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teousness to us, or of our “having” a righteousness not our own
(e.g., Romans 4:5, 6, 11, 24; 5:17, 18, 19; 10:4; 2 Corinthians
5:21; Philippians 3:9). The language of the imputation of righ-
teousness in these passages cannot simply be reduced to forgive-
ness. For example, the words, “God credits righteousness apart
from works” (Romans 4:6), or “that righteousness might be
credited to them” (Romans 4:11), or “not having a righteousness
of my own derived from the law, but that which is through faith
in Christ, the righteousness that comes from God on the basis of
faith” (Philippians 3:9)—these words mean more than not hav-
ing our sins reckoned to us; they mean more than forgiveness of
sins. They mean that a righteousness is credited to our account
(the accounting imagery is explicit in Romans 4:4).

85.3. Justification and Forgiveness in Relation to
the Use of Psalm 32 in Romans 4

A crucial question in this regard is why Paul follows his reference
to reckoning righteousness apart from works in Romans 4:6 with
a reference to Psalm 32, which speaks of forgiveness. Does this
mean that justification is just another way of speaking about for-
giveness, and the imputation of divine righteousness is therefore
superfluous? After saying in Romans 4:5 that God “justifies the
ungodly,” Paul then says, “Just as David also speaks of the bless-
ing on the man to whom God credits righteousness apart from
works: (7) ‘Blessed are those whose iniquities are forgiven, and
whose sins are covered; (8) blessed is the man against whom the
Lord will not reckon his sin.”” Some interpreters argue that this
juxtaposition of justification language (4:5, 6) and forgiveness
language (4:7) means that justification is virtually synonymous
with forgiveness.®

63 For example, Daniel Fuller seems to treat the crediting image of Genesis 15:6 (used in
Romans 4:3-8) as interchangeable with forgiveness. In reference to Genesis 15:6 he says,
“Then comes the declaration of forgiveness in verse 6.” Then he says that Romans 4:6-8
“leaves no doubt about the meaning Paul gave to the word ‘credited’ as he quoted Genesis

15:6: . . . Paul emphasized that Abraham was forgiven.” The Unity of the Bible: Unfolding
God’s Plan for Humanity (Grand Rapids, MI: Zondervan, 1992), pp. 255-256.
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But there are contextual clues that this is not the case. After
quoting these two verses from Psalm 32, what Paul picks up on
is not the words “forgiven” or “covered” or “not reckon,” but
rather on the word “blessed.” This is very significant because of
where he goes with it. He asks in Romans 4:9, “Is this blessing
pronounced only upon the circumcised, or also upon the uncir-
cumcised?” Then he does something amazing. He answers his
question not by referring to David’s situation, but by referring to
Abraham; and #ot in terms of forgiveness, but in terms of faith
being reckoned for righteousness. He says, “We say that faith
was reckoned to Abrabam for righteousness.” Then he finishes
his point with this reasoning:

How then was it credited? While he was circumcised, or uncir-
cumcised? Not while circumcised, but while uncircumcised;
(11) and be received the sign of circumcision, a seal of the righ-
teousness of the faith that be had while uncircumcised. The pur-
pose was to make him the father of all who believe without
being circumcised, that righteousness might be credited to them.
(Romans 4:10-11).

Don’t miss how unusual this is. Paul asks whether David’s
blessing of forgiveness was pronounced on the circumcised or on
the uncircumcised, but he answers by saying that “righteousness
was credited to [Abraham]” (v. 11) before he was circumcised.
Does this not suggest strongly that the “blessing” referred to in
David’s words from Psalm 32 is “the crediting of righteousness”
to believers, not simply the forgiveness of sins?

Now why might this be? The answer I would suggest is that
Paul assumed two things: First, Paul assumes there is no justi-
fication—no positive declaration and imputation of righteous-
ness—where there is no forgiveness. Forgiveness is a
constitutive element of justification. The sins that stand in the
way of declaring a person righteous must be blotted out, cov-
ered, forgiven. Second, Paul assumes that if a saving “blessing”
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is pronounced over a person, he must be counted as righteous.
That is why he had no problem explaining David’s blessing
with Abraham’s justification.

When Paul put Psalm 32:1-2 and Genesis 15:6 together, he
saw two essential aspects of justification: forgiveness and impu-
tation—“blotting out” and “crediting to.” So when he heard
David say that a forgiven person is “blessed,” he heard in the
“blessing” the complete work of justification without which there
is no blessing—namely, the work of forgiveness and imputation.

This gives much help in thinking about the relationship
between forgiveness and imputation in determining the ground
of justification. It suggests that we should not assume justifica-
tion means only forgiveness of sins. Here again 2 Corinthians
5:21 is crucial: “[God] made him who knew no sin to be sin on
our behalf, so that we might become the righteousness of God
in him.” The first half of this verse refers to Christ’s sin-bearing
sacrifice for us. As Isaiah 53:5 says, “He was pierced through
for our transgressions, he was crushed for our iniquities; the
chastening for our well-being fell upon him.” And as the apos-
tle Peter says, “He himself bore our sins in his body on the
cross” (1 Peter 2:24). “Christ also died for sins once for all, the
just for the unjust” (1 Peter 3:18). This is what Paul means in
the first half of 2 Corinthians 5:21: On the cross Christ “was
made sin” for us.

But notice that Paul does 7ot say that this leads to forgiveness
(although it does), or that Christ’s becoming sin for us is the same
as justification. He says that this happened “so that ((va, hina)
we might become the righteousness of God in him.” This result
is more than forgiveness. This is our becoming righteous in
Christ in a way similar to Christ’s becoming sin for us. This is the
other aspect of justification beyond the sin-bearing of Christ and
beyond the forgiveness implicit in that sin-bearing.

Therefore, when Paul speaks of being “justified by [Christ’s]
blood” (Romans 5:9) we have no warrant for equating the total-
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ity of justification with the sin-bearing, sin-removing work of
Christ or with forgiveness. But we have good warrant for saying
that the death of Christ is what justifies in that 1) it provides the
essential ingredient of sin removal by sacrifice so that a positive
declaration will not shatter on the shoals of unforgiven sin, and
2) it is the climactic completion of a life of obedience (Philippians
2:8) that was essential for the imputation of righteousness to us
as we are “in him” by faith (2 Corinthians 5:21). The good war-
rant for saying this is threefold. We are warranted 1) by the anal-
ogy of Romans 4:6-11 and 2 Corinthians 5:21, and 2) by the
meaning of the word “justify” (Swkatéw, dikaiod), and 3) by the
language of imputed righteousness in Romans 4:6, 11, 24; 10:4;
Philippians 3:9.



CONCLUSION

Sometimes Gundry states his view with so much biblical truth
that one might think his rejection of the imputation of divine
righteousness is a minor tweaking of the doctrine of justification.
For example, he writes,

It is his one act of righteousness, his obedient dying of a propi-
tiatory death, that assuaged the wrath of God so as to make
God’s forensic declaration of believing sinners to be righteous,
both right in the upholding of divine honor and right in the ful-
filling of a covenantal promise. (I, 9)

Paul does not say that believing sinners are declared righteous
through having Christ’s obedience imputed to them. A forensic
declaration does not equal or demand that kind of imputation.
All that is needed to make forensic sense of Paul’s statement [in
Romans 5:19] is for Christ’s obedient submission to death for
our sins to result in God’s declaring righteous us whose sins have
thus been imputed to Christ. (I, 15)

In other words, it appears that Gundry holds fast to the foren-
sic declaration of sinners as righteous as the essential meaning of
justification. But then we ask Gundry, What does it mean that
God “declares us righteous” if there is no doctrine of imputed
divine righteousness? His answer is that “It is our faith, not
Christ’s righteousness, that is credited to us as righteousness” (11,
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15). And the meaning he gives to this imputation of our faith as
our righteousness is not that our righteousness unites us to Christ
who is our righteousness, but that our righteousness consists in
faith. “Since faith as distinct from works is credited as righ-
teousness, the righteousness of faith is a righteousness that by
God’s reckoning comnsists of faith” (1, 8, emphasis added).

In other words, when Christ’s righteousness is not our righ-
teousness, it appears that something else is going to become our righ-
teousness, and in Gundry’s case it is our own faith. If God is going
to treat us as righteous, there must be a positive ground for it besides
the forgiveness for our sins.! Gundry seems to feel the truth of this
assumption. Traditionally Protestants have said: The ground of our
being declared righteous is the imputed righteousness of God, man-
ifest in the righteousness of Christ.> But Gundry calls for the aban-
donment of this tradition and suggests (implicitly, it seems to me)
that we replace the perfect righteousness of Christ with the response
(by grace) of our own faith as the ground of justification.?

This is not good news. And I have tried to show that it is not
what Paul taught. It is hard to overstate the pastoral preciousness
of the truth that by faith alone, apart from* works (even works

1 See Chapter Three, §5.1.

2 “The righteousness of Christ on the ground of which the believer is justified is the righ-
teousness of God. It is so designated in Scripture not only because it was provided and is
accepted by him; it is not only the righteousness which avails for him before God, but it is
the righteousness of the divine person; of God manifest in the flesh.” Charles Hodge,
Systematic Theology, Vol. 3 (Grand Rapids, MI: William B. Eerdmans, 1989), p. 143.

3 This should not be meant to imply that Gundry views grace-wrought faith as the sole
ground of justification. Christ’s propitiatory cross-work is the ground of justification in his
view. What I am arguing, however, is that Gundry implicitly sets forth another ground (a
proximate ground, if you will—something that we really do [faith] that counts as our justi-
fying righteousness) when he states that our faith is what is counted as our righteousness,
while not denying Christ’s propitiation as a deeper ground.

# The words “apart from” do not imply that the faith that unites us to Christ can be inef-
fectual in not giving rise to the fruit of good deeds, which Christ shed his blood to secure
(Titus 2:14, “[Christ] gave himself for us to redeem us from all lawlessness and to purify for
himself a people for his own possession who are zealous for good works”). True justifying
faith that unites us to Christ does two things to secure our sanctification: It connects us with
the power of holiness, the Holy Spirit, who bears his fruit in all the justified; and it severs the
root of sin’s compelling promises by cherishing Christ above all other treasures and pleasures.
The phrase justification by faith alone “apart from” works simply means that the works that
faith yields are not the instrument that unite us to Christ in whom we receive justification.
They are the fruit of being united to Christ and the fruit of being justified by God.
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done by faith),’ we are united to Christ in whom we are counted
as perfectly righteous because of his righteousness, not ours. The
demand for obedience in the Christian life is undiminished and
absolute. If obedience does not emerge by faith, we have no war-
rant to believe we are united to Christ or justified (Matthew 6:15;
John 5:28-29; Romans 8:13; Galatians 6:8-9; 2 Thessalonians
2:13; James 2:17; 1 John 2:17; 3:14).

But the only hope for making progress in this radical demand
for holiness and love is the hope that our righteousness before God
is on another solid footing besides our own imperfect obedience as
Christians. We all sense intuitively—and we are encouraged in this
intuition by the demands of God—that acceptance with God
requires perfect righteousness—conformity to the law (Matthew
5:48; Galatians 3:10; James 2:10). We also know that our measures
of obedience, even on our best days, fall short of this standard.

The historic Protestant view of the Bible’s teaching is that the
basis of our hope for acceptance with God and eternal life is the
provision of Christ for both pardon and perfection. That is, he
becomes our substitute in two senses: In his suffering and death
he becomes our curse and condemnation (Galatians 3:13;
Romans 8:3); in his final suffering and death, and in his whole
life of suffering and righteousness, he becomes our perfection
(2 Corinthians 5:21).6 His death is the climax of his atoning suf-

5 See Chapter Three, note 35.

6 Sometimes these two aspects of Christ’s work are spoken of as his active and passive obe-
dience. This language may sound confusing since Christ was mistreated badly and suffered
during his active life, and he was very active in his obedience as he suffered the last gruesome
hours of his death. But if we recognize these ambiguities, there is truth to be seen in these
terms the way they have been used. For example, William Shedd writes, “By his passive righ-
teousness is meant his expiatory sufferings, by which he satisfied the claims of justice, and
by his active righteousness is meant his obedience to the law as a rule of life and conduct. It
was contended by those who made this distinction, that the purpose of Christ as the vicari-
ous substitute was to meet the entire demands of the law for the sinner. But the law requires
present and perfect obedience, as well as satisfaction for past disobedience. The law is not
completely fulfilled by the endurance of penalty only. It must also be obeyed. Christ both
endured the penalty due to man for disobedience, and perfectly obeyed the law for him; so
that he was a vicarious substitute in reference to both the precept and the penalty of the law.
By his active obedience he obeyed the law, and by his passive obedience he endured the
penalty. In this way his vicarious work is complete.” History of Christian Doctrine, Vol. 2
(New York, T. & T. Clark, 1863), p. 341. John Wesley observed, “But as the active and pas-
sive righteousness of Christ were never, in fact, separated from each other, so we never need



124 COUNTED RIGHTEOUS IN CHRIST

ferings, which propitiate the wrath of God against us (Romans
3:24-25); and his death is the climax of a perfect life of righ-
teousness—God’s righteousness’—imputed to us (2 Corinthians
5:21; Romans 4:6, 11 with 3:21-22; 5:18-19). This meets our
need for more than forgiveness, as Leon Morris says:

The righteousness we have is not our own, it comes as God’s
good gift in Christ. But we will be righteous. Notice that this
means more than being pardoned. The pardoned criminal bears
no penalty, but he bears a stigma. He is a criminal and he is
known as a criminal, albeit an unpunished one. The justified sin-
ner not only bears no penalty; he is righteous. He is not a man
with his sins still about him.?

Pastorally the full meaning of justification, as pardon and
imputed perfection, has proved to be a mighty antidote to despair
for the saints. John Bunyan, the author of Pilgrim’s Progress, was
tormented with uncertainty about his standing with God until this
doctrine broke in on his soul. He speaks for thousands when he says,

separate them at all, either in speaking or even in thinking. And it is with regard to both these
conjointly that Jesus is called ‘the Lord our righteousness.”” John Wesley’s Sermons, Sermon
#20, “The Lord Our Righteousness,” preached at the Chapel in West-Street, Seven Dials, on
Sunday, November 24, 1765 (see Chapter One, note 15 and Chapter Two, note 3).

John Murray is very helpful here in making the proper use of the language of active and pas-
sive obedience. “The term ‘passive obedience’ does not mean that in anything Christ did was he
passive, the involuntary victim of obedience imposed upon him. . . . In his sufferings he was
supremely active. . . Neither are we to suppose that we can allocate certain phases or acts of our
Lord’s life on earth to the active obedience and certain other phases and acts to the passive obe-
dience. The distinction between the active and passive obedience is not a distinction of periods.
It is our Lord’s whole work of obedience in every phase and period that is described as active
and passive, and we must avoid the mistake of thinking that the active obedience applies to the
obedience of his life and the passive obedience to the obedience of his final sufferings and death.

“The real use and purpose of the formula is to emphasize the two distinct aspects of our
Lord’s vicarious obedience. The truth expressed rests upon the recognition that the law of God
has both penal sanctions and positive demands. It demands not only the full discharge of its
precepts but also the infliction of penalty for all infractions and shortcomings. It is this twofold
demand of the law of God which is taken into account when we speak of the active and pas-
sive obedience of Christ. Christ as the vicar of his people came under the curse and condem-
nation due to sin and he also fulfilled the law of God in all its positive requirements. In other
words, he took care of the guilt of sin and perfectly fulfilled the demands of righteousness. He
perfectly met both the penal and the preceptive requirements of God’s law. The passive obedi-
ence refers to the former and the active obedience to the latter.” John Murray, Redemption—
Accomplished and Applied (Grand Rapids, MI: William B. Eerdmans, 1955), pp. 20-22.

7 See Chapter Three, note 26.

8 Leon Morris, The Cross in the New Testament (Grand Rapids, MI: William B. Eerdmans,
1965), p. 247.
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One day as I was passing into the field . . . this sentence fell upon
my soul. Thy righteousness is in heaven. And methought, withal,
I saw with the eyes of my soul Jesus Christ at God’s right hand;
there, I say, was my righteousness; so that wherever I was, or
whatever I was doing, God could not say of me, he wants
[=lacks] my righteousness, for that was just [in front of] him. I
also saw, moreover, that it was not my good frame of heart that
made my righteousness better, nor yet my bad frame that made
my righteousness worse, for my righteousness was Jesus Christ
himself, “The same yesterday, today, and forever.” . ..

Now did my chains fall off my legs indeed. I was loosed from
my afflictions and irons; my temptations also fled away; so that
from that time those dreadful scriptures of God [e.g., Hebrews
12:16-17] left off to trouble me; now went I also home rejoicing
for the grace and love of God.?

Alongside the pastoral preciousness of the doctrine of the
imputed righteousness of Christ is the great truth that this doc-
trine bestows on Jesus Christ the fullest honor that he deserves.
Not only should he be honored as the one who died to pardon
us, and not only should he be honored as the one who
sovereignly works faith and obedience in us, but he should also
be honored as the one who provided a perfect righteousness for
us as the ground of our full acceptance and endorsement by God.
[ pray that the “newer”!® ways of understanding justification,
which deny the reality of the imputation of divine righteousness
to sinners by faith alone, will not flourish, and that the fullest
glory of Christ and the fullest pastoral help for souls will not be
diminished.

? John Bunyan, Grace Abounding to the Chief of Sinners (Hertfordshire: Evangelical Press,
1978, orig. 1666), pp. 90-91.

10 Gundry sees himself as part of a larger shift away from the historic doctrine. “It is no acci-
dent, then, that in New Testament theologians’ recent and current treatments of justification,
you would be hard-pressed to find any discussion of an imputation of Christ’s righteousness.
(I'have in mind treatments by Mark Seifrid, Tom Wright, James Dunn, Chris Beker, and John
Reumann, among others.) The notion is passé” (I, 9). “Other recognized scholars could eas-
ily be added to the list, so many in fact that it would not exaggerate to speak of a develop-
ing standard in biblical theological circles” (II, 15).
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Active and passive obedience,
123-124 n. 6 See also
Righteousness of Christ,
Imputation, Forgiveness
Adam
connection with Christ, 33,
92-93,101-106

sin of imputed to all, 92, 94,
105

type of Christ, 101

universal condemnation and
corruption from, 33

Biblical theology, and control-
ling paradigms, 70, 74

Christ

as second Adam, 103

both our sin-bearer and righ-
teousness, 30, 35, 41, 69,
82-83,123-124

deficient views of justifica-
tion rob him of glory, 34-
35, 51,125

fulfills what Adam failed to
do, 103

goal of the law, 88
his supremacy the foundation
of our joy, 34
outstrips the destruction of
Adam, 106
universal relevance, 33
worship of, 35-37
Church growth, 22-23, 33
Condemnation, 79
Controversy
can be for sake of joy, 13-14
importance of clarity in, 70
n. 16
Crediting See Imputation

Death
legal consequence of law-
breaking, 98
ultimately due to imputation
of Adam’s sin, 91-100,
102-103
Doctrine
and September 11, 23-24
and sermons, 30
church needs to reclaim, 26
crucial in church planting, 32
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foundation for morality, 25

necessary for a sound church,
22-23

strengthens families, 30

Wilberforce on, 25

Faith
borrowed faith, 26
Gundry’s view on relation-
ship with justification, 47-
48, 53, 56, 121-122
not treated as our righteous-
ness, 54-64
relation to obedience, 51 n.
18
results in good works, 122 n.
4
Faith imputed as righteousness
clarifying analogy, 63-64
meaning of, 60-64, 62 n. 7
Forgiveness See also
Justification
and redemption, 73
relation to justification, 29-
30, 35,41, 116-119

Glory
of Christ, 14, 34-35, 39, 51,
125
of justification by grace, 93
Grace, 53, 98

Imputation See also
Justification, Righteousness

of Christ

abandonment of is a massive
revision of Protestant the-
ology, 35

and biblical terminology of
“reckoned” and “cred-
ited,” 54-55, 57 n. 4

and bookkeeping metaphor,
55

antidote to despair, 43, 124-
125

classic defenses of, 46 n. 9

crediting of Christ’s righ-
teousness, not inward
transformation, 81-83, 93,
101-102, 110

defending not a rearguard
action, 48

definition of, 41

glory of, 13, 93

Gundry on, 44-48

importance of, 13-14, 49

in hymns and worship songs,
36-38

not marginal but central in
Christian worship, 38

presently impugned and
imperiled, 13

saves and sweetens mar-
riages, 27

teaching it to children, 28-30

Wesley affirmed it, 37-38

why relevant to all, 21-39

Infants, and relation to imputa-
tion of Adam’s sin, 95-100
Infused righteousness
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and new view of justification,
48-49

and Roman Catholic view of
justification, 48-49, 49 n.
15

Islam

and ecumenism, 23-24

rejects essentials of
Christianity, 24

same God? 24, n.4

Joy

and supremacy of Christ, 34

from embracing Christ as
righteousness, 33-34, 124-
125

must be truth-based, 23

Justification See also

Imputation, Righteousness of

Christ, Righteousness of God

and biblical counseling, 31-
32

and church planting, 33-34

and connection with societal
transformation, 26

and ecumenical dialogues, 42
n.2

and hope for imperfect par-
ents, 31

and hope for prodigals, 31

and marriage, 27

and raising children, 28

and revival, 43 n. 3

and Roman Catholic posi-
tion, 49 n. 15

and world evangelization,
32-33

apart from works of any
kind, 58, 89, 93, 102, 122-
123

by faith alone, essential for
virtue and holiness, 25, 49-
50

Calvin on relation to union
with Christ, 84 n. 30

ground of sanctification, 50,
77-79, 123

Gundry on, 44-48

importance of, 14, 21-39, 43-
44, 51, 124-125

imputation of righteousness,
not just forgiveness, 29-30,
58,114-119

“justified from sin,” 75-80

Luther on importance of, 13

nature of, 53

not liberation from sin’s mas-
tery, 69-80, 104

of ungodly, 57-58

ordinary meaning of, 71, 76,
104, 115

other controversies concern-
ing,42n. 2

resources on, 22 n.3

righteousness of Christ basis
of, 105-106

teaching to children, 28-30

universal relevance, 32-33

why not a legal fiction, 89 n.
35
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Law
and Gentiles, 100
and imputation of sin, 94-
100
before Moses, 95
Christ fulfilled for believers,
43
goal of, 88-89
why Israel failed to attain, 88
Liberation from sin’s mastery
See also Sanctification
not part of justification, 70-
80
Love, 34

Missions
doctrine transfer essential, 32
justification relevant to all
people groups, 32-33
New Perspective, resources on,
42 n.2

Propitiation, 29, 41-42, 82-83,
121,124
Psychology
doctrine of justification cen-
tral to wholeness, 31

psychotherapy, 31

Reckoning See Imputation
Redemption
and justification, 71-75
and OT context, 74
in Romans 3:24, 73-74

legal aspects to, 73 nn. 20,
21
Righteousness, needed to stand
before God, 89, 123
Righteousness of Christ See also
Righteousness of God
and 1 Corinthians 1:20, 84-
87
and Philippians 3:9, 83-84
and Romans 5:12-19, 90-110
and Romans 10:4, 87-90
and 2 Corinthians 5:21, 81-
83
basis of believers’ eternal life,
104
consequences of denying
imputation of, 112
consists in his obedience, 41,
106, 109-110, 112-113
imputed in justification, 80-
119
relation to death of Christ
and forgiveness, 41-42,
111 n. 58, 114-119, 123-
124
relation to righteousness of
God, 82-83, 84,122 n. 2
single act or whole life?, 112-
114
Righteousness of God See also
Righteousness of Christ
and imputation, 64-69
and OT context, 74
and redemption, 74-75
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and salvific activity, 70-72,
74

bookkeeping framework vs.
covenantal framework, 54-
56,70

relation between attribute
and gift, 67 n. 11

Salvation See Justification,
Sanctification, Redemption,
Imputation, Forgiveness
Sanctification
and biblical terminology, 49
nn. 13, 14

and erasure of distinction
with justification in newer
view, 47,72, 75

distinction with justification
matters, 49-50

justification foundation of,
49-50, 77-80, 123

not part of justification, 49-
50,71

September 11, 23-24
Sin
of Adam imputed to all, 92-
93, 100, 102, 105
fighting it as justified sinners,
50

two ways of enslaving, 78

Teaching children
and justification, 28-30
and value of doctrine, 30
Chesterton on, 30

Theology, importance of synthe-
sis in, 90 See also Doctrine

Universalism, 107 n. 51

Wesley, John
affirmed imputation, 37-38
resources on his view, 38 n.
15
Works and works of law, 57-
58,89 n. 36





