
The Three Causes of Conversion 1n
Philipp Melanchthon, Martın Chemnitz,
Davıd Chytraeus, and the /"Formula ot Concord’’*

By Lowell (s„reen

Although the ‘Eormula of Concord” 15 official theological symbol of MOStT of
the Lutheran churches the world, 1t has seldom een studied 1n depth Par-

ticularly 1n recent yA  7 theologians Ar tended push 1t asıde without the
benefits of scientitic invest1igatıon that 15 COM MENSUFrCate with the advances of
historical methodology of the past ON hundred aM fifty

iımportant Casec point 1S5 Article 1L, “GCONCEININEZ TrTeeaThe aSSU1IND-
t1ıon 15 hardly questioned that Melanchthon taught synerg1sm and unlimited
free will, and that Article 1{1 of the ‘Solid Declaration” W as aimed agalınst the
heart of his SyStem. Yet, all assumpt10ons should be questioned, an! particularly
this ONC, because the article which 15 before us W as wrıtten Dy pupil and friend
of Melanchthon, David Chytraeus, who intended show that the doctrine of
his teacher W as sound and orthodox. Furthermore, TW other collaborators
the ‘FEormula of Concord”, Martın Chemnitz and Nikolaus Selnecker, wWwWeICcC dis-
ciples of the Samne teacher. It 15 accordingly clear that before the role of Melan-
chthon and his tollowers 1n the late Retormation Cal be understood, 1CW critical
invest1gatiıons A1IC needed. An ımportant beginning W as made 1n the recently-
published studies of Friedrich Hübner, } but 1ın spıte of his splendid historical
crıtic1ısm Hübner has nNnOt drawn all the CONSCQUENCE: that ATC required.

Because of the length of Article IL, the complexity of the quest1ons 1N-

volved, and the eed TAW parallels between the work of Melanchthon and his

his 15 the rev1s10n of ecture presented the Amerıcan Socıety tor Church 1story anı
the Amerıiıcan Soclety for Reformation Research AT Dallas, lexas, December EOQZ7

Friedrich HÜBNER: Über den freien Willen: Artikel IL ‘“Me libero arbitrio” der Formula (CONCOT-
diae aUus seıinen historischen Grundlagen heraus interpretiert In Widerspruch, Dialog und

Eiınıgung Studien ZUI Konkordienformel der Lutherischen Reformation/ hrsg. VO  - Wenzel Lohff
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pupils, the OILC hand, and the task of Comparıng these prıvate wrıtings with
the official Statements of the ‘“Formula of Concord”, the other hand, chall
CO  te OUT invest1gatıon upON the problem of the “+three Causecs 1n CONVEI-

s10n ” “Solid Declaration” I1 9 It 11 be the develop-
of the that weTIicC sed ell the CITrCUMStANCES that led

their treatment the ‘Solid Declaration’”.

The Charge of 5Synergısm Agalinst Melanchthon

perennial problem 1n the history of Christian theology has een the relation-
ship between the working of God an the working of 1n the salvation of the
individual. It 1S clear that the apostle Paul insisted that the believer 15 saved by
SIACC alone and that the individual contributes mer1tor10us actıon toward his
salvation. But the emphasis uDOIL divine has seemed endanger human
responsibility and thereby ave led moral laxity Accordingly, the teaching
of redemption has continuously shifted between the poles of divine and
uman works. In the Ancient Church, the Pauline distinction of works and
SIaCC (compare Luther’s distinction of Law and Gospel)] W as SOOMN watered OoOWNn
1n the CONCETIN emphasize uman responsibility. The notable aPDCX Was

rteached 1ın Pelagius with his denial of original S11 and his insıstence that the 1N-
dividual actually fulfil the requırements of the Law Hıs classical COUNter-

part wWwWas the church-father Augustine with his emphasis uDON divine grace.*
These poles continued OPPDOSC each other throughout the Middle Ages They
Cainle into unusually sharp focus 1n the CONtFOVEISY between Luther and
LErasmus, with Luther’s proclamation of the sola gratia and Erasmus’ attention

uman responsibility. Melanchthon and the writers of the “Formula of Con-
cord” stood somewhere in-between. But 1n the language of the “Formula of
Concor 7 ‘““synerg1sm” w as the teaching that the unregenerate needed COOD-

toward his initial CONVers1on, that 1S, that he had contribute SOINC actıon
the working of divine SIACC Such teaching W as decisively renounced Ar-

ticle {{ of the ‘/Formula of Concord”.

'his falling aWaY from New estamen!: teaching 1ın the Ancient Church 15 amply illustrated 1ın
the dogma histories of Reinhold Seeberg and ther writers. convenıent outline of the history ot
justification 15 gıven Gerhard MÜLLER: DiIie Rechtfertigungslehre: Geschichte und Probleme.

197/7/, 12-36
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Now, how w as ıt possible that Melanchthon, the great teacher of forensic
justification which excluded all works ‘““before, during, atter” the basis for
ftavorable verdict, might ave fallen 1nto synerg1sm? It has often een sa1id that
Melanchthon taught that “conversion” three Causes CONCUTL, namely, the
Word of God, the Holy Ghost, and the uman ıll No such Statement 15 be
found 1n the second third editions of the “ L-901 1C1UIMN

theologicarum”, CXCECDL that these three Causes COITICUT 1n ““x00d actıon”. The
earliest possible documentation of three Causes “conversion/” 15 this e-
ment the ‘‘Enarratıo Symboli Nıcen1” from between 547 and “These
Causes COLMNCUT CONversion the Holy DIirı MOV1INg the hearts by I116Aans of the
Gospel, the vo1lce of the Gospel 1t 15 turned OVOT 1n the mind (whether 1ın the
COUISC of hearing, reading, P10US meditation), and the ll of the who
0€es not OPDOSC but amıiıd trepidation 4S 1t WeTC assents the divine vo1ı1ce.’’> Al-
though the ‘“Enarratıo Symboli Nicen1” wWwWas ISt edited by the unreliable Caspar
CIuGIger, ıt oes not appCar that 1ts source-value has een seriously impaired by
that 4SS0OC1atıon SiInNCe he died before completing the task and Melanchthon
himself WwWas obliged take AF the work.* The other relevant Statement 15 1n
the atın version of the ‘“Examen COIUMN, quı audiuntur ante rıtum publicae o_

dinationis”’, dating between and 59 “Accordingly these Causcs COILICUT

1n CONVers10n: the Word of God, the Holy Ghost, whom the Father and the Son
send 1n order that he MaYy enkindle OUT hearts, and OUTI 11l when 1t 4SSECENTS and
oes NOtTt OPDOSC the Word of God.”5 Betfore proceed investigate how
Melanchthon utilized theJ CONversion and C  '] let take brief ote of
the StTrONg cr1itic1ısms which ave een levelled agaınst these Statements

TAanz Hermann Reinhold Frank of Erlangen, wrıting 1n 1ın his great work,
“Di1e Theologie der Concordienformel”’, SAaW Melanchthon’s 1eW of the three
Causes unconscionable attack upON Luther’s doctrine of the Gospel.® S1X-

“Concurrunt 1n CONversione hae CausSac, Spiritus SaANCtus INOVECNS corda pPCI Evangelium, et 1psa
VOX Evangelii cogıtata, S1ve inter audiendum, S1Ve 1ın lectione, S1Ve 1n pla meditatione, et volun-
tas hominis, qUaC 10  5 repugnat Voc1ı divinae, sed intertrepidationem u  ue adsentitur” (CR
23, 280) 193-196
“Concurrunt ig1tur ın CONversione hae Causac, verbum Del, Spiritus Sanctus, QUECIMN ater et
Filius mıittunt, ut accendat NOSsStra corda, et NOStrTa voluntas assentl1ens, et 110  - ICDUSNANS verbo
Dei” (CR 23, 15)
TAanz Hermann Reinhold RANK DIie Theologie der Concordienformel historisch-dogmatisch
entwickelt und beleuchtet: Erlangen 1858, 113-240, especially 30-13
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ty-four later, the Mıiıssourlan scholar, Gerhard Friedrich Bente,
peated Frank’s charges his /“Historical Introductions the Symbolical
Books” published 1n the intluential edition of the Lutheran Conftessions, the
“Concordia Triglotta” of 192 1, In his 19 monograph, ‘“‘From Luther Kler-
kegaard”, Jaroslav Pelikan echoed these aCCuUusatlons of “t+he false and erroristic
teachings of Philip Melanchthon’”; with striking INaCCUFACY, he claimed that
the work of the “cleansing of Lutheranism/” 1n the “Formula of Concord” Was
one by Chemnitz,8 assertion he neither substantiated 10OT could 1n
1e W of the C1ircumstance that NnOot Martın Chemnitz but Davıd Chytraeus W as
the author of Article 88 Pelikan added “‘Melanchthon’s humanism had led him

ascribe the uman 111 INOTE actıve part 1n CONVvers1o0n than Luther had be-
lieved be keeping with the monerg1sm of divine SIaCC, 45 taught 1n the New
Testament. Melanchton taught that the CO-operatıng human 111 15 third fac:
tOr iın Conversi1on 1n addition the Word of God anı the Holy Spirıt. The de-
ate which ensued VCI Melanchthon’s synergısm issued 1n Article I1 of the
Formula of Concord, 1n which Melanchthon’s stand 1S repudiated.’”? Charges
ike this ave een raised S1INCe the sixteenth CENTLULY without adequately test-
iIng their validity. ven Friedrich Hübner his TeCCENTt investigation has failed
test the transmitted aCCusatlons but instead has tended aCCept them Let us
attempt supply obvious eed

IT What Melanchthon Actually Taught Regarding Conversion
One of the 1CASONS for acCcCusıng Melanchthon of synergısm has een the ailure

consider sympathetically his UuUse of the ‘“convers10” and “causa/’’. Such
consideration o0es NOt necessarily infter that with his DOS1t10N;
nevertheless, ıt 15 imperative that this task be undertaken.

COoNVersIioO. One of the 1C4SONS for the intense avers1o0n for Melanchthon dur:
ing the past hundred has een the mistake of interpreting his teaching In

Gerhard Friedrich BENTE: Historical introductions the symbolical books )ı the Evangelical
Lutheran Church. In Concordia triglotta: Triglot Concordia; the symbolical books of the Ev.
Lutheran church; German atın English; ed [Gerhard] F[riedrich] ente; English er

Dau an [Gerhard] F[riedrich] ente. StL 192L, 3-266 Article I1 of the “Solid Declaration” 15
handled ibid, 124-143
Jaroslav PELIKAN: T10OM Luther Kierkegaard: study 1n the history ot theology. 2ed StL 196 3

Ibid.
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the light of Pıetism. The word “Bekehrung” ‘“convers1ion/” has acquired such
vivid 4SSOC1latlons from Pıetism, Romanticısm, and the (Gireat Awakening that 1t
15 ditficult NOT super1mpose the notlions of later time uDON Melanchthon.
The Samne has often distorted the search after the meanıng of Luther’s
called experlence. Neither teformer should be interpreted 1n the light of
ugus Hermann Francke’s CONVvers1on John Wesley’s methods.

In earlier Reformational theology, the term “convers10/”” had at least LW dis
tinct meanıngs which werTe parallel the dual of “tTepentanee . The term
could be applied either the 110  w renatı, the unregenerate unbelievers, the
renatı, the regenerate Christians. In the CAase of the word “repentance” the
‘“Formula of Concord” W as acknowledge both L1LaiTlOW 5  n  ‘J the repentance
of the unbeliever, and the broaderu  , the Christian’s life of repentance |Sanc-
tification).

Luther himself had utilized the paralle]l term of ‘““repentance” 1n the broad
when he 1n the first of the iınety-Fıve Theses that the whole Lite of

the Christian 15 be CONtINUOUS repentance: (l  z vitam fidelium
pen1ıtentiam CcSSC .Il10 hus Melanchthon also described the life of the Chris-
t1an 4S that of CONtINUOUS and 0ONZ01Ng CONVvers1on. his would end 1n the

which took place the {raming of the final vers1ion of the ‘“Formula
of COoncor ) J April an! May ST £) when “convers1i1on/” W Aas restricted the
NaiTOW S  1:  T and the broader W as assigned the term of “sanctitication’”
1n distinction from ‘Sustification”’.11 'his use of “conversion/” deseribe the
regenerate, the renatı, 1n the CONversi1on of the unbeliever 18(68)  w

natı, Was found NOT only 1n Melanchthon but also 1n Luther!2, Selnecker??,

233, ILL, 39 927, 18-31).
FOr parallels 1ın Luther, SCC the ollowing Dominus et magıster Oster lesus Christus dicendo
‘Pen1iıtentiam agıte &C' vitam fidelium penıtentiam S5C voluit” (WA 23 V 1of) In
planation of Thesis “Nonne vides, quod PIO poeniıtentla 110  3 n1ıs1ı observantiam pra  rmum
dei 1mposult ideo poenitentiam 110  - Nn1s1 CONversionem et mutatiıonem vitae intel-
ligi voluit?” \WA L 538, I 1-14|). On COoOnversıon LECW lite of love, “De SCIVO arbitrio”: “‘Non
M1INus VCTITO requirıtur dilectio Del, qu am CONVers10 nOostrı et OomMNıum praeceptorum, CUIN dilec:
t10 De1 S1t VC1IAa CONVersS10 nostr1” \WA I8, 68 6-18) of Luther during disputation,

543 “Necesse eStT, hominem renOVarI, prıus mentem, ür possıt assentir1, expelli debent
tenebrae, ı1gnorantıa, dubitatio etcC. Deinde accedit altera PaIs, videlicet voluntas assentlens
Prom1ss10n1, illum postea sequılıtur externa lustitla, QUaC CUu prox1imo agıt Illa di-
1tur effectus fidei” ‚WA 39 IL, 243, 30-34; ct 530, 24-26; y3; 14-16).

13 The twofold of CONVvVers10n 1n Selnecker 15 discussed 1n Werner ELERT: Morphologie des
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Chemnitz14, and Chytraeus®®. There{iore, simplistically label Melan-
chthon synergıst this basis alone.

The much-discussed passagsc the “TL.0c1 CO  c5 H9 of Melanchthon 15
his treatment of reedom of the will, IIDe humanıis viribus SCUu de libero arbit-
110//.16 He the distinction between the intellectual term, ‘“mens’’
(l  mind”, and the affective term, ‘“voluntas’” Inot “arbitrium”’), faculty
which the mind 15 NOt always able control; and then he States that 1n the term
“1liberum arbitrium”, free choice, both the mind an the will A4dIC joined.17 Du-
MNg the eNSUINg discussion he finds that the unbeliever has free choice 1n
worldly matters.18 The unregenerate has CVCII the liberty ultill the natural

Luthertums. 193 L, 30, NnNOte Werner ELERT: The Structure of Lutheranism/ FT Wal-
ter Hansen. StL 1962, 148, note Elert C1ites ibid Nikolaus SELNECKER: Examen ordinan-
Orum. ZN! ed Vol 3, “Poeniı1itentia SC  ' CONVers10 ad Deum est contr1t10, id est VEeIUS

V et dolor cordis propter peccata nNOStra, et fide Christum accıpere rem1issionem PCC-
Catorum, reconciliationem, justificationem et viviticationem et inchoare obedientiam.”

x Convers1o0 iın the of sanctiftication apPCaIs ın Martın ('’HEMNITZ: Loc1ı theologici quibus
et locı II} Philippi Melanchthonis perspicve explicantur, quası integrum Christ-
lanae doctrinae uS, Ecclesia DEI Sincere proponi1tur/ ed Polycarp LeyserChemnitz!*, and Chytraeus!®, Therefore, we cannot simplistically label Melan-  chthon a synergist on this basis alone.  The much-discussed passage in the ‘“Loci communes ...” of Melanchthon is  his treatment of freedom of the will, “De humanis viribus seu de libero arbit-  ri0’’.16 He notes the distinction between the intellectual term, ‘“mens” or  “mind”, and the affective term, ‘voluntas’” or “will” (not “arbitrium”), a faculty  which the mind is not always able to control; and then he states that in the term  “liberum arbitrium”, free choice, both the mind and the will are joined.!7? Du-  ring the ensuing discussion he finds that the unbeliever has free choice in  worldly matters.!® The unregenerate has even the liberty to fulfill the natural  Luthertums. Bd. ı. M 1931, 130, note ı = Werner ELERT: The structure of Lutheranism/ tr. Wal-  ter A. Hansen. StL 1962, 148, note 8. Elert cites ibid Nikolaus SELNECKER: Examen ordinan-  dorum. 2nded. Vol. 3. L 1593, 161:“Poenitentia seu conversio ad Deum est contritio, id est verus  pavor et dolor cordis propter peccata nostra, et fide in Christum accipere remissionem pec-  catorum, reconciliationem, justificationem et vivificationem et inchoare novam obedientiam.”  14  Conversio in the sense of sanctification appears in Martin CHEMNITZ: Loci theologici ... quibus  et loci communes D. Philippi Melanchthonis perspicve explicantur, & quasi integrum Christ-  ianae doctrinae corpus, Ecclesia DEI sincere proponitur/ ed. Polycarp Leyser ... Frankofvrti &  Wittebergae 1653, 184 b: “Conversio seu renovatio, non est talis mutatio, quae uno momento  statim omnibus suis partibus absolvitur & perficitur: Sed habet sua initia, Suos progressus,  quibus in magna infirmitate perficitur. Non ergö cogitandum est, secura & otiosa voluntate ex-  pectabo, donec renovatio seu conversio, juxta gradus recensitos, operatione Spiritus sancti, sine  meo motu absoluta fuerit. Neque enim in puncto aliquo mathematico ostendi potest, ubi volun-  tas liberata agere incipiat. Sed quando gratia praeveniens, id est, prima initia fidei & conversionis  homini dantur, statim incipit lucta carnis & Spiritus, & manifestum est, illam luctam non fieri  sine motu nostrae voluntatis.”  I5  Chytraeus uses conversion in the twofold sense in his “Catechesis” of 1554: “Iustificat ne sola  fides tantum ratione principij, ut loquuntur, Deinde uero post primam conuersionem seu ius-  tificationem statuendum est nos partim fide, partim propter nostra opera, seu propter Fidem,  Spem, et Charitatem iustos esse et Deo placere?” — I use the editions of the “Catechesis” in the  series QUELLEN ZUR GESCHICHTE DES KIRCHLICHEN UNTERRICHTS IN DER EVANGELISCHEN KIRCHE  DEUTSCHLANDS ZWISCHEN 1530 UND 1600/ eingeleitet, hrsg. und zusammenfassend dargestellt  von Johann Michael Reu. ı1 Bde. GÜ 1904-1935. On the citation of this set with its rather con-  fused numbering system see my article in note 45; this quotation is from vol. 8: QUELLEN ZUR  GESCHICHTE DES KATECHISMUS-UNTERRICHTS. Bd, 3: Ost-, Nord- und Westdeutsche Katechismen.  2. Abt.: Texte.: ı. Hälfte. GÜ 1916;-305, 28-31.  16 CR 21, 652-665.  17 CR 21; 653.  18 CR 21, 653-655.  94Frankofvrti
Wittebergae 16853; 184 b “(Convers10 SCUu renovatlo, 110  - est talis mutatı1o, quac uNl  ® MmMOMentoOo
statım omnıbus SU1S partibus absolvitur perficitur: Sed habet 158  Av} inıtla, s1010K; PIOSICSSUS,
quibus 1n mMagna infirmitate perficitur. Non ergö cogitandum eSst; SCCUT2Aa oOt10sa voluntate
pectabo, donec renovatıo SCUu CONVErS1O, Juxta gradus recens1tos, operatıone p1lrıtus sanct], S1N e
INCO MoOotu absoluta fuerit. eque enım 1n puncto aliquo mathematico Ostendi potest, ubi volun-
tas liberata inc1ıplat. Sed quando gratia praeven1ens, id eST, prima initia fidei CONVvers10n1s
homini dantur, statım NC1IpIt Iucta Carnıs Spırıtus, manitestum CST, illam luctam 110  - fieri
S1InNe MOtfu NOsStTIrae voluntatis.”

15 Chytraeus uUSCsSs CONVers1o0n the twotold 1n his “Catechesis” of “Iustiticat sola
fides ratıone PI1INC1D1], ut loquuntur, Deinde uUCTIO post prıiımam CONUeEersioNEmM SC  e 1US-
tificationem statuendum est 105 partım fide, partım propter NOSTtTTrTa D  J SCHu propter Fidem,
Spem, et Charitatem 1Ustos SsSS5C et Deo placere?” UuUs«ec the editions of the “Catechesis” 1n the
ser1es QUELLEN ZUR (SESCHICHTE DES KIR!  EN UNTERRICHTS DER EVANGELISCHEN KIRCHE
DEUTSCHLANDS 530 UN. 00 eingeleitet, hrsg. und zusammenfassend dargestellt
VO  w} Johann Michael Reu Bde. 1904—193 On the cCıtation of this set with 1ts rather COMN-
fused numbering SsSystem SCC article 1n noOote 45 this quotatıon 15 from vol QUELLEN ZUR
(JESCHICHTE DES KATECHISMUS-UNTERRICHTS. Ost-, Nord- und Westdeutsche Katechismen.

Abt exte. Häalfte. 1916, 305, 28-3I1
16 2 652-665

2 653
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law of God 1n external, unspiritual However, when ıt fulfil
ling the law of God 1n the heart, believing 1in God, and doing his will, the natural

15 totally powerless and o1d of the possibility of making God-pleasing
choice.?°9 Melanchthon 110 quOtes number of Scrıpture agalınst
synerg1sm COr 2, I John 3, 4; 6, 44; 3 STrESS that the unregenerate
PCISON 1S spiritually powerless.21 At this pomint he 15 ready IMOVE discuss
those who ave een taken Dy God into his Savıng COVenNant accordance with
Isaiah 0, “/This 1S COVeEeNant with them, SaVvyS the Lord My Spiırıt which 15
1n thee and Word which ave placed 1n thy mouth, chall NOtTt depart OUut of
thy mouth, 1LL1LOT OUuUt of the mouth of thy seed, orever.” Melanchthon NO COIIN-

“These words contaın the description of the Church, an teach
what the Church be and where 1ıt bDe, 1t PDOSSCSSCS the rich gifts of God 'his 4Ss-

semblage 15 the Church, which sounds torth the Gospel delivered Dy the
prophets an apostles. There, there 4Ad1IicC the living members of the Church who
ave the Holy Spirıt the Church has the rich gifts the Word of God, the
rem1ss1ıion of SINS, the Holy Ghost, and lite eternal.’’22 Accordingly, Melan-
chthon 15 longer speaking of the 110  m renatı, the unregenerate, but those who
ave een born agaın John 3, )23 those who AT living members of the Church
and aVe the Word, the Spirıt, forgiveness, and everlasting life.24 He 1M-

E 2 654 2 655{ 2 657
‘“‘Haec verba dulcissımam Ecclesiae descriptionem contınent, docent, qua«c S1t et ubi sıt Ec-
clesia, et qua«c habeat proprıa beneficia De1 Ille COETUS est Ecclesia, qu1ı Evangelium
traditum Prophetis et Apostolis, et iD13V1va membra Ecclesiae, habentia pırıtum Sanctum,
et haec habet proprıa beneficia, verbum Del, rem1ss1ionem ECCALOTUM, Spiritum Sanctum et
V1i1ıtam a4eternam ” ICR 2 657{f)

23 2 657
Melanchthon himself expressly declared that this W as his ““At the colloquy

of Worms, F Melanchthon, interpellated by Brenz, 15 reported have said that the PasSsasc
his Locı1 of 548 defining free will the faculty of applying oneselft fO referred the CN-
erated will [voluntas renata|, aS, he sald, appeared from the context” (Bente: Historical introduc-
t10nNs 130 b) 'his 15 Iso conclusion after careful study of the CONtEXT. However, ente
adds As atter of fact, however, the CoOntext clearly excludes this interpretation.” Actually,

the CONTLEXT Melanchthon w as Comparıng LW IN whom the Spirit W as 2y work and whom
he regarded regenerate; Saul with his regeneratewill decided reject SIACC, and Davıd decided

aCcCcept 1it. ente 15 distorting Melanchthon when he objects l that the dissimilar act1ons
sulting {from the different use of this natural ability for the fact that SOILC aic saved
while others d1IC lost” [emphasis mıne | It that Man y scholars C VE ard NOLt under-
stand Melanchthon.
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mediately proceeds SaYy that 1t 15 these people that the Holy Ghost 15 ef
ficacious through the “wvo1lce of the Gospel that INaVYy aCCECDT the PIOINISC
of the Spirıt through faith” OWEeVer God 0€eSs NOt force an yONC believe
also the regenerate the renatı aV free 311 and the choice of rejecCting the SIACC
of (256d IB the Christian child of God therefore and be ordered
Dy the divine Word three POWCLIS MUuSt be involved the Word of God an the
Holy Ghost which began that faith and the NtIINUOU asSssent of the uman
11 which 0€Ss NOT reJeCct that word ‘humana voluntas asSssentlens HEG u$-
Nans verbo De1” What Melanchthon 15 ere Sayıng 15 perfectly obvious after
the individual has COINC faith he must not reject the Word of God else he
111 lose his salvation Through the working of the Spirıt the believer
has een the 4SSECNT the Word Theretore such assent 15 ON! of
the three “causes’” of the continued spiritual lite of the believer. We ave
reached the point where MUSTtT COINEC LNOTIC PICCISC understanding of how
Melanchthon sed the key term, “causa”.

(Jausa When Melanchthon Caillec the Un1vers1ity of Wittenberg I8 he
Caillec with the call of professor of Greek SIAININAI the following YyYCal he began
formally study theology he completed the requırements for the degree of
Bachelor of Bible few VCAaIS later his call W as extended included the teach
11 of theology 4S ell Greek literature With his professional life divided be

these tWO faculties 1t should NOtTt SUTIDIISC us when he utilized his NOW-
ledge of classical literature rhetoric and logic expounding theological COP1ICS
Perhaps this W as both his strength aT3| his weakness Not only did he
wan subordinate philosophy theology as 1fSs handmaid but he also thought

“Sciendum est au pırıtum SaANCLUM efficacem SSC PCI Evangelii auditam, SCU

ut Gal |VS R dicitur Ut PITOMI1SS10NCH ‚pirıtus dCCID1AINU: PCI tidem/” CR 2
658

.6 658
27 included Statements which expressed this COTMCECIM similarly Melanchthon It rejected

tem, diese Reden unerkläret gebraucht werden, des Menschen Wille VOL, und nach
der Bekehrung dem heiligen £15 widerstrebe und der heilige e1s werde gegeben denen,

ihm widerstreben” ISD I1 89 005, 906 3 ]) The wTrTiıter continued “DDenn die Be-
kehrung 1St AL solche Veränderung durch des heiligen (Geistes Wirkung des Menschen Ver-
stande Willen und Herzen der Mensch durch solliche Wirkung des Heiligen (;e1lstes
könnte die angebotene Gnade annehmen” ISD LL 83 906 29]) Hübner 4SSEeTTtSs that
I1{ 8 9, 85 905, 907, 18| w as wriıtten Dy Chemnitz (Hübner Über dem freien Willen
158

96



that discipline such rhetoric logic could a1d the discovery of truth He
held that CVCI divine revelation had taken place within the cCONtext of these arts
For example the apostle Paul had TYıtten according the Greeks understand
IN of rhetoric and therefore knowledge of 1ftfs principles W as ant a1d

the ıinterpretatıon of the Holy Scrıptures
The CONCEDL of “cause” played elaborate role Melanchthon world 1CW

45 1t Was based uponNn the logic of Aristotle He textbook dialectic
‘“Erotemata dialectices” hich followed the Stagırıte listing four Causes the
efficient the material the ftormal and the final The LIeSs CAdAUsde that TEW
much OppOS1t10N from his OppOnents werIre adaptation of this scheme Under-
standing CONVEeIS1ION term roughly equivalent the later CONCEDL of Sa1l1lCc-

titication the renatı the Christian life of the interplay of the follow-
INg three aCctors

efficiens (the which acts) the Holy Chost
instrumentalis ithe 11CAalls sed by the agent) the Word of God

the uman 111materialis (that which 15 acted upon|
Hence SC«C that when the Aristotelian term of ‘“cause/ 15 applied the 11
this oe€es nNnOot imply that the unregenerate PCISON expected COODPerate toward
his salvation but rather that the 11 the /material” upOonN which the first {WO
‘““causes’” operate namely, the Spiırıt and the Word 'his of COUISC OVCI-

8 Evidence for this supplied article Formgeschichtliche und inhaltliche Probleme den
Werken des Melanchthon C1iN SC1HNCH Bibelarbeiten und Disputations-
thesen ZKG 54 1073} Melanchthon CONCEDL of the Pauline epistles having een
wriıtten the rhetoric of the antıque world discussed Iso by Ernst BIZER Theologie der Ver-
heißung Studien ZUTI theologischen Entwicklung des Melanchthon 964,
especially 129 143 See also his collection of early studies Biblical books philologist
EXTE AUS DER ÄNFANGSZEIT MELANCHTHONS Heft exte Geschichte der evangelischen
Theologie/ hrsg. VO  5 INS Bızer. 1966
I 673--680; ct 307{ “Initia doctrinae physicae’”’).

Tilemann Hesshus, former friend and disciple of Melanchthon and later StrT1ICc Gnes10-
Lutheran explained “causa’” ı the SAaIinle WaYy his COMMENTS the “Formula of Oncord’”’:
‘“CCausa CONUECTIS10O11S sentientium hae SUNTt Sp SANCTtTUS est efficiens, autor vel
dator tidei Verbum Sacramenta SUNtTt instrumentalis vel ordinaria, PCI qUuUaC
Sp SaAnNCtus CONUECIS1L1LONECIN hominis operatur Mens voluntas SUnNnt materıa qua, velsubiec-
LU: patıens oOperatıone Sp sanctı"” (CATALOGUS HAEREIICORUM Vol In qUO Synergıstarvm
argumenta eC1ITAaNTtU: refutantur/ col Conrad Schlüsselburg Francofvrti 1597, 362



simplification; individual C  J the meanıng of 1n relation CONVers10
MUSt be determined the basis of careful analysis.

Klaus Haendler has intensively studied the term ‘““causa/” 1n the problem of
alleged synergısm 1ın Melanchthon’s CONCEDL of the three Causcs 1ın CONVers1lon.
He supplies references for SOINC wenty-one which ave een labelled
synergistic. 'his wriıter AaBICCS with Haendler that [0)81° of those so-called classic
examples of ynergısm needs be interpreted 1n such unfavorable light.?1
'hat OUT interpretation 15 possibly the MOst valid approach 15 affirmed when
LUrn the studies 1n the theology of Melanchthon that WEeEeIC carried OUt Dy Mar-
tın Chemnitz.

HIT Corroboration from Chemnitz
the attempt understand the intention of Article 11 1ın the “Solid Declara-

HON AI the extraordinarily fortunate pos1ıtion of having
Melanchthon’s CONCEDL of the three Causcs 1n CONversion from the hand of
Chemnitz who W as both his pupil and 0)81° of the writers of the “Solid Declara-
tıon“ I€ 15 strange that scholars such Frank, Bente, and Pelikan NOT
COMDAIC carefully Chemnitz’ ary the “Loc1 theologici”, the third
edition of Melanchthon’s systematıc theology, which 1n the early editions had
een entitled the “Loc1( 1ece1um theologicarum, SCU hypotyposes
theologicae”.

Extravagant pralses ave een heaped UuDON the amne of Chemnitz. The old
Sayıng had 1t. 4S1 artinus 10 fuisset, Martınus V1X stetisset” Martın

Klaus HAENDLER: Wort und Glaube bei Melanchthon: ıne Untersuchung über die Vorausset-
ZUNgCN und Grundlagen des melanchthonischen Kirchenbegriffes. 1968 The fre-
quently criticized synergist1c include the following: “Locı1ı11I theologici / of
(CR 2 376]; ‘“‘Examen COIUNN], quı audiuntur nNnte rıtum publicae ordinationis, H (CR 23, );
“ Enarratıo 1n Evangelium lohannis” (CR y 14  o ); “Blementorum rhetorices’’ ICR 3, 426|];
//Alia disputatio theologica: de Poenitentia, CR I 44|; “DDoctrina de poenitentla

|MELANCHTHONS WERKE. Bekenntnisse und kleine Lehrschriften/ hrsg. VO:  w Robert
Stupperich. 1955, 434|); “Liber de anıma" (CR 6 162]; ““Postilla Melanthoniana’” ICR
4L 425); “Enarratıo Symboly Nıceni, ICR 23I 8 88 f); “Commentarıi1 1n Psalmos” ICR

3, E Ps 5I; 14); “Ethicae doctrinae elementorum” ICR 16, 192); “Epistolae Pauli scr1ıptae ad
Romanos Enarratıo, edita Phil Melanthone 56„ (CR 15, “Explicatio Symboli N1-
cen1” (CR 435 544|); “Responsiones ad articulos Bavarıcae 1inquis1ition1s” (Melanchthons
Werke 6, 3a5
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Chemnitz had NOTt COINC, Martın Luther would NOtTt ave stood). yet this
pupil, whom Ian Yy rank above Melanchthon theologian, had the highest
praıse for the teachings of his MmMentor. It 15 noteworthy that Chemnitz utilized
the 5458 form of the third edition, called Dy Bente after earlier wrıter “the

of all’’ Yet when Chemnitz ommented UDOIL the controvertedJ
he was able find acceptable meanıng 1n them.?2 Chemnitz began his lec-

the ‘““Loc1 theologici” while he Was still at the Un1vers1ty of
Wittenberg; he continued them after he moved Braunschweig later the
S\adlilnle VCAaL In the “Sentences’’ 1st CaD Peter Lombard had distinguished
the four States of the uman11 before the fall, after the fall ithe 110  5 renati),
ter regeneratıon (the renati], and 1n glory.® Chemnitz took VCI this distinetion
and sed 1t interpret Melanchthon,** Just the formulators Bergen later
appropriated it 35 Melanchthon had taught that three CAauses CONCUTFr when OUT
lives aAaic ordered Dy the Word the Word, the Spirıt, and OUT assent.>® Chemnitz
asked which kind of PCISON Was described 1n this Statemen The first and fourth
states, INa  Ar betore the fall anı after glorification, WeTiC immediately excluded,

The 548 version W as called by ente the OLLC which contained “+the boldest synergıist1ic e-
ments’”’; he quotes Bindseil: “/'This edition 15 famous ACCOUNT of certaın paragraphs inserted by
the author 1in the article Tree Will For these contaın the Erasmıan definition of free will (that
ıt 15 the faculty of applying oneself grace]), account of which Melanchthon WwWas charged with
synergısm by the Flacians. For this 1C4SON the edition 15 called Dy ayer ‘the of all
(omnium pessima|)’.” ente S0CS LO S5SaYy that at the Weımar Colloquy of 560, ‘“even Strigel
W as NOT willing identify himself openly with the Erasmıan definition of free will (facultas
plicanti ad gratiam| found 1n OTILC of these sections’” (Bente: Historical introductions
129 It 15 important nNnOote that 1t W as this edition oft 548 which artın Chemnitz, generally
regarded the MOStT reliable Lutheran theologian after Luther, utilized his ectures. See
Chemnitz: Loc1ı theologici, 63 d, where Vecn the quotatıon from Erasmus 15 included: “Ideo
eres aliqui S1C dixerunt: Liberum arbitrium 1ın homine tacultatem SSC applicandi ad gratiam,
id CST, audit promi1ssionem, assentir1ı CONAaLTUT, abjicit peCccata CONTtra cConscıentliam. Talia
NO  - fiunt 1n Diabolis.”

33 Petrus LOMBARDUS: Sententiae ın libros distinctae dist 25 Cap. (7) (3 Aufl Vol Tot-
taferrata 197/71I, 4.64, 465, 3 PATROLOGIAE CURSUS serles atina/ ed JLacques|-
a Mıiıgne Vol 192 1855, 707).
Chemnitz: Locı theologici, 184 ab, tollowed this mediaeval schematization. Martın C’HEM-
NITZ. Examen Concilii Tridentini/ ed uarı Preuss. Berolini I861I, 1343a ID loc. art. 2l of
INOTIC than decade later than the “ Loc1 theologici”, he explicitly cited the Lombard’s scheme.

35 IL 870, 873; 12)
36 2 658
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leaving the second an! third States, either unregenerate regenerate
Whereas the criıtics of Melanchthon ave invarilably claimed that he wWwWas reter-
MNg 1n the second S  J Chemnitz insisted that he intended the third

that 1S, the regenerate ithe OMO renatus]). Therefore the “Cconver-
S10n for which this CONSENT of the 11 15 predicated 15 NOt the CONvers1on of the
ungodly but that of the believing Christian, that 1S, his sanctitication. Chemnitz
ommented: l/It 15 obvious that thisJ the 11 CAannOt be inactıyve* > and
went affirm that Christ freed 1ın order that might orsake the devil
and S1IN, and live agaln.>® He made his position unmistakably clear when, after
discussing and dismissing Varlıous synergist1c possibilities, he concluded:
“Therefore the uman 111 voluntas humana] COIICUTIS good act1on. It 15
longer cCaptıve and dead, 1t had een of itself and Dy 1ts OW. nNnature 15 described
1ın Eph 2‘II but ıt has een liberated and restored life by the Holy Spirit:

The oOommMenNtary the “Locı1 theologici” of Melanchthon Caiillec from the Cal-

lier of Chemnit-z. Ten VYCAaIS later he W as deeply engrossed 1n his ‘“‘Examen
Concilii Tridentini” where he discussed SOILNC of the Sa1illc problems. In this
work he continued the Melanchthonian Dy which CONVers10 has also the
meanıng of the LICW life of the regenerate. He insisted that the Scr1ıptures wWeIcCc
not rightly interpreted without noting the entire CONversion of (Scriptura
tradit de tota hominis conversione]) which included repentance, faith, DCW

obedience, and the like.40 Conversion has not taken place where understanding,
assent1ng, desiring, and willing 1n regard Law and Gospel AT absent.4*1 He

37 Chemnitz: Loc1 theologici, 1.84 a b hoc voluntatem 110  3 SSC Ot10sam..“”
38 Ibid See also the material cited from Chemnitz, ibid, I8 and COMPATC the following justifica-

tion of Melanchthon: ‘““Spiritus praevenıit, ve impellit voluntatem ın COnNvers1i0one, 110  -

sSicut 1n generali actlıone, sed PCI Evangelii: Sed quıla fides auditu, Romanor.
Ergoö efficax est Spirıtus pCI Evangelij auditam SCU cCogıtatam, gratia TaCVE-

n]ıens orditur verbo. Et recte dieitur. JIres SSC Causas bonae aCt10N1S. Verbum De1i
Dpirıtum Voluntatem humanam : S1 mod:  Ö recte commode intelligatur.” the
Ssu1ng discussion, Chemnitz carefully ditferentiated this posıtıon from Pelagianism.

39 Ibid, 186 “Concurrit ergoö ad bonam actıonem et1am voluntas humana, sed 110  5 Captıva 111OI1-

CUua, qualis pCI SU.:  95 natura e8t; sicut describitur Ephes VCIS. sed liberata vivificata PCI
Spırıtum sanctum.” Chemnitz: Examen oncilıi: Tridentini, 129 b
Ibid, “Et 138  y 1n CONVvVersione Oportet fieri et S5C aliquos, et actıones, quibus
inCc1plat fieri applicatio quaedam ment1s intelligendo, voluntatis assentiendo, desiderando,
lendo etfc et applicatio cordis ser11s affectibus ad qJUaC 1n lege et Evangelio nobis pronuntian-
Mır
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tound also Augustine“? and CVCI 1n Luther*® this of CONVvVers10n ın the
of renewal, renovatılo. Chemnitz continued usıng and defending the CORN-
of Melanchthon during the wrlting of the ‘“FEormula of Concord” 1ın the

5 705 It W as only after the controversial rejection of his teacher 1n “Solid De-
claration” IL, if it W as indeed rejection of Melanchthon, that Chemnitz aban-
doned the effort.*4

Evidence from Chytraeus
At the dsC of thirteen and armed with the Tübingen master of arts, Davıd Chy-
traeus Cainlec Wittenberg 544 He lived 1n the OoOme of Melanchthon and
studied theology under Luther, Melanchthon, and Paul Eber By 45 he wWwWas lec:
turıng the ‘“Loc1sH7 of Melanchthon. Out of these lectures SICW
his famous ‘“Catechesis”.% In the preface 1ts first edition (1 54|, Chytraeus
mentioned his teachers Luther, Melanchthon, Erhard Schnepf, and Viktorin

Ibid, I40
43 Ibid, 144

Like Chytraeus, Chemnitz resented the allegedly antı-Melanchthonian changes 1n IL,
907, 909, z 26 0l12, 433 and attempted Counterac the negatıve thinking;

unlike Chytraeus, however, he finally abandoned the effort and rejected the three Causes CategOr-
ically when he joined Kirchner an! Selnecker publishing the “Apology” of the ‘Formula of
Concord”, discussed below.

45 The “Catechesis” wWwWas reprinted by Reu 1ın his “Quellen”; due the ambiguity in the numbering
of this ımportant work, Lintroduced NC W of cCitation and Iso provided author-index

the complete work 1ın article: Introduction and Index the Quellen of Reu. Bulletin
of the Library 6/7 (StL 1971/72). There renumbered the work according the eleven partial-
volumes and their dates of publication. The introductions of the editions of the “Catechesis”
peared ın vol (QUELLEN ZU  e (SESCHICHTE DES KATECHISMUS-UNTERRICHTS. eil Ost-, Nord-
und Westdeutsche Katechismen. Abt Historisch-bibliographische Einleitung. Hältte
1927 ), and the of part of them appeared 1ın vol (Quellen see note 5 J; when
third “Haltte” appeared ın 19024, Reu W as obliged renumber Teil, B: Ab:t., eil)

The first edition, “Catechesis Academia Rostochiana Praelectibvs Davidis Chytraei collec-
ta” of 54, 15 1ın Quellen 8, 289-314, with additional introductory material 1n Quellen 4,
389” The edition of 1568 “Catechesis Davidis Chytraei 1CCCNS recogniıta et mvlitis de-
tinitionibus aucta’‘; few CXCEIPIS Quellen 4, 403 The 15 especially significant for

because of ıt appeared during the final stages of the work the ‘‘Formula of oncord’”’:
“Catechesis Davidis Chytraei. Postremo 1L1ULNC ab 1DSO utore recognita, et multis locis auc-
K S Quellenfound also in Augustine*? and even in Luther* this usage of conversion in the  sense of renewal, renovatio. Chemnitz continued using and defending the con-  cepts of Melanchthon during the writing of the ‘“Formula of Concord” in the  1570s. It was only after the controversial rejection of his teacher in “Solid De-  claration” II, if it was indeed a rejection of Melanchthon, that Chemnitz aban-  doned the effort.“*  IV Evidence from Chytraeus  At the age of thirteen and armed with the Tübingen master of arts, David Chy-  traeus came to Wittenberg in 1544. He lived in the home of Melanchthon and  studied theology under Luther, Melanchthon, and Paul Eber. By 1548 he was lec-  turing on the “Loci communes ...” of Melanchthon. Out of these lectures grew  his famous “Catechesis”.*5 In the preface to its first edition (1554), Chytraeus  mentioned as his teachers Luther, Melanchthon, Erhard Schnepf, and Viktorin  42 Ibid, 140a.  43 Ibid, 144a.  44 Like Chytraeus, Chemnitz resented the allegedly anti-Melanchthonian changes in SD II, 86. 90  (BSLK, 907, 21 - 909, 10; 910, 26 - 912, 23), and attempted to counteract the negative thinking;  unlike Chytraeus, however, he finally abandoned the effort and rejected the three causes categor-  ically when he joined Kirchner and Selnecker in publishing the “Apology” of the “Formula of  Concord”, discussed below.  45  The “Catechesis” was reprinted by Reu in his “Quellen”; due to the ambiguity in the numbering  of this important work, I introduced a new manner of citation and also provided an author-index  to the complete work in my article: Introduction and Index to the Quellen of J. M. Reu. Bulletin  of the Library 6/7 (StL 1971/72). There I renumbered the work according to the eleven partial-  volumes and their dates of publication. The introductions of the editions of the “Catechesis”’ ap-  peared in vol. 4 (QUELLEN ZUR GESCHICHTE DES KATECHISMUS-UNTERRICHTS. 3. Teil: Ost-, Nord-  und Westdeutsche Katechismen. ı. Abt.: Historisch-bibliographische Einleitung. ı. Hälfte. GÜ  1927), 385*-416* andthe texts of a part of them appeared in vol. 8 (Quellen ... [see note 15]; when  athird “Hälfte” appeared in 1924, Reu was obliged to renumber s ı. Teil, 3. Bd., 2. Abt., 3. Teil].  The first edition, “Catechesis in Academia Rostochiana ex Praelectibvs Davidis Chytraei collec-  ta” of 1554, is in Quellen ... 8, 289-314, with additional introductory material in Quellen ... 4,  389*. The edition of 1568: “Catechesis Davidis Chytraei recens recognita et mvltis de-  finitionibus aucta”; a few excerpts in Quellen ... 4, 403* f. The 1575 is especially significant for  us because of it appeared during the final stages of the work on the “Formula of Concord”:  “Catechesis Davidis Chytraei. Postremo nunc ab ipso Autore recognita, et multis in locis auc-  ta”, in Quellen ... 8, 314-348.  I0IS, 314-348
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Strigel Statement which he retained 1in the edition of 568 but finally
moved 1n the “Catechesis” of A

In the first edition, Chytraeus followed his treatment of justification with
discussion g0o0od works. He named three Causes (Causae efficientes] behind
gz00d works: the Word of God an fru!: knowledge of Christ, the Holy Ghost who
brings faith and obedience, and the mind and 111 of the believer which ATC obe:
dient the Spirit.“7 the edition of 5 he characterized free will 1n the be:
liever ollows: ‘“Free 11 1n those who ave een regenerated by and the
Spiırıt 15 the faculty Dy which the mind and will, which ave een liberated from
the servitude of S1N Dy the Son of God, AaTe assisted Dy the Holy Spint. By his ef-
fort and diligence, they not only CaIrYy Out upright external morals and a4VOo1d
outwardly wicked deeds, but above all they CaIrLYy OUut internal an spiritual
ovement of the soul These AdIC such things 4S the true knowledge of God,
PIayer, patiıence, Etcs which they aIOUSC, cherish, and make increase. Also,
they either resist else indulge 1n evil inclinations and AT able orsake
(00 ”8 I# 15 characteristic of Chytraeus that when the ‘“We1mar Contutation”
(1 9} appeared with 1ts of the synerg1sts, he approved the doctrine but
disapproved of the attacks uDOIL “certaiın persons’”, including Melanchthon,
which it contained.“? In later he deplored the polarization of German

46 Ibid S, 289, 34{1; c$ 3LA
Ibid 5, 306, 28-34 “Quae SuUunt Causae Efficientes, SC  e Quomodo fieri possunt ona operaf Ires
Causac CONCUTTITUN: Verbum De1 et uCıa agnıt1o0 Christi. IL Spirıtus SanCtus, accendens

agnıtiıonem Christi, et dem et cogitationem pra  rum diuinorum. Deinde impel-
lens uoluntatem, ut obtemperet praecept1is diuinis, et 1uxta actıones externorum INCIN-
brorum. Mens et Voluntas humana Spiır1ıtul Sancto obediens, et ICSCHS externa membra.”

48 Ibid S, 324, RVMARBITRIVM 1n renatıs aUy ua et SDIr1tU, est facultas, qua 1I1NCeNS et
voluntas pCI Filium Del serulitute peccatı liberata, et adiuta PCI Dirıtum Sanctum, SUÜUl  ® etiam
CONATtTU et diligentia, 110.  - modo eXternOos honeste ICSCIC, et externa scelera vitare,
rumetiam interiores et spirituales aN1m1ı moOtus, VT agnıtıonem DEer, InuOocationem,
patıentiam, etCc. eXcusitare, fouere et aUSCIC, et V1t10S1S inclinationibus resistere vel indulgere, et

DEO deficere potest.“
WAlustrissimi princ1p1s et Domuin1, Joannıs Friderici secundi cet. SUl  ® fratrum Oannıs
Wilhelmi et Joannıs Friderici natu 1UN10T1S nomıne solida et verbo Dei umta CCONFUTATIO

CONDEMNATIO PRAECIPUARUM CORRUPTELARUM, ERRORUM, hoc tempore ad 1N-
stauratiıonem et propagatiıonem regn1 Anti-Christi Rom. Pontificis aliarumque fanaticarum
opın1ıonum ingruentium et grassantium, enae I 59]
The principal biography of Chytraeus, with substantial collection of SOUTCCS, 15 still that by
tto Friedrich SCHÜTZ: De 1ıta Davidis Chytraei/ Theologi Historic1ı et Polyhistoris Ros-
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Lutherans into the Gnesio-Lutheran and Philippist partıes. He regarded SOINC of
the “Philippists” nNnOot authentic and rejected their intended defenses of
Melanchthon m1ssıng the mark.>°

Chytraeus W as OI! of the MOSt ımportant wriıters 1n the drafting of the ““FOor-
mula of COoncor IJ and the documents which preceded ıt; he himself Arti-
cles I1 and VIL It 15 NECESSATY the evolution of Article through the DIC-
ceding documents 1in order determine the role played 1n 1ts tormation Dy the
disciples of Melanchthon ®1 The earliest forerunner wWwW3as the “Sechs Christlicher
Predig”, published Dy Jakob Andreae 573; Out of these he extracted the
“Schwäbische Konkordie” of FA sending 1t the churchmen of Lower Sax-
OLNLY the documents weIc sSsent Chytraeus and his circle 4ar Rostock. In
regard the contusion of theS this wriıter the conjecture of eorg

tochiensis Commentariorvm Libri Qvatvor editis et ineditis Monvmentis ıta concınnatı
sSint Annalivm instar et Svpplementorvm Hıstoriae Ecclesiasticae Secvl:i speclatım Rervm

Lvytherana Ecclesia et Academia Rostochiensi Gestarvm. Vol. Hamburg 0-1728 It 15
cited here ibid 1: 305
Ibid 2, 492 Chytraeus objected the WaYy that 1018015 Melanchthon’s understanding of

d Philippistae ad vindicandam aglstrı auctoritatem NUNgVam 11O:  — regererent,
Philippum de homine voluntatemque intelligere utJ110  - efficientem, sed
tantum ut materialem, ut subjectum convertendum ” (ibid 2, 493).

Y The unprinted and printed SUUTICECS of the “Formula of Oncord” need be edited according
CUuUrrent standards ot historical sclence. These SOUICES WEIC listed an! described small
book The Formula of Concord: historiographical and bibliographical guide. Sixteenth CECIl-

CUry bibliography StL 1977, 20-30
5 The “Sechs Christlicher Predig, Von den Spaltungen, sich zwischen den Theologen Augspur-

gischer Confession, VO  - Anno 548 auff 573 Jahr, nach nd nach erhaben, Wie sich
eın einfältiger Pfarrer VnN! gemeıner Christlicher Leye, dardurch möcht verergert se1n worden,
aufß seinem Catechismo darein schicken soll.” dIiIC gıven 1n Heinrich HEPPE: Geschichte des
deutschen Protestantismus den Jahren 5-I 581 Dıie Geschichte des deutschen Pro-
estantiısmus VO  - DE E enthaltend. Marburg 1857; Beilagen, A  n excellent English
translation 15 given by Robert KOLB: Andreae and the Formula of Concord: S1X SCIINONS the
WaYy Lutheran unı StL 1977, 61-120.

53 The first reliable, modern edition of the “Schwäbische Konkordie” W as published by Hermann
HACHFELD: DIie schwäbische Contession (liber Tubingensis]): nach einer wolfenbüttler Hand-
schrift Aur ersten Male veröftentlicht. Zeitschrift für die historische Theologie 3 1866|),
234-3O1I; reprint 1n mimeograph by ( eorge FRITSCHEL: Die Schwaebische Concordie:
schwaebischer Kirchenbegriff einer heilsamen Unıon 1ın Kirchensachen. Dubuque, Ia
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Fritschel®* that the text g1ven 1n Heinrich Heppe>> 66 15 early form
of the “Schwäbisch-Sächsische Konkordie’”, that 1S, L, 4S rev1isiıon of
“Schwäbische Konkordie” by Chemnitz and he adds Fritschel’s the CONJeEC-
ture that the text 1n eppe 166-325 represents the rev1isıon of
“Schwäbisch-Sächsische Konkordie II/ DYy Chytraeus an! his SI0UD, that 15
“Schwähisch-Sächsische Konkordie IIII Accordingly, the “+hree Causes

of CoOonvers1ıon” the following
In the “Sechs Christlicher Predig”, Andreae moditied the three Causes

CcConsıst of the decision of the unbeliever ear the Savıng word the will, the
preaching of the Word the 11e41S of S  J and the Holy Ghost working the
miracle of CONversion.>® It 15 noteworthy that, unlike Melanchthon, he NOLT

restrict the three Causes the good works of the regenerate.
In the “Schwäbisch Konkordie”, Andreae still of the 11 (coming

ear the SCIILLLOINL laufen), the Word, and the Spirıt of cConversion>7
which W as apparently the experiıence of the unregenerate.>®*

In “Schwäbisch-Sächsische Konkordiel”, find the distinction between
the “conversion ” of the un:  gen  te and the regenerate, with the three Causes

applied only the latter: /“When ONC has do with the good works act1ons
of the regenerate, then 1t 15 rightly sa1id: There dIC three Causcs the Holy
D1N1C, the Word, and the reborn 441 But when speaking] of the Causces which
ettectrue CONVers10n, the 88 of unregenerate 15 NOT numbered with those
[causes].””””

The emphasis upon the three Causcecs 1n the CONversion of regenerate wWwWas

greatly increased 1n “Schwäbisch-Sächsische Konkordie IIII‚ fact consıstent
with Chytraeus’ verbosity. The expanded Statement reads:

Fritschel, SCcEC Iso George FRITSCHEL: The Formula ot Concord: 1ts orıgın anı contents; COIl-

tribution symbolics. Phil 6I 97/- IO. It 15 D1ty that Fritschel’s detailed study, result-
1ng 1ın his “Polychrome edition of the Formula of Concord”, has been published but eX1sts
only 1n manuscrı1pts 1n the archives ar Dubuque, la.

53 C NOte

56 eppe (Beilage]), 38 olb Andreae 5
Hachtfeld,- Fritschel: Die schwaebische Concordie, i8{£.

58 Hachtfeld, 23 Fritschel: ibid,
59 eppe (Beilage), 103 eti1am quando de bonis renatorum operibus SCHu actionibus agıtur,

ecte dicitur: Ires SSC Causas, spirıtum sanctum, verbum et voluntatem renatam. Sed quando
de Caus1ls qua«c Conuersionem efficiunt, quaer1tur, illis 110  a annumeratur Voluntas 110  w}

renata.”
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“Theretore three Causcs COINC together work 1n this NC inward obedience
1n the converted DCISON. The first and chief 15 God the Father, SOon, and Holy
Ghost, who through his Word 15 powertul and actıve within Without him

do nothing.
The second 15 God’s command, threats, and promises, they presented

us God’s Word, which mMust hear, read, and ponder with all diligence.
The third 15 the uman understanding, enlightened Dy the Holy Ghost, which

considers and understands God’s command, and OUT 11C regenerate 11
which 18 ruled by the Holy Ghost, and which 110 gladly and willingly, although
1n weakness, desires God’s Word and 11 an! WAanfts be obedient.’’°9

Meanwhile, stricter theologians WE preparıng I11C document which
would ultimately the three Causcs taught Dy Melanchthon, hem:-
nıtz, and Chytraeus. conference of SOILNC Swabian and Thuringian churchmen
led the ‘“Maulbronner Formel” wrıtten anuary 576 hat failed take
ote of the two-told of ‘““Cconvers10n’’;, place of the three Causcs, ıt 1N-
sisted that there wWeIc only LW Causces 1n CONVers1on, God the Holy Ghost and
the Word.®e1

In 1eW of the rather deep differences between the “Schwäbisch-Sächsische
Konkordie” and the “/Maulbronner Formel”, Supporters of both OCuments met
at JTorgau 1n May 76 work Out agreement. Consensus W as reached 1n
1L1CW cComposıte confession, the ‘“Torgisches Buch”. Here, nearly all of the
/“/Maulbronner Formel” w as accepted an! interwoven with the “Schwäbisch-
Sächsische Konkordie”’. Chytraeus the 11C article “Freedom of the
i which he ingeniously combined the pos1it1ons of “Schwäbisch-Säch-
sische Konkordie” and “Maulbronner Formel” by distinguishing between the

60 eppe (Beilage], D C “Also komen In diesem innerlichen gehorsam Jn den bekerten,
wircken drey vrsachen ZWSaMMCN, Die erste vnd rmnemeste godter SO  5 vnd gelst, welcher
dorch SC wordt 1n VIS krefftigk vnd thetigk ist, ohn den WIT nichts thun konnen, Di1ie Ander
gottes befehl, drauwungen vnd verheissungen, VI1S gottes WOort vorgehalten werden,
welches WIT mıit lem vleiß horen, lesen und betrachten sollen, Die des menschen VCI-

standt, durch den ge1s erleuchtet, welcher gottes betehl betrachtet vnd verstehet, vnd
der widergeborner wille, der VO ge1iste reglıeret wWirt, vnd hertzlich SCII vnd

willig, wiewol 1n großer schwachheit begert gOottes wordt vnd willen vnterten1g vnd gehorsam
se1n.”

6I DIE MAULBRONNER FORMEL/ ed George Fritschel. Dubuque, la. I191I10, 62 66 70o{f. Fritschel’s
edition w as reprint of Theodor PRES SEL Zwel Aktenstücke ZUT enes1is der Concordientormel.
Jahrbuch für deutsche Theologie 11/1 1866|, 640-71I1
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LW kinds of CONVers10n: In before his first regeneration, the 11 15 COIMN-

pletely ıimpotent there 4ATC only [WO Causes of the first CONVers10on, the Word
and the Spirıt; after his rebirth, 112  - MUST lead the lite of sanctification which
God wills g1ve him, and ere three Causes forces COMNICUI the Spirıt, the
Word, and the Ccooperatıon of the newly-regenerated will of the believer.®2 It 28
peared that 1n this synthesis, Justice had een one all sides concerned. How-
CVETL, powerful forces WCeIC Ag work TEINOVEC all traces of Melanchthon’s
thought. Chemnitz, Chytraeus, and other disciples of Melanchthon who
wanted be Iru: Lutherans WeIC about face OLLC of the MOST difficult eci-
S10NS of their lives.

The Synergist1c (‚ontroversy IN Its CGonsequences for Article E

As Klaus Schwarzwäller has pointed OULT, Lutheran thinkers ave seldom fol:
lowed Luther’s VIEWS 1n IIDe SCIVO arbitrio’’.®3 Melanchthon W as exception

this He regarded Luther’s posıtion a4s deterministic, and shied AWAY from his
comparıson of the unregenerate block of wOo0d. Unfortunate-
ly, Melanchthon had included such rejection 1n the controversial ‘““Leı1ipziger
Interim’’,°* this laid him OPCN attacks from the Gnesio-Lutherans during the
ensuing decade. Although SOTINC of these realized that his teaching Was NOtTt really
synergistic, he W as commonly blamed for such pos1ıtion after 548 'his might
ave een partly due guilt by assoclatlıon, S1InNcCe tW. of his pupils and SUDPOLI-
ters, Johannes Pfeffinger®> and Viktorin Strigel®®, WeIC probably real synergı1sts.
At rate, Melanchthon W as treated Dy his Opponents synergıist.

62 The article free will 1ın ”Törgisches Buch” 15 given 1n Apparatus of BSLK, 907 910f. Chy-
traeus’ posıtion W as accord with actıon of the theological faculty of the University of
Rostock. See LRICUM Duc MEKLEMB. DMN LTHEOLOGORUM ROSTOCHIENSIUM DE-
CLARATIO JACOBI ÄNDREAE NEGOTIO. Rostogk 1570, reprinted 1ın Johann eOrg
BERTRAM: Das Evangelische Lüneburg: der Reformations- Und Kirchen-Historie, Der Altbe:
rühmten Stadt Lüneburg A Beylagen, NrT. Braunschweig LE 105

63 Schwarzwäller has gıven useful historiography of the interpretation of Luther’s “VDIe SCIVO al-

bitrio”, ‚VCcCmn if 0)8l  (D annot always oshare his conclusions. See Klaus SCHWARZWÄLLER: Sibboleth
die Interpretation VO.  - Luthers Schrift De SCIVO arbitrio seıt Theodosius Harnack 1969

64 71 B:
65 For alm and reasonable approach Pfeffinger SCC Robert KOLB: Nikolaus VO:  - Amsdorf,

knight of God and xile of hrist plety and polemic 1n the wake of Luther. Madison, Wıs 07/
Unı1versıity of Wisconsin, Diss. ın Hi1story, 3, 366—384 See Iso Robert KOLB: Nikolaus
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It w as therefore NOt Ssurpri1sıng when theologians ftrom the tıny principality of
Reuß attacked Melanchthon 1n the “Reußfßische Contessionsschrift” of 1567
They acknowledged that the first edition of his ‘“Loc1ı CO H had een
doctrinally sound, but complained that the later editions he had drifted into

1n the doctrines of original SIN, the distinction of Law an Gospel, and the
teedom of the will.e7 When Strigel deserted the Lutheran and became
ODCN Calvinist 67 68 the reputatıon of Melanchthon suffered additional
blow The search for clarity W as further clouded by the extreme Statements of
several Gnesio-Lutherans such Matthias Flacius (also former disciple of
Melanchthon] with his claim that theVsubstance of had become S1IN,
claim which had be rejected Dy the ‘“Formula of Concord”.

Three of the S1X architects of the ‘/Formula of Concord” WeTC disciples of
Melanchthon Chemnitz, Chytraeus, and Selnecker. Of the other three, the
role of Christoph Körner 1s scarcely known, Andreas Musculus tended be hos-

VO:  - Amsdort (148 - 1 5} popular polemics 1ın the Preservation of Luther’s legacy. Nieuwkoop,
1978, 188-201 214-224 (on Strigel).

66 It doubtful that able, at this of scholarship, speak with certainty
what Strigel really taught. Salig presented the following 2CCOUNT of Strigel’s remarks at the
Weimar Colloquy based S1mon Musaeus, which Strigel however claimed W as turned agaıns
him by the editor. “Ich bejahe, der Mensch durch natürliche Kräffte, hne Christum, der

Wunden durchs Evangelium heylet, un! den heiligen £e15s5 giebt, seine wahre und heil-
Samne Bekehrung Ottnicht einmal anfangen könne Ebr. XIL wohl eın wahres
Wort des Sohnes (G:;Ottes ist; ohne mich könnt ihr nichts thun, ist doch nicht würckend
1ın UunNns, den Menschen wider seinen Willen ZzwIinge; sondern ihn begierig der nter-
werffung mache nicht ihn wider se1in Wissen ziehe, sondern VOT ihn als einen Ver-
stehenden und Folgenden vorher gehe. Denn lange der Wille widerstrebt, kan keine Be-
kehrung vorgehen, kommen also bey der Bekehrung diese Stück 180308188 Der heilige
eist, der durchs Wort GOttes die Hertzen rühret Das göttliche Wort, 1INans entweder be:
trachtet, der höret, der lieset, der meditiret. Der Wille des Menschen, dem Wort Ottes
unter Furcht und Zittern ein1germassen beypflichtet, und zugleich Hültte VO':  w} demjenigen be-
gehret, der da gesaget kommt her INr alle etC- Joh. Rom 16 Luc. I8
Ebr. Apoc Luc XL Mark 23.24 Thess IL Jac. I8 EB Christian Au-
gust SALIG: Vollständige Hıstorie Der Augspurgischen Confeßion und derselben zugethanen
Kirchen. Halle EF 588

67 See “Reußische Contessionsschrift” of 567 Heinrich HEPPE: Die Entstehung und Fortbildung
des Luthertums und die kirchlichen Bekenntnisschriften desselben VO:  - 548-I1 576 Cassel 186 $
76-78

68 ustav KAWERAU!: Strigel, Vıctorinus. In Realencyklopädie für protestantische Theologie und
Kirche. Aufl I 1OI,
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tile toward Melanchthon, an! Andreae, tormerly sympathetic, moved increas-
ingly closer the position of the Gnesio-Lutherans. The Zerbst cConvention of
May 5 7Ö had convinced Andreae that the Philippists of Wittenberg could NOtTt
be trusted; if his goal of and un1ıty 35E Lutherans W as be achieved, he
MUsSst u from the Philippists the Gnesio-Lutherans. We ave SCCI1 that
the “Sechs Christlicher Predig” and 1n the “Schwäbische Konkordie”, Andreae
had retained ftorm of the three Causes of CONVvers1on which stood closer
synergı1ısm than Melanchthon’s. However, the contession of Reuß ell the
“Maulbronner Formel” had clearly demonstrated that stricter theologians
rtowned uDON these formulations. Although Chytraeus managed restore the
three Causecs the ‘Torgisches Buch” of 576, his Victory W as NOt endure.

The ‘/”Torgisches Buch” W as circulated I1 the Varlous Lutheran ZT10UDS
ermanYy for their and approval. It WO  - widespread approval 1n mod-

circles, but 1t W as severely criticized Dy SOINC of the Philippists ell
by the stricter Gnesio-Lutherans and Flacians. Accordingly, Braunschweig-Wol-
fenbüttel, Chemnitz’s AaICa, ell Mecklenburg, under Chytraeus’ guidance,
approved the ‘“"Torgisches Buch/”. But the theologians of Pommern, Hessen,
Holstein, Anhalt, and the Pfalz, wWeTeC displeased with the lack of recognıtıion of
Melanchthon, and the Gnesio-Lutherans Wigand and Hesshus 1n Prussıa
jected the “"Torgisches Buch” for NOt having denounced Melanchthon Dy
name.°? It 15 significant notice how the Hanseatıc eague c1ıtiles lined Ro-
stock, Greifswald, and Braunschweig supported the position of Chemnitz and
Chytraeus, while Lübeck, Hamburg, and Lüneburg wanted break completely
with Melanchthon’s theology.”° One migh ponder whether older social and

69 See Robert KOLB: 'storicäl background of the Formula of Concord. In CO:  Tary look
af the Formula of Concord/ ed Robert Preus and Wilbert Rosın. StL 1978, especially 80-82
his 15 the best Current historical introduction the ‘Formula of oncord”.
This 15 evident trom the following memorandum of Andreae, Chemnitz, and Selnecker: A
Dagegen ber Hamburg/ Lünenburg vnd Lübeck anze1gen/ viel mild/ vnnd sol-
her Wort setzten. VO  5 etlichen hohen vnd fürnehmen Artickeln fast sehr vnnd viel
abgewichen. Weil offenbar/ VOIN der Person Christi/ VO Abendmal/ VO  w} der Erbsünde/
VO freyen Willen/ VO  - der Gerechtigkeit des Glaubens/ efc die vornembste Artickel/ nicht
schlechte/ sondern offenbarliche Irrtthumb eingeführet/ ist vnterthänigen erachtens
nichts bessers die calumnien fürkommen/ denn gerad zugangen. vnnd IUnN! bekennet/ WwWas of.
enbar/ vnd nicht kan bementelt/ noch geläugnet werden.” G1iven 1n Leonhard HUTTER: COncor-
dia COIL1LCOIS de orıgıne et PIOSICSSU Formulae Concordiae. Zn ed Witebergae 1614, 19 (Cap.
13}
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commercial rivalries might aVO een involved. Actually, those who demanded
and implemented attack uponNn ynergı1ısm wWeTC right, for synergı1ısm
damaged the basic Reformational insights justification DYy SIACC and the
PIODCI distincetion of Law and Gospel. Melanchthon, Chytraeus, and Chemnitz
IMaYy ave een right 1ın thinking that their tormulation excluded synerg1sm, but
their teaching had een misunderstood sayıng that there W as efficiens

three Causecs the “conversion/” of the unregenerate. When the “ O:
gisches Buch” W as rewrTIıtten at Cloister Bergen the spring of 1F “Solid De-
claration” Article I1 Was changed accordingly. The CONCECDL of the tres Causa4ae
W as accused of having “violently led astray the youth 1n the schools,” and the
CONCEDL W as categorically condemned, without consideration of the differ-
CHCGE between the renatı and the 110  - renatı. Which wWeTieCc those schools, and who
weliec those false teachers? 'his writer has een unable find parallels which
ould identify them The editor of the the ‘“/Formula of Concord” 1n the
Göttingen edition of “Di1e Bekenntnisschriften der evangelisch-lutherischen
Kirche’ W as Ernst Wolf; certainly he W as Ja% when he conjectured that
Melanchthon and Chytraeus WCIC meant./1

Such conclusion fails NOLTt only because this W as NOtTt the form 1n which
they had taught the three CauUsSCS, and Wolf supporting evidence,
but also because such attack upon Chytraeus during those delicate negotla-
t1ons would ave een unthinkable, 2n Chytraeus would NOtTt subsequently
ave subscribed the completed “Formula of Concord’”’, however grudgingly. In-
stead, MUSt SaVy that these teachers AT not positively identitied. it 15 ditticult
CeVECN that Pfeffinger and Strigel WCIC the culprits. HO76 likely CONJEC-
ture might poıint the Philippists who had remained 4T Wittenberg and had fos-
tered Crypto-Calvinistic thinking 1n the doctrine of the Lord’s Supper

Nevertheless, the rev1ision of the ‘“Torgisches Buch” at Bergen did intentilon-
ally reject L[WO other formulations of Melanchthon: the Statement Out of OTr1-
SCIL and Erasmus that the CONVert MUsSst applyhimself grace “ and thea_
tiıon ftrom Basıil and Chrysostom that God draws him who 15 willing, S1NCe the
11 MUSTt NOot be idle /ın COonversione/’.’> Both formulations had een meant by
Melanchthon apply the regenerate, but they WeIC subject misınterpreta-

F BSLK, 910-912
IL, FF 903, 904, 18)

73 H, 86 907, 909, II)
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tion and offense. The “Bergisches Buch” the “Solid Declaration” rejected them
and thereby aWAaVY with their ambiguity. The conclusion of INallı scholars
has een that the thought of Melanchthon w as thereby tremoved from the ‘“‘FOTrT-
mula of Concord”. his 15 nNOot at all fru: Actually, MmMoOost of the theologians of the
sixteenth CeENtUrYy had een educated at least 1n part by Melanchthon. The
of his scholarship W as plainly visible such widely differing 189819  . aJor and
Flacius, Strigel and Hesshus, Eber and Chemnitz, Peucer and Chytraeus. The
‘“Formula of Concord” W as successtul attempt nıte the est from the
thought of Luther, Melanchthon, and their disciples. It thereby saved the
Evangelical Lutheran Church from internal struggles which had threatened her
VE ex1istence. + also prepared the WaYy for the subsequent apCcC of Orthodoxy 1n
theology, devotion, and practice.

VI The Aftermath of the Modifications
The rejection of Melanchthon pleased the Gnesio-Lutherans and
helped with additional SUppOrt for the peace-making endeavors. However, ıt of:
fended Man who cherished the of Melanchthon, who WeIC COomMMLIt-
ted I1NOIC moderate line of theology. Places such Anhalt, Hessen, Frank-
furt Maın, Magdeburg, Holstein, Norway-Denmark,”* Nürnberg, and Pom-
19R K w rejected the ‘“Eormula of Concord” largely for this 1645011 ımportant
correspondence exX1sts between the triend of Melanchthon, Jakob unge of
Pommern, and Martın Chemnitz, hich the Braunschweig superintendent,
although disappointed with the Outfcome of “Solid Declaration”’ Article IL, tried

induce unge accept the //Formula of Concord’’.7> It W as 1n aın But tew

The SCtOTIYy of how the “Formula ot Oncord” W as suppressed 1n Norway-Denmark and Iceland,
making it capital offense 1mport, sell, OW: CODY of the “TLiber Concordiae”, 15 recounted
Dy Irygve SKARSTEN: The Reaction ın Scandinavia. In Discord, dialogue, and CONcOrTd: studies
1n the Lutheran reformation’s Formula of Concord/ ed. Lewi1s ‚D1tZz and Wenzel Lohff Phil
197/77/, 1385-I14I This W as tragıc example of political interference religious Matters

75 Runge’s dissatisfaction with the change IL, 907, 909, E 26 Ul12, 23)
15 discussed by Gf([ottlieb] J[acob] PLANCK: Geschichte der protestantischen Theologie VO:  -

Luthers 'ode bis der Einführung der Konkordientormel. 1800, 581 The SOUICECS 1N-
cluding the correspondence between Chemnitz and Runge aATre gıven 1ın Jacob Heinrich BAL-
ASA Andere Sammlung Einiger ZUT Pommerischen Kirchen-Historie gehörigen Schriften.
Welche ZUT Erläuterung und Vermehrung der gedruckten Pommerischen Chronicken, mit mOg-
lichstem Fleiß und Ireue nebst beygefügten Anmerckungen. Greitswald 172 Y especially I8
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YVCAIS later atter Crypto Calvinism had made 1fs inroads the Church of Pom-
InNnern unge reversed himself an introduced the “Formula of Concord” O-
der safeguard the Lutheranism of his church

After the deteat at Bergen Chemnitz accepted the ‘“‘Formula of Concord” but
he NOt withdraw his earlier WI1LEINgS which he had supported the tres
Causac But when the ‘“Formula of Concord” Was attacked Dy the “Neuburg
Admonition” (1 81] of the Retormed oOpponen(ts, the aine of Chemnitz joined
those of Selnecker and Timotheus Kirchner Joınt authors of the “Apologie des
Concordienbuches” of

'his book unequivocally rejected dual of the term “conversion/”
and laid rest the three Causes CONLTLEXT whatsoever Selnecker another
Melanchthon pupil rejected his another book which he

76 Melanchthon former pupils, although they NOTt actually condemn his Lehrintention werIre

certainly abandoning his tormulations the following lines “Daher uch dieses verursachet/
das vmb viel desto mehr Chrysostomi vndBasilij Namen dem Christlichen Condordien Buch
(die liebe Jugendt vnd jedermenniglich verwarnen/ WIC gemelt/ inserilert Als dann uch
LOcIıs Communibus Philippi Melancht die Lehre de viribus humanıis nicht richtig/ noch
formae SAadNOrum ehnlich/ So 1St A11Cc Notdurfft gewesen/ das die Jugendt dessen
erinnerten/ vnd Concordi Buch für falscher Lehr arneten Es 1ST vnuerneinlich/ das
Philippus Melanchton aller Praeceptor hoher türtreflicher Mann gewesen/ der sich
vmb die Gemein Christi sehr wol verdient hat/ die hohen Artickel des Christlichen Glaubens
fein Methodice tractiıert/ arumb Schritften m1t sonderm leiß lesen se1n/ ber was

gleichwol Mi1t Gottes wWwWOort nicht vberein kompt/ I1NUSSeCHN WII DACE 1r beseits setzten. vnd
die studierende Jugendt vnd einfaltige Christen dafür wWwWarnen Timotheus KIRCHNER Nikolaus
SELNECKER artın CHEMNITZ Apologia der Verantwortung deß Christlichen Concordien
Buchs In welcher die WAare Christliche Lehre, Concordi Buch vertaßet m1t gutem runde
heiliger Göttlicher Schrittft vertheydiget Di1ie Verkerung ber vnd Calumnien, VO:  - vnrühigen
Leuten wider gedachtes Christlich Buch ruck ausgesprenget widerlegt werden Dresden
1584, 20  ®

Regarding the three Causes little W as sa1d “/Weil uch vielen libellis Methodicis vnd sonder-
lich in Rhetorica Dominı Philippi/ Lres CduUsde efficientes COMNUEIS1ON1S, neben Chrysostomi vnd
Basilij Sprüchen gesetzt So hat Concordi Buch deutlich angezeigt/ dafß/ der be:
kehrung des Menschen ott geredt wird/ diese Art reden nicht kan passıert/ sondern bıl
lich ausgesetzt werden Da ber jemand Iso redet/ Voluntatem hominis
sanata S:  —A Tenata est A S comıtem ‚Diritus SANCLI Item voluntatem hominis ACCEDTO 10.

Spiritu SANCLTLO NO  S ANYS OLU10Sam WI1IC solche Reden uch Concordi Buch erkleret/ IMM1t dem
achten W1r/ solle nicht sein/ wolte dann Aarzu gebrauchen/ das die albereit
SDECIE ausgesetzte Bücher vnd Lehrer dardurch entschüldiget werden solten” (ibid 2OI
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thored alone, the “Declaratio Articulorum H of But Chytraeus refused
make CONCESSIONS what he evidently regarded Gnesio-Lutheran

rtTem1ısm obscurantism. He Cailllc OoOme from Bergen disappointed
With statesman-like bearing he supported the ‘“Formula of Concord” 4s
1NCcAans for church un1ty fOor the rest of his lite But private letter Aegidius
Hunnıus he expressed his inner disappointment and frustration: “Of all the
things which weIec spoken, done, wrıtten Dy INC, NOt thing W as approved of
by yJakob Andreae. 'hus NOT single word wrıtten by 15 CONMN-

tained 1n the book of Concord. therefore NOTt I1 1ts authors, but
rightly be numbered 1ts yet NOtTt |one of 1ts accusers|.
hat which ave ONCE subscribed ave at time CVCI retracted.’’78 Here,
find the famous scholar at his He felt duped by his ftellow-Swabian, An-
dreae; but he acknowledged the overall validity of the “Formula of Concord’”,

Selnecker: “/Weil uch 1n den Schulen die Jugent/ de tribus Causıls efficientibus, concurrentibus
1n CONuersiONe hominis O:  5 renatıs 1!], ist/ mıit der lere VO  w} den dreyen wircklichen VISa-
hen der bekerung des vnwidergebornen Menschen hefftig jrre gemacht worden/
welcher gestalt dieselbige nemlich/ das gepredigte vnd gehörte WOTTt Gottes/ der heilig Ge1list/
VN! des Menschen wille) INIMMEN kommen/ 1st abermals aUus hiebeuor gesetzter erklerung of-
tenbar/ das die bekerung Ott allein Gottes des heiligen (e1listes werck sey/ welcher der rechte
Meiıster 1st/ der allein solches 1n wircket H CT the following criticıiısm of Melanchthon’s C1-
tatıon of Chrysostom and Basıil (God draws him only who 15 willing): “Welche reden ZUT beste-
igung des natürlichen freyen Willens/ 1n der Bekehrung des Menschen/ wider die Lere VO  - der
gnade Gottes eingeführet/ Ist aus hiebeuor gesetzter erklerung offenbar/ das s1e der form SCSUN-
der Lehre nicht ehnlich/ sondern derselben wider/ vnd demnach/ WC: VOII der bekerung
ott geredet/ billich meiden.” TOmM Nikolaus SELNECKER: AUSs der Christlichen Concordia,
erklerung etlicher streitigen Artickel: Deudsch vnd Lateinisch/ einander vber/ 1n druck
verfertiget/ der studirenden Jugend/ vnd andern Christen/ denen die warheit lieb ist/ gut/ vnd
ZU1 einfeltigen richtigkeit. Ex forma Christianae Concordiae: Declaratio TICVLORVM,
POST CONTROVERSIAM ECclesijs Academijs Augustanae
Contessioni addictis, veneruntthored alone, the ‘“Declaratio Articulorum ...” of 1583.77 But Chytraeus refused  to make any concessions to what he evidently regarded as Gnesio-Lutheran ex-  tremism or obscurantism. He came home from Bergen a disappointed man.  With a statesman-like bearing he supported the ‘“Formula of Concord” as a  means for church unity for the rest of his life. But in a private letter to Aegidius  Hunnius he expressed his inner disappointment and frustration: ‘Of all the  things which were spoken, done, or written by me, not a thing was approved of  by our autocrat, Jakob Andreae. Thus not a single word written by me is con-  tained in the book of Concord. I am therefore not among its authors, but can  rightly be numbered among its accusers. And yet I am not [one of its accusers].  That which I have once subscribed I have at no time ever retracted.’’78 Here, we  find the famous scholar at his greatest. He felt duped by his fellow-Swabian, An-  dreae; but he acknowledged the overall validity of the ‘“Formula of Concord”,  77 Selnecker: “Weil auch in den Schulen die Jugent/ de tribus causis efficientibus, concurrentibus  in conuersione hominis non renatis [!], Daß ist/ mit der lere von den dreyen wircklichen vrsa-  chen der bekerung des vnwidergebornen Menschen zu Gott/ hefftig jrre gemacht worden/  welcher gestalt dieselbige (nemlich/ das gepredigte vnd gehörte wort Gottes/ der heilig Geist/  vnd des Menschen wille) zusammen kommen/ ist abermals aus hiebeuor gesetzter erklerung of-  fenbar/ das die bekerung zu Gott allein Gottes des heiligen Geistes werck sey/ welcher der rechte  Meister ist/ der allein solches in vns wircket . ..” Cf. the following criticism of Melanchthon’s ci-  tation of Chrysostom and Basil (God draws him only who is willing): “Welche reden zur beste-  tigung des natürlichen freyen Willens/ in der Bekehrung des Menschen/ wider die Lere von der  gnade Gottes eingeführet/ Ist aus hiebeuor gesetzter erklerung offenbar/ das sie der form gesun-  der Lehre nicht ehnlich/ sondern derselben zu wider/ vnd demnach/ wenn von der bekerung zu  Gott geredet/ billich zu meiden.” From Nikolaus SELNECKER: AUSs der Christlichen Concordia,  erklerung etlicher streitigen Artickel: Deudsch vnd Lateinisch/ gegen einander vber/ in druck  verfertiget/ der studirenden Jugend/ vnd andern Christen/ denen die warheit lieb ist/ zu gut/ vnd  zur einfeltigen richtigkeit. Ex forma Christianae Concordiae: Declaratio ARTICVLORVM, QVI  POST D. LVTHERI OBITVM IN CONTROVERSIAM IN ECclesijs & Academijs Augustanae  Confessioni addictis, venerunt ... L 1583, 207.  78  “Nihil omnium, quae ä me dicta, acta aut scripta essent, Jacobus Andreae Aristarchus noster  probabat, ita ut ne verbum quidem ä me scriptum libro Concordiae insit; ideoque non inter au-  tores illius, sed subscriptores recenseri merito possim; nec tamen, quod semel subsecripsi, un-  quam retractavi” (Schütz: AaO 2, 536). I used the set in Newberry Library, Chicago, to which  thanks is hereby acknowledged. This letter may also be found in Johann Heinrich BALTHASAR:  Erste Sammlung Einiger zur Pommerischen Kirchen-Historie gehörigen Schriften: Welche zur  Erläuterung und Vermehrung der gedruckten Pommerischen Chronicken, mit möglichstem  Fleiß und Treue nebst beygefügten Anmerckungen. Greifswald 1723, 19 ($ 18).  1121583, 207
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and therefore he kept his personal urt himself and urged others aCCept the
LCW contession.

One understand Chytraeus’ teelings. Andreae WwWas often lacking 1n taCt,
and he ore MOST of the responsibility for the changes. But after four hundred
VCAIS, 1ıt aAaDDCAIS that he W as right categorically rejecting the dual understand-
ing of CONVers10 4S ell the tres Causac 'his 0€s NOtTt imply that Melan-
chthon, Chytraeus, the earlier Chemnitz Selnecker had een tainted Dy
ynerg1ısm But the WCIC confusing and they could longer SCIVC useful
PUIDOSC Now 1t wWwWas INOTe ımportant safeguard justification Dy alone.
FOor this ICaSON, the ‘“Formula of Concord” also followed Melanchthon CAaTe-

fully distinguishing between justification and sanctitication.
We ave SCCH that crucial defense of Melanchthon’s doctrine of the three

Causes W as that the inclusion of the11 applied only the regenerate. But who,
really, WeIC the NO  - renatı, and who WCIC the renatı? ven after the Gnes10o0-
Lutherans had succeeded 1n implementing their wished-for changes, the “* FOT-
mula of Concord” still granted that all who had een baptized belonged the
renatı. ”” Within the CONTtTEXT of the Lutheran church where all infants WeIC

baptized, how INanıy people this leave 4S unregenerate? Or, ONC of the
atı fell from .  F did he become 11011 renatı? Could there then be 16-CO  r_

S10N, and, if 5 did the PCISON undergoing CONVversıion COILLLC under the second
third of ‘Solid Declaration/” Article I1 72 The “Formula of Concord” W as

NOTt entirely clear such problems.
Nevertheless, the tormulators possessed LL1LOIC foresight than they knew, for

Lutheranism w as destined be transplanted 1n other countrles where not the
state-church the folk-church but the tree-church would prevail. In COUNLLY
such the United States, Canada, Australia, where PECISONS NOT baptized 1n
their youth irequently became adults the CONCEMIN of the congregatıion, the
teaching CONvers1ıon developed 1n “Formula of Concord” Article 11 has
manitested 1ts validity and wisdom. Here, INOTC clearly than 1ın sixteenth-cen-
CUrYy Lutheran („ermany, ONe 15 dealing with INeN who ave before exXper1-
enced the operatıon of the Holy Ghost, and the lines between the unregenerate
and the regenerate Ad1iCc especially real an meaningful. To 4ASSUTIC the struggling
sinner undergoing CONvers1i1on that his salvation solely the ZraC10US
hands of God becomes iımportant form of evangelical “Seelsorge”. 'his might

IL, 67 VE 598, 34-36; VOL, 32-42; YO4, 4-18)
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possibly be the 1cCaSon why the Lutheran Contessions, often spurned 1n the land
of Luther, ave become atters of life and death 1n the Lutheran Church’s
struggle 1n other countrIıes. It would be gratifying Lutheran churchmen ın
other countrıes if they could be instrumental 1n bringing their fellow Lutherans
1n the old “Vaterland” fuller appreclatıon of the rich 1ESOU1ICCS of the ‘“Book
of Concord”.

Abkürzungen
BSLK DIE BEKENNTNISSCHRIFTEN DER ‚,VANGELISCH-LUTHERIL  HEN KIRCHE/ hrsg. VO Deutschen

Evangelischen Kirchenausschuß 1 Gedenkjahr der Augsburgischen Konfession Bde
1930

CORPUS EFORMATORU Vol 1-28 Philippi MelanthonisJ quac SUPEISUNT omn1a/ ed
Carolus Gottlieb Bretschneider, Henricus Ernestus Bindseil. Halıis 5SaXonum; Brunsvigae
1834-I1
Solida declaratio
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