
VIeW, 15 form of un1ıon with Christ and partıcı- Spirit Luther describes pradoxical mode of
patıon the reality Jı the hidden God spiritualFby which growth advance

On the basis of are. Wicks’ PapDpCr, the SEM1- 15 WaY ın 1C. the DCISON becomes INOTE
11aT treated the ramitications for daily lite and of his sinfulness and total dependence
PIaycI of the simul 1lustus et In God Growing 1n thisJONe has choice
characteristic early pPasSSagc, Luther concluded but lay hold ‚VeCT atresh of od’s ‚yan!
from cluster of New JestamentJ IN INOTE ardently for the gifts 1n virtue of
»deinde vitam SSC poenıtentlan et which the penitential struggle continues ach
oratıonem et contrıiıtionem« \WA 2, 410, 14) In day.
PIayCI the believer, lustus, lays hold of (2006/8 The sem1nar thus concluded that 388 the
unmerited and faVvOr, ın the 0ONg0O1Ng achievements of artın Luther key
newal of 0od’s of [orgiveness sealed place 15 held by his well-grounde: instruction in
Baptısm But there 15 Iso prayerful dedication penitential spirituality, 1n the embattled life,

the long-term struggle agaınst endemic S1IN, and 1ın daily PpIrayer 1in relation od’s SIACE an
1ın the of the donum 0ona of the Holy gifts

Lutherverherrlichung, Lutherschmähung un: Luthers
Selbstbewußtsein
Semiıinar leader: Mark Edwards Jr
Reporter: Mark Edwards Ir

It Was originally intended that this semi1inar especially regarding indulgences. Hıs self.
amıne how tiends anı foes depicted Luther ın understanding shitted ın the COUTSEC of this de:
vernacular pamphlets, 388  y and woodcuts and velopment. COn several particularly ımportant
how he, ın turn, presented himself 1ın his PODU 0CCaS1ons early ın this period, Luther stressed
lar, German WrT1ltings. („1ven the interests of the his of special responsibility Dy expressing
individual semınar partıcıpants, however, the his ideas »1M Namen Jesu Christi«. By early
sem1ınar expanded 1ts ambit include material he began speaking ot expected martyrdom.
NOtTt published ın the sixteenth CENTLUTY, atın Gradually, and with increasing frequency,
WrI1tings, and later evaluations. Luther compared himself ıth biblical figures

In his „»Luthers Selbstverständnis 1n der and ith biblical unts of suffering. As the
eıt se1nes frühen Romkontliktes: untersucht coniflict wiıith Rome intensified, Luther began
VO  3 E bis I19«, Bernhard Lohse described Iso making COMPar1s1ons with the proceedings
how Luther felt speclal responsibility and cal: agaınst esus But ıt INUust be emphasized that
ling teach anı proclaim the truth, beginning Luther did NOt identify himselt with the
early with the reftorm of abuses 1ın the venera- cused and tempted Christ although he did iden-
tıon of saınts, mOVI1Ing hit later the reform of his theology with Jesus’s proclamation. Hıs
the study of heology at Wittenberg and un1ıver- certainty that he Was correctly repeating Jesus’s
S1ty reform ın general, and from February, S, O W: proclamation constituted his unusual self-

confidence.Onward the retorm of abuses the church,
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In his »„DIie Wittenberger Bemühungen Luther’s rejection of the distinction between
die Festlegung eines authentischen Lutherbil- the LW CSTLALCS, spiritual and temporal. As
des Luthers un: Melanchthons Vorreden ZUT result, they read Luther’s insıstence Chris
ersten Gesamtausgabe der Werke Luthers«, E1ı t1an teedom trom law and good works 1n the
ke Wolkast examined aspeCts of how the Philip spiritual realm tTeedom from law and g0o0d
p1ists attempted 1ın their struggle ıth the works ın general. Further, they read Luther’s
Gnesio-Lutherans establish with their Wıt- COM MENTS about equality 388 Christians 1n
tenberger Edition of Luther’s works the »\<du- the spiritual realm advocating end
thentic Luther« doectrinal 1OTIN and authori- hierarchy within sOocl1ety generally. they
C The editors, with the actıve ENCOUragEMEN read Luther’s attacks spiritual and secular
of Elector ann Friedrich, sought »INONU- authorities who attempt establish and
mentalize«, systematıze, and »Canon1ze« force laws 1ın the spiritual realm unqualified
Luther and his wr1tings, NOLT only for scholars attacks authority, both spiritual and secular.
but Iso for the wider evangelical public. While Luther’s rhetoric an the events 1ın the W arl HG
Luther 1n his torewords generally discouraged self, such the appeal Luther Scripture
this »mMOoNuUuMentalization« and »Canon1ızatıon« 1ın several of the articles issued bDy the Ccasants,
and promoted instead the reading of the Bible, DaVcC arrant their (mis)reading of Luther.
he did OLa ur the historical value of his works and Semiıinar discussion brought Out the ımportance
counted himself 480 10)884 the reformers and of the traditional understanding of heresy for
teachers of the church. By WaY of CONTLrAaST, understanding the Roman Catholic reception of
Melanchthon, VeCnNn before Luther’s death, Luther’s wr1tings.
deavored »CanoNnNZC« Luther’s Jegacy and In his »„The image of Luther 1t emerged 1n
»MONUuMEentalize« Luther. But Melanchthon ql his CONtIOVEISY wiıth Henry 111 research
WaYy>S proceeded under the prem1se that ıt W as DOrt«, Deniı1s Janz explored the depiction of
GCod who worked through Luther, that Luther 1ın enry’s » Assertio septem 1NC1I1-

Luther’s personal authority Was appropriately um « and ancillary documents published
qualified. ith the » AssertioIn his »Die Wittenberger Bemühungen um  Luther’s rejection of the distinction between  die Festlegung eines authentischen Lutherbil-  the two estates, spiritual and temporal. As a  des: Luthers und Melanchthons Vorreden zur  result, they read Luther’s insistence on Chris-  ersten Gesamtausgabe der Werke Luthers«, Ei-  tian freedom from law and good works in the  ke Wolkast examined aspects of how the Philip-  spiritual realm as freedom from law and good  pists attempted in their struggle with the  works in general. Further, they read Luther’s  Gnesio-Lutherans to establish with their Wit-  comments about equality among Christians in  tenberger Edition of Luther’s works the »au-  the spiritual realm as advocating an end to  thentic Luther« as doctrinal norm and authori-  hierarchy within society generally. And they  ty. The editors, with the active encouragement  read Luther’s attacks on spiritual and secular  of Elector Johann Friedrich, sought to »monu-  authorities who attempt to establish and en-  mentalize«,  systematize,  and  »CanoNnize«  force laws in the spiritual realm as unqualified  Luther and his writings, not only for scholars  attacks on authority, both spiritual and secular.  but also for the wider evangelical public. While  Luther’s rhetoric and the events in the war it-  Luther in his forewords generally discouraged  self, such as the appeal to Luther or to Scripture  this »monumentalization« and »canonization«  in several of the articles issued by the peasants,  and promoted instead the reading of the Bible,  gave warrant to their (mis)reading of Luther.  he did see the historical value of his works and  Seminar discussion brought out the importance  counted himself among the reformers and  of the traditional understanding of heresy for  teachers of the church. By way of contrast,  understanding the Roman Catholic reception of  Melanchthon, even before Luther’s death, en-  Luther’s writings.  deavored to »canonze« Luther’s legacy and  In his »The image of Luther as it emerged in  »monumentalize« Luther. But Melanchthon al-  his controversy with Henry VIII: a research re-  ways proceeded under the premise that it was  port«, Denis Janz explored the depiction of  God who worked through Luther, so that  Luther in Henry’s »Assertio septem sacramen-  Luther’s personal authority was appropriately  torum« and ancillary documents published  qualified,  with the »Assertio . . .«. Luther is linked to here-  In his »Lutherschmähung?: Roman Catholics  tics of the past and is said to have revived their  on Luther’s responsibility for the Peasants’  errors. He is accused of self-contradiction and of  War«, Mark U. Edwards examined the logic and  encouraging a wicked life. Janz also examined  supporting evidence underlying the charge  Luther’s vehement reply, especially to the  made by Roman Catholic controversialists pub-  charge of self-contradiction, and Thomas Mur-  lished in Leipzig and Dresden — Albertine Sax-  ner’s »Wheter the King of England is a liar or  ony dominated the Romans Catholic controver-  rather Luther ...« and especially Murner’s ac-  sial effort in the vernacular through 1539 — that  cusation that Luther equivocated and lied in his  Luther incited the Peasants’ War. Roman  writings. While Henry’s and Luther’s initial  Catholic publicists operated with an »Erwar-  works concerned themselves with substantial  tungshorizont« that led them to read and under-  theological issues, Murner’s work virtually ig-  stand Luther’s texts differently than Luther and  nored such issues to concentrate on Luther’s  his partisans did. They failed to accept or  alleged mendacity. The debate seems to have  perhaps even to understand, on the one hand,  degenerated even further thereafter.  Luther’s distinction between the two realms,  _In his »Lutherverherrlichung in Veit Ludwig  spiritual and temporal, and, on the other,  von Seckendorffs »Ausführliche[r] Historie des  270Luther 18 linked here-

In his »Lutherschmähung!?: Roman Catholics t1Cs of the past and 15 sa1d have revived their
Luther’s responsibility for the Peasants’ CITOIS He 15 accused of self-contradiction and of

War«, Mark Edwards examined the logic and eNCOUragıng wicked ıte Janz also examined
supporting evidence underlying the charge Luther’s vehement reply, especlally the
made by Roman Catholic controversialists pub charge of self-contradiction, and Thomas Mur-
lished ın Le1pz1g and Dresden Albertine OaX- ner’s „»Wheter the Kıng of England 15 liar
ONY dominated the Romans Catholic CONtrOVer- rather Luther an! especlally Murner’s
o1ial effort 1n the vernacular through 39 that cusatıon that Luther equivocated and lied 1ın his
Luther incited the Peasants’ War Roman writings. While enry’s and Luther’s initial
Catholic publicists operated with »Erwar- works concerned themselves with substantial
tungshorizont« that led them read and under- theological 1SSUES, Murner’s work virtually 1g-
stand Luther’s differently than Luther and nored such 1SSUes te Luther’s
his partısans did They failed accept Jleged mendacity. The debate have
perhaps Ven understand, the UI1LC hand, degenerated ven urther thereafter.
Luther’s distincetion between the LW realms, In his »Lutherverherrlichung 1ın eıt Ludwig
spiritual and temporal, and, the other, VO:  w Seckendortts ‚Ausführlichelr| Hıstorie des
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Luthertums un! der heilsamen Reformation, UOPDOSC the 11C mM'  M' Brask’s republi-
welche der theure artın Luther binnen reißig catıon of Varlıous German and atın attacks
Jahren glücklich ausgeführet/ AUs dem Late1ini1- Luther and Luther’s teaching, and Brask’s and
schen 1Ns Deutsch übersetzt: (Leipzig 1714)«, Nicolaus Benedicti’s OW. attacks the L1CW

Ulrich Kremer explored wiıith lengthy CEXCEIDPIES teaching.
the depiction of Luther this German transla- The sSem1nar agreed that the Op1C w as worth
t1ıon by Elias Frick of Seckendortf’s famous DUursulng urther at the NexXt Luther Congress
work. Examıinıiıng both Frick’s contribution and and hoped attract additional particıpants,
Seckendortf’s original argumen(t, Kremer 1Nves- especlally at least OMNC Roman Catholic histo-
tigated Seckendorftff’s and Frick’s| belief that ran. Three partıcıpants agreed PICDAIC PapcCISs
Luther’s reformation Was historical necessIity, for 1993 Bernhard Lohse, „Luthers Selbstver-
Luther’s question1ıng of papal SUDICMACY, the ständnis in der eıt VO  } 52I bis 522 während
mot1ıvatıon behind Luther’s posıt1on church der Wittenberger Unruhen«, Eike Wolgast, »„»Lu-
TODEeITY, and evaluations of Luther’s character. thers Selbstverständnis 1n den ren nach
hiıs prompted considerable discussion 540«, and Mark Edwards, „Lutherverherrli-
concern1ing methodology anı interpretatlon. chung, Lutherschmähung, und Luthers Selbst-

In his »Frühe lutherische Propaganda ın verständnis ın der Auseinandersetzung mi1t den
Schweden«, 11NO0 einınen shared wiıith the 508 Schwärmern«. The hope 15 publish COIN-

semı1inar the relatively intormation COMN- triıbutions ftrom the 1989 and 1993 Congresses
Cern1ing Lutheran propaganda ın Sweden 1n volume tentatively entitled „Luther’s role
through 1523 Drawıng the work of the 1n his OW: CYCS and 1n the CYCS of others: riends
bishop of Linköping, Hans Brask, and his and foes Zur Entstehung des Lutherbildes: w1e
soclates, Heıiıniınen examıned the C1I10OI15 they Luther sich selbst sah un:! w1e Freunden und
s5\A W 1n the Lutheran Olavus etr1l, Brask’s Feinden erschien«.

Die Interpretation VO  } Vorreden Luthers
Seminarleiter: Helmar unghans
Berichterstatter: Theodor Lhieter

|DITS Zielvorstellung des Sem1inars WAal, Ge- schrieb? Welche Informationen über Luthers
sichtspunkte ZUT Interpretation der Vorreden, Leben ermitteln s1e ° Folgende exte wurden
die Luther für eigene Werke und für Schriften interpretiert: Vorrede »„Vıtae patrum/ hrsg.
anderer vertaßt hat, entwickeln un! CIDIO- VO  - eorga]0r« \WA 54, 109- VO  w Helmar
ben Luthers Bibelvorreden gehören nicht der Junghans, Vorrede „»Unterricht der 1S1tato-
untersuchten Textart. Gefragt wurde Was ist 1C11 die Pfarrherrn 1 Kurtürstentum Sach-
der rhetorische Autbau der Vorreden un! die ‘ 11« 126, 195-201] VO  5 estor Beck, Vorrede
Funktion ihrer verschiedenen Elemente? Was Zersten Band der Wittenberger Lutherausga-

be 1539 (50, 657-661| VO:  - J0s Vercruysse, Vorre-geben s1e erkennen über Luthers Lehre, seıne
Urteile über andere Personen und über se1ne den „Robert Barns: ıtae omanorum pont1-

ficum« und »Robert Barns: Bekenntnis desMeınung dem Werk, dem die Vorrede
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