
Ca l', o l ic prac t i ces tl ,.) 1 c ci u'.>e conce rn f o Evcir,c~I i ca l ~. 

• f vangef icd l con~e r n 0 r i ses f r om thv i mpression that certa i n La t hul ic prac ti ces 

"ut ~,,pear to contradict fundarr~ntdl doctr i ne. not o n l y l ack c1n) Sc r i ptur a l '" '-' rrant" ,.,,.. 

It I s notoriously difficul t t o draft a document without its being misconstrued, ei ther 

as a statement of di sagreemcnt where perhaps both sides were much closer to each 0ther 

than real lsed at the tltrk: Ceg., the polemical Reformation writings on Justification), 

or as an express i on of agreement •.here it did not really exist (eg. Wi i I iam Temple's 

experience witl1 Lutherans & Orthodox o ver the visible and i nvisible naturt:? of the 

( I ) 
Church). It is equally the concern of Evangelicals that liturgical language should 

not be misleading for the ordinary Churchgoer Ceg., the clause "we offer Christ
11 

in 

the Eucharistic prayer). Liturgy and devction profoundly mould the mind of ♦he 

worshipper. Hence the importance of the subject. If Evangelical anxiet;es are s i inpfy 

misinformed, then let a clear reassurance be given. Otherwise the claim to substantial 

agreement wl 11 be met with suspicion, It not rejection. 

That Catholic practices were opposed by the Ang I lean Reforrrers is abundantly 

clear. Article 22 I ists "Purga1ory, P.Jrdons, Worshipping & Adoratiun, as wel I as of 

Images as of Reliques, and also invocation of Saints". They are rejected on 3 

grounds : - (a) • That they are a fond thing vainly invented. 

Cb). That they are grounded upon no warr<Jnty of Scripture. 

( C) • That they are repugnant to the Word of C--od. 

It is the last expression here that indicates the prirn3 concern. Of course there 

are practices In our Churches that do not originate with Scripture, but, if so, they 

must not be held to be obi igatory and they most certainly must not contradict the 

plain teaching of Scripture. It is in this area too that Richard Hooker is most 

stringent · in his critique of 'the Romish doctrine of grace and justification'. After 

elaborating the way that mortal and venial sins are overcorre and gr·ace conferred anew 

he concludes, "This maze the Church of Rorre doth ccuse her fol lowers to tread, ~,hen 

they ask her ihe way of justi fication 11 ~
2 l 

(I> ''WI! 11am Temple" , F.A. I rerronger, pp. 400-01. ( 2 l Se r mo I I , p a r a . 5 . 
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Purgatory . 

• There Is no exp! !cit reference to such in Scripture, either as a~ or as d 

• 

yrocess beyond death. E.vidence In the Early Church of prayers for the dead, from 

Tertullian onward, does not presuppose Purgatory. Indeed, since they include the nobl e '> 

of saints and an eucharlstic element, they regard those prayed for already at rest and 

in peace. Passages, such as I Cor. 3, are Inapplicable : the reference is to the 

assessment of the Christian's service at the day of judgerrent, no t a process o f ~ora l 

purging. Augustine says in De Civitate Oei, con cerning a furthe r purging by f ire a f 10r 

death, "I will not argue against it, tor perhaps it is true 11 !31 
But he does does no 1 

declare It to be an article of faith. Al I the emphas i s of Scr i pture is on the side 

J f assurance that the believer, when he departs, departs to be w i th Christ. That is 

,1e prospect that inspires the martyr and comforts t he dy i ng . I t is t he de s i r e to 

be "away from the body ano at home with the Lord" 12.Cor. 5 :8), "to depart and be with 

Christ" (Phi I. I :23), described ;is "better by far" . There is no suggest i on o f a 

trans It i ona I period (even though the re surrection of the body is not t i I I the Pa r ous i e J 

before entering Into the Lord's pr esence . To interpret John f4 : 2 as " many r est ing

places", stages on 1he journey, as \'Ii II i am Temple does<
4

> runs co u11te r to the con fidt' n l 

expectation of glory . In the nature of the case, how can thc, <!"',;~~ /,.,111..L-: t-4-confli c t 

(Gal. 5 : 17) continue after death7 The use o'f the word e,-,;e$ in this spec ia l sense 

" '!St haves~ bearing upon the subject . The Vi s i o Oci at the Pa rousi a wi ll e ff ect 

t ir, i s radical change into his likene ss (I John 3:21. It tha t iwmodi ate t ransformc! t i on 

wi 11 happen for al I t hose ali ve at th at time, why not for thostl who died be forehand? 

r/hether or not there is a soul's 'sleep' be tween dea th now an d the Pa r o usia has no 

bearing on the idea of Purgato r y , whi ch mus t invo l ve son~ k ind of consc ious 

cooperation on the part o f t hose be ing pu rge d. Now It i s doct rine tha t Arti c l e 22 

condemns, that which is t aught, wh i ch underl i os and a ff ects wha t Is p f'ar:tise d. Th us 

devotlonal habits cannot be d ivo r ced f rom their ck.><.: lri nal imp I icat lons . I 1· was 

anx ie ty at thi s po int tha t ! e lf the Refor111e r s to exc l LJde seve ra l such proc ti ces . I f 

they are to be r esto red, endo r sed, r c tai ri ecl, then Evange l ical s wan t c1 ssurance abou t 

XXI, 26 (4) Readings in St. John' s Cospe l, p . 226 . 



thei r doctrine,! s ignif iC. ,j rn:~ . u sprxi,J l ly r r, rel u ti o n tn ' ; u:::; 1 i f i 1; <.1 t io11 ' l n '1 1•.2 

stricter, Pduline senst.: o f t hv l l c rrro . 

(I l Prayers for t he dead. 

There is no Scriptural evidence for this practice . 2 lirrr. 1 : 18 is a very doubtful 

peg on which to hung such O cl..iirrr. Only rn the Deutero-cunonic,.il writing or 2 ~:.Jc. 

12 : 43-45 do we f i nd corm,endation of prayers for the dead together •,iith offering s o n 

the i r behal1. The Reformers rerro v~,c.J such prdyers fr·orri tltc Corrrnuriion anc.J l3ur i c..JI 

Services. The comnenorat i on of the dP-p0 rted, together w ith the elerr,en t o f t hanksg i v i n (_J , 

has been retained in the spirit of ,,ha t the early Fathers taugh t. 
(':i) 

Of course there is a natural ccsi r8 to continue in sorT'€ way o ur I inks vii th thOStc" 

we have known and loved on earth. There i s d Koinonid tl, ,JI sµa,,s lhe gulf of death <.1nJ 

I Inks the Saints of God past and present, as vividly presented in Hebrews 12:22-24. 

Interestingly they a r e cal led "the spi ri t·s of righteous men made perfect". There 

is no call to pray for such. We rnay praise God together: we may give thanks for them. 

We are in a very speculative area v,hen vie start to pray for them, since this must imply 

that there is an incompleteness about their condition. The only area in which we know 

there Is some incompleteness is that th~ day of resurrection I ies ahead (unless tin€ 

be meaningless in eternity). Thus the command to hasten the day of the Lord's coming 

C2Peter3:12l. 

Fundamental to this whole ar e a is the nature of God's justi lying action in Christ. 

If it Is a relationship into which wo have ent e red al ready, cont rary to al I our 

deserving (Rom. 5:1,2), ttrt.:n we vr c d•_Cf:pted fully an c.J currrp l cte l y in to his tamil y . 

How and what, then , can we pray for thern ? The di fficul1y ~,i th the suggest i on ot s o ri ie 

purging process afte r death is tha t it c.onveys the irr,pre-·.s ion t h a t o ur- just-i f ica tion 

is not cornple1e vnJ lh ,~t viu rrrus f cJlld ::.urrr<.d h i n9 more lu i I i11 order l o !Je a c cepte~ ILi. 

Article XXXI). 

( 5) This is very fairly p resented iri E. Ha rold Browne , "An exposdion of the Thi r l y - • 

tJ in,: Ar l r c l•: •," ( 1/ i(,'1! µp. ,1 9'1- 'J 7 . 



j;: Penance anJ Sa1,s1acti ons 

- 1-

,• 

• In an extremely cornplex anJ sensi1ive area I wish on l y to speak of the e l ement 

ut 'satisfactions' in relation to pendn ce. Since this is regdrded in Ca tho I ic theology 

as a neces~ary ingredient ot penance (vicJ. Trent), it cannot easily be left to 01;e sid~J. 

I take It to mean "an act of reparati o n lor an injury currmitted". Now Sc ripture , s 

perfectly cledr lhat I cannot e,cpect 1o be forgiven it t do no1 forg ive othe rs !Matt, 

6 :23,24) ,.ind th.JI restorc1tion ~.huul d u,· 111o1lle whe1·e c1ppl1,:dhle ,111<1 pu~~iblf:! h . ._, . l 11 '-.1 · 

19 : 8). In such Cuses Ille uct , on c. l e •. 111 1 111 ol 1c<.1te:, 1tie -:; i11v : 1 i ly <J I 11101 µer11 l ..:nt : 1, 

is not a contributory factor per se to the forgiveness Cod otter:, •,ihicl, is wroll 1 • 1,2•. 

and unmerited. The finality and completeness of the sacrif ici.! of Christ are not cal It'll 

• question (~b. 9 :26-28). It i s 1he 'satisfaction' element in penance that appears to 

_tract from our unders1anding of the ful I 'satisfaction' ,for our s i ns niade by Ch r ist. 

Where an offence has been conmitted against God that does not d i rectly involve other 

people, there is no form of reparation possible - only the prayer, "God be merciful 10 

me a sinner". 

(3) Pardons and lndulgencos. 

In the last resort ~,e al I cJgree thdt none can forgivtl sins but God alone (Mk, 2:7l. 

The precise meaning ot John 20:22,23 h<1'ci tong been 1n dispute . However precise ly we 

• -stand mi nis1err a l authorit1, tn'1re is a wo rld of difference between , 1 ceclaratory 

in M0rning a nd evenln~ Prayer and Holy Communion 
duThorlty (eg. the Absoluti o 11 s/ in th r· I' . ( .P. or e ci lht1 r 1t,-1t - "l 'C purdoneth ,ind 

I 

absolveth ... .... " or a prayer - " But 1h011 , f ) l ,J1J , h ..iv• ' 11 , •1C f upon us ...... " l .:ind th0 

treasury concept r e l t.Jl ud to f-'e l '1 r (Ot:11 , ,ngu r- 1026). lndut genres .J rc snid to e, errt, t 

from tempora l punisl,rr•~nt, but 111 ,Jf in<.. l urJ, -•_, the u md1t1 ow; 0 1 Pur <:Ju tory. 1\ lt hou9h 

the abuses were recorJnt ~ed .Jt J, cnt onrl 1h,: of fi ce of i 11 du l ,1C'11co- s0 ll t>r Jllull sht?d , til t> 

principle r ema ins. lt, ,i t i I s llu• ild llo1 11<.: .JI , ._,,,n <J•Jt1l 11 ,,;o l l'(1 ' n fl y with r cpu Jo hn r .Jul II 

underscor es [vunge l i C<JI u111c vrr1. I t,,_ I 1, ,,: l her0 1 c. " " 111,tl l y 110 f'V I dr•n ce to r suc h 

a practi cn t,efor e l 1,Jµ1• Ale,: <J11lf._. , -,-,-1 111 lt 1t · 1\-w l 1111 Lf •11l,11 ,· . liil•r, • , r, n(• Se r i p turJ I 

rr lnt t or ,1nyn 11,! n1 1 1•o1r th , ,, , I 1111, , , 1 1, , 111' ,, • I I fht1I ,~ti , r t, , •• 1111" " "' 1 • •" '''1 111 . • 
• In the Visitation of the S lck "[ ab~olve thee" follows a prayer to 

Christ to forgive. A~ains t Puritan objection~ the words were retained 
as closer to the text of John 20. 



(4) l nvOCrJlion o t 11,•~ '1,11n 1<:, . 

It i s 1;:,xp li c i1 in Old ,JntJ tJ,- w l,_ . ..,1,Jm,in1s lh d l wurshi o , 1nclu rl 1•1<1 ur 1y1•r , ' • 

addressed to God .:ii one . [ vun url<Jt.:I i t L,eings ,Hu n<Jt 10 lie so <.Jpprouc ht1d me v . t 9 : I Ul 

On that all agree. 1-breover 1he Old Testc:1r~n1· explicitly forbade atten·pt to gain 

access to the departed by way of mediums or spiritists <Lev. 19 : 31, 20 :6). \;t)(.)n Sc,ul 

sought fo invoke the ciiu of ':,,1i11I ly '.j.imuel, it dill him no 900d - qui fe Hie f°t.!verse 

(I Sam. 28). 

Clearly t·he "tnvocafion of til t: Saini~" is on d different level, t.,ut uyc:Ji n therL· 

is no Scriptuc:11 warrun1 for I. Is i I pi.ir I ul Ilic roll' ot lh1J 1,Ji llilul •lt.:po1r lt:Lf l u 

pray for us? We do not know. One thing we can be sure of Jesu':, Chr· ist, ctf 11,c rigt,• 

hand of God, is our High Pri es t una udvocale to reprcsenT us (He b. 4 : 14-16 I John 

2:1 ). Cc:1n the liJi1hlul cJepcJrleu u vu11 lit.:cJr our invoc.alion':, ? We oo not kno-... One "'"' '.) 

we can be sure of is that God hears us (I John 5: 14, 15 ). 

Here <Jn edrft1 it is right 1o invuke t:dCh other'':, prdye rs, for our ':,elv~s and to, 

others (eg. 2 Thess. 3:1). Our ':>tn':>e uf lhe Ko1nonia ,ray well ':,Uyge · t that those who 

have passed beyond the <Jr..:ive rruy t o r us. Men like Origcn we r e <.IJnvincc ct of th i s , 

Col 
but did not belie ·,e thctt 1hey r1t•c.:du d to be invoke d fo du so . )et L' V~n thi s i s s 1ill 

speculaiive . 

• The Reforrnr:r s f;li,r1i11,Jl cd lh, inv,,._ .,1i o rt o l 1hc S.,inl':,, nu t u rtly beCJUSQ ,,. ._. ~. , u 11 r .• 

find n<J Scrip turcJI v1cJrr,mf l or 11, uul .J I Su beCdU':,e lhl.!y P t: • o.: i ,1.: J hu ,. l!cJS 1 l y it ...:1..•ul,: 

and h ad dP.genera1ed into ,-,dorcJli on cintJ ·..,u , !:> ll1p l eu. l-i.:11 HJIJ lr y l . lh ey w1 s t1eJ t o 

ens ur8 th a f nu 1h i11 '] s hu ul •f rJ,• r, .,, ' 1 , 1, n l h, · •J11 1q11i'' "• ' l.l•-1 1,, ,· ,:JI ' ( r,. 0 t "rt,,, •·.in Cl, , i s • 

J es us " ( I Tin,. l : '.:> J . 

r·._,,,c I u•~, 0 11. 

It will UI? se:rm lh u l fh L· pr dc li c_c.:s 1S l•Jd .ibove , IO~J(' th, •r with 111,• nQ l iu1 0 1 

purgatory , really f o rni iJ s 1111_JI ,., f "Jc k o1<J<: . lhcy u r t' 1nt c r-r e l <1tc•d . h ,1ve 0 111i t ' ~d . ,, .. . 
(6 l Con 1 ru Ct: I -:, um VI I I , (,,t. 



-,ique i.in<.J r.or11plc:tc<.J S<.lving wurk ul Lvd i r, Chri~t, Chr i '.,1 1 •., rnedic.Jtor i.il rul e dnu ti" • 

.!Sultan1· justi I icut i0n by t u , 111. 

Were tht:l Reforr,,ers wrong to rej1:::ct such prac1ices lor lack of ~criplu.:>I warrant 

and, sti 11 further, the conviction that they were ,1ctual ty 'repugncJnt' to the Word 

of God? It al I appears to be iln clrJborcJtc frame-work bui It on a very ~can1y found.JI i , r, 

that requires a high rnc.::asure of eise:geticdl ingcnui ty to justify it. I 11 Ille Ii Sil I 

of the revelation given to u~ about lite ..Jf1er death, we need to ~xhibit.:. gr,::a l ..:<],1 1 

of caution and reverent agnostici snr. Or have things so changed and can the abuse ot 

such practices be so sately excluded that they can now be universally accepted? If 

(. T ese fears about such Cdtr.ol ic prncticos are simply ignordnt Evdngel ic"al hana-ups, 

then let them be exposed dS such. 11 lht:y hcve any validity, then sun~ tliing r,1uch nv, , · 

concrete must be said about thern. They cannot be sirr,ply brushed aside. Otherwise 

our hoped-for 'sut;std'"ltial agreernent' wi 11 not be seen to be such. 

Ju I i cm Ch.:i r I c:y. 

( . 

• 
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