
Luther Research ı English - Speaking Countries
SInce 971
Von Lowell Green

OQurs 15 formidable theme We INUSt include TY1ıters from Great Brıtain
an Australia ell North merica It 15 obvious that this CannOt be
detailed bibliography, but INUST be instead discussion of trends scholar-
ship Rather than describing textbooks an general SUIVCYS of the Retor-
Inatıon shall CO  te fresh research that has produced HE

findings Because of the rich abundance of materials chall largely
confine (J)uELT selection those based upON study of the original SOUICCS
'h1ıs 11 eliminate MOst studies that WEeIC confined translated OUICCS

Chronologically chall OcCcasionally be obliged back before the VyCaIi
I9O/7L1 corresponding report for the between 1966 4N 1970
could be included the I971 Lutherjahrbuch We chall generally follow
the order of subjects the annual Lutherbibliography of the Lutherjahr-
buch however the distinctive character of Luther research 10  - kuropean
COuUNnTtrles will ICUQU1LIC departures from this from Li1me ti1me

The SOUTICES an Bibliographical Materials
The Foundation for Reformation Research which W as renamed the Center
for Reformation Research 1974, publishes 1fSs »Bulletin of the
Library« hich provides OT lists valuable bibliographical tools James Hınz
has discussed sixteenth CENTLULY bibliography itself * Lowell Green has

know of special repOrTt Luther-research English speaking lands other than
the listings the LUTHERJAHRBUCH an the LITERATURBERICHT ARG OoOwever
SCcCEC Roland BAINTON an Eric (G(GRITSCH Bibliography of the continental refor-
matıon materials available English Hamden Conn 1972 See Iso Paul PAHL oOme
recent English publications Luther 11969—1973] LThJ 1973|), 118—128 With few
CXCECPLUONS cut-off date of January L, 1976 W as tollowed
James HIınz Toward the control of bibliography for the study of the sixteenth
CENTLUY introduction the bibliography ot bibliography Bulletin of the Library,
Foundation for Reformation Research 1971)
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provided introduction an index of authors for the Quellen edited by
Michael Reu, Robert olb has contributed bibliography Nikolaus

VOI)L Amsdorft* 4S ell 4S lists of the CRR microtilm holdings Caspar
rucige an Caspar Peucer,® and, 1n additional ser1es, Hans Hiller-
brand has prepared bibliographies Thomas üuntzer al Anabaptism.‘
Futher finding-lists ave een devoted CRR holdings sixteenth-century
Roman Catholic theologians anı the evangelical eaders of Württemberg.®

Zwingli bibliography, continuıng where eorg Finsler’s left off 1897]), has
een compiled by ayne Pipkin.*

The publication of Luther’s works 1n English translation 15 be hailed
with thankfulness. Thereby, mMan y who would otherwise read Luther

all dIC Com1ng better understanding of the reformer. Un(fortunately,
the 'E Amerıcan version 15 41sS0 being misused. Scholars who ought
remember that translation 15 necessarily a1sO interpretatiıon 416 pCI-
mitting the NCW Amerıcan vers1ion supplant the We1imar Edition. Mono-
graphs purporting be scientific, 4S ell 45 articles 1n scholarly journals,
an CVCII SOTITNC doectoral dissertations, AT COom1ng Out with documentation
limited SOUICECS 1n translation. Such practices CannOot be approved, at least
if scientific scholarship 15 still the goal.

large undertaking, the » Amerıcan Fdition« (AE) of Luther’s Works
eventually reach 56 volumes, Was undertaken 4S Joınt publishing vVvenN-

ture by Lutheran PICSSCS., The first 3 volumes WeIC devoted the

Lowell (3REEN: Introduction an index the Quellen of Reu Bulletin of the
Library 19071J, 0-11 25-32; 1972], ; Sa
Robert KOLB: Toward Amsdort bibliography. Bulletin of the Library 19721 25-31;

1973), 3-6
Robert KOLB: Caspar Cruciger. bid 1073]; 1=
Robert KO1B: Caspar Peucer. Ibid 1973],
Hans HILLERBRAND: bibliography of anabaptism, 1520-1630: sequel, 1962-1974
Sixteenth CENTLUrYy bibliography (StL 1975]; IDEM Thomas üntzer bibliography
bid 1976)
FARLY SIXTEENTIH CENTURY ROMAN THEOLOGILANS AN. THE (JERMAN OR-
MA ILION finding list of CRR oldings bid 1075) EVANGELICAL OLOGIANS OF
WÜRTTEMBERG ENTUR finding list of CRR oldings bid 1975

WINGLI BIBLIOGRAPHY/ compiled by Wayne Pipkin. Bibliographica rpotamo-
politana (Pittsburgh 1972).

106



»exegetical works«; Jaroslav Pelikan edited of these volumes! before
turnıng Vr the work his SUCCCSSOT, Hilton Oswald.* The section

»Reformational WILtINZS« has een edited by Helmut Lehmann,
COMPTNSINg 25 volumes.!* Especially g0o0od 1n the second sect1on dIiIiCc the

LUTHER/’S WORKS. 1, the last volume edited Dy Pelikan, contaı1ıns the noO

Ecclesiastes trom 1526 1532] translated by Pelikan from 2 the lectures the
Song of Solomon trom 1530-3I 1539]) translated by lan S1gg1ns ftrom STA and the
treatıse the Last Words of David 1543| translated by Martın Bertram from

IStL Concordia, 1971).
For the sake of brevity, these volumes, all edited by Hilton Oswald 2n published
Dy Concordia of St LOu1s the date indicated, AT listed 1n tabular ftorm

Material Presented Translator Publication

33 4} 55 Psalms (Dictata, Part Herbert Boumann 1974
Isaiah 40-66 Herbert Boumann25 ; 31/11 1972

13 Mıiınor Prophets Hosea, Joel, Richard Dinda IS 1975
Amos, Obadiah, Micah,
Nahum, Zephaniah, aggal,
Malachi

Charles FroelichI Mınor Prophets Il Jonah, 1974
Habakkuk

i 23 Richard Dinda 1973Mınor Prophets IIl: Zechariah
56 Romans: Glosses an Scholia.

Chap 1- Walter Tillmanns 25 1972
Chap 3-16 Jacob Preus
Corinthians Edward Sittler 8 1973

36 Corinthians 15 Martin Bertram
36 Timothy Richard Dinda

For the sake of brevity, these volumes HT listed 1n tabular form; all WEeIC edited by
Helmut Lehmann an published by Fortress Press, Philadelphia, the dates
indicated.

Material Presented Translator Publication

I8 De arbitrio Philipp W atson 33 1972
30/111 Marburger Gespräch und Martın Lehmann 38 I971

Marburger Artikel
30/II Vermahnung ZU. Sakrament J

38 Von der Winkelmesse und
Pfaffenweihe
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etters of Luther 45 edited Dy Gottfried Krodel, who has embodied the
latest findings of Hans olz an Eike Wolgast 1n the Weılımar FEdition.
It 15 regrettable that although SOTNC of the volumes supply the original title
of the work being offered 1n English, 4S el 45 1ts location and parallel
pagınatıon 1n the Welmar Edition,*“ IMan y of the volumes have failed do

Not only 0€s the reader at times lack the certaınty of which work of
Luther 15 being offered, but the lack of parallel pagınatıon makes 1t difficult

judge the of the translation OI COMPAIC the original words
of Luther.*® Such failure only iNncreases the dangers of usıng the SOUTICES

1n translation.

35 Eın Brief VO  e seINEM
Buche der Winkelmessen

39/11 Dıisputatio Verbum
dIO factum est

Kurzes Bekenntnis VO: J}

heiligen Sakrament
Martın Bertram30/111 Warnung se1ne lieben 1971

Deutschen Franklin Sherman
5 Wider die Sabbather

einen Freund
$ Wider die Antınomer 'Ji

53 Von den Juden un ihren ügen
Br LE Letters, Vol Gottfried Ar Krodel 48 1963

Letters, Vol I1 4.9 1972
Letters, Vol I11 5 1975

13 Vol of the Letters, 48, had presented I1I9 etters from 1507 until March 1522;
Vol B 49, g1ves LEL etters from March 1522 until October 1530; Vol I: 50,
otfers 89 etters dating from January 1I153L1 February I 1546 These volumes of
etters dIC model 1n translating an editing. As 1n the W.  ‚J each letter 15 preceded
by valuable digest of its nten Excellent critical intormation 15 provided, including
the notes of tto Clemen in Br DL the supplementary materials of olz and
Wolgast ın Br I2-14, and original findings of Krodel himself. Careful indication
of the location of each letter 1ın the Br enables the reader consult the original

well evaluate the translation.
I The volumes edited by Pelikan S1INCE the late BAaVC page-for-page references the

paralle locations 1n the Weimar Edition. Introductory articles Jearly stated the original
title of ach work an often presented high eve of scholarship

15 An example 15 L
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The »Collected Works of Erasmus« WE| have begun dPPCAaI 1ın
English 1n serles that has een carefully edited an ell received. Regular

repOrTtS the VENTUTE: ell 4S useful CS5SaVvS Erasmus by
promınent scholars, and also bibliographical data, AF provided IN » ETASMUS
1n Eng]ish «, newsletter published DYy the Universıty of TFOTOBHFO Press.!®
Gerald Strauss of Indiana has published collection of documents illus
tratıng the background of the Reformation, with soucre-selections rangıng
from the »Gravamına of the (Gierman Natıon« SOTINE of the (serman
proverbs edited by Johann Agricola.*”

IT Luther Biography
Arthur Dickens of London has investigated the intellectual an sOcCial
forces behind »Luther’s revolt« 1n 131 volume which SUILVCVYS humanism,
the printers, an the German cıtles, other subjects.*® F bio-
graphy W aSs written by history professor at the Uniıversity of JTennessee,
Richard Marıus; wriıtten without ocumentation 4588 showing little scholarly
research, the book 15 bitter attack agaınst Luther the ounder of the
political and sOc1lal Ils of the twentieth CeNtUFYV.“ BYy CONLrAaST, the brief
repOort an description of recently discovered 2ACCOUNFEFE of Luther’s last
PIaVCI, wriıtten by 1ts finder, Carolyn EenzZ makes ımportant CONtTI-

16 Erasmus 1ın English 1971 provided »Cross-reference Tabie between an Opus
Epistolarum« edited by Allen, 18-23 Under the editorship of Beatrıce Corrigon
ET är LWO volumes of the (COLLECTED ERASMUS WE| have appeared: Vol
Letters FA (11484-1500]J, and Vol Letters 142-297 11501-1514)/ both volumes Ir

Mynors an Thomson an annotate bDy Wallace Ferguson Loronto
7419

in MANIFESTATION DISCON TENT ERMANY IH LEVE IH REFORMATION. { 1: and
ed Gerald Strauss. Bloomington, Ind FO7L

I8 Arthur ICKENS: The CGerman natıon an Martin Luther. 1974 Dickens faults
Luther tor nNnOt agreeing with Zwingli at Marburg 44 74-75), overlooking that ıt W 3a5S

Zwingli’s Neo-Platonism that WAas unacceptable Luther; paradoxically he praises
Luther’s affirmation of the natural 178)

I Richard MARIUS: Luther. Phil 1974 Holding Luther guilty tor Hiıtler’s Third Reich,
Marıus calls the Protestant retormers » generation of V1perS«, SCCS their

»TTrTauma like famine plague that OUr ANCESTOTS barely SUrvVived« (12), and
religious skeptic, teels that Luther’s MOovemen rested upOonNn mistaken religious notlons.
»Whoever EeSUuUSs Was, his bones lie rotting Ise ATIC already dust 1n V long
S1INCe forgotten Where 15 Luther then if Christ 15 NOT risen !« 12 252).
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bution Luther biography.” ()ver againsf the unfortunate tendency of
scholars only the early of the reformer, Mark Edwards,

pupil of LEeWwI1s D1tZ, has published study of Luther’s polemics agaınst
his Protestant OppONeNts which provides substantial addition literature

the mature Luther. artıng with the Wittenberg 11521-22),
the wriıter also investigates the SOUTCCS showing how Luther reacted arl-
stadt AT Müntzer, the sacramentarıans, an the antınom1ans, an
includes studies his self-understanding 4N his last testament, an: his
role 1n the Wittenberg Concord.“ Ernest Schwiebert beautifully SULII1-

arızes Luther’s ALr 1 encyclopedia article.**
Of fundamental importance research 1into the biography an theology

of Luther ist the problem of the time 2! CONtLENT of his evangelical
discovery. English-speaking scholars ae devoted much attention recentiy

this question. In 1951 the Finnish-American scholar, Uuras Saarnıvaara,
had called for redating of Luther’s 11C insight 1n justification the
hasıs of his autobiographical statement of 1545 |\WA S&4; 179-187]), hıch
calls for ate of 1518-1519.“ Saarnıvaara’s posiıtion Was well-grounded,
CXCECDL that perhaps he ought ave avoided the problematical word,
»tower-eXxper1enCe«. Recent Amerıcan scholars NS pointed OUuUt the value
of this book Saarnıvaara found »analytic«, pre-Reformational doctrine
of justification 1n such early works 4S the Lectures Romans an other
wrIltings Dr10r I518 few Jater. Ferdinand Edward Cranz of
Connecticut, investigatiıng Luther’s sOc1al ViIeWS, CAihHhe the conclusion
that Luther could NOt aV arrıved 4t his reformation Vie_w of justification

Carolyn LENZ:! recently discovered manuscr1pt 2CCOUNT of Luther’s last prayCr
AR(S 66 10761 79-82 The record of Luther’s last praycr W as entered 1nto book NO

1ın the library of Brown Uniıversıty.
Mark EDWARDS, Jr Luther an the false brethren. Stantord 1975
Ernest SCHWIEBERT: Martıin Luther. In Lutheran cyclopedia. yÄst ed./ ed Erwin

Lueker. StL 1975 483-485 'his volume will be useful for ready reference by Refor-
matıon scholars, S1INCEe it provides chort sketches of NUMCIOUS PCISOIS and events from
that period. Schwiebert’s generally useful an reliable pıcture of Luther’s entire lite and
work 15 somewhat marred by his accepting 1514 the date of the discovery of Just1-
fication |\WA 54, 186] without referring literature presenting the other side of the
debate VCT the time and nature of his retormational discovery.

23 Uuras SAARNIVAARA: Luthers discovers the Gospel: 1NCW light uDOIL Luther’s WaYy from
medieval catholicism evangelipal faith StL 1951
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until ISI8-1519, when he reached the He perspective that the Christian
eX1StSs simultaneously 1n realms, namely, 1n Christ an 1n the world—a
revolutionary finding for Augustinian monk ** Green, A Har Clarter Lind-
berg of Boston, both argued that Luther’s discovery Was the result rather
than the of the indulgence CONLrOVEISY. Green showed that, pr10r
the autumn of I5I18, (1} Luther’s interpretation of Romans E 16-17 did NOT
correspond his Reformational understanding, AT 2} he held scholastic
an pre-Reformational CONCEDL of faith until that time * Lindberg followed
the by hich this transıtiıon took place, tracıngz the transıtıon 1n
Luther’s CONtrOVerSY with Prierias.“®

These conclusions of American writers, supported 41sS0 1n part by UTro-
pPCan scholars such Bizer, Gyllenkrok, Seils, Aland, an Kinder, ave
become increasingly inftluential 1n the Anglo-Saxon world In important
Luther Study, the Australian-American, Lan ingston S1gg1NsS, shows
himself convinced by Saarnıvaara, Bizer, and CrTanz ZBEN speaks of the
danger of m1Xx1ing Statements of the » Young Luther« indiscriminately with
those of his mature peMnoÖd The problems involved ave een summarized
by Otto eick who Z1Vves Just both sides, while poılınting
the importance of the work of Saarnıvaara an Cranz * The underlying

Ferdinand Eward (’RANZ: An Y the development of Luther’s thought Justice,law, an sOCIlety. Cambridge, Mass. 1959
25 Lowell ((SREEN: Faith, righteousness, and Justification: 1L1CW ight their evel-

Opment under Luther and Melanchthon. SCJ 19721 65-86 He pointed OUt that the
words, » The Just shall live by faith«, wWeIiIeCc not thoroughly expounded an did NO hold
specifically Reformational Ontent ın the early lectures Romans, Galatians, an
Hebrews; 1n fact, where these words 1ın those epistles, Luther nearly PAaASSCS VCI
them without COmMMenNtT Fides 1n these early lectures stands within the mediaeval
confines of the three cardinal virtues fides Cartıtas el Spes|}; NOLT until the » Acta
Augustana« 1518] 15 the NCW CONCEPL of taith present.

26 Carter LINDBERG: Priıerlas and his significance for Luther’s development. SCH 1972),
45-64. Lindberg INMmM: Prierias drove Luther intensified eXeges1iSs of Scriptureand study of Church history. Luther commented 1n INOTEC than 0)88 place that 1t W as
Prierias’ attack which spurred his thoughts« (WA 6, 497 Lindberg cıites Franz Lau 1n
SUppOTITt of the late » Lower experl1enCce«, See Franz LAU » The posting of Luther’s theses-
legend fact?« "ThM 38 1967), 697

2 lan Kingston SIGGINS: Martin Luther’s doctrine of Christ. ale publications 1n
religion \New Haven 1970], especilally 3-5

28 tto HEICK: The Just shall live by Cn "ThM 43 1972|), 579-590
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problem 15 whether OIl INaYy identify Statements of the oung Luther the
position of the Mature Luther, procedure of arl oll 38l his followers.
Those who Walllı agaınst thiıs point out that 1n doing O1I1LC ascribes
teachings of the »Catholic« Luther the »Evangelical reformer«, an
thereby distorts his relationship the later Lutheran Church Lf this 15
COTrreCT, then LIG biography of Luther 15 urgently needed. Priıor this,
thorough discussions impartial basis AIC needed 1n forum such 4S

the International Congress Luther Research. Meanwhile, the ailure
deal seri1o0usly with the problem of the time 2EAY NAtUTE of Luther’s transıtiıon
from the Roman Catholic the evangelical position 11AaTrs the validity of
the research of I1allıYy fine scholars.

The trial of Luther W as presented 1n LW volumes following the I9/71
annıversary of the DIiet of Worms The English 11, James Atkinson,
investigated Luther’s trial 1n the broader 5  J 1ın his volume, which
sketched the history an provided COP1OUS quotations from the OUICCS 1n
translation, he presented the trial before Cajetan,; the Le1ipz1ıg Debate, the
LW bulls agaınst Luther by Leo AT the trial D W orms, an the verdict
gıven 1n the Ediect of Worms.“” De Lamar Jensen of Utah traced Luther’s
trial from the indulgence CONLIOVEISY, an then published the Ediect of
Worms 1n English, together with sixteenth-century text 1n French.“®
Thomas Brady of UOregon charged the Lutherans AT Augsburg 1530] with
being unfair toward the Zwinglian Citizens of Strassburg; SINCE the C1LtYy
needed political alliance with SaXxonYy LNOTEC than with Zürich. Jacob
Sturm abandoned Zwingli, imposed Lutheran theology uDO1L Strassburg,
an maneuvered the C1Lty 1nto the Schmalkald Fea2ue.“

HIT 'he T'heology of Luther
1wo professors at Luther Sem1nary, N Paul: Minnesota, ave wriıtten theo-
logies of Luther. Gerhard Forde took the T'heologia CIYUCIS an the Law-
Gospel dialectic d5S the principle for his study, hıch includes G0d’s conde-
29 ames ÄTKINSON:;: The trial of Luther. 1971

De Lamar JENSEN: Confrontation at Worms: Martın Luther nd the 1et of W orms;
with complete English translation of the Edict of Worms. Provo, Utah 1973 his 15

elegant gift-edition with beautiful plates, including facsimile reprint of sixteenth-
CeENLUrY TeXt of the Edict 1n French.

3I Thomas BRADY, Jr aco urm of Strasbourg and the Lutherans the Dıiet of
Augsburg, 1530 ChH 42 19730 183-202.
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SsSCeENsS1ON INall, aıtonemen an justification, the Ssacramen(s, sanctification
bal political ethics, eschatology, an the church.*“* Herman A Preus has
presented the results of lifetime of reading, studying, wIlting about,
teaching, an! living Luther. Although his 15 NO critical WOLIKk, 1t POSSCSSCS
that lLife an feeling which 4A1IC absent 1n INalnıy wIltings Luther. Preus

the doctrine of God under the theology of the C  J followed by
the doectrine of INall, SIN anı justification, the church, the Christian life, an
finally eschatology.“

Interest has 1n Anglo-Saxon countrıes ftor Luther’s » e SCIVO

arbitrio«. Freedom of the 11l W as the maJor emphasis the 1976 PIOSIAIN
of the Concordia Academy, annual conference rem1inıscent of the Luther-
Akademie, hich CONCENTLTrates upON the Lutheran Contessions. Included
J8% the speakers weIec Klaus Schwarzwäller of GÖttingen, Robert Preus
of Fort ayne, Walter Bouman of Columbus, Ahaf William Hulme of St Paul

number of colleges AT sem1narıes offer Occasional regular sem1nars
5 De arbitrio0«. John Loeschen published analysis of the CONCEDL

of NECCESSItAS 1n relation DIOMISSIO; he found that for Luther, necessitas 15
the CONSCYQUCNCEC of God’s promise when SCCIHI1 from divine perspective, an:!
»the condition for the certainty of OUT CONSCIeENCE 1n God’s Prom1se«, SCCI1

from the human perspective.“ Meanwhile, Harry McSorley’s book COIMN-

tinued engender lively debate Roman anı Protestant scholars.  839
Closely related 15 the problem of Law an Gospel, which has COM acutely
ife 1n the CONtroversies of the Lutheran Church—Missouri Synod One

has based 1ts thinking upON the pos1ıtion of the nineteenth-century
patrıarch, Walther,” anı uDOI the work of Werner Flert 1n CO1l-

theology of Law aM Gospel; their SysStem relates Law an Gospel
not only dogmatics an ethics, but also practical such 4S homiletics,
32 Gerhard FORDE: W here (S506 meets I1a Luther’s down-to-earth approach the

Gospel. 1972
33 Herman PREUS: theology live by studies 1n Luther. Accepted 1n 1975 for

publication by Concordia, SE Lou1s. The writer CXDICSSCS his thanks Preus for
making the typescr1ipt available for advance reading.
John LOESCHEN: Promise and neCcess1ty 1n Luther’s De arbitrio. 33 1971),
257-267

35 Harry MCSORLEY Luther: right wrong‘ 1969
36 WALTHER: The PIODCI distinction between law an Gospel/ tr. Dau

StL 1928 Sqg.
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evangelism, and stewardship.” This HULE liberal (»>moderates«] follow-
ed Elert, while SOTINC CONservatıve OppONeNTs, objecting »Gospel
reductionism«®*® an the rejection of the third use of the law the
»moderates«, found themselves INOTIE comtortable with the posiıtion of Paul
Althaus.® »Moderates« charged CONServatıves ın turn with legalism which
destroyed the theology of Luther an the Contessions 1n the emphasis upon
the Insplration, INnerranCy, AWet authoritativeness of the Holy Scrıptures.

good balance W as achieved Dy Richard Klann of St Kauls; who discerned
the oOpposıte dangers of legalism an antınom1anısm, corrected SOTILC m1sun-
derstandings about alleged antınom1anısm. 1n Elert, an pointed the
solution 1n the Formula of Concord.*

Outside the Missourı Synod, American theologians who urged the CCI1I-

trality of Law Unr Gospel included Robert Schultz, Forde, William aza-
reth, Green, an Herman Preus. arl Hertz of Springfield, Ohio, sharply
criticized the m1suse of Luther AT the neglect of Law an Gospel 1n
sociological investigation by Kersten.“ Due the overwhelming influence

Edward SCHROEDER: Law-Gospel reductionism 1ın the history of The Lutheran
Church-Missouri Synod "ThM 43 30721 232-247 The homiletic implications have
been developed by Richard CAEMMERER : Preaching tor the church StL 1959, with the
thesis that the SCIINON should (1} proclaim the demands of od’s law, &3 CONVINCE
I1a  - of his inability fulfil the law, and (3} show him how God nevertheless supplies
his need

38 ohn Warwick MONTGOMERY: Cr1isis 1n Lutheran theology. Vol Grand Rapids 1967,
81-123

39 Eugene G Luther law, Gospel, and the third usc of the law. The Springfielder
38 1974|), 155-169
Paul BRETSCHER: The log 1n yOUIT O W: CYC CThM 43 1972), 645-686 He makes SOINC
good pOo1lnts, but harms his O W: ase 1n seeking overthrow his ppONent He qQqUOTE'S
the CONServatıve, Robert Preus: » The authority of Scripture 15 that property by which
it requires faith an obedience all 1ts declarations«; Bretscher objects: »But this
makes ‚faith« Iaw and demand, nNnOot the Gospel«, taking the pos1ition
that the Gospel Cannot rest uDON an y ımperatıve 76) Preus could easily 1n Teturn
ıte Luther’s exposition of the First Commandment 1n the arge Catechism, where
al 15 commanded.

41 Richard KLANN: Reflections disputes regarding the PITODECI distinction between law
and Gospel. Oncordia journal 1975]),
arl HERTZ: Ethical Stances and social 1SSU€S - 38010884 Amerıcan Lutherans. 1972]),
FL C Lawrence ERSTEN: —  he Lutheran ethic the impact of religion laymen
and clergy. Detroit 1970. Hertz charges that Kersten’s questionnaire omitted important
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of Reformed theology, especlally 1n Calvinism, Purıtanısm, and Barthianism,
Lutherans 1n merica often sShow Retormed leaning 1n regard Law and
Gospel, an aCCcept the CONSCYUCHNCC: for doctrine, ethics, an hermeneutical
principles.

lan 5S1gg1NsS, Australian scholar residing in the United States, has
wriıtten ımportant volume Luther’s Christology“ 1n hich he rejects
the posıtion of Aulen:'  44 an of the danger of stereotypıng Luther’s
doectrine of the SaVıng work of Christ. Actually Luther ollows ON of the
Prev10us dogmatic theories, but bases his Christology Biblical theology.”
S1gg1nNSs book 15 exemplary 1n INalıy WaY>, for he considers all the periods
of Luther’s life, thereby avoiding the COININON tendency TawW hasty
conclusions from the oung Luther, an: provides generous ocumentation
drawn from MmMOst categorıes of Luther’s works. Especially noteworthy 15 his
Comparıson of the varyıng meanıngs of the term, Deus absconditus, in
several periods and of Luther’s career.“® Although S1221NS O0€Ss NOTt

always attend problems of textual CY1t1C1SM, nevertheless his knowledge
an utilization of almost the whole Luther COIDUS Z1Vves his work reliability
an permanent significance.

Luther’s ecclesiology 1n relation the Una SANCLTA ecclesia an the agNuUs
CONSECNSUS of the aBCS continues be problem tor the scholar. In
Comparıng Luther with Erasmus this point, recent Roman Catholic
scholars ave charged Luther with »radical individualism« an
tor tradition. John O’Malley of etroit characterized the position of
Erasmus »CONtinulty« 4T the CADECINNSC of Luther’s »discontinuity«. Without
question1ıng the validity of attrıbuting the three »SOLa’s« Luther 0)4 OCU-
menting them ftrom the SOUICECS, he ascribed Luther’s Zr0WIing alienation
the allegedly exclusivistic uUusec of Scrjpture." Thereby he overlooked Luther’s

pOo1inNts tor evaluating the beliefs of Lutheran, an that his attitudes toward Luther
WEEIC based uDOIL InNns Troeltsch, Richard JTawney, Erich Fromm, anı others. The
book has een promoted by Lutheran church officials with free Coples mailed the
clergy.

43 See nNnOotfe

Ibid, 108 133
45 Ibid, ' 8gE  ®

46 Ibid, 82
ohn MALLEY: Erasmus an Luther, Continulty and discontinuity. SC} 1974|),
46-65
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broad aCCeptance of the church-fathers an the historic creeds an liturgies
of the Church, 4S attested by such treatıse 4S » Von den Konziliis un
Kirchen« |\WA 5O, 509-653|. As COIreCt1IVe, Green published which
compared Erasmus, Luther, 2684 Melanchthon, an: ftound that the LtWO
teformers WeTE tully concerned about maıintaınıng the agnus CONSCHNSUS,
but that they insisted that only that tradition W Aas authentic hich agreed
with the Holy Scriptures.“

The reformers’ VIEWS church-government wWweIe discussed by ermann
Sasse of Australia, who pointed OUt that for the reformers, authority 1n the
Church MUST hbe divided 1Nto aSspeCt{s. The ecclesiastica W as Pr1-
marily jure divino, that 1S, the authority vested 1n the Church administer
Word anı Sacrament, »N OT by human force, but Simply by the Word« (Conf
Aug 28, OT All other functions gıven the bishops 4ATC de Jure humano
(Conf Aug 25, 19) an ATC not essential for the office of bishop.”

The problem of sacramental tellowship within the doctrine of the Church
has Ooccupied theologians 1n Australia. The Leuenberg Concord, severely
criticized Dy Scandinavian an American theologians, has also een rejected
by Australians. An English translation W as published 1n I9/7I 1n the 5Luther-

Theological Journal«, edited by Hamann of Luther Seminary 1n
Adelaide, which the editor added critical annotatıons.” Comparing the
preliminary form of September I9/7I with the revisıon of March 1973, he
found the changes all the g00d, but held that the basic objections had nNnOot
thereby een The cr1ıticısms of Leuenberg ave COINNC especially
from Scandinavia al Finland »Show INAZNUS GCORHS  « of world
Lutheranism agaınst Leuenberg’s posıtion. Hamann concludes that 1t 15 »a

question of unıon of churches un1ty of faith«‚ » as much un1ty 110 d

possible, truth ater« »truth first, unıty later«, 1n LHNOVE which abandons
the posıtıion of Luther.“

48 Lowell GGREEN: LErasmus, Euther, an Melanchthon the Magnus CONSECNSU: the
problem of the old and the 8i ın the reformation an today. 27 10757 364-381
'his spoke 1Iso the misunderstanding of Luther ın James CLONICA
Erasmus and the SIaMMMAT of CoONsent Scrinium Erasmianum 1969],
Hermann SASSE:! Church government an theology. LIR) 1972],
OCUMENTATION/ ed Henry Hamann. LThJ 1971). 122-134

S Henry HAMANN: Report Leuenberg. LThJ 1973), LQ ET quotatıon I1I5
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The Lord’s Supper itselt has eehH researched by, others, Edward
Peters of Kansas. He has presented his findings Luther, Melanchthon,
an their followers at the Concordia Academy 1974) an 1n earlier
essay.” Peters has found difference between Luther Aa Melanchthon
where the latter has SONC Out from Bucer’s ormula: Nıhil habet tat1ionem
sacramenti1ı SUM Christo 1ASTILELLELLET. Luther held that the n_

tal un1ıon extended throughout the Communıon sServıce |\WA Br E 3456 1),
whereas Melanchthon imited the of Christ the moment of
distribution an reception (GR 6, 485; 23, 6I 418 etc.) Peters illustrates
these differing VIEeEWS the NAature a! duration of the eal Presence with
the controvers1es VT Wolferinus, Besserer, ARa} Beatus. Bucer’s OW.: pOS1-
tion 15 traced by James Kittelson of hio the teaching of Erasmus

Like Erasmus, Bucer felt that »COMMUN10N« W as the maın Dart; theretore
he W as NOT concerned about the elements themselves, anı could readily
g1ve 1n Luther this matter.“” Davıd Pahl of Australia has pointed
Luther’s teaching of bodily 4S ell 45 spiritual benefit from the Lord’s
Supper, tracıng this concept back the church fathers, howing 1ts 1MpOT-

for Luther an the Confessions, 4N following 1ts subsequent history
through Lutheran Orthodoxy TYTNS Sommerlath, Elert, ä Sasse.*“

Other AÄspects Of Luther’s Teachings an Work (”ds Reformer
With typical Anglo-Saxon interest 1n practical matters, British an Amerıcan
scholars ave concentrated upOI the political an soc1al teachings of Luther.
In his monograph political ethics 1ın the Reformation, ohn Tonkin
relates these 1SSUEeS justification. Christ’s alien righteousness makes the
believer JUSTUS an therefore member of the spiritual kingdom; but S1INCEe

he 15 still simul DECCATOT, he also rema1ns 1n the worldly realm an subject
1ts authority. Tonkin SCcC5 merıt HRE Luther’s »freeing the world from

dependence upON religious framework of understanding be Iru

5 Edward PETERS: Luther and the principle: outside of the use there 15 sacrament.

"ThM 42 1971]), 643-652
53 James KITTELSON: Martın Bucer and the sacramentarıan CONtIOVEISY: the ONgins of

his policy of cCONCcOorTd. ARG 46 1973|), 166-183
David PAHL: bodily influence 1n the sacramen 1n the Fathers, 1n Luther, 1n

modern Lutheranism. In [ HEOLOGIA CRUCIS studies ın honour of ermann Sass;/ ed
Henry Hamann. Adelaide 1975, 61-69
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overnment of law«. Specific interactions of Luther 1n the political order
ave een treated 1n several other monographs. James Preus of Indiana
has discussed the relationship of Luther an Carlstadt 1n the Wittenberg
Movement of 1521-22. He that the »radical« hich Carlstadt
introduced 1n January 1522 had all previously een approved Dy Luther.
Why then did he OPPDOSC Carlstadt? Preus’ answer Call be reduced [W.
maın pOo1Nts: because Luther SA W 1ın Carlstadt rival who threatened his
OW: authority at Wittenberg, arı because he felt that his rival’s policies tor
implementation of reform endangered the Cause of the Gospel.” In his bio
graphy of Carlstadt, Ronald Sıder apreclS with Preus that until the conflict
with Luther, both reformers WEIC 1n essential doctrinal agreement. But
when Sider extends this claim the yCal 1524 he 15 overlooking the
ditference 1n regard the fundamental doctrine of Law-Gospel an the LW

kingdoms. Carter Lindberg of Boston has contrasted Carlstadt’s legalistic
demands for change AT Wittenberg with Luther’s emphasis upDON the Gospel,
and concluded: » The startling aspecCt of Luther’s mM1inNıstry W as that 1n the
midst of personal ATı sOcC1al disintegration he did NOT tell people what they
ought do, but rather what God has one tor them. « Robert Crossley
of Miınnesota traCces Luther’s political thought from the Wittenberg Disturb-

an the Knights’ Revolt the Peasant War He 1NS1ists that Luther
consistently stood by his basic posıtiıon 1n which he recognized the divine
instıitution of civil governmet 2! the wickedness of anı y popular revolt.”

simiılar justification for Luther 15 g1ven by Lloyd Volkmar of lexas 1n
book based entirely uponNn translated sources.® Kyle SeSS10NS of IUlinois has

published analysis of Varlous interpretations of the Peasant War with

55 John TONKIN: Church an the secular order 1n reformation thoüght. 1971, 44-46
60

56 ames Samuel PREUS: Carlstadt’s ordinaciones and Luther’s iberty study of the
Wittenberg Movement 1521-22. Cambridge, Mass. 1974, 66

57 Ronald SIDER: Andreas Bodenstein VO  } Karlstadt: the development of his thought
X75 Leiden 1974, 125-133 143

58 Carter LINDBERG: Reformation models of m1inıstry I1ESOUTICES 27 1975]), 27-35;
quotatıion,
Robert (CROSSLEY : Luther and the Peasants’ War Luther’s actıons an react10ns.
Jericho, 1974, especially 62-64. I1L5

60 OYy' OLKMAR: Luther’s violence: why the reformer hurled his harsh
N!< agalnst the 1974.
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suggest1ons how ıt cshould be understood today,“* an TY1C Gritsch of
Pennsylvanıia, although writing critically of Luther’s doctrine of the W
realms and of 1ts applicability today, credits the reformer with consistency.“”
Hans Tietel has seriously criticized Luther’s political ethics, held him
responsible for the developments 1n the German Third-Reich, AI censured
the Lutheran theologians 2 churchmen of Germany ven IN who
resisted Hitler, such 45 Walter Künneth an ermann Sasse, 4A1 chided for
adhering Luther and rejecting Barth an the Barmen Declaration, while
Althaus, Elert, ugus Marahrens, Ak dIC bitterly denounced.® arl Hertz
likewise called for turnıng from the Lutheran posıtion that of Barth
an his associates,”“ an attacked Hans Schwarz ftor referring Althaus.®
Schwarz 1n urn defended himself an pointed Out distortions 1n the polemic
of Hertz.®

Luther’s Biblical interpretation has een investigated 1n several studies
the relation of the Old Testament the New Testament. James Preus has
supplemented his earlier work hich Was imited the oung Luther with

which the VIEeEWS of the Mature Luther.® The Australian,
Maurıice Schild, has studied apocalyptic 1n Luther with reference his

6I Kyle SESSIONS: The Wäal VCI Luther and the old Campalgns an! NCW

strategles. SCJ 1972), 28784
62 Eric RITSCH: Martın Luther anı violence: reappraisal of neuralgic theme

SCJ 1972),
63 (n Luther’s ethics, SC Hans I IEFEL: The relationship between salvation an ethics

1n Luther’s theology. 25 1973|, 2854-294; Tietel wriıtes: » FOT Luther, salvation iın
Christ does nOot directly affect, 1ıt 0€es nOot transform, inform, m the external
and social Structures of life« 259 LIEFEL NNOUNCE:! that the following 15 taken from

forthcoming book 1n The German Lutheran Church an the rıise of National
Socialism. ChH 1972) 326-336 Tieftfel develops the doctrine of the two-kingdoms 1n

kind of Dualism remiıinıscent of Troeltsch 1n Use and m1isuse of Luther during the
German Church Struggle. 25 1973 395-41I1 See Iso the reply of (GREEN: The
political ethos of Luther and Lutheranism: reply the polemics of Hans Tieftel.

26 1974), 330-335
64 arl HERTZ: Schwarz. 27 1975), 76-79 ertz misquotes Schwarz an

distorts his position ın his Cr1Lt1C1ISMS of the 1ıtem ın note 65
65 Hans SCHWARZ: Luther’s doctrine of the LW kingdoms help hindrance for social

change. 27 1975),
66 Hans SCHWARZ: The LW kingdoms tool an shibboleth. 27 \I975L 2577259
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work Daniel an Revelation Green has studied the homiletic technique
of Luther his dotrinal preaching The of HC

hymnbook with COININON liturgy for all English speaking Lutherans has
opened CONtFOVEISY ET the applicability of Luther liturgical principles
today Some representatLives of the Inter Lutheran Commıissıion Worship
ILCW) 4ave rejected Luther the Canon of the Mass favor
of the thinking of several Roman an Anglo Catholics Upponents aV
criticized their unevangelical an irreconcilable with the E
theran Contessions anı ave supported instead the teaching of Luther
e hymn collection Was praised for having restored InNanYy hymns of Luther
an the continental hymnwriters

Regarding the Catechism ATY education number of CSSaYyS 2ave appeared
Strauss has investigated paedagogical principles the Reformation 72 Gireen
has studied SC5 of the Bible the schools.” an William Wright of
Tennessee the I15C of education Hesse GGenevileve Kelly of Calitornia
67 ames Samuel PREUS Luther Christ and the Old Testament "ThM 43 1972),

488 497 C4 PREUS 10M shadow PIOINISC Old Testament 1:  terpretatıon from
Augustine tOoO Luther. Cambridge, Mass. 1969
Maurice SCHILD: Luther’s interpretations of Daniel anıd Revelation. In Theologia
CITIUCIS see nNOte 54|), DORAS-I1I1I8

69 Lowell (JREEN: Justification Luther’ preaching Luke I8 U-I "CThM 43 1972]),
732-LEF
hus recently Mark ENN Martin Luther’s of the eucharistic the
Formula Missae of 1523 "ThM 1973|], IO 115 el the SarcCcastıc attack Luther
the earlier of Eugene BRAND Luther liturgical SUISCIY In Interpreting Luther’s
legacy Essays honor of Edward Fendt MP 1969, LOS LEO: Brand CTIL1C1ZeSs Luther
ftor having made his changes the 10N of the 1114Ss

71 Oliver OLSON Contemporary trends liturgy viewed from the pe:  e of
classical Lutheran theology 26 1974), LO DA The »„Eucharistic Prayer« rejected
111 favor of the Verba testament] an VCIN the of the term »Eucharist« Nn
Lutherans by Paul ROREM Luther’s objection eucharistic PIayCTI The Cresset 38
1975], 16 See Iso Arnold RUGLER The words of proclamation
prayer!‘ Concordia journal 1976), 53 60
Gerald STRAUSS Reformation and pedagogy educational thought anJ the
Lutheran reformation In The PUrsu1t of holiness late medieval an Renaissance
religion/ ed Charles Trinkaus nd Heiko Oberman Leiden 1974, 272 293

F Lowell G:REEN The Bible sixteenth CENLULY humanist education Studies the
Renaissance 19 1079 18134
William WRIGHT: The ImMpact of the reformation ess1ian education. ChH
1975|), 182--198
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has specialized 1n attitudes toward drama theologians an educators;
che shows that Luther’s SUPDPOIT for drama W as invaluable 1ts develop-
ment, 4anNı: adds his the VIEWS of 1116  z such 4s Melanchthon, Agricola,
Waldis, 3al Sachs.” Luther 4S mus1iıc1an 2! hymnwriter has received atten-

t10N, chiefly from theologians an musicologists of the Lutheran Church—
MissourI1ı Synod.”® William oung of Michigan has investigated the publica-
tiıon of mMusıc AT Strassburg, shedding light uDOIL the work of Luther, Johann
Walter, Wolff Köpphel, Mathias Greıiter, bal others.”

Luther’s Relationships with Others
An outstanding ser1es of studies 1into Luther’s connections with his prede-
CESSOTS has een contributed 1n the doctoral dissertations of the pupils of
Heiko Oberman. They fill long-felt eed 1n scholarly circles. Scott
Hendrix of South Carolina has presented study of the doctrine of the
Church 1n mediaeval eXegesI1Ss of the Psalms, together with the ecclesiology
contained 1n Luther’s first lectures the Psalter.”® The examples from
wrıters such 4S Augustine, Cassiodorus, Hugo of St Cher, Peter the Lombard,
and Perez A4A1IC of interest the Luther researcher, but the fact that the
Investigatıon of Luther 15 imited » Dıictata Psalterium« (I1513-1515)

that what 15 sa1id about the reformer Dy Hendrix has imited validity
for his GTGr 4s whole (see art IT) Kenneth agen of Wisconsin first
researched the CONCEDTL of testament ın mediaeval exeges1s an 1n Luther’s
Lectures Hebrews,” afterwards he studied Luther’s later development
75 Genevıeve KELLY: Theater an theology ın the German retormation. 25 1973]),

160-175
MARTIN LUTHER NEW TRANSLATIONS AN SETTINGS/ d76

Janzow an dIL. arl Schalk an Richard Hillert. Church Musıc 1975 Nr In 32-39;
oger ÜFE »The imagery behind Luther’s ;Eın teste Burg««, ibid., E Oliver

RUPPRECHT: » Das Achtliederbuch 1n historical an critical perspectıve (1524-1974]«,
Church Musıc 1974| Nr 2, A d with musical settings ot the eight un: Herbert
NUECHTERLEIN : The sixteenth-century Kantore1l and 1ts predecessors. Church Musıc
1971 Heft i b 3-6

FF William YOUNG!: Musıc printing 1ın sixteenth-century Strasbourg. Renaılissance quarterly
1971], 4856-50I1

78 CO ENDRIX: Ecclesia 1n V1a ecclesiological developments ın the medieval Psalms
eXxeges1s and the Diıictata 158 Psalterium (1513-1515) of Martın Luther. Leiden 1974

79 Kenneth HAGEN: theology of testament ın the oung Luther: the Lectures
Hebrews. Leiden 1974
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ufitil 1527 1n COomparıson with several contemporaries,” with questionable
conclusions for the doctrine of Law-Gospel.“ In COomparıson of Luther and
Hus, Hendrix poihts Out important CONTrasts 1n the theology of the C[WO
reformers.®? Daviıd Steinmetz of North Carolina, after subjecting the use
of the word »Augustin1an« theology to critical analysis, four dif
ferent meanıngs for the term, anı then questions Oberman!/’s application of
the term Luther.®

Heading OUT list of publications relating Luther anı his Contemporarıes
15 11C. monograph Erasmus 4S New Testament scholar by Albert
Rabil, E of New YOI'1(;84 his analysis of Erasmus’ hermeneutical NC  y
and of his Biblical interpretations, 111 interest scholars everywhere. The
theology of Lefevre Was compared with that of Luther by the Canadian
scholar, Henry Heller, and found pre-Reformational,® whereas Green found

8So Kenneth HAGEN: TOM testament 1n the early sixteenth CENTLUTY. SCH
1972]. 1-2. He searches the pOsit1ons of Luther, Erasmus, Melanchthon, Zwingli, Bucer,
anı others. nNOt convinced by his documentation when C agen finds that
„Melanchthon SCCS soteriological and sacramental CONtINULtY of Old an New esta-
ment 1n DIrOM1SS1O, SYNONYIN for testamentum,, Dactum and foedus« cC1ting 2

Only the following words appiy: » Accurate Nnım ın SCIY1pturls obseruanda SUnt
vocabula pProm1ss10n1s lTLestamenti1 Dactı foederis similia quibus divinae Promı1S-
S10N€Ss significantur« ICR 2 41) It that Melanchthon isn’t calling these
words 5  INS, but 15 Sayıng that they mMust hbe distinguished, Uurate obseruanda
SUNEFE

SI agen wrItes: » For the young Luther 1517—I8, only 0)81+ Word oOmMes forth from
God hat Word 15 CONStan and the SaIiInlle. It : 1s variously called testamentT, Drom1se,
law, gospelufitil 1527 in comparison with several contemporaries,® with questionable  conclusions for the doctrine of Law-Gospel.“ In a comparison of Luther and  Hus, Hendrix points out important contrasts in the theology of the two  reformers.“ David C. Steinmetz of North Carolina, after subjecting the use  of the word »Augustinian« theology to a critical analysis, notes four dif-  ferent meanings for the term, and then questions Oberman’s application of  the term to Luther.®  Heading our list of publications relating to Luther and his contemporaries  is a new monograph on Erasmus as a New Testament scholar by Albert  Rabil, Jr., of New York;* his analysis of Erasmus’ hermeneutical concepts,  and of his Biblical interpretations, will interest scholars everywhere. The  theology of Lef&vre was compared with that of Luther by the Canadian  scholar, Henry Heller, and found pre-Reformational,® whereas Green found  80 Kenneth HAGEN: From testament to covenant in the early sixteenth gentury: SC} 3  (z972), 1-24. He searches the positions of Luther, Erasmus, Melanchthon, Zwingli, Bucer,  and others. I am not convinced by his documentation when e.g. Hagen finds that  »Melanchthon sees a soteriological and sacramental continuity of Old and New Testa-  ment in promissio, a synonym for testamentum, pactum and foedus« citing CR 21I,  37-41. Only the following words apply: »Accurate enim in scripturis obseruanda sunt  vocabula sc. promissionis Testamenti pacti foederis et similia quibus divinae promis-  siones significantur« (CR 21, 41). It seems to me that Melanchthon isn’t calling these  words synonyms, but is saying that they must be distinguished, accurate obseruanda  Ssunt.  81  Hagen writes: »For the young Luther up to 1517—18, only one Word comes forth from  God. That Word is constant and the same. It is variously called testament, promise,  law, gospel ... The difference between old and new testament is with man, not with  God ... The difference between the testaments is the difference between receiving  the testamentum dei et Christi as letter or spirit, as old or new« (5). This conclusion  seems to conflict with statements of Luther himself (see WA 57 II, 59-60; later in  WA 2, 466), and Hagen gives no documentation from Luther for this crucial statement.  Thus also in his book, 65.  82  Scott H. HENDrıx: »We are all Hussites«?: Hus and Luther revisited. ARG 65 (1974),  134-161.:  83  David C. STEINMETZ: Luther and the late medieval Augustinians: another look.  CThM 44 (1973), 245-260.  84  Albert Razır, Jr.: Erasmus and the New Testament: the mind of a Christian humanist.  San Antonio 1972. Rabil compares Erasmus and Luther on Romans in Chap. VI,  157-180.  85  »Despite [his] use of the terminology of the Lutherans, Lefevre’s later evangelicism  122The difference between old and N1CW testament 15 with INall, NOt with
Godufitil 1527 in comparison with several contemporaries,® with questionable  conclusions for the doctrine of Law-Gospel.“ In a comparison of Luther and  Hus, Hendrix points out important contrasts in the theology of the two  reformers.“ David C. Steinmetz of North Carolina, after subjecting the use  of the word »Augustinian« theology to a critical analysis, notes four dif-  ferent meanings for the term, and then questions Oberman’s application of  the term to Luther.®  Heading our list of publications relating to Luther and his contemporaries  is a new monograph on Erasmus as a New Testament scholar by Albert  Rabil, Jr., of New York;* his analysis of Erasmus’ hermeneutical concepts,  and of his Biblical interpretations, will interest scholars everywhere. The  theology of Lef&vre was compared with that of Luther by the Canadian  scholar, Henry Heller, and found pre-Reformational,® whereas Green found  80 Kenneth HAGEN: From testament to covenant in the early sixteenth gentury: SC} 3  (z972), 1-24. He searches the positions of Luther, Erasmus, Melanchthon, Zwingli, Bucer,  and others. I am not convinced by his documentation when e.g. Hagen finds that  »Melanchthon sees a soteriological and sacramental continuity of Old and New Testa-  ment in promissio, a synonym for testamentum, pactum and foedus« citing CR 21I,  37-41. Only the following words apply: »Accurate enim in scripturis obseruanda sunt  vocabula sc. promissionis Testamenti pacti foederis et similia quibus divinae promis-  siones significantur« (CR 21, 41). It seems to me that Melanchthon isn’t calling these  words synonyms, but is saying that they must be distinguished, accurate obseruanda  Ssunt.  81  Hagen writes: »For the young Luther up to 1517—18, only one Word comes forth from  God. That Word is constant and the same. It is variously called testament, promise,  law, gospel ... The difference between old and new testament is with man, not with  God ... The difference between the testaments is the difference between receiving  the testamentum dei et Christi as letter or spirit, as old or new« (5). This conclusion  seems to conflict with statements of Luther himself (see WA 57 II, 59-60; later in  WA 2, 466), and Hagen gives no documentation from Luther for this crucial statement.  Thus also in his book, 65.  82  Scott H. HENDrıx: »We are all Hussites«?: Hus and Luther revisited. ARG 65 (1974),  134-161.:  83  David C. STEINMETZ: Luther and the late medieval Augustinians: another look.  CThM 44 (1973), 245-260.  84  Albert Razır, Jr.: Erasmus and the New Testament: the mind of a Christian humanist.  San Antonio 1972. Rabil compares Erasmus and Luther on Romans in Chap. VI,  157-180.  85  »Despite [his] use of the terminology of the Lutherans, Lefevre’s later evangelicism  122The difference between the testaments 15 the diffterence between rece1ving
the LeSs  um de1i e.t Christi letter SpUrt, old « (5) his conclusion

U conzÄflict with statements of Luther himself (see I 59'60‚ later
D 466|), and agen g1ves documentation from Luther for this crucial statement.

hus Iso 1n his book, 65
87 CcCo HENDRIX: » We AL all Hussıtes«?: Hus and Luther revisited. ARG 65 1974),

134-16I1
ö3 David STEINMETZ: Luther and the late medieval ugustinlans: another look.

"ThM 1973|), 245-260
84 Albert RABIL, Jr Erasmus and the New J1estament the mind of Christian humanist.

an Antonio 1972 Rabil In Erasmus and Luther Romans 1n Chap VI,
157-180.

85 »Despite 15] uUus«ec ot the terminology of the Lutherans, Letevre’s later evangelicism
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anticıpation of the 1eW of justification 1n Luther, Melanchthon, and the
Formula of Concord 1n Erasmus’ 1eW of imputatio.” ohn Headley of North
Carolina, proceding {trom the earlier studies of Stange, Althaus, an Köhler,
has reopened the question of Luther’s attitudes toward the Fifth Lateran
Council, showing the reformer’s decided rejection of that meet1ing,
panied with Ne skepticism toward conciliar 4S ell AS papal authonty.
Headley that Luther praised the University of Parıs (WA Z 676 1n

19 for crıtic1zZ1InNg the Council an appealing 1tSs condemnation of the Prag-
matıc Sanctıon another, INOTIEC ecumenical council.®® David Hempsall has
cshown that the Sorbonne W as sympathetic Luther an his position on the
indulgence pr10r the Le1pz1ıg Debate; 1n spıte of ftrom and
others, Parıs delayed 1ts condemnation of Luther until months after his
eXcommunı1catıon, first turnıng agaınst him 1n April IL Other Roman
Catholics who reacted Luther included Raffaele Maffei, discussed by
ohn D’Amico,”® Jacob Schöpper, researched by Philip Secker,” 2n
(3aSparo Contarın1, investigated by James ruce Ross.” mong the opponents
of Luther from the leit, several studies have een devoted Thomas
üuntzer besides those already mentioned. oyce Irwın of Georgla has shown
that üuntzer grounded his theology 1n Scrıptures, interpreted AI distort-
ed according his pneumatıc presuppositions.”” Ronald Thiemann of

like his earlier W as stil] far ftrom the thought of the Wittenberg theologians. he
basic antınomı1es of Lutheran thought and SIN, law an gospel escaped him.«
Henry HELLER: »The evangelicism of Letevre Etaples: 1525 Studies ın the Renaıis-

I 1972], 42-7 75 quotatıon, 64.
86 Lowell (JREEN: The intluence ot Erasmus upON Melanchthon, Luther and the

Formula of Concord 1n the doctrine of justification. ChH 43 1974|), 183-200. Reprinted
1ın condensed torm » ETAaSMUS and the retormation«. Theology digest 23 1075
No II 26-30.

87
88

John EADLEY: Luther and the Fifth Lateran Council. ARG 64 1973), ss-7?-Ibid, 62 an note 58
ö9 David HEMPSALL: Martın Luther and the Sorbonne, 1519-2I1 Bulletin of the Institute

of Historical Research 46 1973] No Kı 28-40.
ohn D’AMICO humanist Martın Luther Raffaele Maffei'’s Apologeti-
CUS SC} 19751 37-56

OI1 Philip SECKER: ames Schöpper: »Catholic and Evangelical«. SJ 1973|], 99-10
Y ames Bruce ROSS: The CINECISCHNCE of Casparo Contarinı: bibliographical Y

ChH 41 1972),
93 oyce IRWIN: Müntzer’s translation and liturgical us«e of Scripture. CThM 43 1972),

1-28
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Connecticut after Luther of having judged üuntzer without suf-
ficiently studying his theology, nevertheless acknowledges that Luther COI-

rectly sa the incompatibility of their teachings 4S On

Law an Gospel an justification 94 Richard ole of lowa has a4ssessed the
political of Eberlin VO  - Günzburg, including his utoplıan of
Woltfaria an compared his with those of Luther Hıs colleague at
Luther College John Christianson has refuted the NOt10N that the
Lutheran reformers rejected Nikolaus Copernicus ÖT that there W as

them Warl of religion VCeISUS CICHNCcE He shows that earlier Lutherans
(Osiander Melanchthon Rhaeticus Reinhold Brahe et al , espoused ZCO-
Statıc Copernican whereas Christopher Rothmann Michael Maäst-
lin 6Ol the atter’s pupil Johann Kepler led the helio-
statıc Copernicanism.” Robert olb of St LOu1ls has researched Luther’s
friend Nikolaus VO  w Amsdorf showing his place the Retormation and

the formation of the Lutheran Contessions the following period
VI Luther His Influence Upon the Following (zeneration

In 1CW of the pronounced the Conftessions the free church
S1tuatıon prevailing Anglo Saxon lands an with speclal consideration
of 1977 AdSs the quadricentennial of the Formula of Concord 1 15 fitting
conclude OUT by calling attentıon everal 1MpOIrtant studies this
ATa Regarding the period preceding the AdDPDPCAIANCcC of the Formula of Con-
cord should ention besides Kolb’s work Amsdort the research
Flacius Dy Oliver Olson of Philadelphia Luther Peterson of New ork

Ronald LHIEMANN: Law an Gospel the thought of Thomas uentzer
1975], 347-363

95 Richard COLE: Law and order the sixteenth CENLULY berlin VO:  5 Günzburg and
the problem of political authority 23 1971], 251-256

96 John CHRISTIANSON (.Opern1Ccus and the Lutherans SCJ 20731
97 Robert Allan OLB Nikolaus VO:  5 Amsdorf knight of God and exile of Christ

and polemic the wake of Luther Diss nıversı f Wiısconsin E Parents
should explain the SCII11OTMN Nikolaus VO  - Amsdort the role of the Christian parent

25 1973), 231 240
98 Oliver OLSON Theology of revolution Magdeburg, 1550 1551 SC} 10972]); 56 79,

discusses the political NOt only of Flacius but Iso of Amsdort Nikolaus Gallus,
other Gnesio-Lutherans and Philippists and other CONtemporarıes Hıs 1966 dissertation
at Hamburg W 3as Flacius liturgiologist He SAaVC COM MEMOTAaLLVE ecture
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has investigated the Philippists, Johann Pfeffinger an eorg Major.” Of the
actual framers of the Concord, studies made include Kolb’s work Jakob
Andreae ,: ınvestigatıon 1nto the role of Andreas Musculus In furthering
women‘’ education by Green,  101 book Dy Ernest Klug of Fort ayne
Comparıng Luther an Chemnitz the doctrine of Scripture,  102 bal English
versions of Martın Chemnitz and David Chytraeus DYy PTeuUs; Kramer, SE

103Montgomery
maJor work Lutheran heology after Luther has een undertaken by

Robert Preus of Fort ayne; 1t 15 historical-systematic study, tollowing
the order of the traditional loci The first volume investigates the INAannNneI

1n hich theological prolegomena WEIC handled by Luther 25a such SUCCCS-

SOTIS 4S Melanchthon, Chemnitz, Chytraeus, Nikolaus ‘ Selnecker, Johann (er-
hard, (SOrtf Aslakssen, Jesper Brochmand, 28a1 Man y others, OWNn until
David Hollaz; the second volume 15 devoted the treatment of God an
creation similar Cross-section of theologians.  104 Preus has additional
material 4T hand for future Yolumes CONtinu1Ng this fruitful analysis. In

Flacius at the 1975 Concordia Academy: Matthias Flacius Illyricus 11520-1575]: his
influence upDON the Formula o{f Concord an later times.

99 Luther David PETERSON: The Philippist theologians and the Interıms of 1548 soter10-
logical, ecclesiastical, and liturgical COmpromi1ses anı Controverslies within German
Lutheranism. Dissertation, the Unıversıity ot Wisconsin, 1974 Listed ın UDısser-
tatıon abstracts international, The humanities an socijal SC1IENCES 35 1974]|, 2913-Ä
Peterson read An the 1975 Concordia Academy: The Interım, Adiaphora, an
the Albertine Saxons.

1  Ö Robert KOLB: Ö1X Christian SCIINONS the WaY Lutheran unıty "ChM 1973]),
261-274. olb plans ublish English translation of the 51X Sermons of Andreae
1ın 1977

1OI Lowell (GREEN: The education of within the CONTEX of unversal education:
ımportant aspect of the reformation of the sixteenth CENTLUY. aper read aT. the

Sixteenth Century Studies Conference, lowa CAty, lowa, November 1 1975 Pending
publication.
Ernest 1U I10MmM Luther Chemnitz: scrıpture and the word Grand Rapids
1971 his book 15 valuable addition available materials 1n English.

103 DE UABUS NATURIS CHRISTO/ Ir Jacob Preus 8 1wo nNnatures 1n Christ.
StL 19/70Ö; Examen Conecilii Tridentini/ {r Fred Kramer Examınatıon of the Council
of tTen StL 197/1 These join the earlier translation of David HYTRAEUS’ De
sacrificiis/ tr. ohn arwick Montgomery Chytraeus sacritfice. StL 1962

104 Robert PREUS: The heology of post-reformation Lutheranism. Vol study of
theological prolegomena; Vol God an Hıs creatl1on. StL 70-19
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conclusion, refer work 1n the theology of the Contessions Dy the
Finnish-American scholar, Taıto Almar Kantonen. Aftfter teaching theology
p Hamma Dıvınıty School, Springfield, Ohio, for thirty-six y  / he has
added his INanYy other publications this volume treatıng the doctrine of
138071  - 1n the Lutheran Contessions. rtıtten both with deep knowledge of
Luther an broad acquaıntance with Conftessional thought, his 15 masterly
synthesis which deserves widespread circulation. 105

As postscr1pt, refer ımportant ınvestigatıon 1into the
intluence of Luther upOonN the nineteenth-century theologian, Albrecht
Ritschl, K recently published 1n the revised dissertation of Daviıid otz
of New ork CI SO far 4S his Luther research 15 concerned, several
criticısms dIC 1n order: methodologically, his work 15 weakened by his
cıtatıon of translated hus he quotes the Lectures Romans 1n the
version of Wilhelm Pauck, who, however, tends make Luther 1n English
tead V much like arl Holl’s ıinterpretatıon. Since he also quotes Ritschl
from the English vers10n, SOINEC scientific theologians 1l be displeased 41s0
with his plcture of the nineteenth-century iberal. When he introduces
Luther’s distinction of Law an Gospel, otz claims that this distinction
15 already found 1n the » Dictata Psalterium« (1513-1516J], where ACTU-

ally Luther 15 operatıng within Augustine’s of the letter an the
SPIIt part from several blemishes such these, however, 1t mMUust be
sa1ıd that this scholar has approached his topı1ıc with DatTe gift for
balanced decisions an wisdom far beyond his A  J that he has een
able refute careless crıticısms of Ritschl COm1ng from the orthodox side,
an sShow Ritschl’s fundamental COHCCLE for Luther IChap otz Z1Vves
due recognıtıon the points where Ritschl actually distorted reformational
thought IChap I-IV), an then proceeds csShow how nevertheless the
liberal’s understanding an misunderstanding of Luther has een crucial
factor 1n subsequent Luther research, history, an theology (Chap

105 aıto Almar KANTONEN: Man 1n the CYCS of God human ex1istence 1n the ligi.'1t of
the Lutheran Contessions. Lima, hio 10972

106 David BOTZ Ritschl Luther; tresh perspectiıve Albrecht Ritschl’s theology
1n the light o$ his Luther study. Nashville 1974

107 Ibid, 106
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