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COMMENTS ON THE GRA YMOOR DRAFT 

Sect i on I 

Wnat sub- head i ng a r e we to g i ve to paragraphs 1-10? 2-10 are sixteenth century 
backgr ound . 1 i s more of a confessional statment. 

Para 1 

Para 2 

Para 3 

Para 4 

li ne 6 . ' incor por a te us . . . . as a community of his brothers and 
s i s t e r s .' I t doesn 't seem qui t e right t o say 'incorporates us as 
a community ' . We a r e incorporated into Christ and become a member 
of a co~munity of his brothers and sisters. 

line 4 . I t ' s a lways a problem t o know who we are aiming a document 
li ke this at. Perhaps 'justification' ought to be the word in 
bracke t s at this point and 'acceptance before God' in tne main text. 

line 6. Should 'forgiving acttof unrighteousness' stand before 
'maki ng righteous'? 

line 7. What i s the f o rce of 'in practice'? 

lines 9 & 10. 'giving alms' and •~oing on pilgrima~e• are presumably 
meant as two examples of ·, acts of discipline', and are not meant to 
be exhaustive. ' Such as giving alms .•. shrines'. 

line 11 . What i s t he f orce of 'for God .•. l c ve'? Is 'for' the ~ 
conjunc tion you want? This is anawkward las t phrase , and I'm not 
sure what its connexion is with the first part of the sentence. 
' Some f e lt such acts manife~ted the sincerity of repentance and that 
God would no t be so unrighteous as to forget such labours of love. 1 &.l: 
I would pre fer some quite different formulation# 

Opening sentence i s s implis ti c ! The whol e parag r a ph needs r e-writing . 
Omit the bit about the Epis tl e to t he Romans , and begin: 'In hi s 
pe r ception of medie va l peni tential pi e t y , Lut he r believe d t hat the 
burden of what t he believe r mus t do was so st r essed tha t i t obscured 
the confidence and joy the bel i eve r had i n the divine f o r giveness 
and g r ace . Mo r eove r, Luther ve hemently procl a ime d ... wo rth no thing.' 
I s t his paragr aph r eall y an adequ,.e sta t ement o f Luthe r' s pos ition? 
I 'm s ure one of t he gr oup could produce a mor e adequate pa r agr a ph on 
Lu t he r t han t hese t wo sentences . 

I f i nd t he deve l opment of thought in thi s pa r agraph rathe r mudd l e d. 
Would it no t be bette r to beg in with a r.e f e r ence t o jus tifi c a ti on, and 
omi t the bit about t he conce rn of the Engli s h Re f o rmat i on f o r t he 
author i ty of Sc ripture and t he ve rna cul a r ? 
'The ques tion of how one may be just ifi e d (accepted be f o r e God) played 
a l ess c ruc i a l pa r t in t he Engli s h Re f o rma ti on than on t he Contine nt 
of Euro pe . Howeve r, t he importance of just ificat ion was we ll r e cognised 
in t he Thirty - nine Arti c l es ..... WU rt t emburg . While t he ~e ne rally 
re f o rmed s ympathy of t he Artic l es dea l i ng with j us t i f i cation i s e vide nt, 
at t he s ame t ime , t hey we re cons onant with a catholic tradition de riving 
f rom S t Augus t i ne . The Counc il of Trent' s decr ee on jus tifica tion was 
no t direc t ed agai nst the An~l i c an f or~ul a ri es , f o r they we r e no t compiled 
unti l 1547. Onl y a t one poin t , whe r e Art icl e 13 decl a r e d t ha t good works 
done bef o re j ust i f i cati on and wi thout g r ac~ 'have t he na tu r e o f s in', 
was the r e a pa rtial con t r adi c t ion of Tre n t ' s s eve n t h a na t hema , wh i c h 
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u mr1 1' Mn"d t11n npi nb n::J t hat a ll work~ done be fo r ~ 1ustif1ca t 1on , 
howev~r vi rtuoun th,, i r motive , are me re ly s i ns . :ubs eque nt Angli can 
dl '3C.ll131ons o f .111::i t lf1( a tl on ::ihow,,d cons i d0 r abl,, awa r ene3s o f a wide • 

Sec t ion II 

Para 12 

Para 13 

r anRlng a rea of a~r 0 0 ment wiLh Trent ' s doct rine o f grace .' 
Wha l doe::J ' t h~y • r ~f e r t o? AnRl i cani in general , o r ' the se 
o f the previou3 line ? 

di scus si ons ' 

• 'An~ll can3 regr e tted that Trent, as they unders tood it, had e levated 
C"'rlain med! Pval opin i0ns i nt o a rl1 c l e::i o f f ai th . They fail ed t o ~r asp 
the degree t o whi ch lhelr concerns we re embraced by Trent .' I don ' t 
like thP word ' occommodatc::i ' he r e . 

You will see by now t hat I have probl ems with parag raphs 2- 4 . They do 
s eem l o me to need redrafting by someone who knows the period f a r bette r 
than I do . As it s t ands , i t looks like a ' sc i ssors and oas te ' J o b 
done on earli er drafts without proper ha r monisation of the thought 
behind 1t all . 

Sal vation and Faith 

line 4. What is the force of the word ' brings ' ? Is i t not the Holy 
Spirit that gives ,faith? 

line 9. Is ' persever ance ' Lhe r ight word he re? 

Sec tion III Salvation and Justifi~ati on 
., 

Para 14 I pr e fer firs t option. 

Para 21 I 'm s ti ll not sure about the quot a ti on from James. The first l i ne is 
helpful, but t he second takes my m 1" d off the subject into f lights of 
f ancy ! 

Sec tion IV Salvation and Good Wor ks 

Pa r a 22 

Pa r a 24 

I think we need t o be a l ot cl earer about what we want t o say 1n the 
f irst par t of t he paraRr aph , and thnn t 0 s ay it c l earl y ! r e r hap~ 
the re r eally 1s a f undamental d1:aFreement be t ween us a t t h i s po i n t . 
Would it be d13hones t to s ay si mply: 

'Men and wome n ar e ca ll ed to r ~s nond i n f ai t h t o the proc lama ti ~n o f 
Chris t . A r es pons~ o f faith i s i~poss ib l e wi t hout the pr eveni ent r race 
o f God . Once WP accept God ' s offe r , we a re ~iven 1n Chr i s t the fre edom 
of the children o f God . . .. ' 

I r ea ll y wonde r wh;:i t peopl e' wi 11 111 n l: c.> o r ' cer t ,:u n bel i e f s and pr ac tices 
in thP Romm, C.:i LholJ C Cl1t11·ch', Shoul dn'. l W(" t,? l10ncs t ;ind say Hhat 
thl !J r e f " r "l t r,? Jt ' ::- 5 0 ob<Jc ure 1 s t o l1 c- mC' ;-i n1np: l ess l o t hose no t in 
Lh<> rlr h;i tr!. On tll1• o th<> r h :-rnd , it won ' t s .i t1 s f' y those whr, want rnor e . 

I wrJnrlc r 1f L11 n wt1r1 l r> o r 2 1• oup:ht l o go in o foo t no t e . lf no t, IL 
ne~d:-i r <'wrl L1 nP, morr• P X pl I c I lJ V. 

Sec tion VI Thr> Churc t, and Sa lv;, U on 

Para 25 'Cod ' ~ ju3t lfl cnl1 on in Chr t ~t J 0su5 ' - no t a h;,ppv phr osr . Do 
Lo any : God ' ~ ju~t ifl cnti on and sn l vn tl on o f us 111 Christ J c 5 us 
nroc.lai nwd by LhP Churc t1? 
tJ ,:,,.,d to idr>nll f v wt1'! r r: till' riuo t ~1t 1on C'Jl'l~" from. 
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Para 26 

Para 27 

Para JO 

Para JT 

Para 32 

3 

' The Church i tse l f is also 

l i ne 9 - ' at the same time ', do we mean ' Jesus, who was both the image 
of the divi ne and the suffer ing ser vant ... ' ? 

line 1. 
a l o t of people. can we r e- phrase? 
What does ' i n serving the double reality ' refer t o? 
Does t he 'double r eal ity ' r e f e r to the proclamation i n word and in l i f e 
of the Gos pe l ? 

first line s ame as first line of 29 ! Could delete from JO and begin 
simply: ' The community of bel ievers ' or ' The Church, although a lways 
in need ... ' 

I s the Church 'she' o r ' it' in our document? 

line 20. Delete 'by the one or t he other ' . 
Perhaps the paragraph might be shortened. (Probably my fau l t it is as 
l ong as it i s ! l 

I don' t t hi nk this para is quite right ye t . 

line 4 . De l ete 'indispensabl e '. 
Delete final sentence . 
Shouldn ' t we say here that we are agreed bo th on the doct rine of 
salvation and the r ol e of the Church as s ign, instrument and foretaste 
of that s alvati on? Pe rhaps not i n t hese wo rds . 

MARY TANNER 


