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“We say nothing here of the outlying world of spiritual evil
bich enters the will and intelligence in their perversion, and
pothing of the necessary combat with all this in the process to
“which we have referred. This belonga to the Epistle for the
wenty-first Sundny, where with remarkable sublimity this
hole theme is unfolded, and which will have to engnge our at-
ention, before the mystery of forgiveness of sin, as wrought
ut in the bosom of our mom('l_, being, con be adequately appre-

ended.

" ART. IL—MARTENSEN ON CATHOLICISM AND
’ PROTESTANTISM.

BY REV. PROF. NATHAN €, ECHATLFTER,

« KarnoLicrsyus und PROTESTANTISMUS, ein evangelisches
Zeogniss von Dr. Theol. H. Martensen,” is the name of a
pemphlet which appeared last year in both the Danish and
German languages. It is written from the stond-point of a
‘Bishop—the office which the author at present holds in Secland,
d differs therefore very widely in style and method from his
otk on Dogmaties. The latter is o book rich in thought,
neise in style, and very suggestive.. It is o book such 23 o
‘German Prof. would prepare for his students and his profes-
onol brethren.  The pamphlet before us, on the ather hand,
intended for the reading public generally, The author calls
s Gelegenheits schrift, because it grew out of the struggles
censioned by the decrees of the Vatican council, and is in-
nded to beur witness to the truth of the gospel, over apgainst
“the crrors of Romanism, s these have come to licht in our
doy. The first 106 pages accordingly discuss the defects of
“the Romish system ; the next fifty bring out the reasons why
“we should stick to tha principles of Luther and the Reforma-
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in which wo are free from risk end dunger, and points to some-
thing objective, to an extermal authority, to guarantees and
gsaurances, which remove every scruple and every doubt. Ge-
wissheit, on the contrary, is that state in which all doubt is pre-
cluded or avereome by the thing being af hand in me in a living
way, » state therefore in which there is an immediate relation
between my personal consciousness and the objective truth, - IF
‘any one says to me, I assure you that the thing is so and so,
it behbooves we to accept the thing said upon the authority and
ecedibility of him who says it. DBut there are cases—especislly
when ooy one gives me assurances in reference to the super-
nataral,—in which I cannot rest satisfied with mere assurances,
but must demand the possibility of convincing myself by per-
‘sonsl inquiry and personal expericnce. Catholicism lays stress
‘muinly npdn the attribute of Sicherheit in fnith, o word point-
ing to that peculiar relation of authority to the life of feith,
_which the Romish system emphasizes above everything else,
berews Protestantism, however much it may feel the need of
au attitude of certainty towards the objective, will always lay
‘move stress upon Gewissheit, upon that state of personal
reedom in the life of faith in which the soul - joins itself to the
divine authority of the gospel in such a way as to stand related
to this gospel, not as if it were something externel end foreign,
at 03 being the saving, emancipating truth itselfl

‘Huving drawn this distinction, the author passes on to what
be calls Papistische Sicherheit, reserving the topic Evangelische
@owissheit for the second great division of his work. The
train of thought by which the Romanist reaches his peculiar
tanets in regard to papal Sicherheit, is the following:

If God bas given to man a revelation unto salvation, He
must at the same time have established the means by which this
end eon be attained. If Christ designed to bring to mun sav-
fog truth, He must have willed the church by which this truth
s to be preserved and communicated to succéssive generations,
The ckurch must have its organg, viz: Bishops. The Apostles
wero the first bishops. By means of ordination they made their

tion ; and the last 25 teke up the modern cifforts to remadd:
the Reformation. Under thia last eoption the name of Nevi
is mentioned smong others. .o

The suthor starts out by drawing o distinction betwee
Sicherheit and Gewissheit. Ile does this in n concrete way.
If we inquire into the history of those, who in this centu
* have gone over to Romanism, wo find thut in so far as they;
were actunted by religious motives, it was a feit need of aue
thority which led them to take this step. They were either it
guest of an “infallible authority in matters of Faith end Doc-
trine,—an zutherity from which they might obtuin a relinhls
answer to the gquestion: What is truth? or else they wem
anxiously looking about for some authority, which might furnish
them ¢ certzinty of the forgiveness of their sing. . 1f, on the
other hand, we examine the conversions from Romanism to the
Protestant Church, we find the mative to have been a convie
tion, that in the Catholic Church there reigns an suthority st
variance with the gospel, an suthority whose teachings and
precepts esnnot stand before the bar of an enlightened con:
scionce. In both cases therefore the conversion turus ona
question of authority, more cspecially on the relation, whid
faith and the life of fuith sustain to authority. The Romanis
maintains that in matters of Faith he posscsses absolute Sicher
heit; tho Protestant asserts and emphasizes the fuct, that tbi
Sicherheit must alsy carry along with it Glaubensgewisshel
that is, in the first place, o personal conviction and certainty
that the Christianity which we profess has neither been fabri
cated nor adulterated by man, but is in harmony snd livis
connection with original Christianity, and in the second place
that this Christianity is the truth uuto salvation, or in othe
words, saving truth for ug and for all who believe. The word
Sicherheit and Gowissheit are very often used interchangeably
ea if they meant one and the sume thing ; but a very important
ghade of differenco thus becomes visible, when we apply then
to the inner spiritual Tifo of man, Sicherheit denotes the state
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Christ promised that when the Spirit of the truth would come,

e would guide is followers into all truth. But how can Pope

ing IX, claim this for himself? For in the same connection

hrist says of this Spirit: * For he shall nat speak of himself;

bo shall glorify me: for he shall receive of mine, and show it
nto you.”  Now it is o notorious fact that the Pope is stronger

n Mariology than Christology. Instead of glorilying Christ,

‘be bns glorified the Virgin Mary, glorified scveral Japanese

‘martyrs by canonizing them, glorified bimself in the procloma-

‘tion of his own infallibility. Christ further says of this Com-

forter: 1t is expedient for you that I go away; for if Igonot
‘sway, the Comforter will not come; but if I depart, I will him

?;nend kim unto you,” --a direct intimation that Christ's visible

presence should not continue either in his own personality or in

that of a vicar. The papal interpretation of the passage in

Matthew,—*¢ Thou art Peter, and upon this rock I will build
my Chareh,” ig disproved by other passages. Im 1 Cor. i 11,

FPuol rebukes those who say, I am of Paul, T am of Apollos, I
sm of Cephas, 7. &, Peter, and I of Christ. In Gal. ii. 11 we

read that Paul withstood Peter to the face. Peter is by no

means the only pillar of the church, inasmuch as three other

Apostles receive that designation in Gal. ii. 9,

The argiment from church history is equally conclusive,
In this connection our author reviews the early history of the
church, bringing out with great force the fact that there is no
sacrament for the elevation of man to the papal throne, no
prescribed mode for his election. Ile traces the gradual devel-
opment of papal claims and papal euthority. The gist of his
argument turns wpon the Council of Constance and the case of -
Honorins, Rome is in the predicament of being obliged to
recognize this Council because it elected one of the popes, and
yet of setting it oside, beeanse it passed a resolution to the
effect that every Tleumenical Council has its authority directly
from Christ and js in matters of faith superior to the pope. If
- the pope is to be judged in matters of faith by o council, ho is

aathority over to their successors. Apostolic authority i
therefore ot all times present in the church; hence the church
can at any time speak and act in the name of Christ, and ig
throughout all history to be regarded as the infallible organ of
His Holy Spirit. This prerogative cannet be predicated of any
and every bishop in his single limited capacity ; it belongs to
the whole body when assembled in an (Beumenical Council,
Bat this council itself must have an Linheitspunkt, o head, viz:
the Pope, who by the Council of 1870 was declared infallible
in matters of faith and morals. Ii is impossible, says the po-
pist, to conceive of greater certitude than is furnished by
this economy. The papa is the Viear of Christ. In the nums
of Christ he figures ss the executor of his threefold office.
The prophetic office is involved in his infallibility in matters of
doctrine. He exercises the priestly office in that ke dispenses
or withholds all the grace, blessings and powers of redemption,
Ho is likewise bearer of the kingly office, although by reasoen .
of the dangerousness of our times he only exerciges ils’
functions at present within certain limits.

" The valno of the Sicherheit furnished by the Pope, depends
upon its discernibility by ench and every man. Just Liere therei 3
8, glaring weakness in the system. The learned are by no means
agreed as to when the Pope speaks ex cathedra and when h A
does not. (If I am not mistaken, at least a dozen theories have .
been ndvanced.) There have been times when two or thre
rivaly claimed the pontifical throne, each one snathematizing the
others. How shall we sscertain whe is infallible autherity a
sach times? Agnin it has happened in the history of the

. church, that the Pope enjoined silenco upon the contending

Parties, without settling the question between them. Where i
the bonsted Sicherheit under such circumstances ?

In the second place, the dogms of infullibility can not stand
at the bar ef either Scripture or history. The passeges cited
by the Vatican council will never be referred by any one to in-
fallibility, " unless his mind is preoccupicd by this thought,
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not infallible.  Tlonorius was condemned for lLieresy by suc
cessive councils and popes.

83 Iuﬂ'l'tt‘nlaﬂ”u an Cat.’lﬂhc: P 11

Ience reasoning upon the basis of
the councils, which are accepted as infullible by all Catholies,
the infallibility of the pope fulls to the ground. The case of
Honorius is detailed at Jength by our author; but his nccount
" contains nothing new, his facts being taken from Hefele, who
js indeed the only historian thnt has had access to the origina
documents preserved in the Vatican.

Thus far the suthor makes common cause with the old Cathe
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lics, in that he argues from their premises against the infalli
hility of the pope. But now he turna his weapons against them
He points out s characteristie, which will always make the
papal party more popular with the masses. Keumenical Coun
¢ils are a thing for the learned. So far as the multitudei
- cancerned, it makes very little differencs whether their faithis
decided for them by one man, viz.: the bishop of Rome, or by
a council composed of bishops from all parts of the world, T
both cases they nre in spiriteal bondage to their superiors. I
can not be denied that the papal aystem is of a far more prae
tical nature. Councils are sometimes not in session for centn
ries; the pope can at sny time be consulted. Ilis decision
make it ensy for us to ascertain the truth. They save us from
the tedious process of investignting the subject for ourselves.
The issue of the late Vatican Council has disproved th
fundamental position of the old Catholics, viz.: the infallibility
of the councils. Tor no one who exsmines the number of bishop
in attendance, can for o moment doubt the Ecumenienl charae
ter of the Council of 1870. But this council decreed th
infallibility of the pope, which is rejected by the old catholies
hence the proposition afirming the infallibility of Ecumenic
Councils falls to the ground.

Our author likewise shows that the Episcopal theofy el
by the old Cutholics is untenable.
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The preceding line of argument shows how devoid of valus i
is the certitude in matters of doctring, which Catholicism claims *
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tha Church is sotisfied with the intention to believe all.  Sineo
such faith lacks all Innerlichkeit, good works come in os a sul-
stitute. The - Catechism furthermore tenches that one may
make satisfaction for another. This is the loop-hole through
which o host of abuses have crept into tho Catholic Church,
In some respects there has been considernble improvement
since the days of the Reformation, but many abuscs still exist.
When a rich man lets his servant fast for him, when a Iady of
rank hires a peasant Woman to say prayers for her at the door
of & monastery, or when silent mass, involving nccording to the
Roman theory a repetition of Christ’s sacrifice, is offered up for
purposes intended by him who pays, sometimes the priest him-
gelf being ignorant of the design, it shows to what extremes
Romanism will go, in order to accommodate itself to the wesk-

nesses of man. )

Protestantism has often been accused of infidelity. During
the Vatican council a resolution was brought forward to the
effect that the Reformation was the cause of all the infidelity
in the world. One of the German bishops protested very
strongly ; he was called to order. But next morning he found
the Executive Committes had withdrawn the resolution. A
telegram from Berlin had produced the ehange. It was Bis-
mark’s way of arguing the question. Martensen repels the

charge and casts it back into the teeth of the Romanist himself.
The demand for an external authority like that of the Pope, is
in reality disbelief in the power of the truth to authenticate
itself. It goes on the presumption that man must choose be-
tween the bottomless abyss of skepticism and a blind belief in
the dictates of an outward suthority. In such o system as fur
as it remains true to itself, nn ono has Glaubensgewisshoit, not
even the Pope, for as Pope, he need stund in no personal rela-
tion to the truth; he is simply the instrument through which
the truth flows, as water through o pipe.- Skepticism is re-
pressed instead of being overcome. It is the highest prerogu-
tive of intelligence to be able to examine for one's-self; to think

 author givesa very glowing accoun
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y regions of doubt into the clear
[=]
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realma of settled convictions. Anund so far a8 cert:tiudle-a )%Eiicch
enco to the forgiveness of sins is concerned, the Cutholic |
acknowledpes her own weakness. ' )
. The vxﬂ%&lity of the sbsolution depends huplc'm th?‘ \;;.11(1 ;;i;
poti i is standing in the line of the -
ation of the priest, and his s g in '

folic guccession,  Since it is impossible in any pﬂ.rtlc‘ula‘r _:iust;
to prove that this ¢ondition i3 met, it follows that f.‘.lm !ndw: r;l?
; 1 certain of the forgivencss of his sins. lhe
y declares that no one can fecl certain
\hat he has found favor in the sight of God, %he Tvor&;du} th(;
.ori insl being cum nullus scire valeat cerhltudma. . ex,tise
grf‘:idm dei esse consceutnm, (Sess. viu: ("}np. 9). Neit te:: ‘;n
Pope nor the council give ug Sicherheit in matters periaining
. i i f our sins.

sther to faith, or to the forgiveness ol Ot o

'mj}[m taking t;p what he calls Evangelische Gewissheit, our
hor gives t, such as only a Lutheran
d struggles and the final victory of—the
« Hier stehe ich, Ieh kann

ne's-gelf through the mist

ean never fee
Council of Trent express!

~ean give, of the inwar :
" yaook, who, at Weorms, exclnimed :

 picht anders, Gott helfe mir. Amen.” He had previously (nt

- the Leipsic disputation) . .
Councils; oo that memorable occasion he manifested a &

rejected the infallibility of Popes and
epree
i which can only result from inte_rn:t.l conviction.
: gh:seg?;:)]:ns gewissheit did not reSI_ﬂh primarily from 3 pe:.:;
gol of the Seriptures, but from thatinward c:lnmgs:t Eu ILE o
of heart which he had experienced. He had gonclzl‘ roug, o
the penances the Church prescribed ; these gove 121-30 peJuS;
He only found peace when he embraced Christ 1n fai 111: Just
a5 the sun does not need & heave!ﬂy body to .d:ﬁ‘use 1; 1315_
and heat, but shows his enlightening and wormin z po;ve}xl- yd -
" pelling cold and darkness immedintely, so the gospels ]c:x,ve 1
“power by dispelling the darkness and terror of the monk s s0ul.
}g: however, based his galvation and his hope of 5ulvn.tmx; ;]O't
npt;n this experience, but upen Hin'x w.'ho was thcu.uthorro ;s
experience, Viz., Christ. This justifying frith, which relies ex-
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clusi i -
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‘tainty in matters of faith and
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gsalvation from an external su-
ority, but from God limself, 2. €. from the witness of His
gafe against the orrows lsunched by
t our foith. If it were necessary to be-
ho Dible first before believing in Christ, then, indeed,
£ the modern destructive griticism.
discovery wera made, We would have
¢ until criticism might reach o Te-
en the Apostles went forth to con-
faith in a hook,
They procloimed & crucified nnd Tisen Qaviour. They gpoke
of #in and grace, of the foll, the regencrntion and restoration
of humanity. No matter whera they preached, and how wmuch
they were ridiculed, the foolishness of preuchinghrought pboub
good results, oven as it still does. God works directly upon
the hearts of men, when they listen to His word ; the efforts

of criticism avoil pothing over against the quiet progress of
Christ's cause. Tn s word, the Gospel has gelf-anthenticating

- This then mokes us

As o conclusion to his pamphlet our quthor refers to what he
calls, © Unklare Experiméntc ciner Umbildung der Reforms-
¢ he understands those tendencies, which have
ment tho Reformation by introducing a move
atholicism in the form of concession, gnd an
attempt ot a union of its principles with those of the Reforma-
tion. He mentions Tevingilanism, which, while rejecting Catho-
licism, sdopts the samo fundamental principle in that & new
anthority, viz.: an apostolate with an extensive hierarchy, is
introduced into the church. Of the same naturc is Puseyism,
which emphasized tradition snd ordination in such & way a3 to
lead many of it8 adherents into the bosom of tho Catholie
Church. Here belong alzo those attempts ab Reformation
. which havo started on the basis of the Apostles’ Creed, follow-
ing herein an impulse given by Lessing in his controversy with

gought to comple
~ment townrds ©
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Pastor Gotze, which circumstance is the reason why tho Papig'
still cite Lessing’s authority, and lead his arguments into
field against Protestontism. To this category belong the view
of the church developed by Delbruck, Daniel and Nevin,
views which give us Lessing in a somewhat modernized fo
Lastly, he mentions in this connection the movement in thy
Danish Church, which goes by the name of Grundvigtiani

geace are to be found exclusively in the Sacraments, but it
i stranger still that a scholar like Martensen should put Dr.
Nevin into the samo category with sugh a tendency.

Such is' the line of argument, as I apprehend it, in the
pamphlet. The nuthor, in passing nlong, takes up the abuses
f the Romish system and points out the superior exccllencies
the Protestant mode of worship, topies which can be used
with telling effect in addressing the multitude; but the power
‘the book lies in the manner in which Papistische Sicherheit
d Evongelische Gewissheit are compared. Tho Listorical
sartions are a reproduction of what Fasc's Polemik gives; the
ayloof the latter, however, being far more pungent. That it
‘tys valuable contribution to the science of comparative Sym-
Yolics no one can deny ; but it falls far below the master-piece
Mihler. A similar book, viewing the subject from the Pro-
tatant atond-point, remains yet to be written. The time is
thaps at hond for such a work. Marheineke, Bauar, Nitzsch
\;{Hnsa have fully opencd up the subject, and the Vatican
uncil, besides bringing Romanismw to its logical conclusion,
became the occasion of throwing mew light upon the subject.
‘Beeanse Theiner gave Bishop Hefele necess to the original
docaments pertaining to Honorius, the Pope deprived him of
kis office as Librarian of the Vatican. Theiner revenged him-
It by publishing his copy of Masserelli's official minutes on
the Couneil of Trent. Thus, what Rome succeeded in conceal-
ing for threo centuries, has at lusb come to the light of dny.
There is, therefore, no longer n lack of material for a complete

otk on Symbolies from the Protestant stand-point. To suc-
cced in this sphere it will be necessary for some historical stu-
dent to live himself fully into the Romish system and explode
‘It from within ; for as Ilegcl somewhero says, Um ein System
o bekampfen, musz man sich hineinleben um es dann von
fnnen heraus zu sprengen.  Martensen’s pamphlet is merely o
‘skillfu! attempt from without to repel and subdue Rome, henco
. valuable contribution, but not o master-picce in the depart-

ent of Polemic Theolopy.

He says it is common to all these tendencies that in the oy
flict with Naturslism ond Rationalism, they find the Schrif
Princip entirely untenable, and, despairing of this, have locke

+

ground for some other and better certitude. The Irvin
and Puseyites seek certitude in inspired and ordained orguy
the others in a more or less extensive tradition in the bosm
the church, as the highest infallible authority in faith nnd
the interpretation of Scripture. When the Schrift-Prin
is thus sbandoned, when we admit that the Scriptures are !
a sufficient norm in matters of faith, we cannot have any e
tainty that traditions have been handed down unadulter
through many generntions, unless there be men who have bet
fitted to become bearers of the tradition in some extraordins
menner. An infallible tradition implies & hierarchy like th
of the Romish Church. It will not do to say with Liessin
that doring the second century, when the Scriptures wers
fully discriminated, tradition answered every purpose, ond that
therefore the church of to-day is notin need of a surer gui
than tradition. To this argument of Lessing's Gotze repli
by pointing out the difference between enrly Christianity sp
the Christianity of our dny. Lessing, who was never willlng:
to lenvo an objection unanswered, never replied on this point
which is sufficient evidence that he considered himself Torsts
on this particular peint. L

The pamphlet then gives a somewhat lengthy account
Grundvigtianism. Its sdhercnts advocate the strange theo
that the Apostles’ Creed came directly from the lips of t
Saviour, slong with the formula of Baptism, and that the me




