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For AT least three decades 18{0} Luther scholars with late medieval apocalyptic tradition, but
have paid great deal of attentiıon the UuUs«c adapted and extended the old patterns of
Luther made of the medieval tradition. The thought
sult 15 that 110 understand Luther’s apPIOD- Second, Karı Kopperi1 contributed
ration, rejection sublation of Varıo0ous ele: »Renalssance philosophy: unknown field 1ın

1n this tradition betore. Our P1C- Luther research«. According him the philo-
Lure of Luther has een permanently altered Dy sophical discussions of Rena1lissance thinkers
this determined effort sSCcCC him 1ın his medie- aTeC important but rather neglected T7a of
val CONTEXT With this 1n mind, the original PDUT- research. Luther Was NOtTt philosophically nalve;
POSC of OUT sem1ı1inar W as twotold. 1rst, the sem1- his philosophical presupposıit1ions INnaYy well
11a aimed make DNEW particular contributions have een shaped by the Renalissance debates.

this ONg0O1INg tield of research, and second, ıt Furthermore, there AT fascinating parallels be-
proposed 108 the general theme by COM- ween Renaissance philosophical thought and
prehensive analysis of the STAtus quaest10N1S. Luther’s theology. What 15 needed for better
With regard the second goal, SOINC tentatıve understanding of Luther’s theology 1S, first,

WCCIC taken this direction but it INOTE thorough analysis of the intellectual at-
mained largely unfulfilled. The massıve quanti- mosphere 1n the early sixteenth CENTLUTY.
C of scholarship markes this tormidable task, second, scholars MUust begin COMDAIC
and the fact that OUT work continues 1n ‚VCT HE: Luther’s theological and philosophical ideas NOt
directions should be taken S1gn that such only Gabriel Biel, but Ranaissance think-
project 15 premature. It remaıns desidera- CIS such John Buridan, Giles of Viterbo,
CL  3 for the future On the other hand, OUT first Jodocus Trutfetter, and Bartholomaeus Arnoldi
PUTDOSC, ad| specific original contributions 4 UsS Usingen

this body of scholarship, Was richly fulfilled. Le1 Yutıan reported briefly the of
Eight PapCIS weIc distributed 1n advance, and Luther scholarship ın China, and contributed

ach W as thoroughly discussed by the eight DPal- „Luther and humanism: inheritance
tıcıpants an several observers. The first Was and transcendence«: Focusing Luther’s usc
repOort research 1n PIOSICSS by PETER BREITSCH of the ancıent classics, his critical SDITt, and his
entitled »Late medieval apocalypticism: 1ts 1N- humanistic praxI1ıs, this contribution argued
fluence and transftormation 1n the thought of that the humanistic impulse Was at the heart of
artın Luther.« 'his project entails close Luther’s Sspırıt and that his Reformation W as ın
amınatıon of Luther’s »S5upputatıio ANNOTUM fact the wider practice of humanism. In Luther’s
mundi« I541I] agaınst the background of John humanism Was deepened and de-
Wyrcliffe, Jan Hus, Nicholas of Lyra and Ciles of veloped, and 1n the end linked with practical
Viterbo. Focusing the themes of history, the reform. Luther struggled NOLT only for the libera-
millennium and the Antichrist, this research tıon of human beings from spiritual dictator-

the V1ICEW that Luther »did nOot break ship but Iso for the liberation of humanism
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trom the studies of the intellectuals and the Denis Janz presented entitled »Luther
COUTFrtSs of the nobility. 'hus Luther both inher- and late medieval Albertism«. 'his Was 1N-
ited aN! transcended the humanıistic project tended contribution the understanding of
Without humanism there would have een relatively unknown Current of thought 1n

Luther’s intellectual milieu. The reformer oftenReformation, but without the Reformation
there would have een rebirth anı deepening reters NOTt only the Thomists, the cotists,
of humanısm. and the moderni, but Iso the »Albertistae«:

Christoph Burger submitte under the it 1S, according him, OLLC of the four maın
title »»>Wir sollen ott über alle inge fürchten, »SECECItS« of scholasticism. Yet scholars have paid
lieben un! vertrauen« das Reden VO  w Gottes- almost attentıon it his begins with
furcht bei spätmittelalterlichen outline of the history of Albertism, and thenein1gen
Theologen un:! In Luther’s Kleinem Katechis- TtuUurns precise examınatıon of what Luther

had 5Sd y about it 158  J Luther COI-11US« The COomparıson proposed shed light
the relationship of fear anı trust in Luther’s tends that the »TediSscOvery« of St Paul anı Au-

gustine has made this world of thought obso-explanation of the first commandment. » Fear
betore God« be understood the first lete Albertism 15 destined for the dustbin of
of 1n God, but it Call Iso be understood history, and 1ts demise Cannot OILC SOOMN

of engenderingAngst (n the other hand, enough. Yet the STOTY of Luther anN! Albertism
it fear of God Out of LIUSCT, such fear 0€es not end here, for unbeknownst Luther,
only be interpreted TG VEGETEHNCE toward God Albertus agnus had profound influence
not fear betore God what has OI“ be called (‚erman Dominıcan

Late medieval theologians distinguished PIC- mYysticısm (Meister Eckhart, Johannes Tauler,
cisely between fear of divine punishment, Heinrich Suso, the Theologia Deutsch, etc.)
which Call X1St without faith, and TE VGTICHUG for And, 15 well known, this style of mYysticısm
God, which 15 gift of the Holy ‚D1irı Already influenced Luther profoundly. Thus, indirectly
ın Luther’s I5I18 short explanation of the ten at least, Luther A1illc under the intluence of
commandments, the fultillment of the first another of his medieval intellectual forbears.
commandment Out of »right faith and Sammel:1 Juntunen submitte study of the
tirm FTUST« which CXDICSS themselves 1n tear OopDpI1C »Some similarities 1ın the us«c of the COIl-

and love of God ONC understands Luther’s Cept ‚Nothing: (nihil) in the Western ontological
explanation of the first commandment in his tradition nd 1n Luther’s theology«. omparıng
Small Catechism 1n light of this early forerun- the medieval tradition and Luther, this
NCI, here tOO fear of God MUST be SCCI result pointed Out interesting similarities 1ın the use

of trust 'hus the »W should« CannOo simply be and meanıng of the CONCEDIS »nıhil« and » A41l-

understood demand The words »and trusSt« nihilatio«. Not only oes this COmparıson shed
aTtec used only ONCC, but they ear great deal of light Luther’s use of theseJ but it Iso
weight they MUST be SCECH words ot central calls into quest1on the VIEWS of those such
iımportance tor the understanding of all the Gerhard Ebeling and Wiltfried oes who find ın
commandments. The discussion revolved Luther fundamentally LICW ontology.
around the central quest1ons of whether ‘heo Dieter contributed entitled
Luther’s »W should« 15 NOt 1n fact demand, »„»»Non en1m, ut Aristoteles putat, iusta agendo

1ust1 efficimur:«:; ZU Inn VO:  e Luthers Kritik«.and whether the »and tTUSTt« which 15 used only
NC Cal ear this interpretive weight. It raised the questi1ons of the objects of this
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criıt1que and 1ts meanıng. While it Cal be applied 1n the tradition of the church athers. This
Aristotle himself only ın imited WaVYV, it should be kept 1in mınd for future comprehen-

applies directly John Buridan’s je88  aTrYy S1Ve Comparıson of Bernard’s and Luther’s
the relevant text 1ın Aristotle: because of the theologies. The first Step towards such project

Hihbertas arbitrii, morally good CITS both before MUST be analysis of all Bernard references 1n
an after the or1gın of virtue AdIC of the SAa1lılec Luther’s works, and this has recently een one
kind. What Buridan and Iso Biel Say about the by Bell 1in his » [IDIVUS Bernhardus«. The qQUCS-
VIrItus ACquISIta, Biel Iso SayS about the STACE of tiıon of monastıc theology MUStTt Iso be resolved.
Carılıtas: the aCTt of loving God betore and after 1f Bernard Was monastıc theologian 1n his OW.:
the reception of the gratia infusa aIC, according right, what extent Call the Samne be sa1d of

their Lype, the SdadIne In this regard, Luther Luther? The development of monastıc theology
characterizes this doctrine of the Aris- 15 relevant here But Iso Luther’s early exeges1s
totelian teaching that humans become righte- (especially the Psalms]) has be reread with
OUS by repeated righteous actıons without alıy monastıc CYCS, M1rror reflecting the eXxper1-
preceding change 1n the PCISON. 'his only EK of monastıc lite 1n search of God
makes if OLILC understands that 1ın his CY1-
t1cısm of Biel’s scholastic theology of SIACC, In the end, the sSsem1nar partıcıpants agreed that
Luther CONCceENTrates the substantia US, the prımary research submitted and discussed
an that 1ın this CONtTEXT SIACC 0€es NOt funda- repreSCNTS significant contribution the SCH-
mentally change the human 2ACt 'his ral theme of „»Luther and the medieval inheri-
crıt1que of Luther’s 1n this form at least, oes 2NCcCE«. At the SAadille tıme, it W Aas recognized that
NOt apply Thomas’s theology of (against this theme and type of research 10 be
Ebeling anı Karl-Heinz 7E Mühlen). MOV1INg AWaY from Center 1n Reftormation

'heo Bel] addressed himself the subject of scholarship due the ascendance of soc1ial his:
»„»Luther’s Reception of Bernard of Clairvaux«, orical approaches. While affirming the COIN-

INquırıng first into the question of exactly tributions of social history, partiıcıpants WEIC
which wr1ıtiıngs of Bernard Luther actually critical of 1ts LHNOIC EXtreme proponents who SCEC

knew, and then into the question ot Luther’s 1t potentially comprehensive explanation of
image of Bernard. There 15 doubt that Luther the Reformation.
Was much INOTC famıiliar with Bernard’s SCI- The ımportance of theology aN| the methods
1L11ON1S than with his treatiıises [»De CON- of the intellectual historian WCIC reaffirmed and
sideratione« excepted]. 'his corresponds with the partıcıpants, accordingly, seemed resolved
Luther’s litelong image of Bernard, NOTt first continue their study of Luther’s theology In

1ts medieval CONLEXTand foremost mystic, but rather x preacher
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