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Martın Luther attempted mightily throughout his ite dictate how his OW.:

wr1tiIngs should be understood. ven though he could normally (but NOT always]
control what W Aas printed under his NamMe, he could NOT (try he might) control
how he W as interpreted DYy his readers. when readers became preachers
publicists 1n their OW.: right, Luther had CVCI) less control OVCI the INCSSAEC they
aSssociated with his name.1 They issued their OW: treatıses explain what he
sald, what heJwhat people should do ÖOÖpponents took the ell

decry Luther’s INCSSasCc and explain 1ts fallacies and 1ts dangers. ven Luther’s
allies often disagreed with each other, and with the Retormer himselt, 1n their
understanding of what he had sa1d and what he stood for 5O, LOO, did his
opponents. Each treatıise W as received differently Dy different people, interpre-
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For example, Luther prefaced his »Sermon the estate of marr1age« with the observation
that SCITIINON this Oop1C had already een published under his 1LLAaINlleE He W as that he
had preached the subject, but pPut it into wrlting. He asked his D10OUS readers
disregard the first edition of the SCIIMNON »Further«, he continued, »1f anybody
wriıting SCIINONS forM let him restraiın himself, and let have SaYy 1n the publication of

words well.« he added caution that today’s scholars of sixteenth-century SCTIINONS

should take heart »There 15 great difference«, he pointed Ouf, »1N making public SOINC-

thing with the living Vo1cCe dead etters« |WA 2, 66, ı10 »Es ist eın S10SS unterscheyt, etwas
mit lebendiger Stymme adder mit todter schrifftt tag zubringenn«)J.
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ted differently by ditterent audiences. It W as the p  / then, that both connected
Luther with his audience and led inevitably divorce between Luther’s
»>1Intent« and the »MeEaNINZ« appropriated by Varlıous readers.

As distressing 45 this diversity W as for Luther, and 45 unsettling 1t MaYy be
for scholars today, MUST recognıze that the reader and the represeNtCerT, that
1S, the representer, whether preacher author, invested Luther’s publica-
t10ns with meanıng drawn from his her OW.: lite EXxperMneENCE.: In the dialectic of
reader and LERT) there W as born myriad interpretations. There Wa>sS O1LLC

uniform understanding of Luther’s teaching 1n the sixteenth CENTUTY.
It 15 this V diversity and the problems of reception that 15 the focus of

remarks today chall be sharing with yOu SOIMLLC of the varlatıons regarding ONC

of Luther’s centralJthe notıon of »Christian freedom«, 4an! the un

10U0US WaYyS that ıt found 1ts WaYy 1nto the popular of Reformed Strasbourg,
Roman Catholic Albertine SaXOnYy, and the Peasants’ War, and how, and pPCI-
haps Why, each of these cCcCommunıitıes understood Luther’s Christian reedom
differently.

Strasbourg
We begin with Strasbourg, the third greatest printing Center 1n German speak-
ing lands, and with the period 1520 through 1533, when the Reformation

first got underway There WeIC thirteen treatıses, by ten eleven
authors, published 1n Strasbourg during this period that explicitly and 285 SOILLC

length detended Luther agaınst attack by defenders of the old faith Strikingly, a
least three four of the authors of these treatıses mispresented Luther’s
pos1t1on Christian freedom, and only three presented 1t 1n torm that Luther
might ave acknowledged.? ese »mMisrepresentat1onS«, 1T WCIC, adopted
Luther’s insıstence that Scriıpture should be the sole authority and his CONCOML-

The three treatises (and authors) that OILC reasonably close tO Luther’s position aAaic Lazarus
SPENGLER: Schutzred vnnd christeliche antwurt 1NSs erbern liebhabers gotlicher warhayt. der
heyligen schrittt. auftf etlicher vermaınt widersprechen. mıiıt anzaygug warumb OCtor artını
Luthers leer nıt als vnchristenlich verwortften. sonder INeTLr fur christenlich gehalten werde sol

which WAas reprinted 1n »„Martını Luthers der götlichen schritft Doctors, ugustıiner
Zu Wittenbergk, mancherley büchlin vnnd tractelin. In wölche eın yegklicher uch einfaltiger
Lay, vil heylsamer Christlicher lere vnd vnderweysung indet, not seindt wI1ssenn, einem

yegklichen Christen menschen, der nach Christlicher ordnung (als WITFr alle söllen] leben will
Deren biechlin indest du andern blatt, mi1t ale der blättern, 1n wölchem yegklichs
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tant rejection of »MaAan-made« laws that conflicted with Scr1ipture, but they did
NOT share his understanding of the inability of human beings 1111 the law,
CVCI the divine law Instead, they insisted uDON teedom from »mMan-made
laws« 1ın order ultfill »divine law«. The pos1ıtıion they advocated, 1n S W 4S
INOTC strongly remmin1ıscent of Ersmus’s insıstence simple, scripturally
based Christianity than Luther’s paradoxical notion of Christian rtreedom.

ake for example the almost prototypically Erasmı1an attack 1ın » New Karst-
hans« external Ceremonı1es.® Although ostensibly championing Luther’s
C  f the author of » NEeW Karsthans«, probably Martın Bucer (1491-1551]),
objected NOT reliance law PCI but only reliance talse, man-made
laws an especially ecclesiastical law In tact he sought above all champion
»divine law and commandments« which he equated with God’s „»wholesome
faith«.4 Tradition CUSTOM W as rejected 1n favor of the teachings of Christ and
the apostles.> Christ W as teacher and example the clergy.® It 15 crucial

eygentlich anfahet, vnd e1in epistel Zu denen die söllich büchlin lesen, der hören lesen VO  w}
Martınıi Luther aufßgangen. Item Apologia: das 1st e1in schirmred vnd antwort etlicher

einrede, geschehen wider Martınu Luthern vnd seine Ewangelische lere, mıiıt fast schönen
wollgegrünten bewerungen, das se1n leere, als warhafftig, Christlich, vnnd göttlich anzune-
IN  5 SCY. Strasbourg: Schürer, O« FIFrTR L, yOL- 16; Michael STIFEL: Von der Christföormi-
SCH, rechtgegrundten leer Doctoris Martın1ı Luthers, eın überuf schoön kunstlich Lyed, m
se1iner neben vislegung. Strasbourg: unknown, I 221 Schott, 522 (Miriam Ulsher| HRISMAN:
Bibliography of Strasbourg 1MprnNts, 1480-1599 New Haven 1982, 324 1P3.9.6f]; FIGFr, 195
2935|]; FIFr1i6 1983, 4A51 11093 277310 1979, 36 SE 900|; 1980, 43 1364 / 1024|; and the
Aa1NONYINOUS HÜPSCH RE.  w FRAGEN VN  ® NIWURT DREYER NEMLICHEN AINS
CURTISANEN EDELMANS VN BURGERS NIT KÜRTZWEYLIG SUNDER VAST
ZU VN.  e ZU ÄLLES D.M FER BETREFFENT. Strasbourg: Beck, 1522 (Chrisman:
D: Cit;; 324 P3.9:5]; FIGFr, 254 302231}
|Martin BUCER]|: Gesprech biechlin NeU w Karsthans. Strasbourg: Schürer, 1521 (Chrisman:
D: CIt:; 325 P3.IE]; FIFr1ı6 1078 1172 475]; artın BUCER: Deutsche Schriften.
Flugschriften 5 201 5 24/ hrsg. VO:  - Robert Stupperich. 960, 406-444
»[)Dann die M1SCIC fleischliche ding, das ist weltliche gütter, VO:  w uns schneyden wollen, seind
schuldig dargegen geistliche ding, das 1St, das Ewangelium und C  guüte Christliche ler Zu
un! pflantzen, W1€e das Paulus hat geschriben, den sS1e uch 1n dem nıt hören wollen, do sS1e
VO  w weltlicher er abzeücht, sunder wollen 1L1UT allein 1n der welt se1n, erheben sich über
Keiser, ünig un:! Fürsten. Ja INCTI, heissen S1e 1n dieselbigen ihre füß küssen. Ach got VO  B

hymel, warzfi 1sSt eın heilsamer glaub kommen. Was hat INa  ; uß dir gemacht. Wie ist eın
göttlich gESATLZ un gebott Sal verkeret z 426, 27 42 7, 7)
Ibid 419, a

106



ote that the author did NOT offer his readers Luther’s condemnation of all works
one 1n antıcıpatıon of reward. More importantly, he did NOLT offer the word of
promı1se the AL SWCI the challenge of the law, Eevcn (Or perhaps especially|
the challenge of »divıine law«. The 1eW of Christian reedom developed ere
W as quıte ditferent from Luther’s.

Other treat1ıses also took this LLLOTC »Erasmı1an« than „»Lutheran« approach
law and works. The author of »A beautiftul dialogue and cConversatıon between
pastor and CONCeEININS the evil condition of the clergy and the evil
dealings of the worldly«,7 who IMaVYy be the SAaillc DEISON 45 the presumed author
of » New Karsthans«, namely uGcer sed Scripture crıticıze the clergy and
the institutional church. Scripture he Sa the SOUICEC of divine law, which
took precedence (QV6I all human laws of the church. When he stated that Luther
»grounds all his WT1t1INgs 1n right faith and OUuUt of the holy gospel and Out of Salınt
Paul’s teaching and leads OUtTt of Man Yy entanglements 1n tO which the clergy
has for long time gotten us ACCOUNT of and g00ds«,® the clerical
entanglements that he had 1n mind W as the ecclesiastical law, concern1ing
which he remarked, )>I concerned that| there 15 little 1n 1t of God’s law«.?9

The student auxX Gemigger 1n his »10 the praise of Luther and the honor of
the whole of Christendom«, *° suggested that Luther had taught »Christ’s tea-

D »Darufß clärlich 70 veErneMECN, das St| hat gewolt, die Apostel un! 1re nachkommen,
prıester un:! gaistlichen, 1 nechsten nachvolgen UunNn! iın seinem beyspil leben« (ibid L S 6,
22-24).
|Martin BUCER]|: Aın schöner dialogus Und gesprech zwischen a1m Pfarrer un! 41 Schulthay(s,
betretftend allen übel Stand der gaystlichen. Und boß handlung der weltlichen. Alles mıt

geytzigkayt beladen. etc Strasbourg: Schürer, 1521]; Bucer: Deutsche Schritten L, 445-495
For the attribution, SCC ibid. 1, 396-399
D, 1U  w} hat doch gut un! Cristenlich ding gelert und geschriben, das dem glaubn nicht
abnymbt. macht 1n wol gut un vergründt all SIN geschrifft 1n rechtem glaubn un:! QU) den
hailigen ewangelien un:! aufß ar Pauls ler un! fiert u11ls aul vil strickn, die uns die gaystlichen
langher gelegt hond umb gelts un o  guts willn, (ibid L, 445, 5-23
Ibid L, 446, i2f
Laux (GEMIGGER: Zu lob dem Luther vnd der gantzen Christenhait. The the title
pasc reads FIFrR ; 6

„Wolt yemant wı1ıssen w1e der hieß
Der disen spruch aufßgon liess

[ )as hat gethon Laux (emi1gger student
Auß vrsach, dz INa  e} des Luthers bucher hat verprent.«
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ching«, namely, »how avVe turned from g00d evil«, and had laid OUut the
»teaching of the evangelists without additions«. The additions WCIC, of
COUISC, human laws. Luther W as »SCNtTt by God teach God’s word and g00d
morals and drive OUuUt the Antichrist ere earth, 41s0 SCC 1t that God’s
word NOLT be tully spoiled and that the Roman LYTaNNY be recognized, that they
should aVe kingdom ere earth«

While » New Karsthans«, >)A beautitul dialogue and CONservatıon and
(Gem1gger’s 5 FO the praıse of Luther did NOt CVECN mentıon salvation by faith
alone, the nobleman Hartmuth VO  w} Cronberg’s |11488-1 549) »Rejection of the
alleged dishonor attributed by INanıYy the D10US and Christian father, Doctor
Martın Luther of the Augustinilan order, 1n that he called OUT father the PODC
V1ICar of the Devil and Antichrist«, did attempt explain the relation between
salvation Dy faith alone and g00d works. Luther had gıven CVEIVONC the

The print FIGFr, 780 4329) 15 identiftfied Nuremberg printing one 1n Claus g1ves
uncertaın date of printed in Augsburg by Erhard Öglin Erben Chrisman dates the work
1520 and has identitied LW editions printed 1n Strasbourg: T10OM the internal evidence the
treatise Was wrıtten earliest Dy the end of November and latest by March The
dating 15 probably LtOO early. Claus identitiesz Strasbourg and Augsburg edition FIFrR ‘
56ch
» Wıe mMag a1lner der warhait se1n teindt der S gantz Jar Ssagt un:! herwider bringt? Dann
|Luther| Christus ler beschirmbt und lert W1e WI1T u11ls VOIl gutem hond 1n das boß bekort. Uns
hat der frum Luther bißher angezaligt der ewangelisten leer, blofß rein, ohne Zusätze| fürge-
legt, uch Otes WOTT u1lls erklert un Christo seinen glauben SCMEIT: Und warlich
volbringt, W as (CSOF gebotten hat, als 1n dem ewangely geschriben StTat Matth. L g} Der
Luther VO  3 uns treibt die bösen galst, die laster ursacher seind 4A11 aller maılst, Wann S

leren menschen gebert un! uns hinderhalten vorenthalten| (:ottes WOTLIT, zwitrechtig
secten under uns machen S28  th  unt, die uns verfüren Zu der helle grund Den ablafß S solchem
gewalt geben das dann weder glimpff hat noch füg, WAann S yederman hond betrogen umb
das gelt, welches Got dem herren mißfelt. SO hond die schlechten christen gemaıiınt, S
haben Christo gethon grofß wolgefallenhait. Darumb uns der Luther 1st VOoONn PE geschickt das

uns ler Gottes WOTT UunN: o  gute sSit un! den endchrist vertreiben sol hie auff erd, uch das
WOTT nıt verderb, und das der RomerT: erkent werd, W1e S kain reich

söllen haben hie auff erd« FIFrR L, 552, 553) 18)
Hartmuth VO.  z CRONBERG: Ableynung des vermeinlichen unglimpffs dem Andechtigen
Hochgelerten vnd Cristenlichen atter Doctor artın Luther ugustiner orders. eic VO  w}
vielen zugelegt, In dem das atter den Babst eın Vıcarı des Teütels vnd Antecrists eiC.
genant hat Strasbourg: Pruss, 1522; FIFr1I6 L987, 11889 4824); Hartmuth VO CRONBERG:
DiIie Schriften/ hrsg. VO  5 Eduard ück Halle L8599, 18-3
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become child of God and inheritor of his eternal kingdom, VO  5 Cronberg
began

„He who believes that 15 assured anı his God 111 lead him and keep him his WAaY There INay be
doubt ON  D who believes 1ın Christ rightly INay be ungrateful for such magnificent FoOor

this T1eASON wish be thankful OUT Lord Christ for the magnificent SIACC that he has shown
us, his unworthy Creatures Thereftore MUST be attentive the works that please the Lord God
the MOST and which the whole Christian foundation stands 'hat 15 love God with all the
strength of body, mind, and soul and 1to love| the neighbor OUT selves.« 13

But this eXCerpt shows, VO  m} Cronberg W as still operatıng largely with
COl between the divine law of love and human laws. Von Cronberg set the
LW OFAl commandments taught DYy Christ agaınst the ecclesiastical laws of the
POPDC 1t the POPDC could be led from »human wisdom« the »{rue wisdom«, »the
divine Christian wisdom«, he would virtuously desist from »all unchristian
laws«. All self-seeking would be transformed 1Into »the MOST brotherly
love« based the love of God and neighbor. Justice would be instilled 1Nnto
human hearts and CONSCIENCES, and there would be less reliance juridical
books because »Christian brotherly love Cannot tolerate the interminable legal
dealing Junstery|«. * GOd,; for VO  e} Cronberg, »does NOtT regard the multiplica-

13 »Er hat einem jetlichen geben gewalt e1in kindt gOttES, vnnd eın Tbe se1nes ewı1ıgen reychs
ZUSYN, welcher das glaubt, der i1st versichert vnd SYN gott wirt leiten vit SYIICH WCB vnd
behalten, da bedartf keins zwytels: sölicher vber höhen gnade mag keiner der 1n Christum recht
glaubet vndanckbar 5 Des halb wollen WITr hern Christo danckbar S SYNCI vber
höhen gnaden SYLLCIL vnwirdigen creaturen erzaıgt hat, müssen acht
haben vtff die werck die got dem herrn gefelligsten, vnnd dar vtf der cristlich grundt

Das 1st ZOLtL lieb haben VSS aller kraft des leibs, des gemuts, vnd der selen, vnd den
nechsten glich selbst« (ibid., [E
» Der Babst vnd s1e SYNCH werden selbst tugentlichen absten VO:  H allen vncristenlichen et-
ZEN, vnd mıt willen abtreten, vnd sich mıiıt VI1S erfreüwen des hiemelischen liechtes, in diser
VIi1lSCI greülichen finsterni{(ß durch die aller höchste gutigkeit gegeben, VIISCI SCHICYNCI
saligkeit Iso überschynbarlich leüchtende. Aller eıgner NUutz wurt verwandelt werden 1n die
aller süusseste brüuderiche liebe, alles aul grundt gemelter ZWaYyCI stuck, daru{fß dan wyther
volgen würdt, das eın yetlicher für SYNCS nechsten notturtfft SOTISCNHN würdt, glych SYNCI eigen
selbst sachen. Vnd dardurch wurt die gerechtikeit 1n die hertzen vnd gewı1ssen der mensch
gestilt werden, vnd nıt souil vff die vnvßgrüntlichen Jurısten biecher w1e bifßhar gESAaTZT, dan
die cristlich bruderlich liebe mag die vnentlich urıstery nıt erlyden, 1n welcher keyn en!
schafft 7zufinden 1st, w1e WIT augenscheynlich sehen 1n allen grofßßwichtigen sachen« (1ibid., 28)
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t10n of external works of longer PIAaYVCIS. He wishes that one| aV @
g00d heart. 'his 15 what 15 truly called seeking the kingdom of God.«

CNtICS also read Luther differently than he intended. In Strasbourg the COU.

ter-attack W as largely the effort of OM INall, the Francıscan DOeL Thomas
Murner 147 ya 3A © »Christian treedom«, Murner re-presented it. W as the
rallying C of those wh wished throw VT al] authority and discipline. FOr
EXampie: 1n his 522 » The great Lutheran toO1«, Murner defined In biting VC1SCS

what W as required of 111C  n and become Lutheran. They MUST despise
the DaDaCY, bishops, and clergy, he sald, consider the PODC the antichrist, thread
under food al] papal pronouncemeNts, g1ve fasting, contession and prayıng,
deride all secular authority, hold the Mass 1n and reject 1ts sacrificial
cCharacter, abandon the other Ssacramen(ts, destroy churches and cloisters, drive
Out members of religious orders, abuse the clergy from the pulpit, advocate
bloodshed and rebellion, plunder clerical TODEITY, and, 1n short,

le ding 711 keren umb,
Dan ist das ewangelium

(Zar volkumen mi1t se1m orden.
Also se1n WIT al Iutherisch worden.« 17

FOr Murner all these »Luthern rules« flow from Luther’s tleshly Christian
treedom, but especially the rejectı1on of authority:

»Der cristlich glaub gibt vni$ freiheit,
Zo erkennen hie kein oberkeit.

Wie se1in 1m tauff al frei geboren,
Ee kxeiser künig fürsten woren.«18

LE 2 dan gott achtet nıt die vile Ver vsserlichen werck der gebrenge der langer gebet, wil e1INn
gut hertz haben, das hey[st warhafftig das reich ZOLtLES gesucht« (ibid., 22)

16 520 he published LW general warnıngs about Luther, detense of the PaDaCY, and reply
Luther’s »10 the German nobility«. 1wo treatıses followed 1in 52 anı another three ın 522
For detailed discussion ot these treatıses, SsSCC Mark EDWARDS Jr. Printing, propaganda, and
Martın Luther. Berkeley; Los Angeles 1994
»10 turn everything upside OWN 1ly realizes the gospel arrangement. 'hus have all
become Lutheran« 'Thomas MURNER: Deutsche Schriften/ mıiıt den Holzschnitten der Erst-
drucke ed by Franz Schultz. Vol Von dem grofßen Lutherischen Narren/ ed by Paul Merker.
Straßburg 19I18, 244, 3879 245, 3882)

I8 »The Christian faith g1ves teedom recognıze earthly authority. We WECIC all born free
1n baptism before there W as CIMPCIOT, king, PIINCES« 9, 242, 3787-3790].
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We shall follow mmn mMOoment this Ooman Catholic interpretation 1t W 4As

developed 1ın the PDICSSCS of Albertine aXonYy But understand the full thrust
of later Roman Catholic characterizations of »„»Christian reedom« MUST first
examıne how the slogan W 4as employed In the Peasants’ War of 52

IT The Peasants’ War

the urban laity stressed »Christian reedom« liberation ftrom human laws
and oman domination and submission divine law, the German
Sa 1n the slogan reedom from sertdom and exploitation Dy their lords »'The
twelve articles« of the Swabian provided ideological rationale for
relig1i0us, eECONOMUIC, and social gri1evances that united peasant bands through
OUuUt southern and central Germany.*“® Oft particular interest 15 1ts third
art_ıcie, which States

2 it has until 110 een the CUSTtOM for the lords OW: their 'his 15 deplorable,
for Christ redeemed and bought all with his PreCc10us blood, the lowliest shepherd well the

lord, with eXceptl10ons. 'hus the Bible 1OVCS that aAiIic free nd wan tO be free Not that
want be utterly free an subject authority Aat all; God oes nOt teach that We ought

live according the commandments, NOtTt according the lusts of the flesh But should love
God, recognıze him OUT Lord 1n OUT neighbor, and willingly do all things God commanded Aat his
Last Supper.«**

In this demand yYyOUu Can ear echoes of Luther’s paradox ))A Christian 15
free lord OVECT all things, subject OT:  @ Christian 15 subservient SErvVvant of
all, subject qll.« but transposed 1into different key.22

Luther acted quickly fejeGt this understanding of Christian ireedom, at
least disavow responsibility for iıt his YZ »Admonition reply

the Twelve articles of the of Swabia«, Luther protested the

I Subtitled » The Just an! fundamental articles of all the peasantry and enants of spiritual anı
temporal POWCIS by whom they think themselves oppressed«.
eter BLICKLE: Die Revolution VO:  } 2nd, 16  < ed 98 E, Q*103 ||> The revolution of 52
the German peasants‘ WAar ftrom 1L1CW perspective. by Thomas Brady, Ir and Erik
Midelfort. Baltimore 98 8-67 chapter
Blickle: The Revolution of $ 97
See artın BRECHT:!: Der theologische Hintergrund der Zwoölf Artikel der Bauernschaft iın
Schwaben VO:  5 Christoph Schappeler und Sebastian Lotzers BeitragZ 1974), F a
708
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»|You aSsert that| there should be serfs, because Christ has freed all What O0€es that mean
'hat making Christian teedom totally leshly ATfer»[You assert that] there should be no serfs, because Christ has freed us all. What does that mean?  That means making Christian freedom totally a fleshly matter ... This article would make all  human beings equal, and make of the spiritual kingdom of Christ a worldly, external kingdom,  which is impossible since the worldly kingdom cannot be maintained without inequality among  persons ...«23  The peasants, of course, didn’t listen, and in the aftermath of their bloody  defeat Luther found himself answering the charge that he had inspired the  revolt. All his claims that his works carefully distinguished between spiritual  and fleshly freedom did him no good with critics from the old faith and even  with some of his supporters. The rhetoric of Christian freedom had taken on a  life of its own. I£ Luther and some of his followers could distinguish between, on  the one hand, the freedom to renounce ecclesiastical and secular laws enjoining  fasting or prohibiting clerical marriage and, on the other hand, the freedom to  renounce servile obligations to one’s lord, especially when that lord was a  monastery or bishop, many of the peasants and, for that matter, many of  Luther’s Roman Catholic critics failed to see the distinction, or they considered  it hypocritical.  III The Roman Catholic Reading of Christian Freedom  Of all Catholic printing centers, it was Albertine Saxony that contributed most  to the Roman Catholic effort to reach a broad, lay audience. In the decade of the  1530s, while Cologne’s presses were producing almost exclusively for a learned  elite (85% of their production was in Latin), over fifty percent of the total output  of controversial literature in the vernacular for all of Germany flowed from the  presses of Leipzig and Dresden! This means that a study of the presses of Leipzig  and Dresden in this decade tells not only what readers in these cities were likely  to learn about Luther, but also much of what was available in the vernacular to  adherents of the old faith throughout the Empire.?*  23 StA 3, 129, 17-27 £ WA 18, 326, 32 - 327, 23 £ Am 46, 39.  24 Not only does one lay principality dominate the Roman Catholic controversial effort in the  vernacular; a handful of authors, most of them patronized by Duke Georg, account for nearly  half of the Roman Catholic printings from 1518 to 1555. Witzel, Cochlaeus, Eck, Emser,  Sylvius, and Murner produced about forty-six percent [46.4%] of the vernacular printings for  this period. In all this Witzel and Cochlaeus, both supported by Duke Georg, are the most  significant authors. Witzel’s output accounts for nearly thirteen percent [12.8%] of the overall  112'his article would make all
human beings equal, and make of the spiritual kingdom of Christ worldly, external kingdom,
which 15 impossible S1NCe the worldly kingdom CannO be maintained without inequality 388
DETSONS e 4S

The Casants, of COUISC, didn’t listen, and 1n the aftermath of their bloody
defeat Luther found himself answer1ng the charge that he had inspired the
revolt. All his claims that his works carefully distinguished between spiritual
and fleshly reedom did hiım g00d with CY1t1CS from the old faith an CMn

with SOINC of hıs supporters. The rhetoric of Christian reedom had taken
lıte of 1ts OW. 1t Luther and SOILLC ot his followers could distinguish between,
the OTNC hand, the reedom ecclesiastical and secular laws eNJOININEG
fasting prohibiting clerical marrıage and, the other hand, the reedom

servile obligations one’s lord, especially when that lord W as

bishop, INanıYy of the and, for that matter, INanYy of
Luther’s Roman Catholic cr1ıt1ics failed SCC the distinction, they considered
1t hypocritical.

LEF The OMAan Catholic Reading of Christian Freedom

Of all Catholic printing Centers, 1t W as Albertine aXOonNY that contributed MOST
the Roman Catholic effort reach broad, lay audience. In the decade of the
305, while Cologne’s PICSSCS WeTC producing almost exclusively for learned

elite 8 % ot their production W as 1n Latin]), OVECT {1fty percent of the total Output
of controversial literature 1n the vernacular for all of (GGermanYy flowed from the
PIrCeCSSCS of Le1ipz1ıg and Dresden! h1is that study of the PICSSCS of Le1ipz1ıg
and Dresden 1n this decade te NOtTt only what readers 1n these c1ıtiıes WCIC likely

learn about Luther, but also much of what W as avajlable 1n the ernacular
adherents of the old faith throughout the Empire.“*

23 StA 3, 129, ET< I8, 226; 32 327, 23 Am 46, 39
Not only oes ONC lay principality dominate the Roman Catholic controversial effort ın the
vernacular; handful of authors, MOStT of them patronized by uke eOIg, ACCOUNT for nearly
halt ot the Roman Catholic printings from 1518 y 3: Witzel, Cochlaeus, Eck, Emser,
Sylvius, and Murner produced about forty-six percent 146.4%| of the vernacular printings for
this period. In all this Witzel and Cochlaeus, both supported by uke eOrg, aAic the MOStT

significant authors. Witzel’s Output ACCOU: for nearly thirteen percent 12.8%| of the overall
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We begin with Hıeronymus Emser 11477/78-1 527) and his 525 »Answer
Luther’s The abomination of the secret INaSS«, published 1n Dresden. Emser
devoted half thıs treatıse demonstrating through dozens of CXCECIDIS drawn
from Luther’s wrTr1tings that Luther W as responsible for the Peasants’ War.*> Like
Murner before him, Emser read Luther’s »Christian tTeedom« 45 subversive
social order and eNCOUragINg SIN He argued that Luther had condemned the
authority of both estates and turned lords into subjects and subjects 1nto lords
an made CVEIVOLLC free.26 For Emser, Luther W as counseling sedition an!
rejecting legitimate authority when he rejected ordinances distinctions of
rank that imited Christian treedom, when he insisted that all Christians WCIC
OTn free 1n baptism and wWerTe theretore subject only the divine word, and
when he advocated the reedom COTILNLINNLUNEC 1n both kinds without all the
regulation of the mass.?/

Johann Cochlaeus 11479-1552) agreed In the 1527 Dresden reprint of his
»Answer Luther’s treatıse ‚Against the robbing and murdering hordes of
peaASaNTS««, he stated that the Lutherans, », under the semblance of Scripture
with CUNNINg and deceitful eXeges1s ave brought the POOIL unlearned people
around the false reedom of baptism that they believe that SINCE ATC al

production from 15 Cochlaeus 15 second with better than ten percent 110.6%1|. For
the period I5 39/ Cochlaeus 15 the leading publicist with VeCeI twelve percent 112.4%].
Cochlaeus Iso subsidized the printing of Varlıo0us other Roman Catholic controversialists
including Bachmann, Wiltzel, and Mens1ing See Mark EDWARDS: Jr Catholic controversial
literature, I8-I15 SOME statıst1ics ARG 79 1988]), 189-205

25 Emser abeled subversive Luther’s teachings the priesthood of all believers, his INanıy
attacks the clergy and the papaCY, his er1ıtic1ism of secular governmen interfering 1n the
spiritual sphere, and his Varlıous predictions that the clerical and secular lords would be
punished for their oOpposıtıon the Gospel. Hıeronymus EMSER: uff Luthers grewel wider die
heiligen Stillmess Antwort Item WIe, und mıt wolchen wOortten Luther yhn SCYMH büchern
LZUT auffrur ermandt, geschriben und getriben hat Dresden 25 (F1Frı 979, 242 7]) and
Hıeronymus EMSER: Schritten E Verteidigung der Messe/ ed by Theobald Freudenberger.

FOr consideration of this charge 1ın detail, SCC Mark EDWARDS Jr Lutherschmähung?:
Catholics Luther’s responsibility for the peasants’ Wa  an Catholic historical Tevi1ew 76 I990],
46 1-480, and Edwards: rıntıng, propaganda, an! artın Luther.

.6 » Wıe Luther beyder obgemelten stende gewalt, regıment, ordnung, recht unnd geSETLZE veracht,
verwortfen, verdammet, uch 1re underthanen verachtung un:! ungehorsam der selben
vermanet, die herren echten und die knecht herren und SCIMNPECI frey gemacht, dartzu
yHCIL allen gewalt der oberkeit eEYyNgETOME hat« (Emser: uff Luthers grewel Bij”)

27 Ibid, Bin”.
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brothers 1n Christ through baptism, al things should be equal I1 UusS, 4S

happens with LrUu!: brothers«. He then addressed Luther directly and cited from
Luther’s » On the Babylonian Captıvıty of the church«, ))I tell yYyOou truly«, yAoıM!
sald, ‚;that law Cal justly be imposed Christians, neither by human beings
1OT by angels, Matter how much they wish K6% SINCE ATIC free from them
all

The i1HNan responsible for the Cochlaeus reprint 1n Dresden, Petrus Sylvius
ICirca 1470 C1703 36], summed the controversialist’s pos1ıtion 1n his 527
))A clear demonstration«. » 1n truth had the Christian prınces NOLT een
SOOIl awakened agaınst the Lutheran peASAaNTS«, SylviusJ »then the Eus
theran teaching would ave turned all lordship and authorities into
and there would ave NOtTt only een divine ServVICEe houses of God but also

castle noble estate left undestroyed 1n the (‚erman lands Sylvius W as

convinced that this contention could be proved from Luther’s OW. wrmtngs. D,

Luther has wrıtten from the beginning of his publication and especially 1ın the
treatıse ‚Christian reedom: and the ‚Babylonian Captıvıty« that each hri-
st1an cshould be and 15 free as matter of right and should be himselt lord,
prince, king, bishop, and POPC S1INCE they WECIC all 11a priıests and kings«,
Sylvius charged, » each should believe, celebrate, and do whatever he
wishes, however he wishes, without regard for aAMn VOLLC d

8 »Falscher >5 ist nicht vil by dem slechten und einfeltigem volck, als bei uch meineydigen
eemunchen verheiratete ehemalige Mönche| un! abtrunnigenn pfaffen, 1T das AaTIı) ungelert
volck, durch vil scheins der schryfft mit listigem UunNn! trieglichem ulßlegen, auft alsche freyheit
der tauff feer weit| gebracht habt, das vermaynt, WIT al bruder 1n Christo seind durch
die tauff das alle ding sollen untelr| uns gleich SCYH, w1e unte: leiplichen brudern gesehen wird
Dan Iso hastu VOI vlier Jarn geschryben 1n der babylonischen gefencknuss. Ich ruff uch
getrewlich, sprichstu, das mıiıt keynen rechten den christen mMag uffgelegt werden eincherlei
gEeSATZ, weder VON menschen, noch VO  w engeln, dan vil wollen, WIT seind frey VO  -

inenn allen« Johann COCHLAEUS: Antwort Oannıs Cochlei artın Luthers buch, genant
Wider die Stürmenden BawernZ auffs 1L1awWwe mıiıt eiıner sonderlichen Schlussrede Pe Syl
V11 1ın ruck gebrachtbrothers in Christ through baptism, all things should be equal among us, as  happens with true brothers«. He then addressed Luther directly and cited from  Luther’s »On the Babylonian captivity of the church«, »I tell you truly«, you  said, >»that no law can justly be imposed on Christians, neither by human beings  nor by angels, no matter how much they wish to, since we are free from them  all(. CC 28  The man responsible for the Cochlaeus reprint in Dresden, Petrus Sylvius  (circa 1470 - circa 1536), summed up the controversialist’s position in his 1527  »A clear demonstration«. »And in truth had the Christian princes not been so  soon awakened against the Lutheran peasants«, Sylvius wrote, »then the Lu-  theran teaching would have turned all lordship and authorities into peasants  and there would have not only been no divine service or houses of God but also  no castle or noble estate left undestroyed in the German lands ...« Sylvius was  convinced that this contention could be proved from Luther’s own writings. »...  Luther has written from the beginning of his publication and especially in the  treatise on >»Christian freedom:« and the »Babylonian captivity« that each Chri-  stian should be and is free as a matter of right and should be himself a lord,  prince, king, bishop, and pope since they were all to a man priests and kings«,  Sylvius charged, »And each should believe, celebrate, and do whatever he  wishes, however he wishes, without regard for anyone ...«?°  28 »Falscher syn, ist nicht so vil by dem slechten und einfeltigem volck, als bei euch meineydigen  eemunchen [verheiratete ehemalige Mönche] und abtrunnigenn pfaffen, so ir das arm ungelert  volck, durch vil scheins der schryfft mit listigem und trieglichem ußlegen, auff falsche freyheit  der tauff so feer [weit] gebracht habt, das es vermaynt, so wir al bruder in Christo seind durch  die tauff das alle ding sollen untel[r] uns gleich seyn, wie unter leiplichen brudern gesehen wird.  Dan also hastu vor vier jarn geschryben in der babylonischen gefencknuss. Ich ruff auch  getrewlich, sprichstu, das mit keynen rechten den christen mag uffgelegt werden eincherlei  gesatz, weder von menschen, noch von engeln, dan so vil sy wöllen, wan wir seind frey von  inenn allen« (Johann CocHLAEUs: Antwort Joannis Cochlei zu Martin Luthers buch, genant  Wider die Stürmenden Bawern Jetzt auffs nawe mit einer sonderlichen Schlussrede M. Pe. Syl-  vii in Druck gebracht ... Dresden: Stöckel, 1527. I have not been able to find this edition, so I  am using the 1525 Cologne edition reprinted in FLUGSCHRIFTEN DER BAUERNKRIEGSZEIT/ unter  Leitung von Adolf Laube; Hans Werner Seiffert bearb. 2., rev. ed. B 1978, 376-412. The quote is  on page 378, 31-40.  29  »Vnd ynn der warheit wern die Christlichen Fürsten widder die Lutherischen pawrn, so bald  nicht erwacht so hette die Lutherische lehre alle die Herschafft vnd öbirkeyt zu pawern  gemacht, vnd were nicht alleyn keyn Gottes dienst noch Gottshaus, sonder auch keyn Schlos  114Dresden: Stöckel, 1527 I have NOT een able find this edition,

usıng the Cologne edition reprinted 1n FLUGSCHRIFTEN DER BAUERNKRIEGSZEIT/ unter

Leitung VO:  - Adol{tf Laube; Hans Werner Seiffert bearb 2., | z  < ed 9785, 376-412 The 15
pasc 378,

29 »Vnd Yn der warheit W E: die Christlichen Fuüursten widder die Lutherischen DAaWTIl), bald
nicht erwacht hette die Lutherische lehre alle die Herschafft vnd öbirkeyt DPawelnn
gemacht, vnd WeTiCcC nicht alleyn keyn Gottes dienst noch Gottshaus, sonder uch keyn Schlos
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Underpinning this treedom, these Roman Catholic authors SA W 1t, WAas, 1ın
Cochlaeus’s words, the »false principle that faith alone justifies and sanctı-
fies«.30 Luther knew, Paul Bachmann 146 5/68 C1Irca 38) sarcastically,
»that believer SOCS hell CVCI it he 15 murderer, thief, robber, adulterer
and Because SIN condemns PCISONL, only lack of belief. «31 And
Johannes Fabri 1478-1 541), later bishop of Vıenna, remarked with touch of
„»Schadentreude« regarding the lament 1n the Saxon v1isıtatıon articles that LtOO
much W as being taught about the forgiveness of SIN and OO little about3
J » Yes; ear Luther, NOtT only few but nearly all YOUI disciples ave for
LLLOIC than ten not sa1id taught anything else but that only by faith: that
taith alone justifies, that LE ftaith makes 0)81 blessed, that OIlLC should only
believe and that 15 sufficient. who, but VOU, first brought this teaching
up?c 'his indeed W as their complaint agaınst Luther and his »disciples« made
twelve 490O, »that yYOUu Orever preached naked faiıth alone that the

noch FEddelhoff Teutzschen landen vnuerstort geblieben Das hette 1139  - der Lu-
therischen schrifft vnd lere gehabt danken, Sıntemal Luther VO  - anfang SCYTCS schreybens,
vnd sonderlich Iractat VO  w der Christlichen freyheit, vnd Babilonischen gefencknis SC-
schrieben hat, das yglicher Christe, VO  - rechts 301 sol SC vnd ist frey vnd SCYIl selbist
CYI Herre, Fürste, Ön1g, Bishotf vnd apst, Syntemal s1e allesampt Priester VN! Könige,
vnd yeder solte glauben, halten, vnd thun, Was ynd WwW1e wölde, vnd nıemand ansehen,
vnd der gleychen« (Petrus SYLVIUS: kyn klare beweisung w1ıe Luther würde SC CYN vrsache,
des steten CYNZUSCS des Türcken, des vnchristlichen yrthums, zwitracht, auffruhr, vnd empÖ-
rung des SCHNCYNECI volckes Thanner, E: B”f; FIFr16 1983, 4.6 11183 2965|)
„LUIch habs yhm offt vnd vil auffgeruckt, das fast all Bi| se1n lere auff disen falschen grund
SETZL, das allein der glaub mach gerecht vnd selig, welchs 1ın keiner schrifft Iso stehet« Johann
COCHLAEUS: Sieben kopfte Martın Luthers, VO:  = acht hohen sachen des Christlichen glaubens.
Dresden: Stöckel, 1529, Aiv”f; FIFr1I6 1978, 1136 370[}

31 »Er WCYS das kein glubiger 1n die helle kompt, uch ein mörder, diebe, ein rawber, eın
Ehebrecher SCY eifc Denn keyne sunde verdampt den menschen, enn allein der vnglawbe
Paulus BACHMANN: Luthers widerruf VO Fegefewer mıiıt ftarbeSgestrichen durch den bbt
ZUT alden Zcellen. Dresden: Stöckel, 1530, Eij'; FrFlı6 I981I, [691 1789|])

3 »Ja lieber Luther nicht allein vil, sonder gar nahe alle deine jJunger, haben wol zehen vnd mher
Jar nichts anders gesagt vnd gelert, dann allein VO:  5 dem glauben, der a1ınıg glaub mach gerecht,
1 der eyn1g glaub mach selig, man solle 1LUT glauben SCY Vnd WT hat diss ZU

ersten anderst auffbracht, dann du?« Johannes FABRI: Christenliche vnderrichtung Doctor
Johann Fabri, vber ettliche Puncten der Visıtation, SSO ım Churfürstenthumb Sachssen gehal
ten, vnd durch Luther beschriben, Welche antzunehmen vnd zuuerwertfen seyend. Dresden:
Stöckel, 1528, Bij'f; FIFr1I6 1980, 1520f/ 1342|])
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COTNIMNMON people, unfortunately, aV fallen AaWaY from al fear of God, g00d
CONSCIENCE, love of neighbor, g00d works, indeed all Christian honesty«. Fabhri
TEW stark conclusion from this » who, other than VOU, 15 therefore!|
responsible for those innocent children who WEeTIC olain and perished 1n the
Peasants’ War‘C As he read 1t, Luther’s Christian rteedom SAaVC the apPPCAIaNCcE
of teaching iImprovement and edification but 1n fact W as »fleshly reedom«
that C416 OWN »„»whatever OT} wanted SdY, OLLC sald, and whatever OLE

wished do, ONM! did«.34
But the Roman Catholic objection went beyond the reliance »INeTE faıth

FOTr, dSs they SA W 1t; Luther sa1id NOLT only that faiıth without works saved, but that
StM1ViINg atter good works could actually amn Luther, Sylvius explained 1n his

»The last LW books«, »reJeCts and slanders g00d works, CVCH those one 4S

ell 4S possible, it they WEeEeTC simply horrible S1INS, and he| considers S1INS
all the V1iCces and wickedness that IBl Can produce, and he| wishes deal before
Cod with GTE faith alone without anı y divine love and Christian works

»|)1SS ist doch uch VNtizer clag wider dich, vnd deine Junger, numals bey zwöoölftt Jaren, SCWESCHHI,
das 17 tür vnd für, den blossen vnd eynıgen glauben, gekert vnd geprediget, dardurch das gemeın
volck leyder VOL aller Gotsforcht, guttem gew1ssen, liebe des nehisten, wergken, Ja
aller Christlicher Erbarkeit, gefallen ist Vnd WCCI 1st ber schuldig dissen vndschuldigen
kindern, 1n dem Bawernkrieg erschlagen, vnd vmbkommen seind, anders annn du?« (ibid.,
Bi”)
»Aber mıit deiner Christenlicher freyheit, darinn du Placentia gESAZT, vnd placentem gepacken
hast, seind disse ding alle abgethan, du hast einem yeden eın küsse mOögen machen vnder
seinen A1Iıl, das sich darauft StewTrn möchte, wiewol du die freyheit besserung,
erbauwung, soltest gelerrt haben, ist ber aUus dem ge1lst, e1in fleischfreyheit worden. Vnd stehet
die sach also, WAas YyN| gefelt, das redt CI, vnd wWwWas einem yeden gelust, das thut PE1« ibid.,
Ei1j”).

35 »Zum andern 1st erkennen, das, Luther die guthen werck uch autfts aller besten gethan,
verwYyıfft vnd verlestert, gleychsam sS1e eytel grewliche sunde, vnd alle laster vnd
bosheyt die 11Nan kan verbrengen, VOI keyne sunde G helt, vnd alleyn mıiıt dem blossen
glauben OTLILC alle Göttliche liebe Vn Christliche werck wil VOT ote gehandelt haben, SO hat
nicht alleyn die art vnd bosheyt des Antichrists Yn der verwerffung vnd verleuckung der guten
werck, sondern hat uch die aTrt bossheyt vnd verfürischeyt aller bösen CYySTEIN, die da VO  5

anfang haben verwortten vnd verhyndert die guten werck vnnd angereytzt, allem a1g,
vnd SCYN alleyn bey dem blossen glauben geblieben« (Petrus SYLVIUS: {Iie etzten ZWCY be
schlissliche vnd aller krefftigste büchleyn petrı Syluij, das Lutherisch thun
PCISOLL, VO:  5 geburt, vnd SCYIICI schrifft, VO  - anfang bis Z U} en gründlich handeln,
vnd SCYNC vnchristlickeyt schrifftlich entplossen. Blum, 34; Wilbirgis KLAIBER: Katholi-
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He A{ his colleagues read Luther SaVy that »MICIC, naked faith« would SaVC,
ftrom wOrks, and that traditional g00d works such the 114Sss$s WEIC NOT

only UNNECCCSSAIY but positively harmtul. As Johannes Mensıing (T 547) DUut 1t,
»'T’hey ave promised the people V INanıy freedoms that they become,
indeed, slaves their flesh that they would prefer Outrage V1Irg1ıns than

hold Mass. «36 For Sylvius Luther’s teachings about Christian reedom and
equality made the »Lutheran COINMON people« unable tolerate authority
be anyone’s subject. The »black Lutheran peasant« and » his << Anabaptists had
already dared practice Luther’s teaching that 1n Christendom there could and
should be authority but rather CVECIYOLLC should be equal CVCIYV other.
Looking owards the future, Sylvius predicted that the »Lutheran COINLNINON
folk«

2 will cultivate division,JWal, robbery, and| murder, NOt only agalnst true Christendom
but Iso against ach other 'They will do this| all ACCOUNT of the many-sided and self-contradicto-
LIY, wicked Lutheran teachingHe and his colleagues read Luther to say that »mere, naked faith« would save,  apart from works, and that traditional good works such as the mass were not  only unnecessary but positively harmful. As Johannes Mensing (t 1547) put it,  »They have promised the people very many freedoms so that they become,  indeed, slaves to their flesh ... so that they would prefer to outrage virgins than  to hold mass.«% For Sylvius Luther’s teachings about Christian freedom and  equality made the »Lutheran common people« unable to tolerate authority or  be anyone’s subject. The »black Lutheran peasant« and »his« Anabaptists had  already dared to practice Luther’s teaching that in Christendom there could and  should be no authority but rather everyone should be equal to every other.  Looking towards the future, Sylvius predicted that the »Lutheran common  folk«  »... will cultivate division, unrest, war, robbery, [and] murder, not only against true Christendom  but also against each other. [They will do this] all on account of the many-sided and self-contradicto-  ry, wicked Lutheran teaching ... that one can and may freely practice and commit every vice and  wickedness ... and it would be no sin if one only had mere faith. But one should only protect oneself  from good works which even though done in the best way are nevertheless nothing more than  horrible sins ...«37  sche Kontroverstheologen und Reformer des 16. Jahrhunderts. MS 1978, 281 [3059]; FIGFr 225  [3430l).  36  »Sie haben den leuthen, fast viel, freyheiten vorheyschen: So sie doch selbst knechte seint,  yhres fleyschs ... Also das sie lieber wolten iung frawen schenden, dan Messen halten«  (Johannes MEensınc: Von dem Opffer Christi in der Messe: Allen Christglaubigen/ Teutscher  Nation not tzuwissen Denen zu Magdeburgk in sonderheyt/ tzu gut geschriben vnd auszgan-  gen. Beweret mit Götlicher schriffte. L: Schmidt, 1526, Aiv”).  Paul Bachmann read Luther much the same way: »Vnd nach der art der hellischen geistern  leret er [Luther] zu meyden das gut, vnd zu vben das arg. Sintemal sein lere ist, das man sich soll  von allen götlichen vnd menschlichen gesetzen vnd gepot, vnd von allen gutten wergken, die  Gott zu vben geboten hat, mehr hütten dann vor allen sunden, vnd allein dem blossen glauben  anhangen, vnd das der do alle bossheit vbet, vnd verlest sich allein auff den blossen glauben, der  bekrefftiget den glauben, vnd ist gereyt selig vnd heylig. Der do aber guttes thut, was Gott  zuthun gepoten hat, der verstört den glauben, vnd ist gereyt verdampt« (Paulus BACHMANN: Ein  sermon des Abts zur Cellen yn auffnhemung der Reliquien Sancti Bennonis, gehabt am .xxi. tag  des Monats Julij. Geteylt in drey artickel. Dresden: Stöckel, 1527, Dij”; FrFlı6 1983, 4 [1183 /  2966]).  37  Here is the full quote: »Die andere straffe vnnd vnseligkeyt wird seyn die stets auffruhr vnnd  widderspennigkeyt des Lutheryschen gemeynem volckes, so es würde zur macht kommen,  Auch widder yhre eygen Oberkeyt, sie sey Lutherysch oder alt Christisch, welche, sie oder yrer  117that OILC Canl and may freely practıce anı cCcCommıit CVCIY vice and
wickedness anı it would be S1N if OLLC only had TIHNGETE faith But OL should only pProtect oneself
from good works which VMn though one 1n the best WaYy AT nevertheless nothing INoOore than
horrible S1NS ...“37

sche Kontroverstheologen und Reformer des 16 ahrhunderts 978, 8 305 9]; FIGFr 225
13430[)

36 »S1e haben den leuthen, tast viel, freyheiten vorheyschen: So S1e doch selbst knechte seınt,
yhres tleyschs Iso das S1Ee lieber wolten 1ung frawen schenden, dan Messen halten«
Johannes MENSING: Von dem Opffer Christi 1n der Messe: Allen Christglaubigen/ Teutscher
atıon NOt tzuwıssen Denen Magdeburgk ın sonderheyt/ tzu gut geschriben vnd dauUSZ$aN-
SCH. Beweret mıit Götlicher schriffte. Schmidt, 526, Aiv”)

Paul Bachmann read Luther much the Samne WaY »Vnd nach der art der hellischen geistern
leret |Luther| meyden das gutl vnd ben das d1I$. Sintemal se1n lere 1st, das Inan sich soll
VO  w allen götlichen VN! menschlichen etzen vnd geDOTL, vnd VO  w} allen wergken, die
.Ott vben geboten hat, mehr hütten dann VOT allen sunden, vnd allein dem blossen glauben
anhangen, VN! das der do alle bossheit vbet, VnN! verlest sich allein auff den blossen glauben, der
bekrefftiget den glauben, vnd ist SCICYT selig vnd heylig. Der do ber thut, W as .Ott
zuthun gepoten hat, der verstort den glauben, vnd ist gereyt verdampt« (Paulus BACHMANN: Eın

des btsZCellen auffnhemung der Reliquien Sanctı BennonI1s, gehabt tag
des onats Julij Geteylt 1ın drey artickel. Dresden: Stöckel, N E D FrFlı6 1983, B: 183
2966|)

A Here 15 the full »„Die andere straffe vnnd vnseligkeyt wird SCYIH die auffruhr vnnd
widderspennigkeyt des Lutheryschen 3881  3001 volckes, würde ZUT macht kommen,
uch widder yhre Oberkeyt, sS1e SCY Lutherysch der alt Christisch, welche, sS1e der YyICI
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All the elements of the Roman Catholic 1eW AT present 1ın Sylvius’s indict-
ment

Conclusion

Are simply studying Varlous misunderstandings ECVECIN deliberate Da-
gandistic distortions of Luther’s teachings? 10 CXtECHT, but that’s NOtTt all we’re  /
doing I0 be SU1IC there AT misunderstandings and distortions, but such obser-
vatıons mM1Ss the point Readers pick and choose the ideas introduced
them Some 1SSuUes with their life experiıences; others do no  + And 1n
the dialectic of reader and feXT, SOTI1IC ideas aATC invested with NCW meanıng,
transposed ditterent key, filled OUut 1n WAaVYS unintended by their author.

Luther’s defenders who WECIC published 1n Strasbourg WCEIC divided 1n their
understanding of Luther’s CONCECDL of Christian reedom. While few of these
publicists understood Luther’s radical proposal regarding Christian freedom,
the maJjor1ty of Luther’s detenders published 1ın Strasbourg WEeIC still reading

auffrüryscher hoffertiger ge1s mıiıt nichte wird wollen noch künnen dulden, noch yhnen
vnderthan SCYH, Ja s1e werden s1e wöllen verach.ıen vnd vertreyben, w1e die Aposteln
etrus vnd Judas Thadeus YyYICIH Episteln den etzten bis zugeschehen verkündigt
haben, Als enn uch Luther 1 buche VO  w} der weltlichen öberkeit Giv”| schön angehaben hat

leeren, sprechend, Das der Christenheyt kan noch sol keyn Oberkeyt SCYN, sondern eın
yeder ist dem andern gleych uzZ nnd die Schwarzen Lutherischen aWT vnd YyMN' Widder-
teuffer sich uch gereyt dis practicırn vnderstanden haben, Darüber werden S1e uch stehte
zwytracht, vnfried, krieg, raub, mord, nicht allein wider die WaIlIc Christenheyt, sonder uch
wider einander pflegen, VON I1der manchfaltigen vnd yhr selbst widersprechigen boshaff-
ıgen Lutherischen leere, vnd yhres bösen lebens, Luther lert, wWw1e bisher offt 1st,
Das 11a kan, vnd Mag, ONe alle sunde frey vben vnd treyben alle laster vnd bosheyt, uch der
gantzen werlet, vnd WeTlT keine sunde, 1113  w} 1UT den blossen glauben het, ber alleyn VOT

guten wercken sol man sich hüten, Denn wiewol sS1e geschehen aller beste Y  ‘J
s1e doch eytel grewliche sunde u w1e geprediget hat dominica Cantate, vierden
Sontage nach Epiphanie, vnd das jamerlich klagen ist, uch yın der kyndern büchleyn
yhrer zeytlichen vergiftung gesatzt hat, dadurch yhe wil verschaffen, das man VOI jugend
auff, sol meyden alle gute sıtten vnd tugenden, als Sind die tugendliche gute werck Götlicher
gebot, VnN! sol frey vben alle sunde, laster, vnd bosheyt, vnd sol wider ott noch menschen,
noch keyne geystliche noch weltliche Oberkeyt tfürchten noch achten, noch yKn der Christen-
heyt dulden UZW. Was ber VOT eın frieden, eynigkeyt vnd gut leben darus würde entstehen, kan
eın yeder natürlicher synreych mensch leychtlich INESSECH « (Sylvius: Die etzten ZWCYAll the elements of the Roman Catholic view are present in Sylvius’s indict-  ment.  IV Conclusion  Are we simply studying various misunderstandings or even deliberate propa-  gandistic distortions of Luther’s teachings? To an extent, but that’s not all we’re  doing. To be sure there are misunderstandings and distortions, but such obser-  vations miss the point. Readers pick and choose among the ideas introduced to  them. Some issues resonate with their life experiences; others do not. And in  the dialectic of reader and text, some ideas are invested with new meaning,  transposed to a different key, or filled out in ways unintended by their author.  Luther’s defenders who were published in Strasbourg were divided in their  understanding of Luther’s concept of Christian freedom. While a few of these  publicists understood Luther’s radical proposal regarding Christian freedom,  the majority of Luther’s defenders published in Strasbourg were still reading  auffrüryscher hoffertiger geist mit nichte wird wollen noch künnen dulden, noch yhnen  vnderthan seyn, ja sie werden sie stets wöllen verach.en vnd vertreyben, wie die Aposteln  Petrus vnd Judas Thadeus ynn yren Episteln yn den letzten tagen bis zugeschehen verkündigt  haben, Als denn auch Luther im buche von der weltlichen öberkeit [Giv’] schön angehaben hat  zu leeren, sprechend, Das ynn der Christenheyt kan noch sol keyn Oberkeyt seyn, sondern ein  yeder ist dem andern gleych uzw. Vnnd die Schwarzen Lutherischen bawr vnd seyne Widder-  teuffer sich auch gereyt dis zu practicirn vnderstanden haben, Darüber werden sie auch stehte  zwytracht, vnfried, krieg, raub, mord, nicht allein wider die ware Christenheyt, sonder auch  wider einander pflegen, von wegen der manchfaltigen vnd yhr selbst widersprechigen boshaff-  tigen Lutherischen leere, vnd yhres bösen lebens, so Luther lert, wie bisher offt angezeygt ist,  Das man kan, vnd mag, one alle sunde frey vben vnd treyben alle laster vnd bosheyt, auch der  gantzen werlet, vnd es wer keine sunde, wo man nur den blossen glauben het, aber alleyn vor  guten wercken sol man sich hüten, Denn wiewol sie geschehen ynn aller beste weyse, so weren  sie doch eytel grewliche sunde uzw. wie er geprediget hat dominica Cantate, am vierden  Sontage nach Epiphanie, vnd das jamerlich zu klagen ist, auch ynn der kyndern büchleyn zu  yhrer zeytlichen vergiftung gesatzt hat, dadurch er yhe wil verschaffen, das man von iugend  auff, sol meyden alle gute sitten vnd tugenden, als sind die tugendliche gute werck Götlicher  gebot, vnd sol frey vben alle sunde, laster, vnd bosheyt, vnd sol wider Gott noch menschen,  noch keyne geystliche noch weltliche Oberkeyt fürchten noch achten, noch ynn der Christen-  heyt dulden uzw. Was aber vor ein frieden, eynigkeyt vnd gut leben darus würde entstehen, kan  ein yeder natürlicher synreych mensch leychtlich ermessen« (Sylvius: Die letzten zwey ...  büchleyn, Giv*f).  118büchleyn, Ciy“
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Luther within CONTLEXT strongly shaped Dy humanistic and specifically TYAas-
m1an 'his CONtTtTEXT inclined these authors assımilate Luther’s
scripturally-based cr1ıtic1ısm of uman laws the Erasmıan attack the
»superst1t10NSs« of external observance that lacked spiritual grounding. FOor
time crucial time for the fledgling Retormation Luther W as read
and re-presented 1n these Erasmıan It took tıme for these authors
realize that LLLOTIC W as An stake, that Luther’s radical understanding of cCOommMmMand-
ment and promıi1se W 4as COTTOS1Ve NOT only of »Man-made laws« but of reliance
law 1n ALLY form 1n the PIOCCSS of salvation. But CVCI) they moved towards
LNOTE »Lutheran« understanding of Christian treedom, their Erasmıan STIrESS
»divine law« continued color their thinking and aCCOUNIS, 1n small Dart,
for SOILLC of the distinctive emphases of what CaH46 be Retormed Protestan-
t1sm.

The 1n their articles misunderstand Luther 1ın another WaY that 15
readily explicable and highly significant. Peter Blickle has shown that the
Reformation changed how the peasants Jegitimated their long-standing desire

change their relations with their lords Betfore 52 peasants had claimed that
their revolts WeIC only ICHIOVEC INnNOvatıons that violated traditional law By

25, however, appeal traditional law could NOt legitimate changes
relieve the tens10ns that had developed 1n the last CENTLUTY. Appeal divine

law cCould, and did Moreover, appeal divine law hich could Aal1Yy
demand that could be deduced from Scr1ıpture allowed the uprısıng take
supra-territorial character.38 Specifically 1n the Matter of reedom from serf-
dom, the Reformation allowed the peasants transcend the traditional law of
sertdom and 1insıst that all should be free principle. I God 15 lord, the peasants
concluded, there (a be se1gneurs. » No ONEC but God OUT CIreCAaLOT, father, and
lord should ave serfs«, concluded the villages of Schaffhausen, and 1n this WeIC

followed Dy Man Yy other peasant articles. The Retormation also allowed the
attack serfdom the basıis of Justice and divine law.3° F proved

quıte CasS Y gıven the peasants sıtuatıon and aspıratıons translate 1Into the
temporal realm Luther’s Insıstence the Christian reedom test all laws
agaınst Scripture.

38 Blickle: Di1ie Revolution VO  5 525
39 eter BLICKLE: Gemeindereftormation: die Menschen des 16 Jahrhunderts auf dem Weg

Heil. M 1985, 69-71
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Finally, the Roman Catholic controversialists fajled aCCeDL perhaps 1n
SOILLC ECVvVen understand, the OT hand, Luther’s distinction between
the LWO realms, spiritual and temporal, and, the other, Luther’s rejection of
the distinetion between the L[WO ESTALECS, spiritual and temporal. SO when they
read Luther’s about spiritual treedom, they SA W Luther rejecting the
authority of both estates They understood Luther’s insıstence Christian
treedom from the nNeCcESSItY of g0o0od works IN the Dursult of salvation 4S reedom
from g00d works fOr AaILYV DUIDOSE 173 either realm. Salvation by »INCIC naked
faith«, AS5 they expressed 1t, opened the tloodgates fleshly icense. If OC WEeTC
free from wOorks, OI W as free specifically from works of obedience. The CONTTIFO-
versialists felt confirmed 1n this judgment by the events of the Peasants’ War
and especially by the notiıon of Christian reedom expounded by the 1n
the War

Luther’s treatıses and the ideas they contained WEeETC received differently by
different people, interpreted differently by different audiences. We CannoOot
uce Luther’s INCSSasc his CONSCIOUS intentions. Without the people who
read Luther’s WTI1tIngs heard pastor explain his VIEWS ftrom within their OW:

CONLTLEXT, without the people wh shaped his INCSSasc their OW needs, Luther
might still be considered great theologian. But if W as the reactıon of his readers
and re-presenters that made him the German Reformer.
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