
ditur« ın seinem etzten eil abändern 2 (aaO, AT Anm. 80| Grönvik erhebt, 1st
unzutreffend; enn Grönvik arbeitet lediglich181078 quod fit, sed quod S1C est instıtutum

Christo Domino« (WA LÜ 321, 6771} einen heuristischen 1Ssens heraus, ihn
E1ın Blick 1n die Genesisvorlesung, der hier überwinden aa 1LO8S—I 14)

leider aus Raumgründen nıcht ausführlich aus-

fallen kann, bestätigt, da{fß die Auffassung Liıteratur Lorenz RÖNVIK: |DITS Taute in der
Luthers VO  } der Zusammengehörigkeit VOIl Theologie Martın Luthers. Ähbo 1968; Woligang
Taufe und vıta christiana ab I519 strukturell SCHWAB: Entwicklung und Gestalt der Sakra
gleich bleibt, uch WenNnn sich die estımmung mententheologie bei artın Luther. 1977;
des Sakraments moditiziert Je nach der Front- Karl-Heinz ZUR MÜHLEN: Luthers Tautlehre
stellung, 1n der die Ausführungen gemacht sind und Stellung den Täufern. In Leben un!
Summa SUTIIN1LINAaTUI dart 11111 durchaus VOIl Werk artın Luthers VON 1526 hıs 546/ hrsg.
einer einheitlichen Theologie der Taute bei VO  } Helmar Junghans B; G 1983, 119—-138
Luther sprechen. Der Vorwurf, den Schwahbh 765—770

Luther’s Sixteenth-century SUCcCesSsSors
Seminar leader: Robert Kolb
eporter: Robin Barnes

'his semı1inar was devoted the sO-called „Jate hand The DPapCIS ell into four general 15roblem
Reformation« period IC 1546-1620]). The The CONCECDL of conftession and the OT1-

sought keep several general quest10ons 1n g1Ns of contessional orthodoxy; Perceptions
VIEW. What W3as the role of Luther’s teaching 1ın of artın Luther; The relationship between
shaping the character of the asC following his Lutheran teaching aN! other Currents of

thought; and The development of Lutherandeath? How W as his authority understood and
proclaimed? How did other individuals a! cul political resistance theory
tural forces attect the reception of his teaching Robert Kolb initiated the discussion with
and the ature of the period 1n Germany% Final- COMM! his PapDClI, »The Gnesio-Lutheran
1y, oes 1t makes talk about »late- CONCEDL of confession«. What did ıt InNnecan

Reformation« and if what WEeIC 1ts defin contess 3a8 Luther’s heirs? The »Augsburg
ing characteristics? hile top1Ccs varied Confession«, confession of al arısıng from
greatiy, these quest1ons supplied helpful the CONsSCIENCES of lay people 1n the ftace oft hos
framework for discussion. tile forces, w as unprecedented ven 1n the

Those members who presented papcCIs had history of the Church. In the trouDble: decades
distributed coples before the conterence. Conse- after Luther’s death serles of similar »contes-
quently pPapCcIs WEeIC nOot read iın sem1ı1inar meet- S10NS« appeared groupS of his followers ug-
Ings; rather particıpants WOIC gıven the OX® gled clarify and defend their CONceptlons of
tunıty speak the CONtext and implications evangelical truth. But while the »Contessio Au
t-their wWork, then answer quest1ons and gust.  « had been conceived the tecord ot
CNLALC 1ın general discussion of the 1SSUES B ral aCTt by laymen announced catholic
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teacher, spiritual counselor, and especiallyChristendom, these later »CONfess1i0nNS« WCCIC

essentially wrıtten eXpress10Ns, by Zgro0upS of prophet; these VIEWS would contıinue 1N;
ot  a TemMn. ecclesiology 366 Lutheran plety quıte directly well into thetheologians,

marked Dy heavily defensive and eschatologi- seventeenth CENTLULY. Perhaps IMOST significant
cal tone. these later documents the contes- W as the effort present Luther’s heology
S10N of faith w as inseparable {trom the teaching living reflection of human experlience, COI1-

of truth and the denunclatıon of TOM thıs bat the tendency make intellectual dogma
perspect1ıve fundamental conceptual oshift In of his teaching. These popular collections AIC

the direction of „confessionalism« Was ‚UT- thus ONC manıifestation of continuıng spiritual
mng lready by mid-century. vitality during epoch ull of numbing

Further light W as thrown these 1SSUEeES Dy theological strife.
Differing perceptlons of Luther 1so playedChristopher Burchill’s papcCrI, the shadow of

Tıtan:«: ohann Marbach and the OTg1INSs of role 1ın controvers1es between Lutherans 3al
their Reformed OppOonents. In his »Reftor-confessional orthodoxy 1n Strasbourg, I3

563« Marbach’s intellectual development Of- matıon deformation?« Bodo Nischan
plored „Lutheran and Reformed VieWwSs ot artınfers case-study 1n the tormation of contession-

al pOS1t10NS within Lutheranism. Hı1s efforts Luther ın Brandenburg’s ‚Second Retorma-
t10N<«. Elector ohn Sigismund’s CONvers1ıonimplement practical reform Ar the local level,

and groW1ng dispute ith the Reformed Calvinism ın 161 an the Reformed push for

theologian Girolamo Zanchi, helped Marbach »COompletion« of the Reformation iın the Mark
evoked bitter denunciation ftrom Lutheransclarify his OW. understanding of Luther’s

heology and his conception of the mMI1NIStIY. who held „»what W as essentially dogmatic 1N-

The evangelical mMmoOovemen could longer terpretatıon that tended absolutize both
pCar unıty 1n the CYCS of ON who had de Luther and his reformation«. The Reformed de

fended themselves the e  'e’) heirs of the Wıiıt:eloped deep tear oft the »rationalizing tenden-
CY « of Reformed heology Clearly the ideas of tenberger, whose authority they viewed rather
»Contession« and „»confessional orthodoxy« ın historical and relativistic } through
evolved at least partly 1ın practical their »Second Reformation« they WEeIC merely
CONCECINS and the theological controverslies completing what Luther had begun. These
that by the 505 posed V1leWS, which might be termed »apocalyp-

The Varıo0us interpretations of »orthodoxy« t1C« and »humanist1ic«, reflect fundamental
.ON: Luther’s heirs WCCIC naturally insepar- contflict of assumpt10ons about the meanıng of
able from perceptl1ons of the Reftormer and his the Retormation and the VC nature of od’s
work. In »Lutherflorilegien zwischen plan fOr history.

5 und 1600« Ernst och examined SOINLLC of But what extent Was the thought of this asc
the popular editions of Luther’s WTI1LtINngs that actually governed by confessional boundaries?
both reflected and helped torm the COMMIMOMN How meaningful WEeIC the disputes of the

theologians, Ven ON: MOSt of the educated?understanding of the Reformer’s significance.
The goals of Luther’s tollowers ın publishing In her »Wittenberg and the SONS of

Hermes«, Arlene Miller Guinsburg directed At-these inexpensive works ncluded making the
Reformer’s teachings INOTE roadly accessible, entıon other owerful intellectual CUurIe

1n late-sixteenth-century („ermanYy that mMay ul:and maintainıng PUIC doctrine increasıng-
1y conftused AasC. Luther was variously depicted timately have had far greater importance than
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the confessional disputes of that aBC. There 15 NCC theory, 46—I1 K< Peterson’s bold thesis
was that Lutheran amphlet literature of theweighty evidence that at the VE hub of the

Lutheran world, Hermeticısm aN! related forms Schmalkaldic WarTl period asserted NOT only the
of hought WEeIC taken VE seriously through: right of lower magıstrates resist their

Out the sixteenth CENTLULY Far f{rom alling into super10rs, but Iso the right ot the individual
cıtızen resist his ruler the basıs of Chris-intellectual conformity and sterility atter

Luther’s death, the University showed signifi- t1an consclience. The SOUICC of such right, 1t

‚AT »Creat1ıve, tolerant, and inter-confessional« w as argued, lay ultimately the idea of Schöp-
fungsordnungen«, which involved »the worthleanings. focus narrowly the heologi

cal debates of the AsC, risk m1ssıng essential aM responsibility of the individual ‚Hausva-

elements 1n that world of thought LeI«, an the obligation of orders watch VCI

Robin Barnes’s „Melanchthon and ach other and, if need be, COITECL ach other«.
There WwWas ively, though inconclusive debatethe popular liıterature of late-Reftormation (ser-

INallYy « made SOINC complementary poılints. The the thesis, centering especially the qUCS-
tıon of whether the sixteenth CENTULY ctually» Praeceptor (Giermanlae« had generally pOSI1-

tıve reputatıon 388 popular wrIIıters; he W as had alıy conception of the individual ın political
viewed »NOLt the remote symbol of OPPICS
S1Ve orthodoxy, but rather great seeker of Concluding discussions returned the larger

roblem of character1zıng the period 1in general.wisdom and prophetic truth« his Was ar

least partly because Melanchthon actually CONSECENSUS seemed EINCISC that the term

»Jlate Reformation« 15 indeed use: if fOrchared with popular culture deep CUrT10S1ty
about INa  - and the natural WOT. and because other reason than that the period cshowed diftter:

trom both the early Reform 3al from the
INalıy popular wriıters 5 \A W the wisdom of the
learned the possibility of confirming the truths later »Age of Orthodoxy«. emp include

the later sixteenth CENTLULY 1n the period of (J)r-of the faith. Just the divisions between ()I-

thodoxy and heresy 1n this period AT otften MG thodoxy ATIC misleading, for despite the settle-
ment marked by the »Formula of oncord«simplified, those between »Jay culture« and

»„learned culture« easily be overstated. 8i S} Lutheranism remained under the ntilu
11CcCEe of several „circles of CONSCIOUSNESS«Finally, the implications of Lutheranism tor

political thought weIc discussed 1n light of humanılist, academic, magical, and prophetic
at least until the era of the Thirty VYears’ WarLuther Peterson’s „Lutheran resist-
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