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Sess10N princes, officials, merchants, and early modern
The sem1nar proceeded from historical and capitalism WCIC rooted in his CONVIıcCt1ON that

S1NCe Christ 15 Lord, Christian ethics Cannot betheologıca. examınatıon of Luther’s basıc wrTI1t-
Ings and soc1lal weltare eXxamı- separated trom anıy human endeavor, including

eCONOMI1CS. 'hus Luther rejected »Capitalism«natıon of hıs influence uDON his contemporarles NOtTt because he did a[8): understand historicalaN! uDOoNn sixteenth-century soc1ial weltare legis- development W as captıve the Middle Ageslatıon an practice. C(jarter Lindberg reviewed
Luther’s late medieval CONTLEXT bDy discussing 1n ecCONOMIC quest1ons, but because he per-

ceived ıt leading the accumulation of allthe medieval theology of almsgiving within the wealth ın the hands of few anı the impoverish-framework of 1ts pıety of achievement (Jacques X  (

Chitfoleau La comptabilite de /au-delä: les ment of al others. KısSs pointed Out that
Luther’s conception of Just Ssoclety rested upDOoNhommes, la INOTT et la religion ans la reg1o0n

d’Avignon la tfin du yCNn age, VOIS 1320 partıcıpatory understanding ot COomMMuUnNItYy
rooted 1ın his theology of the Lord’s Supper, an

VeTIS 1480 Vorwort VO  - Jacques le off Rome;
980]; the antipathy toward begging, particul- V1S10N of DroVv1sS10N for the POOI an needy rooted

ın his ethics of taith actıve 1ın loveIn urban y exemplified by the »„Liber
agatorum « and Luther’s preface ıt, » Von der
falschen Bettler Büberei« and late medieval and SEess1I0N FHumanıst {forts respond the soc1lal and
econOomIı1cC CY1sEeSs of the time.

>  >

The second SesSS10N concentrated upDON Luther’s
Igor Kı DapDCrI, „Luthers Bemühungen maJor traCcCts Concern1ing ecCcOoNOMI1C 1SsSues.

iıne soz1al gerechtere Welt«, WAas distributed Masamı Ishii introduced the »Sermon VO  - dem
and discussed. The argued against the inf Wucher« 18107 and emphasized the 1MpDpOTr-
luential interpretations by INS Troeltsch, of understanding the text’s cultural COI-
Richard Henry Tawney, and Max Weber that text by analogy the intent1ons anı effects of
Luther Was locked into medieval, eECONOMIC, the medieval apanese reformation of Buddhism
and patriarchal CONservatısm. Seminar partıc1ıp- upDOoN_n the apanese POOI an oppressed. Siımon
ants agreed that Luther Was intensely COIMN- Maimela introduced »On trade and USUIYy« (Von
cerned for the soc1ial renewal of the world, but Kaufshandlung und Wucher engl ), and high
did NOt that Luther Was »utoplan«. lighted Luther’s analyses of business
Luther’s COMNCECINMN tor 1LNOTC soclally Just world practices and : ocused the discussion upDON the
Was anchored 1ın his understanding of God the ımportance of social analysis for theology. Mar:
mercitul CTreAaTtTOT an redeemer. his merciftul tIn Schwartz Lausten suggested that Melan-
God forgives S1IN, heals the sick, helps the needy, chthon 1ın W as clearer than Luther the
and IV| widows and orphans hrough the tens10nNs between Christian life an! worldly of-
works of others wh SCIVC his »Masks«. fice eter Bockman introduced »An die Ptarr-
Luther’s sharp cr1ıt1ques of the Roman church, herrn, wider den Wucher predigen« 1ın ight ot
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Luther’s distinction between the tWO realms. ment, Hendel emphasized that Luther’s doc:
Luther’s radical attack upON »USULYy « 1n this trıne of justification and the social-ethical prin-
treatıse, and his consideration of »Capitalism« ciple of faıth actıve ın love shaped Bugenhagen’s

STAatus conftfessionis found few emulations CONVvVI1cCtion that PDOOI relief 15 NOt adiaphoron
but necessity flowing from 208 Hendel COIl-beyond the pastors of Rudolstadt 1n 64-15065

and Regensburg 1n 87 who WEeIC expelled from centrated Bugenhagens’s 1528 Braunschweig
Order, itself influenced Dy Luther and the Le1s-their parishes for eXcComMmMuUnNICatınNg USUr10uUSs

parishioners. The significant elements nıg Order, model for Bugenhagen’s future
Luther’s ecCconOm1cC wr1ltings include hıs insight- work Bugenhagen, who officially represented
ful analysis of the soc1lal harm perpetrated Dy Luther and the Lutheran MOVeEMECNT, »formu-
chaotic SYStTEMS, Supply and price lated system of POOI relief which reflected
manipulations, and by his calls for overnmen) evangelical theological principles and which
control of prices and SUupervV1s10n of credit under sought address significant challenge within
the principles of 1CA4SOI and equılty sixteenth-century soclety 1ın practical and

achievableN
Session IIT

SessionLuther’s contributions the theory and legisla-
t1ıon of soc1ial weltfare WeTiTC the focus of the sem1- The fourth aN! 1119 SesSsS1ON of the sem1inar COI-

nar’s 1Y! SESSION. Luther’s CONCETT for STTrUC- tinued the discussion of Luther’s influence
tural soc1al change enabhle prophylactic uDOIL POOI relief developments early modern
well remedial dIicC for the DOOTI W AasSs presented Europe. artın Schwarz Lausten provided 1N-
by Lindberg’s introduction of „The blessed SaC- sight into Danish developments with his PapCr,
rament of the holy and S body of Christ and »Armenfürsorge 1n der dänischen Retorma:-
the brotherhoods« (Ein Sermon VO  o dem hoch: t10N«. After introductory remarks about the
würdigen Sakrament des heiligen wahren contribution of the Carmelite Provincial,
Leichnams Christi und VO  - den Bruderschatten Paulus Helie (Helgesen)], Lausten ocused uponNn
(engl. , sect10ns of » 1’0 the Christian nobility« Petrus Palladius, the first Lutheran bishop of
| den christlichen Adel deutscher atıon Seeland who had studied for S1X 1n Wıtten-
(engl , and Varıous »Fürstenspiegel«. Luther’s berg and whose episcopal ordination Was by
contributions social weltare legislation WEIC Bugenhagen. The tourth chapter of Palladius’
presented 1ın relation contemporaries such famous » Visıtation book provides definition of
Andreas Bodenstein from Karlstadt and Juan the DOOT, motivatıon for POOI elief, discussion
Lu1s Vıves, and the legislative models of the of the eX1sting problems, and directions for the
Wittenberg »Beutelordnung« an the Leıisn1ig practical structurıng of soc1jal a4ssıstance. Pal:
Order for »Common chest«. Le1isn1g's role ladius clearlyn ATC for the POOI
model for other WN:! and for other reformers Christian socijal responsibility by forceful uUusec

W as Iso discussed. of Luther’s law-gospel dialectic. At the Samnle
tıme there 15 moralistic tone Palladius’ SCI-The significance of Luther’s influence uDOI

colleagues W as highlighted Dy urt Hendel’s 1INONS which Lausten attributes the influence
of Melanchthon. Palladius did NOT hesitatePapCr, »The aTe of the DOOT ın Bugenhagen’s

church orders«. Referring Bugenhagen the appeal ego1sm well 16C2AS0ON ın his advoca-
»organizational gen1US« of the Lutheran LLOVC- for the POOT, For exemple, the DOOT d
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M1TTOTr of hat could befall an yoNeE. Luther’s Conclusions
understanding of vocatıon underlies Palladius’ the chorus of late medieval LEIHEBTHN and aNX1-assertion that SerVvVice God OCCUTS NnOot 1n pil eLYy about LICW financıal practices, Luther’s VOl1-griımage elsewhere but carıng tor the needy 1ın contributes SOTINEC LCW note: which he hopedne’s O W) envıronment. One of Palladius’ dis could change the entire COmposıit1on. Luther’stinctiıve contributions W as Create » POOr theological-ethical CONVI1Ct1ONS, mpelle: himpeoples’ day« which like the 11S Sunday after call for g0overnmen intervention and regula-Irınıty used the C(exXxt of the rich Ial and t10N of national and international businessLazarus L 16:19-31). the basıs of 1CAasOIl and CqUITY, his theologi-The question of the effectiveness of Luther’s cal perspect1ves vocatıon, work, andcontributions sOCcC1a| welfare W as discussed by clesiology raised the 1SsSue of »USUury« trom thatWıilliam Wright 1n his DPaDCrTI, »Trends 1n DOVEITLY oft problem of Casulstry that of ecclesialand the Lutheran DOOI relief ystems 1n Hesse, STAatus contessionis. At the SAa1lle tıme, the AdsSsc

305— « Utilizing archival materials, of Luther’s Jakob Strauss 1ın ErturtWright moved beyond his TeCcCent book, »Capı- illustrates Luther’s rejection of the utalism, the and the Lutheran reformation« Christianum idea that society be patterned1988]), present intormation the aid-reci- regulated Dy either the Gospel Mosaıcpıents and the 1C4S0O11S for their SUPpPOIT ın tWO lawessianNs, Frankenberg Eder| and Marburg With regard soclal a4ssıstance the DOOT,ahn] 1C. have extant COIMNIMON chest reg1S- Luther’s theology of justification Dy SIACEters ftor significant tiıme period. The COINIMMNON ftrom works of the law cleared aWAaY the medi-chests of ess1ian OWN:! WCIC intluenced by the val ideological impediment the late medi-Leisnig model but did nNnOot incorporate val urban Str1ViINg for rational communal, andBugenhagens’s separatıon of DOOI relief from lay weltare policy and praxI1s. hat impedimentclesial aM educational SUppOTItT. his plus nfla
Was the theological claiım that DOVEITLY 15 thet10N, SCAICItYy, increasing numbers of temale avored STAatus tor the Christian life, and thatheads of households, and the unexpected 1N- almsgiving 15 the avored 4A4VEI1lUC for atonemen:

CICASC of Strangers, foreigners, and relig10us for S1NS. Justification by SIACEC alone undercutfugees strained the cCapacıty ot the COIMNINON the CONVI1cCt1oON that DOVEITLY and uffering madechests provide supplemental incomes ın
OM  (D acceptable God, an exposed pPOVeEITtYytimes of CY1S1S. The final presentation by Jean- soc1ial roblem rather than theological virtue.nıne Olson surveyed Reformation POOI relief There Was CONSCNSUS iın the semı1inar thatdevelopments 1n Zurich and (;eneva with Pal-

ticular attention the »Bourse francaise« 1n Luther’s intention that local and regional SOV:
erINmM: abolish all begging and establish(seneva under Calvin. Due the enevan at- jal weltare PIOSIAaINS WwWas approximated 1ın thetractıon of Protestant refugees, 1ts soc1al 2SS1S- legislation of C1ıti1es ollowing the

Was »NationspecCifiC« Varlous funds ample oft Leisnig and the leadership of Luther
WCCIC created for particular refugee ZT0uUpS an his tollowers.
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