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My dear Christopher,

•

I am replying to your joint letter of 11th November,
requesting conments on the Graymoor Draft. Before making some
specific comments, I would like to begin with general observations.
First, I would judge it helpful to bear in mind the
growth of the "Salvation and the Church" statement. It would appear
that, having as a starting point, some concerns about Justification,
the Conmiission then moved into the wider consideration of Salvation,
this theological journey proceeding hand-in-hand with an ecclesiological
concern which finds its expression in the latter part of the document.
One asks oneself the question whether we, having been part of the process,
may have in our minds certain preconceptions which makes the statement
easier to understand than it would be for those who would read it in
its coupleted state for the first time?
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second, the historical section needs, I assume, criticism
only from the point of view of care. Accuracy is obviously essential.
The matter of relevance, not in the sense of relevance to contemporary
aspirations but relevance in the sense of integration into the argument
of the statement as a whole, would seem to be a matter of judgement.
Thirdly, I think I would like to observe that the document
generally co111111ands my support. Not that the document is the way that perhaps
any individual member of the Conmiission would have written it, but tha t it
represents a consensus of opinion on its subject which we wish to test against
the wisdom and experience of our respective Churches.
Fourth, the section, "Salvation and Faith", "Salvation a nd
Justification", etc., contains excursions into New Testame nt theology and
will be studied by people with both competence and convic tions in this
matter. section 15 and section 20, with which I almos t entirely agree,
will require the most careful use of l a nguage.
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Fifth, except by way of passing reference, formula ries and
ecclesiastical pronouncements have bee n left untouched. This may be wise,
but if so, should we not s ay so? I think particularly of some of the
Tridentine decrees, e.g . , Session VI, chapter VII • wh ic
' h would be cited
by some in their response to our document .

I
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Following these general observations, I would offer the
undernoted specific comments:(Numbers refer to paragraphs, "Graymoor Draft")
Should second sentence be re-worded? The introduction
2.
to the topic o f Justification by way of a conditional clause with a
definition in brackets, does not appear to me t o be an ideal way to
introduce one of the major topics. I would suggest that this statement
could be improved by the removal of some of the material in Section 7
t o this paragraph.

•

3.
"Luther proclaimed ... the s oul is worth nothing."
Co ntrovertible, and could be better phrased. I ass ume what i s meant
h e re is tha t Luther taught that individual human beings had no claim on
God' s mercy, acceptanc e or goodwill by any i nherent quality intrinsic
to the ir own salva tion.

6.
Sentence 2. "Some Reformation
" I am embarrassed
about bring ing this point up again, but I would still submit as I
s ubmitted l ast year, that I am in doubt about this statement . Fo r mys elf
I do not r ecognize it a s a main tenet of Reformati on thinking. Certainly
the doctri ne o f "Fi na l Perseverance" wa s taught, but this was seen as
dis t i nc t from, though conceptually linked with, "jus tifying faith" .
Perhap s the ambigui ty lies in the phra se, "as cons tituitive of • . "

1 2.
r ight word?

(Page 8.)
Why not "is "?

" • . faith remains dead".

Is "remains " the

"Sanctification and justifica tion are two aspects o f the
s ame fundamenta l rea lity . . " I s "rea lity" the right word? Would not
the vocabula ry be more cons i s tent within itself if we said, "Sanctification
and j u s tification ar e two aspects of .. . salvation"?
17.

•

19 .
(Las t line, p . 11) " • • so that .. " Is the syntax doubtful
or ambiguou s? If this l a tter part of the sentenc e i s a 'result cla use'
t hen the s t a tement becomes theologically disputatious . Why no t, "the law
of Christ has become the pattern of our life. We a re unable to pro duce
works wh i ch a r e the fruit o f the Holy Spirit"?
23.
(P . 15) . "God' s loving respons e
t o, doe s not seem clea r t o me f r om the context.

Wha t the r espon s e i s

24.
This paragraph i s the one p art o f the who le document t o
wh ich I would fee l unable t o ass e nt . Thus , e xpa nd or omit.
Tha nk you v e ry much for the oppor tunity o f o ffer i ng the se
c omments .
All good wishes,
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Yo urs s incere ly,

CO~
c.c .

The Rev. Kevin McDona ld.

