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27/8/ 84 8 . 10 p .m. GROUP 2 ARCIC I I 29 / (84) 

Imputed and Impar ted Ri ghteousness 

1. Art ic le XI of t he Anglican Arti c l es of 1571 says that we a r e accounted 

( r eput amur ) r ighteous befor e God only fo r (propter ) t he meri t of Chri s t , by 

faith , a nd not for our own works or deservings . This language is clos e to 

that of the Lu t her an Con fess ion of Augsburg ( 1530) , a r t. IV . The Counci l of 

Tren t s t rongly preferred t o speak of salvati on as ach i eved by the for gi veness 

a nd r egener at i ng grace of Christ , trans for ming the i nd ivi dual membe r of the 

Chur ch through t he i mpa r t ati on of Christ ' s righ t e ousness a nd mer i ts. Tren t 

f eared t ha t a Protes tant s tress on 'me r e i mputation ' not only had t he t heore­

t i cal d i sadvantage of ma k i ng God ' s ac t of a cqui ttal appea r a lega l f iction 

bu t also i ssued i n t he practical demeri t of producing.an t i nomian i sm. Trent 

felt , wi th r eason , t ha t t here wer e a lready enough Chris t i ans s i tt i ng back i n 

i d lenes s , r ejoi cing to ha ve been baptized but then par t i c ipat i ng neither in 

the continui ng wors hi p of t he Chur ch nor i n t he d i s =i ples h i p and s uffer i ng to 

wh ich t he way of t he Cr o s s ca lls a ll Christ ' s peopl e . 

2 • The Protestants f e l t s trong l y t hat t o make a believe r ' s ac t ual ' i nhe r e nt ' * 

righ t eousness t he ground o f s a lva tion was to r es t on an i mperfec t f ounda t ion , 

t o encourage the believer ei t her to r e ly proudly on the me r i t s o f h i s pe r s ona l 

ach i evements or (more ser ious l y st i l l ) t o agon i se i n neurot i~ miser y on t he 

i mpr obab i l ity of h i s or her sal vation . Ther e wa s s ome Pr ot es t a nt i nc lina t i on 

to equa t e t he i mper fec tion or i ns uffi c i ency of good works wi t h t heir irr e l evance 

to s alva tion , but th i s t ende ncy was soon checked , a nd nowhe r e mor e strong ly 

t ha n a mong the Anglica n t heol og i a ns . Cr a nmer ' s e arl y Homily on Sal vation (1542) 

* Inhe r ent i s a s lippe ry a nd mi s l eadi ng term . 'Inhe r e n t right eous ne s s ' is no 

quali ty wi t h whi ch the s oul is na tu r a lly or inna t e ly endowed , bu t i s a s p i r itual 

quali ty of c ha r ac t e r formed as t he pe r sona l gr ac e of t he Sp ir i t trains the s oul. 
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explains that the saying 'we are justified by faith only' me a ns a den ial tha t 

the merit of our imperfect works can s uffice for juotifi cation, but not a 

den i al that the believer's necessary duty is to do good works . Hooke r and 

Davenant both affirm the reality of inherent or imparted r i ghteousnes s , bu t 

qual ify this by observing that even the best of wha t we have a nd are a lso has 

that which needs to be pardoned . They concl ude tha t the fi nal ground of 

justification can only be that, to pen itent and bel ieving soul s , God i mputes 

the merits of Christ . 

3 . Trent excludes the doctrine of 'me r e i mputation ' i f and when 1t is whol l y 

divorced from transforming grace and sanc tifying char i ty (VI canon 1 1 , DS 156 1 ) . 

The Anglican theologi ans who expound just1f1cat i on take po i ns to deny thi s 

d ivor ce . Hooker and Davenan t , who are the mos t " Pr otes t a nt" acong the1:1 , t ake 

for granted a theoretica l d is t i nc tion be twe en j us tif i cat i on a s God' s de=lorot i on 

of a cquittal and sanc tifi cation a s an 1mpa r to t1on by g r n:c of the r i ghteousness 

of Christ . But both deny that be tw een juGt if1 cnt1on and con: t if1:ot1on t he r e 

i s a ny s eparation in time , or tha t s av rnc fa i t h :nn be d ivor c ed f r on hope and 

l ove . The d i s ti nc tion i s i n t he mi nd, not i n th t• hc.i r t a t p r ay er befor e 

Chr i st ' s Cr oss . Al though Da venan t 1ns1s t s (ngal nc l Bcll orn1 n e) U1n t t he u l tlmo t e 

ground (or ' f ormal caus e ') of J us t if i cu t ion l 1es i n God ' s u:qu1 t tol and t he 

imputa t i on of Chris t ' s righ teous ness , yet he dcfendG 1mp11tn t ion fror., bt> i n& on 

unreal f ic t i on. 'We grant the form of Juc t l f l co t1 on Lu be lho t by ~h i ch m3n is 

no t only accoun ted and pronoun ced Ju n Ll f l ed before God , bu t i G mod e- or 

cons t i tuted oo'. (Dovenon l lp . 23 1 ) . ~o wh 1 i l' tile imp11 l1' d r 1ghtc-ou::m cGG of 

Chri s t is the ultimate couoc o f junt l f l"C\Ll un , 1tG 1mm,•d ln l <' fru 1t 1c imported 

righ teousness , both oc luo l and hobituu l. 

4 . The unc ond l t iono l propoci tl on 1 Cll r 10L ' r. r lf~htco11nnN1~ is i mp ut ed t o uo ' 

occu~s neither i n s~rip lu r c nor i n the ~n~t mnjor l l y o r r r f ormcd confeso l ons of 
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faith; and the doctrine of imputation had to b e defended against t h e 

exaggerated not i on that ther e is n o condition of r epentance , faith, forgiveness , 

leading to goodness of life. To Bull this notion seemed as d a n gerous as the 

doc trine that contriti on is not ne c essary for absolution . 

5 . The essenc e of the matter a s the Anglicans saw it is that if we b ecome 

or a re made good , that i s because we h ave been , and con tinue to b e , forgiven . 

• He nc e t he deep religious importanc e to the m of Imputed Righteousness. It is 

• 

• 

at f i r s t sight paradoxi~a l that to the Reformation noth i ng seemed of deeper 

r e l ig i ous sign i fi c anc e than this doc trine , wh i le to t h e Roman Cathol i c tradition 

no t h i ng seemed mo r e v i tal tha n the Sa c rifi ce of the Mass ; and i n e ssen c e that 

d e c lar e d the s ame t r u t h . 



{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }

