıonshıp
between and g00d works Canno be concluded from Paul alone:
the er wrıtings of the New Testament and the Apostolıc Fathers,
reflecting ean, Petrine and Johannıne strands, and especılally
James’ po1n of VIeEW, must be taken into ACCOUNT complete the P1IC-
ture In er words, “ canonıcal readıng ” of Paul 15 essentlal. ONMNC-

S1 pomnt of 16 W ultımately led Marcıonıism.
Fortune Was kınder Paul after hıs ea| than ıt had een

urıng hıs 11eiime that Luke’s cts of the “ Apostles”,
IC only eter, James and Paul figure, Was wrıtten apology of
Paul’s actıvıty agaınst the longed for damnatıo memor1ıae of extremist
Jewısh Christians 'Ihe SUCCCSS of the book saved 197011 only Paul’s INCIMM-

but the of hIs etters well, dıd the pseudepigraphical
etters composed in the Paulıne tradıt10on.

In the second CeENtLUrY problems of free wiıll, election, go0od
works and revelatıon Camme the fore In the CONLTOVETISY agaınst (1nos-
ticısm. Paul and John WCIC commented Dy the Gnostics, SOINC of whom
CVCN laımed Paul theır ounder. TIhe denıal of physıca free ıll In
hylıcs and spiırıtuals the Valentinian school ecalled the Pauline doc-
trıne of OUT loss of moral reedom due ..  SINn  27 wıthın Chrıistian
authors, 110  S usıng the instrument of TEeE phılosophy, vehemently
asserted the reedom of the wıll, denyıng, howbeıt reducıng the
actıon of Orıgen’s Commentary Romans, masterplece of
eology, seemed turn Paul insıde Ouf ıIn ifs 18 defend free
ıll agaınst the Gnostics. The Alexandrıan s influence ater wrIıt-
CIS, especlally the Greeks Fathers, prolonged thıs endency.

Marcıon s exclusıve adoption of Paul dıd NOTL help the Apos-
tle in the eas The ‘*canon ” W as educed Dy the Marcıoniıtes
ten etters of Paul and revised versıion of Luke, ıth the ota reJeC-
tion of the Old Testament. In the CONLIOVEISY 1C ensued the
eccles1al CONSCIOUSNESS of ‘“Ccanon , IC had laın under the skın
of Christian communitıies, emerged openly, and Paulıne eology
W as alance: Dy other New Testament wrıitings. In the 1T CENTLUTY
Jewısh Christianıty Was the declıne, moral problems and Church
dıscıplıne WeEeTIC In the foreground, hence Paul W as read contrıbu-
tOor the solution of such problems rather than aSSEeTTOr of free-
dom from the Law
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Justin had een the 1IrSsS theologıan dıstıngu1s between GETE-
monı1al laws and moral laws Vvalı for all He also asserted, however,
that hrıst hımself 15 the Law oug Paul made anl Yy dıstinc-
t1on between the [WO aSpecCts of the Law, it 15 iIirue that whatever COMN-

teMDOTATY rabbıs had sal1d Ou the Torah, Paul attrıbuted hrıst
ıfs pre-existence, the assertion that the WOT. had een created for the
Torah, d ell dSs er topıcs. Ihe Law pedagogue leadıng 18 hrıst
and ıts aspect A4Ss prophecy Was gıven prominence by Justin

The subsequent eXEDESIS of the Paulıne wrıtings eadıngz
Augustine’s eachıng Justiıfıcatıon, in the thırd fourth centurıes, 1S
nNnOoTt easıly summarısed. Wıth the exception of SOINC athers, C Or1-
SCH, eodore and Ambrosıiaster, who tried hard fo en into the mınd
of Paul’’'s argumentatıon, eccles1astıcal wrıters took certaın lemmas
In the apostle’s vocabulary and commented them wıthın the CONTEeXT of
the church sıtuatiıon in theır OW days

Paul had een in CONLTOVEISY agaınst Jews and Jewıish-Chriıis-
t1ans. fter the second Chrıistians converted from Judaısm WEeIC

in ast minor1ty hıs dıd 1871011 prevent gentile CONVverts irom being
attracted Jewısh practices and sometimes converting to the SYNäd-
OQUC, 16 explaıns the adversus Judaeos wrıtings The Fathers
WTOLE for Christians converted from paganısm who needed 18 be edu-
cated g1ve example of Ser10us moral lıvyıng the surroundıng
WOT. No wonder, then that law W as emphasısed AS moral observance
whose meriıt W as salvatıon. Of COUISC al Was NOoTt neglected, but Was

ıt gift of otla dedicatıon hrıst viıirtue the realm of man s
TrTeedom 1C merıted further (as the yYOUNSCI Augustine later
thought)”? ertamly, al Was 19(0)  < connected ıth the assertion of
rıght doectrine noTt be separate from g0o0d moral behavıour, but it
ost much of the dynamıc force it possessed In RKom and Gal Nor dıd

recede Into the background; the CONtemporary phılosophıcal COMN-

troversies themselves helped 18 elucıdate actıon iın elıcıtıng
rıghteousness, but the Sspectre of Gnosticısm s enl of man s Teedom
of the all had vanıshed, and Orıigen’s preoccupatıon wıth
thıs problem persevered ıIn the wrıtings of later wriıters.

Orıginal SIN and its CONSCYUCNCCS, “death„, and ..  SINn  27 interpreted
CONCUPISCENCE, appeared In cCommentarıes Rom SE 12-20: ıth
Eastern aCCent the aspect of indıvıdual trespasses. The practice

of iInTan baptısm, promiınent In ugustine’s argumentatıon agaıinst
ulıan, pomted the of nherıted gul

Hence, systematısıng Paulıne ideas in ater Church cContext
LNOTC easıly into the CategOrYy of Wirkungsgeschichte than In that

of exegesI1s. 1s only when the Pelagıan CONTLTOVEISY A1OSC that the
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ee turned full cırcle and CIrcumstances vVCLY sımılar ose of
Paul’s day AT OSC, 1C compelled Augustine eive LNOTC deeply
into Paulıne hought He commented Romans ULLY because of
1ts dıfficulty, but COMMENLIS scattered ere and ere in hIs wrıtings
csShow that he pıcked inherıted the spırıt of the epistle In all ıts
dynamısm

Or COUISC, Augustine the everyday preacher and Augustine the
antı-Pelagıan debater cshould be dıstinguıished: the former 1s concerned
ıth the problems of hıs predecessors, become SCVEN LNOTC aCcute ıth
the into the Church of INan y pagans subsequent to the
accorded the Church Dy Constantıne; the latter 15 LLLOTC concerned
ıth theologıca. problem which brought the tradıtiona emphasıs
iree 11l ıts aAre CONSCYUCNCCS.

It 1S ar Ccarıcature of Pelag1ıanısm if summarıse it the
den1al of or1ginal S1IN, 1C had merely served bad example g1ven

posterı1ty, the observe commandments ıth free
choice unaıded by allı y internal supernatural help, Chrıst’s
ea] example of martyrdom, hence deformed concept of
redemption, the superflu1ty of infant baptısm, and lastly, insıstence
the eed of g00d works through which merıt salvatıon.

hıs W as analogous the mentalıty of pharısaıc rabbiıinısm
which lay behınd much Jewısh Christian hought Law SUOUTCE of
mer1tor10us go0od works and guılde man’s reedom agaınst the
temptations of the yetzer ha-ra. Augustine’s task W as the FrOOLIS
of Paul’s eology and deepen the CONCcept of9 otally free gıft
of God, the necessIity of faıth through 1C help, understood

nternal iıllumınatıon of the mınd and strengthening of the wıll, 15
acquıred be able observe the commandmentSs, the regamıng of
reedom of the allThad een wounded Dy orıgınal SIN, the eed
for baptısm and of COUTSC, ast but NOT east, the efficacy of Chrıst’s
eachıng and hıs redemptive C SOUICC of the outpourıng of the
pırıt, whose gıft of love OVEeTITCOMECS CONCUPISCENCE. ugustine
denı1ed the physıca Treedom of the 11l In spıte of hıs assertion that ıt
had een morally educed Calr demise hrough the SIN inherıted
irom dam In all thıs CONLTOVETSY, the Afrıcan bıshop INa Yy aV ald
LNOTC emphasıs the moral than the Christological aspect of rıght-
E} and al d of obtaımıng perform g00d
works, but he certamly dıd 1a(811 devılate from Paul’s maın intuı1t1on that
OUT human nature 1S impotent agaınst the requırements of the LAaWw
because of the of SIN which Calllec hrough am s fall, unı
the Law of the Spırıt of hrıst restored OUT irue reedom before God
It 1S In thıs WadYy that hrıst 1S OUT irue delverer.
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should be clear from hat ave saı1d that the Fathers inter-
preted Paul canoniıcally, that 1S, they dıd NOTL aDSsStirac hıs writings from
the rest of the New JTestament, arcıon had one ewW s
Gospel W as VC. wıdely rece1ved and read. James W as taken into COIN-
s1ıderatıon. Theology of rıghteousness and faıth, therefore, had
nclude all po1mts of 1eW In the New estamen! It W as Luther who,
In certaın WaY, returned 18 arcıon s selection Dy makıng the doc-
trıne of Justiıfıcatıon Dy al the Centre and ecrıterion of the ole
Cal Moreover, althoug he Came VE NCAar understandıng ugusS-
tiıne interpreter of Paul, hıs un  anced interpretation of the Apos-
tle served also d hermeneutical key for mistaken understandıng of
Augustine, hence the attrıbution the Bıshop of 1pPpO of doctrines
he had held It 15 the CONNT1IDULOTS of the followıng artıcles
in the present volume clarıfy ese questions.

osper GRECH, (0SA
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