
IS3I(( (WA 33, 636-645). Den Zuspruch die Jüngerschaft als »Bleiber und Verharrer« 1
unger 1n Ö, da{fß$ S1€e die Wahrheit erkennen Blick auf Christus uUun! damit auf dem Aspekt
werden, sotern s1e se1in Wort annehmen un! der Freiheit yARDA Liebe un! &408 Miteinander, ZUT

ihm bleiben, deutet Luther als das Erlösungs- christlichen Gemeinschatt. Das hat Bedeutung
handeln Christi, der die Seinen ın eiIn Reich der angesichts der der japanischen Gesellschafts-
Freiheit VO:  } allen irdischen Bedrängnissen tüh- hierarchie orıentierten, väterlich dominierten,
1e1 will Kontrastiert wird diese Aussage durch familiären Gemeindestruktur, die 1ne gew1sse
die drastische Beschreibung tyrannischer irdi- innerweltliche, alsche Sicherheit hervor-
scher Herrschaft, die ebensowenig Ww1e 1ne SC- bringt un:! 1n die Gefahr gerät, das wahre frei-
rechte irgendwie das Reich der wahren Freiheit heitliche Reich Christi aus dem Auge verlie-

tangıeren VCIINAS. Letzteres könnte der 1611

DeutungN, hier eın Aspekt der Fre1-
heit VonNn etwWda umschrieben wird, W as uch 1mM Das Sem1inar liefß deutlich hervortreten, Ww1e
geistlichen S1inn in Richtung auf e1in individua- stark das Interesse einzelnen Aspekten Von
listisch orjıentiertes Freiheitsdenken in apan Luthers Freiheitsverständnis VoO gesellschaft-
sehr aktuell) interpretierbar wäre. Der Akzent lichen Kontext des jeweiligen Interpreten be-

eintlu{fßt WArl.liegt jedoch auf der gemeiınsamen

Luther’s Responsıibility for the Theory and Practice of
6th-Century Lutheran Churches

Seminar leader: ames Kittleson
Reporter: urt Hendel

In his introductory lecture, ames Kittelson fo: nNnOot X1St then, that the role of the civil
cused the sSsem1nar op1C by noting that 1n the authority 1ın ecclesiastical affairs Was d debated
opınıon of MOST scholars »the v1isıtatıon and OoDp1C and that the soclety aM 1ts members did

NOLT V1CeW themselves secular but Christian.church orders, conducted and legislated by the
civil authorities, brought Lutheran churches Kittelson cautioned that CO  1a realities
under the dominance of the princes and C1Ity and should NOTt be read 1nto the past
counciıls« and »that this development Contra- and challenged the received tradition of arl
dicted Luther’s teachings«. Because the first PO- Holl an Wilhelm Pauck, both of whom SSU-

int had een challenged, it 15 1Iso IV med that the Landesherrliche egımen w as

re-examıne Luther’s teachings and act1ons. Kıt- creatiıon of the sixteenth TUrYy an that CSDC-
telson suggested that Luther’s posıt1on should cially Melanchthon and Johannes Brenz contfir-
be evaluated 1n the light of CONCrete act10ns, NOt med the prince’s role 1n spiritual affairs while
simply the basıs of theological doctrines. He Luther had nothing do with this develop-
noted urther that the term »„»Landesherrliches ment. Luther did ENCOUTASC civıl authorities
Kirchenregiment« 15 NOt used iın sixteenth-cen- address spiritual mMatters but that he always vle-
tu: documents, that the modern idea of the wed those authorities Christians.
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Reinhard Schwarz led the sem1ınar 1n dis: ship 15 clearly CG0d’s will Schools, which 4A1IC

CUSS10N of the theme of freedom and order by viewed ecclesial communıitı1es, ATIC T1ESOUTICECS

eXamınıng [WO etters of Luther, OLLC Prince the princes 1n the establishment of the
<eOrg VO  w Anhalt of July e 1545 ‚WA BTr L church and provide that church with pastors.
132-134 4133|) and the other Anton Lauter- The MOST important vocatıion of princes 1S,
bach of October I 1545 E, 199{1 14161]) therefore, the establishment and SUPDPOIT of
Schwarz asked whether the church’s OW] KI1r- schools.
chenrecht should be viewed 1US divinum, tWO general sem1nar discussions, the partı-
immutable, whether church order includes C1pants, first of all, examiıined aN! evaluated the

element of evangelical rteedom. Through his long-range effects of humanism kuropean
analysis of Luther’s correspondence, Schwarz soclety, both Roman Catholic anı Protestant It
illustrated that the Retormer sought reedom Was concluded that Luther and other reformers,
within order the basıis of the Gospel, through like Johannes Bugenhagen, advocated classical
theologically astute and carefully chosen pDa- educational PIOSIAaN and assigned responsibili-

for the implementation of such PIOSIAaINSTOT:! and through the unıty of faith and of the
Spiırıt. Law, inflexibility and force were be the civil authorities. Secondly, sem1nar partic1-

explored the evangelical praxıs of appo1n-avoided iın liturgical anı ceremonial mat(ters,
but practices which contradict the Gospel could ting and dismissing pastors. It wWwWas noted that

civiıl authorities, representatıves of the CONSIC-NOt be tolerated. Freedom and order WCIC, there-
fore, carefully belanced iın Luther’s thought, anı gat1ıon, the superintendent, his assıstant and, at

tımes, Iso Luther WOCIC involved ın the PIOCCS-love anı unıty WEeIC emphasized essential
the church’s life and praxI1s. SCS of appoıntment and dismissal. Individual

must be studied, however, S1INCeEe C1ITrCUM-Through analysis of Luther’s COMMENTATY
Psalm 87 of 1530 (WA 31 E 189-218], CSDC- StanCces and procedures ditfered and, 1n the mat-

ter of ecclesiastical discipline, strugglescilally the prefäce; Robert Fischer invited the
sem1nar partıcıpants LO explore urther Luther’s often manitested themselves amn the partıes

involved. ar1ı0us Victors emerged. Normal pat-understanding of the place of the prince within
Christian soclety. his COMMENTtALY Luther ters of procedure WEeIC outlined in the Kirchen-
suggested that while princes properly en]oy ordnungen, for example), but they WOEIC

lofty rank 1ın such SOCI1etY, they S 4CCOUNtTA- totally enforceable enftorced. Church order
ble C6a and MUSt be held accountable. The WAas elastic, not absolute.
clergy, nNnOot the people 1n general, ATC God’s
agents ın calling rulers accountability, both their final SESSION, semı1inar partiıcıpants

spiritual well ın political and soc1ial plored and proposed for urther research.
mMatters The rulers’ DPr1ımary responsibilities aAICc The following topics emerged during lively

provide Justice, especially for the POOT, and discussion:
promote The relationship between eschatology

artın Brecht presented short analysis of and ecclesiology.
Philip Melanchthon’s »Declamationes« and The place of catechisms 1n the church/’s
»Questiones«., In his analysis Brecht illustrated worship well 1n the classroom, particularly
the ıntımate relationship envisioned by Melan- prescribed 1ın the Kirchenordnungen.
chthon between academia anı the emerging The relationship between teaching an
evangelical territorial churches. hat relation- proclamation the Reformation tradition.
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Luther’s COMNCETN for and contributions Words 19}which requiıre scholarly
the practical administration of church order 1n ınvestigatıon:
the evangelical cCongregatıons. CONSENtT (of the congregation]

The role of the LWO OVEINANCES doectrine the spiritual dimension of the church
1n practical politics. Updating and rev1ıisıon of Emil Sehling’s

The ature of Lutheran church order 1n Kirchenordnungen.
CoONntexts where the Landesherrliche Kirchenre- The Formgeschichte of the Kirchenord-
gıimen W as NOtTt operatıve. NUNsSCH.

The tWO OVEINANCES doctrine CO11- The law love dialeecetic.
theological for theory and x The impact of the Visıtations and of the

Praxıs 1n the soc1ial ethical 4d1Iic11as 1et of Augsburg Luther’s decision
The integration of Luther’s faith love recognıze the schism within the Western

freedom servanthood|] dialeetic. church and reorganıze that church (1.e;,
The reception of Luther’s theology. Organıze the emergıng Lutheran communities]).

Luther’s Ecclesiology
Seminar leader: Jared Wicks
eporter: Jared Wicks

The members first named the 1SSuUes they Sa W ascribed Set of characteristic act1ions within
MOSt pressing ın the study of Luther’s ecclesio- the Spirıt’s sanctifying work But what 15 the
logical wr1ıtings Stellenwert of such teachings?

Ralph Quere raised questions CONCeEMINg the 'arl Braaten asked about Luther’s possible
»marks« of the church sSet forth 1n »Von den contribution Overcomıng disagreements
Konziliis un Kirche (1 39) and »Wider Hans 388 Lutherans the doctrine ot the mM1n1S-
OrSt« (1 541 ), especially 1ın their relation the C Can Luther’s ecclesiology help
»Apology of the Augsburg Contession« and tO the reductionist tendencies abroad 1n the land
Luther’s »Smalkald Articles«. Further YQUCS- and lay better basıs for understanding ecclesial
tions emerged about the relation between the mıinıstry?
apologetic role of the marks and their pastoral
PUTIDOSC.

Eero Huovinen told of his recent work The Church and Scripture
fides infantium 1n Luther and indicated 1ts DPOS- The second SESSION took Johannes Wir:
sible relevance rightly view1ing the church in sching’s »Sola Scriptura: artın Luther’s
assıst1ing, through 1ts members, the child’s de- ‚Schriftprinzip: in seiner ekklesiologischen Be-
velopment of fides proprıa deutung«. The takes seriously Luther’s

Jared Wicks related his findings the church warnıngs that his early works WeIC »disordered
1n Luther’s catechetical works, noting how the chaos« (WA 54, 179, 10] and that only 1n the five
church 15 properlyura ‚Diritus sanctı and 15 before » Vom Abendmahl Christi, Be
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