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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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kenntnis« did his wr1tings reach the level called the other hand Scholarly cCommentarıes make
for Dy the 1SSuUes of the day ‚WA 26, 509, 1t hard SCC the contessions of faith the

distillations of the CONtent of Scripture. TheäT) In »De SCIVO arbitrio« Luther atfirmed the
clarity of Scrıpture and asserted that this quality notıon of single clear wıtness Christ
makes Scripture able test OPIN10NS and show unifying center 15 undermined by exeges1s that
where right doctrine lies (WA 8l 606-609]. Such the plurality ot the »INanYy Christs«
clarity CONCECEINS the essential OoOntent of SCI1p- found the New Testament (A In word,

today’s biblical studies 4a4SSUMNIC break be-ture, namely, 1ts test1monYy Christ. By the
Spiırıt’s work, this becomes the inner clarity of crıpture an the church’s dogmatic LTA-

hearts that lay hold of the MECSSASC. Scripture, dition. quest10on arıses, however, whether Lu-
clear wıtness ot Christ, 15 C(10d’s gift the ther’s OW. SCTI110115 and commentarıes do NOtTt

church 1ts SOUICE of instruction and purifica- show him facing the pluralism of New Testa-
t10nN. But the church has crıpture only 1n the ImMeEeNT documents without losing hold of their
81  1L,  J which CONVCVYS the original apostolic unıty
word the church’s sole of lite and tea- third complex of 1SSues concerned aspects
ching. The church’s dogmatic acceptance of the of canon-history. Can ON simply assimilate the
CanoON, especially 1n the fourth CENTtUFY, shows Reformation the church ot the fourth GEHr

LUTrYV, gıven the acceptance at that tıme of theSymmetry with Luther’s notion of CanoniCIty.
What 15 »Canonical« 15 eSsSus Christ canonical deuterocanonical books of the Old Testament?
hermeneutic will toster the inbreaking into OUT Also, weIc NOT canonical decisions made
discourse of the single clear wıtness Christ agaınst Marcıon and the gnOst1Cs by applying
that underlies all the prophetic aN! apostolic the church’s regula fideji ecrıterion of CanoOn1C1-
books In thıs Scripture 15 given by the ty? Here the church W as act1ve, and NOt Just
Spiırıt teach the church what oshe 1S, hat she submissive, 1n determining hat books authen-
should do, aN what she MUST continue be tically wıtness Christ.
\WA 53, 252, 32) Finally, Luther himself, iın »De SCIVO rbi-

The eNSU1INg discussion first brought Out the t110«, spoke oft crıpture Provıng right doctrine
ditference between the historical and ystema- ın the church through those who hold the office
tic-theological approach Luther. The histo- of mM1INıStrIy duces et PracCONCS verbi |WA I8,
ran will NOt teel bound by Luther’s OW.: pejora- 653, 22-28) The COIDS of pastoral interpreters
tıve judgments his early works, but will at- MUStT be taken into 2CCOUNT when OTC speaks of
tend the genes1s of his thought and his 1LLLOVEC- crıpture »Judging the SP1IT1LtS« in the public for:
ment through key transıt1ons become the of the church.
mature Retormer. But Lutheran theology will
work with the smaller COTDUS of those works LE Luther’s COMUNI1O Ecclesiologythat Luther himself singled Out normatıve iın
interpreting the Gospel. 11NO Peura opened the third sSesSS10N with

second reactıon raised problems met today V1IECW of CUITERE Luther-research 1ın Finland.
1n usıng Scripture normatıve 1ın the church. alternative 15 being worked Out the ex1isten-

tial interpretation of Luther’s theology, whichThe assumpt1ons underlying C6  Tary
eges1s produce all antagonistic relationship be: slights his ontological categorıes 1ın reatıng the

believer’s un1ıon with Christ and oes nNnOt doween the Bible, the OHE®E hand, an the
Creeds and liturgical tradition of the church O1l ustice his sacramental realism.
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Raunio’s PapDCrI, »{ IIie COMMUN1O SallCc- COoMMUNItY of CONSENT ftormed by PCISONS of
tOrum als Einheit 1n der göttlichen Liebe bei goodll In crucijal mMmOmMeECNTIS, truth MUStT reign,
Luther«, showed the centrality of the Golden VM agaınst INOTIEC ecumenical emphasis
ule ın Luther’s thought the church. Just unıty 1ın love
Christ has entered radically into the condition Another question probed the fruitfulness of
of sintul humankind, the believer made OLLC this COMMUNI1O ecclesiology tor the doctrine of
with Christ Iso enters lovingly into the S1tua- the m1n1ıstry It o€es strengthen the doctrine of
tiıon of others. The unity created 1n the church the priesthood of all believers, who AIC called

ultimately COMMUN1ON ( Teilhabe) with show their love Dy comıng before God behalf
God, whouhimself Out 1ın love The Lord’s of others. But the mini1stry of the pastor 15 of
Supper, with 1ts prom1se and gift, 15 the creatıve another order, SINCEe 1t from Christ’s PIO-
moment 1n COMMUN1O ith Christ and uUutua- V1sS10N tor the mediation of his Gospel anı! SIAaCC
lity of love between believers. the COMMUNItTY.

first COM MENT asked how Luther’s notion perspectıve that Carrıes beyond the faıth-
of un1ıon with Christ and the Golden ule love dichotomy and the church-ministry rela-
lates Thomas Muntzer’s doctrine of con{for- tiıon 15 that of the end-time, when Christ will
mi1ty with Christ 1n Selbstentäußerung. Is it NOt hand VCI the kingdom his Father (1 5y 24)
Strange that Luther sharply attacked untzer hen the hidden church ll g1ve WdYy the

this poıint, if indeed his ( W: teaching fea- visibility of the kingdom and the messenger’s
ure: self-emptying enter into the sıtuatiıon Service 11 Such vliewpoilnt leads
of ne’s neighbor. One key difference, however, maJor reordering of OUTI ecclesiological pr10r1-
15 that Luther God’s inıtlatıve whereas ties.
untzer calls for STTENUOUS self-discipline
the WaY 3888 the soul of self-regard. IF Medieval and Eschatological Insights1NO Peura’s PapDcCrI, »Commun10 anctorum
als Teilhabe Gott«, showed that Luther did Nınna J/orgensen proposed medieval back-
NnOt abandon the COMMUN10O theme atter his ground of Luther’s egalitarian ecclesiological
»Sermon the blessed SAcCcramen: and the emphases 1n her PapCrI, »The otıon ot the
brotherhoods« SO It W as present 1ın 1UMEeE- Priesthood of all Believers Within the Frame-
10US SCIINONS and the Catechisms. The doctrine work of Late Medieval Catechetical Preoccupa-
WAas deeply anchored I  1n Luther’s understan- t10NS«.
ding of justification un1ıon with Christ 1n the The late-medieval catechisms ascribed high
mutual exchange of DOSSESSIONS and Rarl his value the decalogue, reatıng ıt much INOTE

Concept1ıon of the Holy Spirit’s work creatıng than check-list tor preparıng contess. Lu:
unıty between Christ and his members by taith ther reflects this ın »De vot1s mMONast1C1S«,
and baptism and then building this Uu- where he SaySs that nothing 15 INOTC sacred and
nIity, especially by the Lord’s Supper, 1n mutual religious for all Christians than the keeping of
love the commandments. 1ViNng priımacy the

The discussion revealed SEeIO0OUS quest10ns ab: commandments S0CS back the reforming bis:
Out V1IEeEW that ascribes primacy 1n CONCEIVINZ hops of ı3th CENTULY England, such Robert
the church the ommunıty of love Luther Grosseteste the subsequent tradition, the
Was quıte emphatic the primacy of faith anı decalogue could be called »the ten words of
the profession of truth. The church 15 nNnOt cCommandment of OUT Lord esus Christ« an be
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taken include the great commandments of tiıng-point suffices meet the 1SSUES of eccle-
love of God and neighbor. Under this codex of siology and M1INISELYy that face today. Groun-
Christian life, the medieval show, all be: ding the church 1n christology 15
lievers ATIC equal. All A1IC called faith, contes- startıng-poıint annot at debate. But the eNsulng
S10N, and docility tO the Holy D1IL All ATC ONC debates show that something TEHOLFG 15 needed
1n the obligation deal lovingly with their basıis for solving the problems that bedevil

both the inner lite of the churches an the dialo-neighbor created the image of God Thus,
Luther did NOT eftect break with, but instead SUCS between them
fresh approprlation of, portion of ate-medie-
val instruction. final u  IY observation delineated three

final presentatıon W as made Dy arl xel ditterent ecclesiologies that CINCISC from OUTI

Aurelius the basis of his »Verborgene KI1r- considerations. One V1CW treats the church PIO-
che« (Hannover 1983) methodological prın- leptically the w as the eschatological86

ciple 15 understand Luther’s polemical argu- nıty 15 LO W realized under historical conditions.
men (against Eck, Emser, Alveld an Cathari- But this takes aWAaY from bearing the burdens
nNus| by attending his exegetical lectures of of OUI OW: existential setting 1n history.
the SaIillec period, especlally »Operatıiones in ond V1CEW 15 the COMMUN1O Conceptlon, which
psalmos«. Luther argued at Le1ipz1g and 1n SUuL however should be OPCIL the rule of the satıs
sequent wrT1ltıngs that the church earth 15 not est and the ONg0O1Ng work of God’s Spirıt who
modelled the heavenly church (‚against Pseu- works in full treedom. third VIEW privileges
do-Dionysius]), but 15 the universal Christenheit faith OUI of truth. OUT historical eX1-
of believing hearts. In his lectures, Luther StENCE, truth has be transposed into doctrine,
the church Almuth \Ps 9, I] „hidden unto and rightly 5! for doctrine alone VECICOINEC:

death« In the church Christ 15 COTONATUS 1ts biguity 1n teaching and contession.
head, who gathers the church until the end, Throughout the SESSIONS, COMMENTS an brief
when he will hand ıt VCI the Father. reports their OWIL research WEeIC made by

sten Kvam, David Lumpp, Masamı Ishii,Among the COoMMENTS, the qUEC-
st1o0n WwWas raised whether christological STAaTr- (G(GeEOrge Pösfay, and 'odd Murken.

Das kirchliche Amt bei Luther
Seminarleiter: Tarald Rasmussen
Berichterstatter: Tarald Rasmussen

Seminar beteiligten sich elf Personen adus christliche Versammlung der Gemeine Recht
un! Macht habe, alle Lehre urteilen und Leh-sechs Ländern. Folgende exte als DC-

me1insame Basıs für das Arbeiten 1mM Seminar TEr beruten, e1in- un! abzusetzen. rund un!
ausgewählt worden: Das Kapitel » De ordine« Ursach aus der Schrift« VO  5 1523 IStA 3, 75-84|
»De captıvıtate babylonica ecclesiae praelu- un » E1n Briet VO:  w den Schleichern und Winkel-
1um« VO  5 1520 StA 2, 245-253|). »Dafß 1ne predigern« VO  5 1532 (WA 54 HL, 518-527).
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