
VON Kirche und Gesellschaft über Über die Ört dem sich die vivificatio vollziehen kann
terschiedlichen Berufsziele der Schulkinder [)as Verhältnis VO  - Kirche und Welt i1st nicht
verschränken sich hier ın besonderer Weise die das eines klaren Nebeneinanders, sondern eines
Te1 gesellschaftlichen Lebensbereiche (Gottes- der Durchdringung: |)as IX Leben des elr
hierarchien bzw. -rechte, vereinfacht: Haus, SCH, christlichen Volkes vollzieht sich In der
Stadt un Kirche) In ihrem wechselseitigen Zu- Welt

SO eutlıc. den me1ılisten Teilnehmern des Sa-sammenspiel vollzieht sich (ottes Wirken COI-

tra iabolum, für Luther offensichtlich gestOrt m1ınars Schlufß die spate Ekklesiologie Lu:
durch das nicht mehr integrierbare Papstreg1- thers als 1ne beachtliche denkerische Durch-
mMent 652{) ESs wurde ıne gewI1sse Verschie- dringung seiner früh SCWONNCNEC: reformatori-
bung VOIN Luthers Interesse festgestellt. Ihm schen Grundsätze VOT ugen stand, sehr
geht 1m Unterschied ZUT Obrigkeitsschrift konnte bedauert werden, dafß das gegenwartı1g
VO:  am} 1n „»VKK« weniıger die gegenseılt1ige aktuelle Thema des Verhältnisses VO  w} Kirchen-
Nichteinmischung als eın ZusammenwIir- verständnis und Rechtfertigungslehre aus eıt-
ken, besonders uch die Schutzfunktion der gründen nicht mehr EeXteNSIV diskutiert werden
„Stadt«. TOTZ einer gewlissen »Verfestigung« konnte. Fuür Luther War 1ıne schnelle iınıgung
liegt hier noch keine fertige territorialkirchli- über den (Rechtfertigungs-) »Artikel Peters«
che Verrechtlichung VOL, ob e1n reichs- (Act 15, —I I; vgl 560—5 69 hne praktischen
kirchliches Konzept, 1e en DiIie Dreier- OnNnsens über die ekklesiologischen Implikatio-
struktur, die sich nıcht zuletzt 1n der Verschie- nNnen undenkbar 1619—624; 653, 71) Vielleicht
denheit VO  - Amtern und uch personübergrei- bleibt uch e1m nächsten Kongrefß hier noch
tenden Funktionen ausdrückt, stellt jedenfalls fu:  =) der ist das kein Lutherthema
kaum eın soziologisches Idealmodell dar, SOIMN- mehr?
ern wWw1e 1n der Haustafel den vorgefundenen

Luther and the Change 1n the Undgrstanding of Sacrament
Seminar leader: ames ue
eporter: ames C  ue€e
The semi1inar approached the OD1C through sacramental eXpression of the Word of forgive-

consideration of ach of the ‚1a- N1CeSsS$S the penitent, word that 15 embodied
ments PCHNANCC, eucharist, baptism rather and articulated by the church the basıs of
than through general analysis of Sacrament Christ’s promıiıse IMt 16, 19), provides kind of
The differentiation of Luther’s Conceptlon of paradigm for all of Luther’s sacramental
Sacrament from what went before Was SCcCCH thinking.
losely connected with the development of In Luther’s thinking about ach of the 1a*-

heology of the Word, transıtıon In the CONCEDT ments there 15 period of transıtion during
of alt. an transıtion from emphasis which he develops the implications of the
contrıtiıon emphasis faith, 1ın his analy- theologica. brea.  rough of his heology of the
S18 of the sSsacrament of PCNANCE., Absolution, the Word for that particular sacrament The
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scholastic matter-ftorm analysis 15 DUut asıde be- have sometımes been gıven LOO central pOS1-
U:  T fOr Luther, the Word 15 addressed prımar- tıon 1ın Luther’s theology, and this has perhaps
iLy the Christian, and NOt ıt often tended blur SOINC of Luther’s MOst ımportant
ın the scholastic analysis, the atter. S1M1- insights. It Was the CONvıction of the sem1nar
larly, the rCcS, 1C5 et SAaCTra  um pattern 15 put that for alance! understanding of Luther’s
asıde because 1t O0€es NOt enhance fit well sacramental thought, INOTC attentıon should be
with the central theologica. motifs. g1ven the liturgical, catechetical, and pastoral

The sem1nar W Aas 1n agreement that Luther’s wrıtings than the polemics. It significant
theology of the Word Was something signifi- part of Luther’s theological revolution 15 his
cantly LICW ın the history of the church’s theolo- demand that theology take responsibility for

But the semı1ınar was Iso in agreement that preaching an! for practice, then these materials
Luther Was able retrieve certaın aspeCts of should be viewed NOtT wrıtings ın which
older Christian tradition. Certain aSpeECTIS of Luther diluted toned OoOWn his hought but
hought and practice, antedating the scholastic the place which Luther’s heology W as INOST
era and significantly mpeded negated during seriously engaged.
that CIa, werc gıven DCW lease ite within It Was Iso the CONvıctıon of the sem1nar that,
Luther’s heology. These included practice of 1n establıshıng the CONTLEXT Outft of hich
contession that W as compatible ıth the COMN- Luther’s sacramental ıng emerged and
viction that ON the end gELIS agaınst which it reacted, 1t 15 IV DaY

the bottom of ne’s sinfulness; eucharistic closer attentıon wrıters other than scholastic
emphasis COMMUN1O both with the fruits of theologians. Luther’s instructions for pastors
Christ’s death and ın solidarity with OILC an! people should be SCCI1 1n their relationship
another, theme which, CONtrary SOTILLC of the antecedent materials of similar kind
older literature, 0€s NOLTt disappear recede Among the tODp1CS 1C the semı1inar INeCIMN-
into the ackgroun after 1524; and baptism ers wished explore urther were the follow-
the ever-present basis of the Christian ite ng late medieval anxlety, 1ts character an the

In the COUTISC of Luther’s Caircer he became pastoral strategles used deal with 1t; Mit 16,
involved 1ın CONtFOVEISY VCTI the SaACraments L iın Luther’s SCITII1NONS and postils and iın later
The DOS1t10NS which he took 1n these CONtrOVer- Lutheranism; and the relationship of the de:
S1eSs ın particular, the efense of the body and velopment of Luther’s hermeneutics his
blood of Christ 1ın the eucharistic elements changing Conceptlion oft sacrament.
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