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The sem1nar W as designed explore the rela- By focussing attention firmly quest1ons
tionship between LW key Reformation themes: of doctrinal tru the Retormation mMOvement.
the COIMCETI for dogmatic truth an! the notıon rekindled dogmatic CONtrOVErSY an! helped
of freedom of CONsSCIENCE and 1tSs practical COUIMN- generate increasingly hard-line attitudes 288
CerpDPAaIT, religious toleration|. The central focus the Roman authorities. I1 of VIEWS W as

throughout wWwWas Martın Luther, but within evident, however, ach side of the religio0us
Comwparatıve perspect1ve embracing number divide On the Roman Catholic side, there wWwWas

WOT. of difference between Frasmus and theof his contemporarles, including Erasmus of
Rotterdam, Zwingli, Calvin an! the Radicals. Inquisıtion, and the Reformation side, be:

handbook of key documentary SOUTCES had »C1V1C Protestantism« an Luther. In-
een circulated partiıcıpants pr1or the COM deed, first 1Mpress10ns suggested that Z wingli

an these provided Opportunity for an Calvin perpetuated within Zürich and
close textual study. Geneva respectively the traditional medieval

In the first SESS1ON, the SeM1INAr leader inıt1- patterns of religious COEeICILON, while Luther, for
ated wide rangıng discussion the theme of all his commMıtmen dogmatic truth, appeared
tolerance and intolerance the Christian tradi- maılıntaın that taith should nNnOt and could not
tion from early Christian tiımes the sixteenth be coerced. The remamınıng SESS10NS of the sSeM1-
CENLUFY. JTopics covered included the notiıon of Lar WeTC devoted exploring the validity of
the historical un1ıqueness of Christianity and these preliminary conclusions.
1ts laim exclusive truth, the long-term The second SeSS10N wWwWas introduced with
implications of the ink between Christianity by David entitled: » Theological
andpolitical authority established the tourth method, dogmatic prlorities, and ebatable
an fifth centurles, an the character of medi- quest1ons 1n Luther«, based eclectic ead-
val Christianity »persecuting sOcCletYy«, ıng of Luther but with emphasis the »Lec-
SE 1ts IMOST extreme form the actıvıtlıes ures Galatians« of K31 (published 535)
of the Inquisition. an »The bondage of the will« of 525 Lumpp

The late titteenth an early sixteenth NIU- analysed Luther’s theological method 1n terms
rl1es, by CONTFKAaST, had SCECT the development of of his distinction between the EW kinds of
BRISI A liberal attitudes within the medieval Ro- righteousness which led the reformer hris-
I1a  - Church, especially through the influence tocentric and eschatological reading of the SCYD-
of humanism, which promoted the V1eW that tural Word of God. When read from thiıs PCI-
truth wWas INanYy sided and that Christianity WAas spect1ve, the whole Bible teaches justification
essentially 1n harmony with the best of the »central article« according which the
learning; an mYyst1c1sm, which directed Nn- Trest of crıpture 15 be understood. In keeping
t1ıon aWAaY ftrom dogma towards plety an eth: with the CIrCcumMstances of his evangelical break-
1CSs an by doing encouraged the idea that through, the distinction between the EW kinds
there werTrTe diverse pathways God. of righteousness, an his cConsistent affirmation
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of justification the Center of Scripture, be obeyed« 1523} with 1ts eXpos1t1on of the
Luther’s MOST distinctive WaYy of describing the doctrine of the *[WO kingdoms an 1ts implica-
gospel W as through the ımage of the »HNappYy t10ns for the 1sSsue of COerc10n 1n the realm of
eXchange«, 1n which God g1VeEs SINNEFrS the faith; the »Commentary Psalm 8 D, c 1530
righteousness of Christ an g1ves his Son their and the „Lectures Galatians«.
S1N. his »central article« integrates the entire Consideration of Calvin’s COMM!  arYy [Dt
body of doctrine, an! 1n practice 1t does an book ch of the »Institutes« showed
0)8[  CD properly distinguishes law and gospel. the enevan reformer be apparentlyu-

These determinative insights for Luther led bled by the maılıntenance of regime of reli-
to genuıne »paradigm shift« 1n the history of Z10US COEerCI0N. Luther, bDy NCrasSt, strongly
theology. He understood doctrine holistic maıintained that Coerc1ıon wWas both inapproprI1-
I  r 1n which everything taught 1n Scrıpture ate and unworkable, though the practical liım
related 1n 0)]81 WaYy another the gospel. 1ts of this policy WG marked OUtTt by his V1IeWwS
Therefore, doctrine could be debated, sedition an blasphemy. It W Aas difficult 1n
compromised, bargained aWAY atter of practice distinguish between the HITE

political expediency. Hıs steadtast refusal press1o0n of Anabaptist religious ViIeWwSs an
COmMpromıi1se anything he considered be ditious behaviour, while the broad interpreta-
»doctrine« WAas NnOot due LO dogmatic maximal- t1on of blasphemy opened the WaYy 1n practice
15 arroga: stubborn personality. the Suppress10n of divergent religious Op1N-
Instead, Luther W as unable RC anı y article of 10NsS.
faith unrelated the gospel. Stated pOsI1- The third sSess10N Was introduced with pa-
tively, he Was pushing his „what Christ« pCI bDy ogneprzst Bjarne Madsen „Luther

1ts theological limits Just books of the and the pos1it1on of the Jews an of Islam«.
Bible could be relegated the periphery of the ter sketching briefly the relationship of the
an they failed sufficiently »UISC Christ«, Jews with Christian Europe from the early

nothing that necessiıtate Christ fol medieval period through the late 14th an
low ineluctably ftrom holistic cConsideration sth centuries when INnanYy expulsions of Jews
of his work could NC be compromised. For took place from European c1ıtles, Madsen OUt-
Luther, revealed articles of faith did precisely lined the VIeWSs of Erasmus, Calvin an Z,W1Ng-
that However, he WwWAas 1LLOTC tolerant when it 11 the Jews, stressing that these V1IEWS WerTC
d1i11e theological formulations, inevitable NOTt based substantial with CONTLEM-
human S1n, and the ritual eXpress1on of doc: .LY Jews much attitudes the Jews of
trıne; 1107 would he COUNteNAaNC: the uUuse of force the Bible

urther his reformatory agenda. etailed SULVCY oll0owe: of Luther’s chang-
The remainder of the second SeCeSS10N W as 1Ing attitudes the Jews from his posıtıve 4aS-

devoted the study of Commparatıve :XtS, 1N- SEeSSMENTS of the 5205 through his harsh
cluding Erasmus’s etters Jan Slechta (1 19} treatıses of the Central Luther’s
an the Town Council of Basel (1 525); an thought were the 1SSUes of works-righteousness,
h1s eXchange with Luther 1n »The reedom of the election of the Jews an the CONtINUINg
the will« an „The bondage of the will« 524/ promi1se Abraham, an StrONg oft

5} where the etWO retormers clashed the role pectatıon 1n the CONversiıon of the Jews
Of »aSsSsert10NS« within the Christian faith. Other Christ As with MmMoOost of his contemporarıies, his
Luther of ımportance considered were the attitudes owards the Jews WEITIC SCGC1r be de.
»„Deftfense and explanation of all articles« (1 52l ); termined NOt by CONTLACT with the Jews of his
» Temporal authority: what EeEXteENtT 1t should OW:) tıme, but by his perceptlion ot the Jews of
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the Bible, and his attitudes WE E governed r10d. It wWwWas Iso suggested that Luther’s CO1Il-

throughout by his V1IeEW of Scripture and of world tinuıng social and political responsibilities mMay
have prevented hım from realising the pOSSI1-affairs. The Salilıc proved be 3 of his attı-

tudes Islam bilities inherent his »theology of the (CrTOSS«
The fourth an ftinal SeSS10N retraced SOINLEC for breaking from medieval »triumphalism« and

of the ground already covered and expanded the advancing the gospel through based
field of discussion wıth number of radical suffering love rather than political OMmM1-

an sOc1ial control.Menno Simons’s »A pathetic supplica-
t107. al] magıstrates« I 52), Thomas Münt- Wide-ranging the discussions had been, the
er's » Protestation proposit10N « 1523| and partıcıpants the sSsem1nar felt that 4t the en
Sehbastian Castellio’s »Concermning heretics« of the week they had barely scratched the SUT-

(1 54|, which presented sharply divergent pCTI: face of this complex ODp1C and that much
ther work remained be done The semM1Nar,spect1ves the 1Ssue of reedom of consclence.

he »Defense of religious toleration« by the nevertheless, proved highly beneficial both aCca-

demically an 1n other WayS the„»unknown Nürnberger« W as SCCI1L LLOTC

cCONs1ıstent example of Luther’s VIeWS than had within the sem1ınar of scholars trom EVEIY CO11-

been achieved by Luther himself, caught he tinent provided IMNOStT valuable opportunity
W as 1n the practical dilemmas of leadership of share inftormation and insights about the CUT-

the Reformation during such turbulent DC- rent of Luther research aC1I10S5 the world

Melanchthon un se1ne chüler
Seminarleiter: 1110 Heininen
Berichterstatter: S1M0 Heıininen

Samtliche Reterate lagen schon einen ona Studium Wittenberg wirkte dieser VOI)l 540
VOT dem Heidelberger Kongrefß VOT und wurden bis 58 als Griechischlektor der Prager Un1-

versıtät und wurde Mittelpunkt 1nes reforma-den Teilnehmern zugeschickt, da{fß® 1
Semi1inar nicht mehr nöt1ig WAarl, sS1e vorzulesen. torisch gesinnten Humanistenkreises. Er wurde
Fıne kurze Einführung genügte. Wır hatten Iso uch der Mann Melanchthons Prag, iner der
die Möglichkeit, UNsSCIC Fragen und Kommen- ständigen Korrespondenten des Praeceptors.
tare schon VOT dem Kongrefß vorzubereiten. Von Melanchthons Brieten sind erhalten, VO  5

Hellmut Zschoch bot seinem Referat( denen des Collinus 11UT ıiner. Liese eingehen-
lamus has nOsStras scholasticas amıcıt1las: Phıil. de Analyse der Melanchthonbriefe eınen
1Dp Melanchthons Briete Matthaeus Collinus Adressaten versteht sich als eine Fallstudie; miıt
als Spiegel eiıner Lehrer-Schüler-Beziehung« Hilfe der Regestenbände VO  z MB  S wird
eine Analyse der Korrespondenz zwischen Me- möglich werden, das gesamte Korrespondenten-

netz rekonstruieren und se1ine Strukturenlanchthon und dem böhmischen Gelehrten
Matthaeus Collinus (1516-1566). Nach dem und seinen Inhalt analysieren.
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