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Lindberg and Rajashekar introduced the sSCM1- Robert Bertram’s papcCrI, » ExXtra ecclesiam
11Lar theme Dy acıng the history of the use of nulla salus? Which salus? ome theses
the phrase »Xra ecclesiam nulla salus« trom Luther’s ‚e SCTIVO arbitrio0<« (read by Edward
the church fathers through 1ts eXtreme tormu- Schroeder due Bertram’s unavoidable ab
lation bDy Pope Boniftface (11294-1303]. sence] ocused Luther’s uUus«c of Romans 3.22-

23 against Erasmus which presents »Saluıs«Rajashekar referred the claim of the Dutch
missiologist, Hendrik Kraemer 11888-1965 »the glory of God«; NnOot attrıbute of deity
»Religion an the Christian Faith«J, that the but something humans ATC mean do S
Protestant Reformers shifted the medieval 1N- glory how leased 15 with them Not
terest the philosophy of religion theolo- &7i Erasmus’ »Opt1imı1ısım « could imagıne, 1Nn-

of religions. The theological perspect1ive deed condone, humans doing that All the less
religions created numbber of 1SSUes for the Re- face of who S54a VE: few and
ftormers: Luther perceived virtues (Au Many«. Bertram argued that the only deten-

siıble 1C45SO1l for counting .VON!| »E X{ra eccle-gustıne termed them »splendid vices«] under
the rubric of the law, whereas Frasmus andZwing- S12 « 15 that he she prefers less inclusive
I attributed salvitfic STAatus them;smPIC- God, than the God Christ; that 1S, he che
sented specific roblem terms of law and prefers the » [ JDeus absconditus« rather than the
gospel; Islam, the torm of the Ottoman Turks, »[JDeus praedicatus« of revelation. The sem1nar
continued be SCCI1 by SOTIIC medieval terms partıcıpants concluded that Luther clearly

heresy, oug. Luther 1LLLOTC than anı y phasized that outside the church there 15
other Reformer attempted understand an salvation, but agreed that »EX-trxa ecclesiam nul-
refute Islam the basis of the Qur’an; Roman la Saluııs« IMNeanNs »eXtra praedicationem Evangelii
Catholic CONqUES an mM1SsS10Ns the Amer1- nulla Sallls« (cf£. brecht Peters Kommentar
Cas both used an questioned the patrıst1ic for- Luthers Katechismen. Der Glaube. E:
mula jJustify and OPPOSC Oppress1on: the »„Re- 1991, 236)
querim1eNtO« an!Bartolemeo de las (asas (1474- the second Sess10N of the sem1nar, urt
1L566), et al Jesuits such Matteo Rıccı Hendel's PapcCrI, »There 15 salvation outside
(11552-1610) developed the option of incultu- the church from the perspect1ıve of »‚LJeus TE VCOC-

ratıon. The Protestan Reftormers’ central theo- latus« an ‚eus absconditus««, echoed SOI1LLC

of these SaIiInle motits DYy focusing both thelogical loci such »revelation«, »JaWw«, »divine
election«, »the Will«, StC:; played the central »Heidelberg Dıisputation« and »The bondage of
role 1n their understanding of the possibility of the Hendel suggested that Luther’s
salvation outside the church well their plication of double predestination agalnst Eras-
respect1ıve »CONVersationsSs« with ther religions. 111US led hiım 1gnore his OWTI emphasis upDON
Lively discussion throughout the entire sem1nar the theology of the an slip into the.
maintained the tension between the historical- ology of gl0ry. doing Luther abandoned
theological CONtext of the Retormers an PIC- his theologica method, fajıled leave the
sent day intra-religious CONCEINS hidden God alone, and asserted that God
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few and damns I1LalıYy. Hendel argued that contident of his love and blessing. They remaın
CO:  Xary evangelical theologians should 1n eternal wrath an damnation, for they do NOT
be I11L1LOTC CONs1istent with Luther’s heology than have the Lord Christ, and, besides, they A1C NOtTt
the Reformer W as himselt 1ın »The bondage of illuminated by the gifts of the Holy Spirit.«
the wille. They should remaın theologians of hus all people everywhere mMay have »firs:
they fOcus Christ an thereby OB- article« owledge Jı God and experience the
n1ıze God’s will SAaVe They should leave od’s SIaCC of creatlıon, but ATC unable fulfill the
hidden will alone and NOtTt speculate about God’s obligations incurred by these gifts ‚OTAa Deo
intentions regarding those who aTtrc NOT 1LL1EI11- Luther’s »I1O « Erasmus 15 therefore 1Iso
ers of the church. While evangelical theology negatıon of an universalism O:  ra
requires the proclamation of Christ anı the missiology a! heology of religions. The 1M -
tirtmation that there 15 salvation within the plication of Luther’s pos1ition for CO:  Yary
church, S EM does NOt necessitate the assert1ion that missiology includes respectful listening »first
there 15 salvation outside the church. The article« experience, anı Conversatıon that WIt-
fate of those outside the COMMUNItY of faith 15 ec55CcC5 Christ.
1n od’s hands, an 1n Christ God has revealed jell Nilsson unable contribute
the will SAaVe. God’s revealed and hidden wills due LO his SON’s recent CallCceT emphasized
ATC be distinguished, but they INUStTt nNOt be relation tO the above pPapcCrS the iımportance of
separated, 10OT should evangelical theologians maıntalınıng both the christological an the
assumne that the hidden ll contradicts od’s triınıtarıan aSpECTS of Luther’s interpretatiıon of
revealed will It W as Iso atfirmed that Luther the »eXtra ecclesiam«. Luther’s idea of the »hap-
understood predestination primarily terms exchange« well his understanding of
Jı 1ts use pastoral ar for 4aSSUTAalNlce of .od’s the »COMMUNIiCAt1O idiomatum « (c£. the clas-
revealed will CO SaVC, rather than the expli- sical theology of »perichoresis«, »theosis«, »CON-
catıon of the mind of God this CONTEXT ref- ormitas Christi«] the Christian partı-
CI CC W as made 0)8{  D of OQUT assigned eXTts C1pates 1n the characteristics of Christ, »fOTr-
(n Ein Sendbrieft über die Trage, ob uch jemand, Christi« »donum De1i« But LOO
hne Glauben verstorben, selig werden moöoge christological perspect1ıve does NOt do ust1ice

Hans VO  - Rechenberg« VOTN III Luther’s StronNg Ttinıtarıan orlentatlion, par-
318] 322-326| where Luther emphasized that ticular his theology of cCreatiıon. The transfor-

OIl!  D 15 saved without faıth and that SUu- matıon into the image of Christ takes place 1n
gest otherwise falsifies the gospel an all creation, daily lite Here Iso find the key
preaching. At the Sallle time, Luther posited Luther’s dialectical relationship of law an!
that OIl!  D INay doubt that God INnaYy g1ve 21 gospel, an his understanding of the God who

after death, but this possibility rema1lns 15 hidden an revealed.
unprovable. The third SeSS10N took the PapDpCIS of

The second SesSsS10N Iso took Edward Miikka Ruokanen, »Can Non-Christians be
Schroeder's PaDCrT, »„Luther’s COoMMeNtTtarYy saved?: Catholic teaching Non-Christian
the Third article Iue his theology of religions«, an Ralph Quere, »„Extra ecclesiam
other religions«. Schroeder cited Luther’s 13(6)  w} est salus: God’s efficacious 1n
planation tO the Apostles’ Creed 1n the arge baptism 1n the gathering of the elect, aCcCcoOord-
Catechism that those outside the church »6 VOCI)l Ing Melanchthon’s later LOC1«. Ruokanen
though they believe 1n an! worship only the highlighted the Nnature-grace continuum 1n
ONEC, e  '] God, nevertheless do NOtTt know what Roman Catholic theology 1n CONtras the
his attitude 15 toward them hey CannO: be discontinuity Luther’s theology, motit that
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had Iso been raised by Hendel’s presentatıon. church bDy the character of the assembly of be
Quere’s detailed presentatıon of Melanchthon’s lievers ftorm of ecclesjastical donatism. The
editions of the LOC1 placed the question of cal discussion noted that Praycer mark of the
vatıon outside the church within the doctrine church IMUST NOT displace Luther’s AT 1105

of justification. Reterence Melanchthon’s emphasis word and SaAacraments. The discus-
clesiological distinction between the »invisıb- S10 W as al|by Gerhard Ebeling’s earlier lec.
le« elect believers 2hel theBvisiıble church of ture PIAayeCL. It would be of interest study
word and SaAcramen! stimulated discussion the biblical models Luther used for his under-
the correlation »invisible visible« an! »h1d- standing of PIayCL. Miller presented ‚VOCI-

den revealede« and the significance of these V1eW of the Reformers’ understanding of Islam,
terInNs tO ecclesiology. The discussion of Melan- the importance of the CO:  Yary print
chthon’s understanding of infant baptism which dia, an the interest 1n the urk exot1ic
disallowed infants outside the church »„other«. The period retained significant cont1-
WAas contrasted Luther’s LLLOIC pastoral Orlen- Nu1Lty with the medieval understanding of Is-
tatıon expressed for example his »Comtfort lam schismatic within biblical
for who have had mMiscCarrlage« (1 542). religion, yvet Iso contaıns the beginnings of the

The fourth sSess10N ocused presentatıons modern understanding of Islam another reli-
by Wılliam Russell, »Prayer mark of the g10N The 543 publication of the Latın Qur’an

WAas particularly important because 1ts introduc-church: toward Luther’s understanding of »KC-
clesia« the phrase »E XIra ecclesiam nulla salus t10ns and marginal COMMENTS refuting Islam
CSTc«, and GregoryMiller, » Theodore Bibliander shaped the NeXt CENTLULY of interpretatıion. Bibli:
an Reformation wr1ıtiıngs the Turks«. The ander 5044 -1 564|), who shared responsibility
discussion of Russell’s prayer with Heinrich Bullinger I 504.- 5} for the COI-

and liturgy 1n Luther’s ecclesiology well tinuatıon of the rteftorm 1n Zurich following the
the abiding ımportance of the Psalms, especially death of E W as especlally concerned
Psalm 51 » The PrODCI subject of theology 15 about mM1sSs1ıon the Turks Bibliander’s OPDPO-
11a11 guilty of S1IN anı condemned, an God the S1t107N the doctrine ot predestination, devel-
justifier and SAaVl1OTr of the SINNer. What- oped 1n ConJunctiıon with his thinking IS_
GT 15 asked discussed 1n theology outside lam, led late-life conflict with eterI
this subject, 15 and DO1SON « | k 1 ]), Vermigli (1 500-1562)] and forced Bibliander’s

early retirement.Luther’s theology. The discussion cautioned
that undue emphasis uUDOIL prayer mark Our sem1nar discussions WeTC enhanced by
of the church 15 OPCIL the distortion of SO111C the remarkable dovetailing of OUT theme with
CO  Tary ecclesiologies which identify the the plenary ectures.
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