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The PUTrDOSE of this sem1nar Was investigate t1an lite the estate of mMatrımonYy. Luther
the eYXteNTt. which Luther and Melanchthon make SOI sStatements which have led the
thought the Reformation should intensify the oOpınıon that he Was tryıng secularize 111aT7-
Christian dimension of European culture. Both rage. He called marrıage »WOrldly affaijr« an
the presentatıons an the discussions ocused stressed that Christians could INaIilYy non-Chris-

the ollowing general quest1ons: How t1ans Just they could do business with 1LLOI1-
ach reformer use the word »Christian« and Christians. Luther Iso allowed divorce SCV-
could ıt 1LLLCAaIl the SAailıc tor both of them? How ral grounds. At the Saıinlnle tıme, Luther stressed

ach reformer eNV1sS1oON the place of that marrıage Was »werck« of God instituted
with the creatıon of an TI  - whomnewed Christianity the culture at large? Did

the humanısm of Melanchthon him God commanded be fruitful anmultiply (Gn
be 1LLOTC interested than Luther the specifi- L 28) Furthermore, although divorce Was pPCI-
cally Christian identity of institut1ons like BOV- mitted grounds of adultery, Luther suggested
CEINMECNT, marrl1age, an schools? The discus- that believers who were serio0usly tryıng lıve
S1075 of such quest1ons Was structured around Christians wouldNOT make UuUsc of that ground.
four presentations based the ollowing the long third part of his treat1se, Luther dis

Martın Luther: Vom ehelichen Leben, tinguished between marrı1age general an the
led by CO Hendrix. Christian practice of marrıage nd denounced

Philipp Melanchthon: Philosophiae 1LL1LOTAa- hat he described the »Dagall« disparage-
lis epltomes, 546; led by Rısto Saarınen. mMent of both marrıage and addıtion

Philipp Melanchthon: De corrigendis ado- to theseF the sem1nar Iso debated
lescentiae studiis, 8I In Llaudem scho- Hendrix’s cr1ıt1que of Joel Harrıngton’s empha-
lae, Encom1iıum eloquentiae, y 23 led by S15 the CONtINULtY between medieval an
Ralph Keen. Reformation efforts christianize marrıage

artın Luther: An die Ratsherren aller within European culture.
Städte deutschen Lands, da{fß sS1e christliche 1STO Saarınen presented Melanchthon’s eth.:
Schulen aufrichten und halten sollen, 5 24; E1- 1CSs his attempt answer the larger QUECS-

Predigt, da{iß 111a Kinder AA Schule halten t1on of whether theology and philosophy could
solle, 3 led Dy James Kittelson, who ottered distinguish specific Christian ethic from

present these 1ın place of the deceased general philosophical ethic. According Saarı-
Bernhard Lohse NCI, Melanchthon’s »Philosophiae moralis ep1-

his presentatıon the treatıse » Vom ehe- 1INES« of 546 did contaın specifically Chris-
lichen Leben«, CO Hendrix argued that 5: t1an ethic although that work distinguished
ther did NOT intend CO submıit LLLOTE secular sharply between moral philosophy an the gOS-
notion of marrıage than the medieval InNenN- pel In the first place, moral philosophy W as
tal VIeW. Instead, Luther offered 11-5.  a- based natural law, C u OUut
mental theology of marrıage which he thought of divine law implanted CVEIYVONC Dy God at
would enable believers lead LLLOTC Chris- creatı1on. the second place, Melanchthon
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cepted the role of assıstıng secondary Causes bergers the integration of theology with hu:
1n the production of virtue and assigned SOTL1IC manısm, Melanchthon find in the Chris-

t1an humanist agenda ar Wittenberg NV1-of them specific Sifts of 206 the third
place, Melanchthon argued that Christian doc: ronment that W as already compatible with his
trıne and moral philosophy complemented ach OWLN interests?
other Only theology could point Out the S Introducing Luther’s LW educational trea-

of human weakness, while ethics dem- t1ses, ames Kittelson noted how the reformer
onstrated the usefulness of doctrine 1n CVCILIY- wrestled with the task of constructing LW

day life [Discussıon of this presentatiıon ocused (G:erman educational culture 19(8)] that the old
LW SETS of CONtrasts between Chris- monastıc schools WEeTC declared unchristian

t1an an general theological ethic; an inst1ı1ıtutions Luther graphically pointed OUuUt the
between Melanchthon’s ethics and the moral neglect of schools and pupils 1n the eIManYy

theory of other Reformation anı pre-Reforma- of his day, and he sa this neglect 0)81  (D S1gN
ti1on theologlians. Saarınen emphasized that Me- of the last days Nevertheless, he assumed that
lanchthon’s treatıse played ımportant role it W as NECESSALY DCW evangeli-
1n the birth of distinct discipline of Christian cal SOC1etY, however 1t might be,
ethics the ftoundation of genuıne Christian schools. It

In his anäalysis of Melanchthon’s Oratıons W AaSs Luther’s CONvVvıiıction that the urban Datrıc1-
education, Ralph Keen offered profiles of three ate and the territorijal princes, though secular

rulers, moral obligation toster Christiandifferent Melanchthons. 1rst, the Oratıon » Je
corrigendis adolescentiae studiis« of 5I8 W as learmning an thus promote Christian cul-:
the purely literary production of youNng hu- eture within that SOCIetY. hat obligation inclu-
mMmanıst who had theological agenda Aat all ded the Taınıng of clergy, which Luther SaVvVc
The SaImne Stance w as taken Dy Melanchthon considerable attentıon the SCT1I11O11 keep-
1n 1526 when he delivered the Oratıon »In lau ıng children 1n school. In these pamphlets,
dem scholae« 1ın Nürnberg. Second, the which WOTI®e certainly intended for 1LLLOTC pPODPU-
oratıon »Encomıiıum eloquentiae«, delivered 1n lar audience than Melanchthon’s Oratıons, 1t

A showed Melanchthon humanist scho- W as difficult for readers make the Sallılıc sharp
lar who had developed practical and DO- distinctions between spiritual an temporal
S1t1Vve V1EW of the Service which clarity of speech between „christlich« and »vernünftig« which
could render theology and leaming and modern scholars have een able works

of Luther like »Von weltlicher Oberkeit,morality ın general. Finally, from the mi1d- 5205
9} Melanchthon/’s Oratıons revealed him be Particıpants debated the uUusSsSCcC of terminology by

humanıst theologian who had fully integrated Luther an the nNnature of the soc1ial V1S10N which
scholarship with the church and Christian ife underlay that language.
Keen argued that three should NOtTt be SCCI1 The final discussion dealt with the 1SSUe of

evidence of Melanchthon’s rationalism but whether Melanchthon and Luther had CO111-

the culmination of his inclusive identity 1NON agenda for the Christian retorm of Ger-
Christian intellectual, who could integrate 1112A11 sSOCIletY. Considerable SUPDOTt Was CXDPICS-

Christian faith 1nto the realm of human CXADC- sed for such agenda, but attentiıon W as Iso
rence without seculariızing 1t. called differences between the WaYyS that ach

[discussion centered on this thesis an the reformer utilized aspecCts of Christian human-
approprlateness of dividing Melanchthon’s 15 anı articulated heology of CWO kingdoms.

The contras between the audiences addressedIOr 1into the suggested Stages. Did Melanchthon
have be converted, it WCIC, by the Wıtten- Dy ach reformer suggested ON partıcıpant
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that the Reformation might be SCCI1 musical ing backgrounds from S1X countries an tour
plece which the popular melody WAas enriched continents Iso enriched the sem1nar with
by erudite counterpoint. The multicultural insights the relationship between Christi-
eXPeNeENCcE of sem1nar partıcıpants combin- anıty an culture 1n today’s world

Education AT Worship 13 Luther’s Worlk
Semi1inar leader: arl A  el Aurelius
eporter: arl 4  el Aurelius

The sem1inar WAas bilingual ıth contributions orma enterprise an Dy Oddvar Jensen the
both 1n English an 1n German. As the leader heology of the catechism.
of the sem1nar BaVC introductory ecture. 1rg1 Stolt ocused especially Luther’s
The focus W as the relationship between edu- CONCEDL of faith, elaborating his understanding
catıon an! worship ın the catechetical work of of the meanıng of » VON Herzen glauben« | I
the Reformers, underlining the intended uUuse of 10) an! the difference well the relation
the catechism. In perspect1ıve catechism between »affectus« anı »intellectus«.
should be understood primarily introduc- Pekka Kärkkäinen reflected, 388 other
t10N, traınıng, 1Nto the life an faıth of the things, upDON Luther’s eXposi1t1on of the Creed
worshipping congregatlon, rather than SUNT11- 1n different
INa of doctrine. The discussion about the original a1m an

function of catechism 1n the tiıme of the Refor-the following dicussion the 308 and func-
tıon of the catechism Was urther developed matıon WAas VE fruitful and ımportant, NOLT the
through valuable contributions Dy Mary Jane least with regard CO the »distortion« of ate-

chetical work 1n later centurıes.aem1g preaching the catechıiısm Tans-

Education and Vocatıon 1n the Reformation
Seminar leader: Marilyn Harran
eDOLtEr: Robert Rosın

The began with OVeErV1eW led Dy Marı- theological studies aimed AT forming clergy,
Iyn Harran, noting Luther’s educational ideas Luther’s broader emphasis unıversal (boys
that might be SCECHN contributing Bildung an an girls] schooling sowed seed that likely
Erziehung. Along with humanist infiluenced would NOt yield quick results but that hold
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