
Luther’s Antı-Roman Polemics and Popular Belief
Von Bob Scribner

Assessing the impact ofany aspecCt of Luther’s life and work W as MNCC thought
be relatively simple Matter The researcher had only read Luther’s
works intensively, anı thus equipped with close knowledge of the original
J had only search diligently for traces of the words an! ideas of the
Reformer. The groWw1ng density of Luther quotat1ions, acknowledged an unack-
nowledged, would attest his pervasıve intluence. Nowadays dIC better
informed and Can a2voOo1d such methodological nalvete. More sophisticated
approaches extual criticı1ısm ave brought LLLOTC refined of
understanding intellectual influence. We ATC particularly that the impact
of TExXt 15 often quite detached from authorial intention and that AVe
lives of their OW.: :E 455C55 the impact of phenomenon such as Luther’s antı-
Roman polemics 15 complex task 1n which mMUust take ACCOUNT of network
of influences: nNnOtTt Just the relation between text an the author’s intent10ons,
life and COTDUS of wI1ltings, but the relations SOCIetYy, culture and
CONtEMPOFALY modes of discourse.1

The 1ssue of »popular belief« 15 less complex, and the arameters involved
1n 1ts exploration CannoOot be remotely touched 1n short 10 eNVv1isage 1t

passıve object which Luther’s thought merely »impressed« itself like seal
g1ViINg shape an form featureless WaxX would be equally erroneous.? »Popular

On authorial intentlon, SCC Roland BARTHES: The Acatlı ot the author. ders.: Image-musıic-
FeXt essays/ auUSSCW. und übers. VOIl Stephen Heath Glasgow 1977, 142-48, CSD 146 »We
know 1L1L0 that TExXt 15 not line of words releasing single »theological: meanıng ithe
IM of the Author-God) but multi-dimensional ın which varıety of wrI1ltings,
LOLLC ot them original, blend an clash. The tEexXTt 15 t1ssue of quotations drawn {trom the
innumerable CEANFTES of culture.« (In the frame of reference for text, Dominick LACAPRA:
Rethinking intellectual history and reading In Modern European intellectual history
reappraisals and DNDCW perspectives/ hrsg. VO: Dominick Lacapra and Steven Kaplan. Ithaca,

1982, 47-85
his appCarrs have een tracıt presupposıtıon oft the discussion „»Luther and Culture« Aa
the Sixth International Congress for Luther Research, Lu])J 5 1985), 52-196, especlally the
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belief« Was something fully exploited by Luther and other reformers 1n their
religious and polemical aCct1VI1ty, but it also had shaping intfluence the VeIY
nature of the relig1io0us Oovement they precipitated. We eed look urther
for evidence than the apocalyptic mood of the later miıddle asCS belief 1n the
reality of prophecy, the immınence of the unmasking of Antichrist, the Va-
S1Ve of Satan 1n the world, and the potent manitestation of the Holy
Spirıt 4S of religious reform.

All these beliets shaped Luther’s thought 1n WaYyS that made i wholly charac-
teristic of his generatıon and SET boundaries for the evangelical Oovement of
the sixteenth CENTULY that they WCIC able transcend only gradually 1n the
COUISC of time.

In this paper, | want indicate the kinds of dialecfic that Occurred between
Luther’s anti-papal polemics and popular belieft, In order understand both
phenomena part of wider cultural PDIOCCSSC5S. In particular, WAant TAaW
attentıon three aSpeCts of the topI1C: what popular belief contributes
Luther’s public PCISONA; the NnNature of Luther’s popular belief 1ın his
polemical Campa1gns; an the long-term cultural impact of such perceived
forms of interactıon.

Popular belief an the »public Luther«
If reflect al alıy length the nature of Luther’s impact public tigure, it 15
immediately clear why simply rely »authorial intention« OUT
maın heuristic tool, assess1ing reception by MmMOVINg OUut from Luther’s wrı1ıtings.
There weTrIiec 1n fact Man y „»Luthers«: the multiple manifestations of „Luther the
author«, the „»Luther« created by the propagandists, the „»Luther« perceived by
humanıists and Catholic Opponents, and the „»Luther« of popular reception and
ICSDONSC, amne but SOINC varlatiıons of the Reformer’s many-headed public
persona.*

suggestion (ebd, 184|) »Should NnOt the discussion proceed ftrom what Luther sa1ıd anı hought
about culture hat he did about ıt, and en whether his act10ns INnaYy have had lasting
CONSCQUCNCECS CC

polemical form, this W as the perceptlion oft Johannes Cochlaeus when he created his
»SeptIceps Lutherus« ın 1529, MmMoOost recently commented upDON by eter Newman BROOKS 1n
SEVEN-HEADED LUTHER: CSSaVyS 1n commemoratıon of quıincentenary 1483-1983 hrsg. VO  -

ems Oxford 1983, V-VI.



„»Luther the author« had INalnıy sides he W as polemicist, publicist, theolo-
g1an, biblical scholar, pastoral adviser, and socijal and political cYrıt1ICc. We AB
NOLT yeL begun unravel the hermeneutic problems of understanding the DODU
lar impact of Luther the theologian and biblical scholar. Unless take ser1-
ously the argument that 1t W as possible accept part of Luther’s theological
MmMECSSASC, IMaity it other theological perceptlons, and Cre42tfe ditterent
evangelical syntheses that WCIC less valid reESPONSCS the 1sSsue of religious
reform, 11 COMEC remotely close understanding popular religious
reception of Luther of the Reformation OoOvement. whole.4 The Samlc

MUST be said of Luther 4S wriıter social and political 1SSUES, where there 15 still]
tendency SCC him 45 taking the normatıve Stance all sociopolitical

questi1ons of his time.> Luther 45 pastoral adviser still awalts close invest1igatıon,
although Bernd Moeller has indicated the significance of the theme by showing
that Luther’s popularity author L3 ZO rested heavily works
directed questl1ons of DIELYy and devotion.®

his last fact A een shrewdly perceived DYy CONtTEMLDOFALY PIO-
pagandists who SETt about creating popularised public ıimage of LEuther,; what I
DVO labelled „Luther mYyth« The COMPONENTS of this myth, embodied 1n the
propaganda pamphlets and visual representations of Luther from the early

5 205, WeICc constructed from the TEeESONAaNCES attached his threeftold PCISONA
45 {riat, preacher an doctor. As frlar, he exemplified P10US Christian lite,
doctor he W as P10US teacher, and 4S preacher he proclaimed the Savıng doctrine
of the Word of God In all of these he W as juxtaposed the POPDPC,
other members of the clergy, his OppONeNts and the devil, ith whom all
his opponents CY1Lt1CS WCIC associated.7

See the intormative study by Paul USSELL: Lay theology ın the Retormation: popular
pamphleteers 1n Southwest ermany 521-152 Cambridge; 1986
FOrTr examples, SCC artın BRECHT: Luthertum als politische und soziale Kraft den Städten. In
Kirche und gesellschaftlicher Wandel 1n deutschen und niederländischen Städten der werden-
den Neuzeıt/ hrsg. VO:!  - Franz Petr.1. W; öln 980, 1-2 —.. DERS Luther und die Probleme selıner
eıt In artın Luther: Probleme seıner Zeıt/ hrsg. VO:  - Volker Press und Dieter Stievermann.

1986, 58-74
Bernd MOELLER: Das Berühmtwerden Luthers. Zeitschrift für historische Forschung (1 988],
65-92
Marc LIENHARD: Held der Ungeheuer?: Luthers Gestalt und T at 1 Lichte der zeitgenÖss1-
schen Flugschriftenliteratur. Lu) 45 Bı 978]), 56-79; er SCRIBNER: FOr the sake of simple
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(ilven Luther’s hostility the regular clergy, the representation of him
frıar 1Ss SUrpr1SINg, and reveals the striking disparity between propaganda image
and reality. However, this contradiction had little opportunity become evV1-
ent other layers of connotatıon WCIC quickly overlaid upDON 1t thicken
the mythical pCErSONa.; Luther became »holy «C »of God«, divinely
inspired prophet, NDCW Father of the church, LICW Moses, Elias, Daniel, ohn
the Baptist, CVCI) pOost facto antıtype of Christ himselft.8 Most amazingly,
gıiven his condemnation of the cult of the saınts, the mythical Luther himselft
became living saınt, supplied with the nimbus of sanctıty, and 1n ONC striking
broadsheet depicted 45 mediator who shows the WaY Christ an
salvation! In this last example, both visual and printed tEexXTt dIC quıite unambigu-
OUS this central point, the printed tEexXTt praisıng God »that VOU, lord, ave
saved us, through Martın Luther, with YVYOUI Word«.?

It 111 NOT do dismiss this 4S 11 allegory typology, alıy IMNOTEC than
could read ILCIC rhetorical exaggeratıon the identification of the PapaCYy with
Antichrist and the devil The perception of Luther’s »sSainthood« W as A central

the reception of the evangelical INCSSasCc the revelation that the DPODC W as

Antichrist and of the devil It W as the depth of this CONvıctıon that led
the creatiıon of Luther-cult, belief 1n Luther as SOTNCOMNC whose COmM1Ng£g

had een divinely foretold AREL who could himself prophesy, and the aCCEPL-
A11CC of miraculous Luther images, beliets which continued the » Luther myth«
1Nnto the nineteenth CeNtULY:

We ave yet explore the real depth of the popular 1ESONANCECS of the „»Luther
myth« created by the propagandists. Can simply 4SSUINEC that evangelical

folk popular propaganda for the (‚erman Retormation. Cambridge I981I, Kap artın
WARNCKE: Cranachs Luther: Entwürte für e1in mage 954
ET SCRIBNER: Luther myth popular historiography of the reformer. In ers Popular
culture aN! popular mMoOovement:! 1n Reformation („ermany. 301-322, CSp 303-309
The broadsheet „Luther führt die Christgläubigen aus der ägyptischen Finsternis« 15 &r
duced 1n full 1n Max (GEISBERG: er deutsche Einblatt-Holzschnitt 1n der ersten Hälfte des
Jahrhunderts. 1923, Nr. 9027; 1ts iconography analysed 1n Scribner: FOr the sake of simple
folk, The pasSsSagc referred »WırIuch Jesu Christ Mıt ankbarkeit, lob,
PICYSS und CCTI das du uns hast 10 mylter her) Erlöset VO  j der hellen port Durch Martın
Luther, mi1t deym Wort, und u1lls dem hymmel uffgeschlossen.«
obert SCRIBNER: »Incombustible Luther«: the image of the retormer 1n early modern
Germany ers Popular culture and popular MOVemMECNTS, 323-
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propagandists WE drawing existing perceptions of Luther, which they
sought exploit and direct into paths LLLOIC with Luther’s theology?
(Jr did they GCTEA2FG his image ah 1n1ıt10% The IMOST testımonYy of such
CONtEMPDOFATLY perceptions from Hıeronymus Aleander, who reported
that 4S Luther stepped from his CAFT arrıval In Worms priest three tiımes
touched his garment an proclaimed that he had relic of the of the
salnts. How far the papal legate’s report 15 actual and how far ironic hyperbole 15
difficult discern, an the Sa”aInle CAall be sa1d of Aleander’s other report of 1124  S

who argued the marketplace that Luther WAas without SIN, had erred
and W a4s be placed above Augustine.*! Did such actıons, if accurately
reported, represent the impact of propaganda Campalgn, did they provide the
14AW material from which propaganda campa1gn W as constructed? The her:
meneutic problems ere ave yetL be tully addressed.1?

Evidence direct 4S Aleander’s 15 disconcertingly thin, but do find SOINC

traCces of Luther’s mythic PCISONG resonatıng 1n public events such carnıval
plays performed 1n 2 1ın Danzıg an! Elbing an 1ın 524 1n Königsberg. hat 1n
Danzıg featured the POPRC condemning Luther with bell, book an candle,
presumably 1ın sympathy with Luther’s 1CeW of the matter; that 1n Königsberg
depicted Luther conironting the DODC that »the knavery of the DOPDC, his
cardinals 3al his whole tollowing W as clearly revealed«. There 15 poorly
documented report that when Luther’s books wWeICc burned 1n Thorn In 522 his
portrait W as placed with them but persistently refused urn There W as also
carnivalesque burning of the Reformer 1n 522 1n Altenburg, anti-Luthe-
1all reshaping of the CuStomar expulsion of Wınter: Luther-puppet W as

brought before mock C  J condemned for heresy ARat burned nearby
hill

DIE DEPESCHEN DES UNTIUS ÄLFANDER VO WORMSER KEICHTAG übers. und erl VO  w} Paul
Kalkoff 1886, I3  en
The problems ot Tacıng Luther reception A1IC SsSEet Out iın exemplary by Hans-Joachim
KÖHLER: DIie Flugschriften der trühen Neuzeıt eın Überblick. In Erforschung der Buch- und
Bibliotheksgeschichte ın Deutschland/ hrsg. VO:  - Werner Arnold Wiesbaden 1987, 307-344

13 FOr anzıg and Elbing, Simon GRUNAU: Preußische Chronik/ hrsg. Von Miax| erlbac.ul
Philippi und agner. 1896, 6461; for Königsberg, Balthasar - ANS Chronik. In
Königsberger Chroniken AaUus der eıt des Herzogs Albrecht/ hrsg. Vomn Flriedric. Aldolf|
Meckelburg. Königsberg 1865, 164; for Thorn, Christian HARTKNOCH!: Preußische Kirchen-
Hiıstoria. 1686, 865 for Altenburg, Erika KOHLER: artın Luther und der Festbrauch. öln
1959, 56
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We AVE evidence of less kind 1n incidents of ritualised
behavior which attested, sought induce, popular disbelief 1n papal religion:
disturbances of the liturgy, mock PrOCESS1ONS, forms of counter-liturgy,
parodies of the Mass, ritual desecration of images, relics and other holy objects,
sScapegoatıng rituals and rituals of purification.1* 1I1wo examples from Ianı y 111
suffice illustrate the nature of these events ( In the Feast of the Puritication

523 1n Senftenberg 1ın Albertine SaXony, the images which the clergy usually
carried 1n process1ion WeTEC defiled, bull of indulgence WAas removed from 1ts
Carrıer and skul] put 1n 1ts place; while during the itself mock
procession featuring iINan Her Was held outside the churchyard.
In Goslar 1ın 3 carnıval procession Sanıg satirical agaınst the clergy,
while there WAas mock palm procession which featured the Emperor 455
and the DODC SO followed by the ritual »InNterment« of the Mass the
marketplace.

The immediate influence of Luther’s thought polemic 15 difficult discern
1n these CVECNTIS, but the EVENTS Can 1n themselves certainly be SCCH ritualised

of COmM1Ng wiıth the INCSSaSCc that the PODC and papal religion dIC
harmful salvation, and MUSt be driven OUuUt of the COMMUNILtY an the indi-
vidual heart attaın right of Christian PIetLy Yet such behaviour
represented forms of ritual actıon deeply rooted 1n pre-evangelical mentality
and SCCI1N scarcely reconcilable with the profound anti-ritualism encouraged by
evangelical thought.1!® If they AT evidence of popular reception of Luther’s
INCSSAaSC, they also suggest that this INCSSASC Was received and understood 1n
traditional forms. 'his contirms the evidence of the depiction of »Luther
saınt« the willingness eagr and rece1ve Luther’s INCSSAaSC INaYy ave
depended cruclally deep-seated longing for holy INnan saınt and prophet,
who W as inaugurate religious retorm ın LNCW dSC of the Spirıt The continua-

1 These aTtfe discussed 1n ILNOIC detail R{obert SCRIBNER: Rıitual and Reformation. In ers
Popular culture anı popular MOvements, 103-122.
For Senftenberg, ÄKTEN UN  ® BRIEFE ZUR KIRCHENPOLITIK HERZOG GEORGS VO.  F SACHSEN/ hrsg.von Felician Gefßß 15 E7-1524 1905 NachdruckL; Köln; 1985 456, 18-23 449]; for
Goslar, Hans GEISMAR: Die Goslarer Chronik des Hans (G(Ge1smar/ hrsg. VONn Gerhard Cordes.
Goslar 1954, 135

16 eter BURKE: The repudiation of ritual ın early modern Europe. In ers The historical
anthropology of early modern Italy Cambridge 1987, 223-238, OU: the repudiation Was
nNnot pronounced Burke SCCS Ir
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t1o0n of this V«e. traditional image a4as integral part of Luther’s mythic PCISOLLA
shows how powertfully popular belief formed what W as become »popular
Lutheranis_m«.

IT The dialectic of popular belief anpolemic
1wo of the MOst interesting products of Luther’s antı-Roman polemics ATC

small picture-books for popular CONSUumpt1on, the »Passional Christi un Antı-
christi« an the »Abbildung des Papsttums«. Published respectively 1n IS2ı
and 546, they dICcC separated by the COUISC of Luther’s CTGF reftormer. In
language accessible those with inimal literacy, both effectively popularised
Iallıy of his central understandings abouth the Nature of the PapaCVY form of
false religion«. Their central INCSSasc Was that the DPaDaCY Was the Antichrist
and product of the devil, both not1ions with potent popular appeal. The LLANLNECT

1n which the figure of the Antichrist W Aas mobilised In the interests of evangeli-
cal propaganda has egen thoroughly analysed elsewhere, and the papacy’s
diabolical aSSOC1lat1Ons 15 well-worked theme 17 Here WAant call attention

SUOLLLC other aSpEeCTS of popular belief 1n these pamphlets which contributed
their polemical immpact.
It 15 possible that the format of the »Passional Christi un! Antichristi«,

created by Lucas Cranach the Elder, W as suggested DYy ussıte antithesis
between Christ and the DODC, but it also has similarity the of the
Passional, small pıcture books for D10uUS meditation depicting SCCNCS from the
ife of Christ the saınts. Luther himself later recognised the instructional
value of this Lype of P10US handbook, and attempted CTE2LE »reformed« (but
non-polemical| version of it 18 Cranach’s Passional INAaYy also ave adapted
certaın features of the Biblia the cConstructions of the work around
» types« and »antıtypes« (here transmuted into antitheses], the provısıon of

17 Scribner: For the sake of simple folk, 148-1 88; Hans PREU{fS DiIie Vorstellungen VO Antichrist
1m spateren Mittelalter, bei Luther und iın der kontessionellen Polemik: e1in Beıtrag Z

Theologie Luthers und ZUTI Geschichte der Frömmigkeit. 1906
When he added illustrations the 527 edition of his »„Betbüchlein« of 522 Iwo later,
he wrote ın justification of this Step, »ICh habs fur gut angesehen das alte Passional büchlin
dem bettbüchlin thun, allermeist umb der kinder un! einfeltigen willen, welche durch
bildnis und leichnis besser bewegt werden, die GCöttlichen geschicht ehalten, enn durch
blosse WOTIT odder lere, IL, 45 S, G-I
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short |lectiones] describing the simplest level which the antitheses
WCIC be understood, and the overall instructional PUTIDOSC. Cranach’s Pas-
sional SCS SOINC of the S\di1lle SCCI1CS5 4S those 1n the Biblia the
Natıvıty, Christ cleansing the temple, the CNTLY into Jerusalem, the mocking of
Christ, the Ascension), albeit 1n wholly different order and ıth other
emphases.!? Its affinity with these earlier works of popular DIELYy 15 unmistak-
able, CMn if the overall pıcture PIOSIAINLIN sShows direct influence an W as

INOTEC likely ave een original creation.
FoOor the popular mind the MOST powertful 1ESONANCES would probably ave

een experienced 1n those SCCI1CS5 which TEW UDOLL the functiones SaCIaCl, the
dramatised liturgy through which the key events of the liturgical VCaI WeIC

marked. I1wo examples stand 0188  + the of Christ into Jerusalem the aASS,
integral part of the Palm Sunday 1ın MOST Ns, and the Ascens1ion

of the Lord, 4S dramatised that feastday.?° The latter 1S directly
referred 1n Cranach’s last paır of wOoodcuts, which show Christ ascending into
heaven, contrasted with the Antichrist-pope being hurled 1nto the depths of
hell In INanYy churches it W as the CUStOM this day axre figure of the rsen
Christ pulled through hole 1n the church roO, after which W as

made above with rattlies and clappers, symbolise the struggle between the
devil and the heavenly ost 'his culminated 1n puppet of the devil, often
smeared with pitch and C being hurled OWN the floor below, symbolise
his condemnation hell Cranach’s striking ıimage established 1n of the
»popular liturgy« what became LW stock identitications of the DapaCY 4S

puppet, fake of 1a8S andJ and of the devil
The FW themes of devil and puppet weIc MmMOst brilliantly combined 1n

the titlepage of work NOt from Luther’s immediate circle but undoubtedly
influenced DYy his doctrines, » Vom alten und Gott, Glauben und Ler«.
The DODC 1S ere represented 4S carnıval puppet unsteadily held aloft

stool by his SUuppOTITters, Luthers opponents. He 15 identified 4S diabolical
figure Dy ONC clawed foot and by tW! devils who him with his t1ara. The
other half of the woodcut depicts the work of s  J flowing OWN from the

E For the TOSTaMMIME and Structure of the »Biblia PaUDPpCIUIN«, SCC BIBLIA PAUPERUM: facsimile
an edition/ hrsg. VO:  - Avril Henry. Ithaca, 19857
Riobert SCRIBNER: Ritual an! popular belieft ın catholic GermanYy AT the time of the
Reformation. etrs Popular culture an! popular MOVeEMECNTIS, 23-28
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Father, OVCTI the Holy Spirıt the rsen Christ, figures representing the
New lLestament an tinally Luther. 21

More influential 4S polemical image WAas Cranach/’s tigure of Christ the
aSsS, virtually representation of the of the so-called »Palmesel«
which 1n INanYy W as pulled through the Streets with demonstrations
of popular veneratıon. 'his formed the basıs of the nınth contrastıng palr 1n
Cranach’s Passional, Juxtaposing Christ the 4SS with the »yYiding DODC«,
image symbolising papal claims SUDICINAC VCI the Emperor.*“* 'his image
CAall be sa1d ave had chain reactıon impact 1n popular oral and literate
culture, SCCI1 a work 1n LW  o carnıval plays written by Nikolaus Manuel
Deutsch an staged the Kreuzgasse 1n ern 15 and February y22, the
Sundays before an after Ash Wednesday.?3

The first play depicted the »Devourers of the Dead«, showing all the abuses of
the PaDaCYy Occasioned Dy the traffic In indulgences, requı1ems an memorials.
'his play comprised “ALICH:‘) lines 1ın 1ts published vers1o0n, and 1S 1ın S1X places
strongly influenced by Cranach’s Passional. Special mention Call be made of the
image of the warlike DODC accompanied Dy WAarr10rs, the haughty PODC carried Dy
porters (by with Christ, who went foot), and the Emperor being
forced kneel and 1S5S the pope’s foot ıcompared Christ who kneeled
wash his disciples’ ject) The second play Was simpler, essentially only COHIE

ın the form of procession with SOINC added dialogue. On ONC side of the
sStreet W as depicted Christ riding humbly his ASS, accompanied by crowd of
the DOOTL, the blind, the lame an the sick On the other side the DODC,
panied Dy Warr10rs, rode proud 1n AaTINOUT h1s W as also modelled

1n Cranach’s Passional, 4an! W as published 1n 524
The evolution of these plays reveals SOINEC of the complexity of interchange

between Lutheran polemic and popular belief. Luther’s CONvıctiıon that the DODC
Was the »Frue Antichrist« rqcalled the earlier ussıte between Christ

The icConNOography 15 analysed LNOTIC detail iın Scribner: For the sake of simple fOL1k, 69
See Jörg TRÄGER: Der reitende aps e1in Beitrag ZUurTr Ikonographie des Papsttums. M ; 970

23 Nikolaus MANUEL: Spiel evangelischer Freiheit. DiIie Totenfresser: » Vom aps und seiner
Priesterschaft« 15337 hrsg. VON Ferdinand Vetter 1923 The mMost recent discussion, with
complete literature, 15 efer PFRUNDER: Fastnachtskultur der Reformationszeit: ZUT Bedeutung
VO  - Fastnachtsspielen für die Verbreitung reformatorischen Ideen; die Berner Spiele Von
Niklaus Manuel. 1988 Z UniVv., phil Dıiss., 1988
On the stagıng of these plays, Pfrunder Op Cit.; 23 }
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and the Pope 'his suggested powerful visual (Christ and Antichrist|],
embodied 1n printed but preeminently visual work (CTranach s Passional),
which 1n turn influenced the wriıter of carnıval play, first staged 1n oral and
visual {OrmM, and then published without illustrations. However, 1t W as the
visual of Christ the 4SS5 and the riding POPRC which became OLLC of the
IMOST popular polemical antitheses of the Retormation period, adapted into
single image of Christ his 4S$S confronting the Pope his mule, and supplied
with the 4ATInNa Christi the papal arms.*>

do NOT want rehearse ere the through which such propaganda
worked, merely indicate the extent which 1ts polemical effect relied the
reality of the popular belief ıt exploited. When polemical illustrations invoked
such revered objects 4S the A1TI11La Christi the Palmesel, D10US Events such 4S

the functiones SaCIaACl, they relied devotion profound enough be outraged
by the revelation of the » tl'ue CC nature of the DaDaCYy Much Lutheran polemic
would NOT ave worked had ıt directly attacked the deeply held beliefs of the
people; 4S psychological mechanism, 1t had 4ATOUSC their DIeLYy without
alienating 1ıt, directing P10US outrage agalnst the DAaDaCY 45 something deeply
repugnNant and hostile existing Christian devotion. In short, 1t worked NOt by
repudiating traditional devout teeling but by affirming ıt

We CAall perce1ve the Samlle DITOCCSS at work 1n INOTEC negatıve aspects _ of
Lutheran polemic. Twenty-five after the publication of the Passional,
Luther played central role 1n the production of another small pıcture book, the
»Abbildung des Papsttums« of 1545, which reveals another side of his relation-
ship popular belief. It 15 tiercely polemical work which Luther himselt SaJ W

summ1ıng LW decades of struggle agaınst the PapaCYy He W as sa1d ave
called 1t his »testament«.26© In 1ne SaVasC woodcuts, 1t identifies the PaDaCcY

See Scribner: FOTr the sake of simple {O1k, FOr the seventeenth CENTLULY vers10ns, William
COUPE: The (;erman illustrated broadsheet 1n the seventeenth CENTLULY historical and 1CONO-
graphical studies. Baden-Baden 1966, 1967, 391 and DEUTSCHE ILLUSTRIERTE
FLUGBLÄTTER DES UN. JAHRHUNDERTS/ hrsg. VO  S Woligang Harms INIMNECEN mıit
Michael Schilling un Andreas Wang Hiıstorica. TU 980, 785-5 40-42)

7,.6 54, 346) 361-37 For complete iconographic analysis of the WOrk, Riobert| SCRIBNER:
Demons, detecation anı popular propaganda fOor the (;erman Reformation. In ers
Popular culture and popular MOVEMECNTIS, 277-299; for seventeenth CENTLULY editions 54,
372{ and Deutsche illustrierte Flugblätter 142-159 78-86); John oger PAAS The (‚erman
political broadsheet 1600-1700. 1600-161I15. Wiesbaden 1985, DE 229-235 5371
(I114-I119. OE 129{]); 1616-1619. 1986, AF 1285-293).
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with political LYIaNNY, MONSTITOUS pervers1o0ns of nature, Antichrist and the
devil

I1wo woodcuts show, respectively, the DODC Orn of the devil an enthroned 1n
the Jaws of hell, another the bizarre moOnster, the »Papstesel«, sed
such polemical effect 1n 523 that 1t became stock propaganda image into the
following CceNntury.” 1I1wo historical woodcuts show the political treachery of
the POPC Dy polemical recounting of papal relations with the kmperor Bar
barossa al his great-great-grandson Konradin. urther sheet depicts the »Just
reward« of the DOPDC and his mendacio0us prelates by showing their executlion Dy
hangıng, another the »papal attempting Dlay the bagpipes. However, the
dominant tone 15 gıiven by four woodcuts which link the PaDaCY faecal an
scatological themes: the »Papal Sowride« shows the PODC deceiving the »(JeTr-
111LAa1l with EXCICHICNT; the »Papal Belvedere« shows baring their
bottoms and breaking wind A the DOPDC;); the pıcture entitled »the Pope 15 adored

earthly god« shows Landsknechte defecating into the papal t1ara; an the
»Or1g1ns of the OPDC« 15 depicted 4S LLLOIC demonic QCt of defecation than
ordinary birth

These illustrations, 1ın whose planning and executlion Luther undeniably
played Jeading role, certainly reflect the COAL1TSCI1CS55 into which he easily fell
In the eat of polemical debate. They also invoke I1allıy layers of popular belief:
the fear of IMONSITOUS misbirths 4S S1ZN of moral perversion an divine d  /
the 4SSOC1atıon of the devil with the gallows and the DILVY, the demeanment of
honour by hanging 1ın effigy, with 1ts Overtones of image magıC, and the desacra-
lisation of the holiest of objects by AaCTtS of mocking ritual profanation.?® The
overall weight of the work W as invoke all these teelings an direct them
agaınst the pPapaCY It could NOT ave worked 4S propaganda without PITESUDDOS-
ing the emotional depth of the belief 1t sought exploit. short, Lutheran
polemic and popular belief wqued bDy mutual influence an interactıon.

II The Ilong-term cultural dynamic
IO depict the full complexity of interactions between Lutheran polemic and
popular belief 1n the dSC of the Reformation would be wrıte history of

On the »Papstesel«, Scribner: For the sake of simple folk, 30-I3
8 Scribner: Demons, defecation an! MONSLTEIS, 78 5729
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sixteenth CENTULY popular culture. The long-term development of these interac-
t10nNs 1S also such that wriıte 1ts history adequately would be wrıte
complete soc1lal history of popular Lutheranism. The history of the „Luther
myth« I1NaYy be taken representatıve of that development 1t W as living,
grow1ng thing, cultural PIOCCSS that has continued until OUI OW. day 10 do
Justice such long-term dynamic 15 impossible ere an MmMUust be Content
with few hasty snapshots, rather than full film record of the slow unfolding of
this particular cultural bloom We could, however, single Out several useful
indicators of the DIOCCSS at work: language, proverbs, folk CUStOMS, tolktales,
hymns, ballads, 1Conography and symbolism. FOr 1C4S0O11S5 of S  J Can touch
only few of these 1ıtems VC brieifly.

Language 15 both the MOst interesting and the MOST complex part of anı y long-
term cultural dynamic, and the history of single word and 1ts shifting CONNOta-
t10Ns Cal be useful guide 1ts maın trend. 1f take the word >DAaDS T«, Call

SCC WAaVYS 1ın which Luther’s creatıve UuUSascCS WCIC colour 1ts subse-
history 1n the (GGerman language. Thus, there 4A1IC CO1INageESs attributable

only Luther, which ave eft firm exical LrYaCEs, such 4s the words »papst-
gesinde«, »papstgoötzer«, »papstketzer«, »papstheuchler«, »päpstler« »Papst-
ling« deseribe Supporters of the PaDaCY The regular clergy could be addressed

»papstschurlinge« »papstplettlinge«, SuUupporter of the POPDC »pPapst-
maul«, »papstteufel« »papstlarve«. These ATC the followers of the »papstesel«

»papstgreuel«, engagıng 1n »päpstlerei«.??9 Many of these words remained
un1ıque Luther and found wider TESONAaNCC, but the Reformer’s penchant
for such neologisms clearly encouraged others follow his lead, NOtTt least
Johann Fischart, who added urther list of »papst«-words German vocabul-
d »papsten«, »papsthimmel«, »papstköpfig«, »papstmäass1ıg«.>°

Luther’s 4SS0OC1at1ıon ith the linguistic evolution of the word 15 recorded 1n
the fact that of („ermany, for example 1ın Mecklenberg and Thuringia,
interpret the croaking of {rOgs such that ONEC croaks »Luther, Luther!«, while
another replies »Papst, Papst!c However, the INOTC colourful forms of develop-

aco und Wilhelm (GGRIMM: Deutsches Wörterbuch. Bd 1889, 9-1452 Philipp DIRT
Wörterbuch Dr artın Luthers deutschen Schriften. 868 Nachdruck Hildesheim
1961 und 1973, 207

3 Gr1imm: Op cC1ıt Fa O°X
31 I] HÜRINGISCHES WÖRTERBUCH/ bearb VO:  w} arl Spangenberg. 1966, 1008; MECKLENBUR-

GISCHES WÖRTERBUCH/ hrsg. VOI1 Richard Wossidlo und Hermann Teuchert. 970,
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ment of the word ave lost explicit Lutheran assoCc1at10ns, while retaınıng the
negatıve connotations Luther helped introduce. The ondershausen of
»L ugenpapst« I1NCcAalı »grea ljar« has obvious Retormation ÖFHZINS: So do
those uSasgcS which 4SSOcC1late the DODC with the PI1LVY, 45 1n »papsten«, (»to
defecate«) npapst« itself the ammme of the PILVY, abbreviation of »Dapst-
stuhl«. These INaYy ell aV een suggested by Luther’s OW. scatological
language, such his eEXpress10Ns »papstdreck« an »papstfarz«.33 Other usagscS
SCCI1I1 less coloured by immediately traceable Reformation polemical 28SS0OC1A-
t10NS, such that 1n Hildburghausen where »papst« denotes malicious Spirıt
which Spr1INgs NtO the back of un WaLYy travellers \perhaps remıinıiıscent of the
devil Luther’s back 1n sixteenth CENTLULY interpretatiıons of the famous
prophecy by Johannes Lichtenberg?®*). The 1n Mecklenburg by which
»papst« 15 aiılc gıiven COWS designation for anımals objects INaYy
simply reflect 1ts linguistic demeanment.° Other uSagcS which ave passed
into modern colloquial speech, such the phrase »päpstlicher als der apst«
derive from INOTEC recCent EVCNLIS, 1n this Casc the declaration of papal infallibility
1n 1876.°9

BYy C  ‘J the word »pfaife« had LLLOIC widespread polemical dissemina-
t10n. It had already acquired pejoratıve connotatıons ell before Luther, for
example 1n the of Sebastian Brant and Aventinus, but the neologisms
formed from the word, such 4s »pfaffendienst«, »pfaffengeist«, »pfaffenge-
schwatz«, »pfaffengewalt« »pfaffenkram«, flowed 1n richness after
Luther took 1t into his polemical arsenal. The ability of the word link
evangelical polemic with traditional anticlerical teeling SaVCc 1t LLLOIC powerful
negatıve TESONAaINCE and greater linguistic impact. Gr1mm listes forms an
varıatlıons of the word, compared with only 55 for the word »papst«.?/ On this
evidence, the Reformation fathered far greater of abuse agaınst the clergy
than agaınst the PODC

Proverbs provide 4aCCECSS 1LLOIC complex linguistic and cultural PIOCCSSCS
than the history of single words. They Can be SCCI1L 4S repos1tory of folk belief,
3 Thüringisches Wörterbuch 4,
323 Hetz Op Cit. L, 207{£.

On this prophecy, Scribner: Luther myth, 308
35 Mecklenburg in Mecklenburgisches Wörterbuch Y I
36 Lutz ÖHRICH: Lexikon der sprichwörtlichen Redensarten. Autfl 1974, O
w (G1T1mMm : Op cC1ıt F 84-I1 96, for Sebastian YTan:' and Aventinus, 84
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embedded In the daily litfe of and artısans, statıng »how things d.  CC
rather than »hoOW they should be« Yet they Call also also mediate between
educated elites and the lower classes, being pressed into ServıiCce fOor mora|l an
pedagogical purposes.?® The kind of cultural dialectic involved ere( be SCCH
1n Johann Agricola’s collection of (serman proverbs, which combined
LW earlier volumes published separately 1n 1529 Agricola incorporated
proverbs from the Bible, classical authors and humanıist SOUTCECS such TYAaS-
LL11US and Heinrich Bebel alongside selections from those collected by the
Brethren of the Common Lite 1n the »Proverbia COMMUN1A« and by the West-
phalian Antonıius Iunnic1ıus. He added 1ıtems from Hugo VO  w 1 Trım.-
berg’s »Renner« and from CONTEMPOFATLY authors such 4S Brant, Thomas Murner
and Luther.??

What transtorms Agricola’s work 1into culturally significant record for OUT
ATC the mM1N1-ESSays 1n the style of the medieval Exemplum which

aACCOMPAN MmMOst of the individual proverbs. As committed Lutheran, Agricola
imbued INallıy of these with the SpIr1t of the evangelical mMmMOovement, losing

Oopportunity expound the central Gospel INCSSaSC. Luther’s work of religi-
OUS reftorm 1S honoured 1n nıneteen places, and his doctrines expounded 1ın
twenty-one.““ We OC CVCNMN SCC Agricola himself taking the work of retorm 1ın
his inclusion of COININOMN CUISCS, which he sought by his commentaries
FETHOVS from the realm of »superst1t10N«, indeed from COTILINON u  J by
repeated reference the neCcessIty of faith and 1n God alone.41

The 1INOTEC polemical side of evangelical belieft also features 1n twenty-nıne of
the commentarıes. These from 1Ie16 repetıtion of COININON anticlerical
sentiments \No 320 »Wer habenl CYI1 ICYI1ICS hauss, der lass Pfaften, Münch
und tauben drauss«)]J, OVCI proverbs directed agaınst the eXCEeSSive of
prelates INo 78 »(sott ist eiıne herre, der Apt ist ein münche« the position of

38 Ulrich MEISSNER: Die Sprichwörtersammlung Sebastian Francks VO  - 1541 Amsterdam 1974,
443 446 f; (BELKEVICH: Proverbs and soc1lal history. In The social history of language/ hrsg.
VO.  - etfer Burke and Roy Porter Cambridge 1987, 43-72

39 Johannes ÄRICOLA: |DITS Sprichwörtersammlungen/ hrsg VO  e} Sander Gilman. B;
1971, 353-375y for Agricola’s SOUTCCS The proverbs AdIC cited below according Gilman’s
numbering.
The figures aic from Meıssner: Op C1t., 434

AL FOr CUISCS, ÜAgricola: Op C1t '# I3(0N 472-487 502 520 528 626 643 f; the blessings dIC NOS

536-54I1 546-549
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Rome an the Pope NO S} » [ Jer aps 1STt kommen un Hans allen SAdSSCcCH
worden «] INOTE explicitly evangelical attacks the cult of the SAa1Nfs NO
324 „Ich feyre keynen heyligen dem ich nicht gefastet hab«] The
of the DAaDaCY with the devil and Antichrist also finds 1ts place |No 23 » WO

err (:ott Kirchen hynbauet da bauet der Teufel auch C111 {TS-
hauss daneben«J, ell 110  z scatological VCIS1OIN of the »Or1igins of the
Pope« INo 2 » [ Jer Teuffel 1St uNsers eIr (:0ts affe«), the description of
monks the devil’s failed attempt MmMi1itate divine

Agricola attack the PapaCY and papal religion 15 low key DYy COINDAIISOUON
with Luther virulent polemics and 17 often aPDPDPCAIS if he sought 4VO1d
COALI1ISC polemical tone In his 1548 collection which added urther five
hundred proverbs NOT only 15 the polemical tone absent but tOO PIQaI1SC of
Luther reforming work and the earlier attempt at »reformation by
proverb« his Was doubtless the result of his alienation from Luther MS

charges of aNtıNOMN1LANISM his COOperatıon the of the nterım and
Luther general condemnation of collections of proverbs 1540 We Call but
speculate what effect this SCH change had the development of the »evangeli-
cal proverb« but the urther trL.  SM1SS10N of Lutheran antı Roman polemic
COTNINON (:;erman proverbs A reached 1ts peak with the 1534
edition which Was republished four between 37 and Other
collections of the first half of the sixteenth CENTLUTY, from Sebastian Franck
8i 3 S41 and Christian Egenol{ff Eı 5458 52) CONtAaın iınımal traces of anftı-
Roman polemic especlally if leave traditional anticlericalism OI side
Franck’s collection 15 gently evangelical reflecting his characteristic religious
StanCce and he CVER records traditional anticlerical proverbs without 1LANCOUT

Egenoltff’s entirely lacking polemical sentiments and the relig1i0us tone of

The 1548 edition reproduced Agricola Op C1IT 274 hat the evangelical tone did NOt

completely disappear shown by 66 »Wann 41n Haylge kompt vergilst 111a des
alten« Z 106--108)

43 Agricola: Up C1t. 2, 349-352
Sebastian FRANCK: Sprichwörter, Schöne, Weıse, Herrliche Clugreden und Hoffspruch yAlxr
Proverbs such » Wann der teuftel kranck 1st, wil C111 Mönch werden« dic A  I1 without
MMENTATY, while the sharpest tone reflected his COMMENT »„»Kurtze predigt und lang
bratwurst« about »gotlose ungleubige Baalspfaffen« who believe »Ciot INUSS TST durch vil
WOTIt un! werck erweycht werden«; ebd For analysis of Franck’s religi0us
reflected the work Me1ıssner Op C1t 389 42 /
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SOMMNC commentarıes 15 broadly D10US rather than distinctively Protestant.“>
Although Agricola’s maın collection W as republished INallıy times until the end
of the CENTLUFY, the (‚erman proverb 0€Ss NOT SCCI1IL ave become maJor
vehicle for either evangelical instruction polemic.

'his did nNOtTt hinder Fridericus Petrı1 from proclaiming his intention of provid-
ing spiritual wisdom alongside wholesome doctrine an admonition when he
published his collection of T: 2  ß (German proverbs 1n 1605, strictly
speaking, the first modern handbook of GGerman proverbs. Petr1 did NOt ad
OMMENTALY, expos1itıon proverbs he listed, but sought urther his
evangelical instructional PUIDOSC by assembling 1n his first section VeT 2000

proverbs do with »God, Christ, belief, DIaYyCI, heresy, consolation and hope 1n
the CrO0SS, S1IN, death, lite anı blessedness«.46 The tone of these proverbs, OIIC

mostly drawn from SC1ILL1O11S5 an! theological works rather than popular
[58  J 15 D10OUS an devotional. There 15 COMCCIM with heresy, perhaps reflect-
ing intra-protestant disputes, but poftemic.?/ There dIC good number of antı-
clerical and antı-monastıc proverbs scattered throughout the remainder of the
collection, but LNOTC than fifty 1n all and less than dozen anti-papal
proverbs.*8 It W as almost though Rome and the PapaCcYy had ceased Matter
1n proverbial speech.

his judgment be contirmed 1n the long-term development of the
German proverb. The classic nineteenth CENTLULY collections record SOINCVC-
rbial interest 1ın Rome, the PODC and the DPaDaCY, arl Friedrich WilhelmWander,

45 See Christian EGENOLFFE: Sprichwörter. Schöne, Weise Klugreden. Facsimile edition.
Weımar 1967 For bibliography of the Agricola editions, Agricola: Op cC1ıt 2, 32 L>-

46 Fridericus PETRI: Der Teutschen Wissheit, das 1sSt ausserlesen, kurtze, sinnreiche, lehrhafte
un! sıttıge Sprüche und Sprichwörter. 1605 FOr the PUIDOSC behind Petrı’s collection, ebd.,
Vorrede, 11-V111; tOor eil »Von GoOtt, Christo, Glauben, Gebet, etzerey, 108 und Hoffnung
1 Greutz, Sünd, Todt, Leben und Seligkeit«, Aı-Hı.
Petrı1ı’s CONCETN with »heresy« 15 captured neatly 1ın his version of the well-known »CGottes
Wort und reine Luthers Lehr Vergehen wird noch nimmermehr und WCI115 leid allen
Ketzern (ebd, Dii")

48 Typical for the anti-papal proverbs AIC » Teuffel, Turck und aps ist alles eiINS« (ebd, A 1117);
»Wann Peters Schlüssel nicht mehr hat wöllen helffen, haben die Pebste Paulus
Schwert herfür gesucht« (ebd, Ddd 111 Typical for the anticlerical proverbs aTe )) taffen mehr
nach Wolust trachten, enn auft die Schrittft und Bibel achten« (ebd, 8*); »Eın Kloster 1sSt eine
Helle, darin der Teuffel Abt und Priıor 1St, Mönch und Nonnen sind die verdampten Seele £C

(ebd, Xiv*)
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for example, listing total of 219 proverbs 1n this cComposıte category.“? Most
aV only remote links Luther and his anti-papal Campa1gns, CEXCEDL 1n far
4S they AT ayıngs consequential the ex1istence of religious schism, such
»LDem aps 1n den Sattel helffen« ())t0 bring SOINCONC prominence again«|J.
Only three approach Lutheran polemical tone the first 15 hardly proverb In
the strict \»Das Papstthum 1sSt eın Menschensfind, da CO# nichts davon
WEe1SS« but tWO others catch Luther’s characteristic 4SS0OC1lat1ons of the PaDaCcY
with the faecal: »{ Jes aps Cancelley ist e1in Cloaca voller ugen« irom the
Tischreden| and » [ Jer aps ist eın Kukuk, CT frisst der Kirche ihre 3er un!
scheisst dagegen eitel Kardinäle aUS«.>0 The latter Sayıng, ascribed Luther
without firm evidence, certainly reflects the polemical tone of propaganda
broadsheets such the »ÖOr1g1ins of the pope« his kind of sampling 15 certainly
VC crude of assessing long-term cultural development, but the overall

iımpact of Lutheran polemic the folk wisdom of the (:;erman people
nonetheless ave een INCASIC.

Folk CUStOMS provide another indicator. We Cal SCC traces of Reformation
polemic 1ın CUStOMS such the »Ablasskäse« of Wickershain 1n
aXONY, allegedly cCOomMmmeEeMOTation of Johann Tetzel’s Visıt 1n the aIca an
local unwillingness purchase his indulgences. Fach yYCal the feast of the
Visıtation, there Was formal procession from the town of Geithain, comprised
of the tOoOwn council, the clergy, schoolchildren, the tOWnN p1per, organıst and
Cantors, accompanied by S1Xteen MUuSs1CaANsS. The procession wound the village
of Wickershain, half-an-hour AaWaVY, where Ablassgroschen W as distributed,
along with bread and slices from goatscheese the S1Ze of millstone, produced
by local farmer. Despite the possible evangelical OMg1INS of the ICMONY, it
retained elements of popular belief, for the bread and cheese W as taken ome
and WAas much sought atter 1ın the district because of 1ts special apotropalic
power.>?

The link of such ceremonı1es Luther’s antı-Roman polemics 15 nonetheless
VCIY attenuated, especially by with much 1NOTIC examples of

arl Friedrich Wilhelm WANDER: Deutsches Sprichwörter-Lexikon: e1ın Hausschatz für das
deutsche olk 1873 Neudruck Darmstadt 1964 und 1967 1176-1180 Papst) 295
(Luther
Ebd 3, KF 373 Wander cCıtes his SUOUICE TE edition of the Tischreden, SCC 4, F,
16/271(4892).
Alfred MEICHE!: Sagenbuch des Königreichs Sachsen. Y0O3, 77
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»reformation of popular culture« found the sixteenth CENTLULY In Bautzen
52 4, the mıd ent feast of Cathedra DPetr1 LW 111C  e dressed monks carried

figure of the DODC 1er DIOCCSS10ON the marketplace where the
puppet W as burned Their 4ACT1O0ON be evangelical adaptation of the

of » Todaustragen« the CUStOM whereby Wınter WAas ritually expelled
each yCal and the Summer etched h1is incident and others lıke
pressed the thought that the POPRDC and papal religion WeIC death the soul and
had be expelled let the SprinNgtlımMe of Christ Word Luther Was taken
by the ideal that he composed 541 ))A hymn for children that they might
expel the DODC at mi1id Lent« and that the parallel might nNnOtTt be lost the last

matched the expulsion of the murderous DODC with the COMLNS of SUMMMET

and the return of Christ
The hymn WAas freshened 1569 with the addition of 16  S

»IO S1N8 the WaYy home«, perhaps indicating that the old apOotropaıc
of »Todaustreiben« had een »reformed« 1NtoO evangelical CUStOM But 1$
this Was the CAasc 1t left few traces later The CUStOM of the » Todaus-
cra  CC continued the elssen uplands virtually until the nineteenth CE1N-

LUrYy It W as prohibited Neukirch SaXonYy 1623, but the PIOCCSS1ON
survived adapted form the end of the nineteenth CENTULY It also attested
for little such 4S Radeberg Car Dresden in 1745 , Sebnitz the Bohe-
1111a border and Thuringian villages such Oberhain Mankenbach and
Dobschwitz CT (Gera 4S ell AS Leissling not far from Naumburg There W as

adapted CUStOomM villages Car Schmalkalden involving the intermen of
Kırmess In all of the these however there of anı y evangelical

antı Roman polemical reshaping of the traditional Luther
»reform of popular culture« ere remained without lasting effect

The Same could also be sa1d of folktales if there WCIC ere explore

arl HAUPT: Sagenbuch der Lausıtz 1863, 3; »Todaustragen« Oswald Adolftf ERICH:
Wörterbuch der deutschen Volkskunde. Autfl 1NCUu bearb VO  m} Richard Beitl Mitarb.
von Klaus Beitl 197/74, 493{; the Luther hymn in WA 35, 568-SS

%. 5/70, I18- »DDer aps un! Grewel i1st außgetriben, Christus bringt u1lls den SOTMNINECT

wider IDen un! uch den eyen der Blumlin mancherleye
ohann ecorg Theodor GRÖSSE Sagenschatz des Königreichs Sachsens Dresden 155 ‚ 106{
Altfred MEICHE Sagenbuch der sachsischen Schweiz 1894, 38 E1ISi ugus WITZSCHEL
Kleine eıtrage ZUT deutschen Mythologie, Sıtten- und Heimathskunde agen und Gebräu-
chen aus Thüringen 193; Bd 1878 199 334
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them 1n detail. The near-comprehensive collection of around hundred »Refor-
matıon folktales« compiled Dy Heidemarie Gruppe contaıns mixture ofhistor-
iIcal; aetiological and D10OUS tales. ManYy invoke miraculous events evidence of
the truth of Protestant belief, and several C4r the 1mpress of contessional
polemics, especially those relating the Thirty Years  / War However, the
impact of Luther’s antı-Roman polemic the Was scarcely significant,
unless SCC this reflected 1n the sizeabhle number of Luther tolktales, whose
survival perhaps OWCS LLLOIC the Zzeal of Lutheran Dastors teachers than
popular transmıss1ıon. These form part of continually refurbished myth of
Luther holy 114  = and saınt, rather than resting primarily his reputatıon
the of the DAaDaCY and often orıginate 1n rebut Catholic
polemical attacks him immoral OI of the deviıl.>

ymns might be thought be LLLOIC suıltable vehicle for popular reception
of antı-Roman polemic. Although there 15 eed for caution about treatıng them
4S direct evidence of popular beliet >° Call uUusSc them indicative of trend. 1t

take Philipp Wackernagel’s collection of OVCI 4600 Protestant hymns pub
lished between I8 and 1603, SCC that 1n the first generatıon of the Retfor
matıon, the death of Luther, hymns with marked polemical tone

accounted for 9% of the total (113% it W include those concerned with the
Schmalkaldie War) 'his decreased markedly, insignificant proportions, 1n
the following [WO generations.>’ In Albert Fischer’s and Wilhelm Tümpel’s
collection for the period 1570—16468, less than handful reveal alıy kind of
polemical Janguage.® We should NOLT take this evidence of complete absence

5 See Heidemarie (GRUPPE: Katalog der Luther- un! Reformationssagen des Jahrhunderts In
Volkserzählung und Reformation/ hrsg. VOI Woligang Brückner. 197/74, 295-324 On the
Luther tolktales, SCC Scribner: Luther myth; and ers »Incombustible Luther«.

56 ome of the problems here ATC mentioned by Hans-Georg KEMPER: Das lutherische Kirchenlied
1n der Krisen-Zeıt des frühen I Jahrhunderts. In Das protestantische Kirchenlied 1m un!

Jahrhundert/ hrsg. VO  3 Altred Durr un! WaltherYWiesbaden 1986, 6 7-108; CSD 87
See DASs KIRCHENLIED: VOIl der altesten eıt bis ZU. Anfang des VIL ahrhunderts/
hrsg. VO  5 Philipp Wackernagel. 3-5 1570-1577 Working the basıs of Wackernagel’s
cCategor1sat1ons, »polemical« hymns for the period 18-I 546 comprised 134 Out of total of
14857, plus another 64 concerned with the Schmalkaldic War. For the period 541 584 this
reduced ftOo ten Out of 87 an! for the 84-1603 nıne Out of 605 The relative ecline
of those with markedly anti-papal tone 15 shown by the anti-Calvinist hymns 1n the last
period.

58 Albert FISCHER: [ )as deutsche evangelische Kirchenlied des I Jahrhunderts vollendet un!
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of polemical tone 1n Protestant P1LeLYy of the period. There dIC certainly SOTILLC

traCces of antı-Roman polemic 1n individual hymnbooks aM prayerbooks of the
seventeenth CENTUTY, sustained by the popularity of first generatiıon hymns such
4S Luther’s »Erhalt UnNs, Herr, bei deinem Wort« and hymns the ast Days DYy
Erasmus Alberus, Nikolaus ermann Johann Matthesius, recalling the WadY
1n which the DODC had inverted al] g00d Christian order.>? However, the fate of
such hymns Was perhaps tied the persistence of the apocalyptic mo0od of the
dSC of Orthodoxy, and it INaYy ell NOT ave Survived the INOTEC powerful Stream
of devotional and instructional hymns that increasingly SEeTt the tone 1n the
seventeenth century.®

Conclusion
In short 1t 15 not possible do 1LLLOIC than throw STTaWs into the wind
indicate crudely the nature of wider OWEeVer the brief indications
outlined above suggest the following conclusions. »Popular belief« shaped
Lutheran polemic much 4S 1t W as shaped by 1t, but the MOST powertful
interactıon Occurred when the polemical mMmo0od W as mMOost intense, during the
sixteenth and early seventeenth CENTLUY. Therealtter, 1ts long-term fraces dIC

INCASIC, retreating betore emerg1ing and intensifying Lutheran pPıLeLY In

hrsg VO.:  - Wlilhelm| Tümpel. LC 1904-190 Nachdruck Hildesheim 1964 1C.
contaıns 1479 hymns Dy 267 known authors for this period, only four of which have such
LIaCES, and then only 1n Occasional One 15 cCOoMMeEeMOTatıon of the »Confessio
ugustana« (ebd 2, 71 16|1, another Luther commMeMOTatıon hymn (ebd 2, 299f 286|) One
migh: have expected ind rather 1LHNOTC hymns 1n these last LW categorıes aM the questlion
therefore remaıns of how representatıve this collection 15 for OUT PUTITDOSCS. Tümpel COIN-

mented that Wackernagel had »included good deal of ballast« 1n the interests of comprehen-
s1veness, a! he sought include only those hymns which had »eıine wirkliche kirchliche
Bedeutung« (ebd L, 111), 1C mMay well have led the Om1ss1ıon of the kınd of polemical
hymns extant 1ın Wackernagel’s collection. horough study would have work ough the
vVvast quantıty of hymnbook SOUTICECS listed by Fischer and Tümpel

59 For example, the prayerbook Dy Balthasar SCHNURR:! Geystliches Schatzkämmerlein. 1619,
contaınıng Luther’s »Eın Kinderlied sıngen, wider die ‚WCIl Erzteinde Christi und seiner
heiligen Kırche dem aps und Türcken«, plus hymns the Last Days bDy Erasmus Alberus,
Nikolaus Hermann, ohannes Mathesius, Michael Weiß and Schnurr imself, and Dy LW

anONyINOUS authors.
60 'his 15 emphasised by Kemper: Op Cit:

\



eXamınıng proverbs, folktales an hymns SCC, of COUTISC, NOtTt »popular belief«
but the attempt of cultural mediators influence 1t In the long-term SCC the
mediating DIOCCSS Aat wWOrk, an! Call gaın crude indication of 1ts SUCCCSS Dy the
persistence of the mediated product. (n this basis, the MOST enduring cultural
product of the interchange of Lutheran ideas and popular belief W as NOT much
polemical 4S D10OUS, typified by the myth of Luther holy 1111l 21al saınt.
Whatever 1ts Or1g1nNs 1ın sixteenth CENTLULY popular belief, however, CannOot
claim that this W as »popular« creation 1n 1ts later development; 1t Was rather
something offered for popular cConsumptıon by pP10us pastors an zealous
churchmen.®! Perhaps the S\”di1L1lc W as true of proverbs, hymns an folktales 10

these atters properly requires wider brief than that laid OoOWN for this
PapCI, different investigatıve framework and different OCCaS10OnN. It would
ave be full-blooded social history of popular Lutheranism, but far aAaTic

only inching slowly towards that task.

61 On cultural mediators, eter BURKE: Popular culture 1ın early modern Europe. 978, 1- E
ch 4) eter BURKE!: Helden, Schurken und Narren: europäische Volksliteratur 1n der frühen
CZ hrsg. und mıiıt einem Vorwort VO:  - Rudolf Schenda. M; 198 5 , EOSTEDF The inter-
change between elite and popular, learned and lay culture an the mediating PIOCCSS itself 15
problem 1C.has yer be fully explored, but it 15 of central ımportance for understanding the
ature and creatiıon of popular Protestantism 1n early modern Europe.
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