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'his sem1nar concerned the mandatum [De1l and PaVc L1LLLOTC detailed aCCOUNT of the natural law,
lex NAtLUrae in Luther’s enes1s lectures of 53 SS Iso agreed that the »neighbor love command-
5545 Wisely, began by building working MmMENT« (IMt 2 30] 15 part of the natural law, self-
definitions of the subject. We Iso looked 2 the evident human nature, whether by nature
discussion of these 1SSUES Luther’s 52 / ‚OTIN- by aith. Luther NOTt explain how such law
mentary enes1s and his VCILY ımportant 15 written the heart In eremiah SL, 32 the
SCTIHNONS ftrom the SaInec YCAL. jell ()ve Nıilsson L1CW COVeENAaNT, with the lawen the heart,
led the WaYy by introducing the difficulties 15 promised 1in the future It would SCCI1IL that God
involved learly defining the »manda- » W]_ll wrıte it Ithis aW| their hearts« through
U:  =] De1i« 4an »„Jex naturae«, 4t least 1n human human mediation. While dolphins Inay iNnst1nc-

The mandatum, for Luther, 15 losely tively seek SaVvVe hipwrecke: tfishermen from
related .od’s creatıng an creatıve Word, but sharks, Erling emphasized, human beings need
1ıt involves PIODCI relationship between God and learn the meanıng of neighbor love through
11191l The mandatum includes 0d’s the living fellowship of the people of God and

hrough comıng understand this people’swill] nd intention; Hıs CONCEIN and love for the
creation and humankind. In this regard, the history. 'his that insofar the »neigh-
mandatum 15 Iso closely related the lex bor love commandment« 1S part of what 15 called
NAaturae SE Luther, the natural law 15 CS- the natural law, 1t 15 actually historical 1n 1ts
S10N of .od’s revelation an creative work anı 15 ONg1n and development.

Davıd Whitford focussed the two-kingdomsNOT SETt of alıy kind of human principles. Nils:
SO  w} noted that something of .0d’s natural law teaching. Recently Luther’s cCcommM1ıtment his
Was ftound iın all written law, ough mMoOost clearly doctrine of tWO kingdoms has been called into

the Mosaıc Law gıven the ancıent Hebrews. questlon. It has een argued that beginning 1ın
Nilsson emphasized that the indispensable 4S- 30, Luther began abandon the *[WO kingdoms

1n favor of the INOIC traditional idea of the ‚UTaSUMpt10N of Luther’s whole heology MUSt be
understood from the Content of the first article of religionis. hitford assessed the validity of such
the Creed God’s mandate an law ‚OM before Dy examınıng Luther’s lectures (;ene-

S15 The lectures enes1s provide excel-the Gospel with the creatıon itself.
The SIOUD then SET OUuUt hear and discuss lent for this a4SsSsessmen: because (:ene-

S15 lends itselt discussions ot law, S1N, BOVELN-individual pPapcISs Bernard Erling, spoke „Lu-
ther and the natural la m arguıng that, while he ment, and authority. Furthermore, the enes1s
mentioned the phrase often, the retormer NOt ectures AaInc at the end of Luther’s Caiccrt and

therefore provide excellent window of .Da-necessarily define it specifically. What he
garded IMOST ımportant WwWas that God MSON between the cCcComm1ıtments of the »YyOUNS«
this law the heart 2, 14-16) and ONC of 1ts Luther and the »INAatfure« Luther.
chief commandments 15 that ONEC should love William Wright presented „Luther’s *WO-

Nne’s  A neighbor oneselft. Thomas Aquinas, who kingdoms teaching ın the Commentary the
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first three chapters of eNeESIS«. Eschewing COT11- 15 1it possible understand the creation order gf
ecihn with the LL1LOTC well trodden path of cholar: the »ecclesia« and the order of »0eCONOM12A«
ship Luther’s political intent1ons and intluen- the mandatum De1‘ Second, what W as the impac
CCS, this sought shed urther light of the uPpOI these creatiıon orders? What 0€eSs
why the idea of LWO kingdoms WAas ımportan) the corruption after the Fall mean In

the great reformer. By asking the questl1on, the first questl1on, Batka pointed OUtTt that,
»Why would OTL need such assumption about Hıs first words Adam IGn 2, 16 God already
the ALEUTre of reality Order understand (Ge- established the „»ecclesia«. But 1n the COTININECINMN-

NeES1IS«, Wright sought show that there WCIC Cary immediately following, Luther Iso INC1I1-

ımportan' religious and theological reasons for tioned the »OeCONOM1A«. God created the Church
Luther’s promotıon of the idea that the Christi- first, betfore the »OeCONOMN1A«. The creatıon of the

lives simultaneously 1ın *WO kingdoms. In order of the Church before that of the »OCCO-

short, for Luther, the two-kingdoms understan- NOM12« household with Eve, however, should
ding of reality allows Christians believe be understood atter of God’s ıntentlon, NOTt

religious truths with certainty, unchallenged by chronology. The second maJor aCct1V1ty of human-
the Skepticism an Epicurlianısm that Luther kind 15 work an guard CG0d’s creation. With
found in his contemporarıes. these t*WO orders of creatlon, Luther provided

Russell EeCKIeYy'S presentation Was entitled, framework for understanding .0d’s mandate
»Mandatum dei an lex Naturae 1n Luther’s »1L1811U! datus«, gıven ın the hand, od’s
Commentary enes1s: SUTII1C reflections the gift With regard the second quest1on, Batka
nature of Nature« Kleckley called attention emphasized the ımportance of original S12 for
S1X theses. Fiırst, God’s actıon in nNature, well Luther. The orders of creation WeTC corrupted
1n the COUTSC of human salvation, 15 properly that humankind, 1ts OW:) abilities, 0€Ss NOT
understood A4as work of GOöd, created by the Word. SCC sS1N2 and know correctly. Hence,
Second, S1INCEe nature 1S eXpress1on of 0d’s »natural 1L1all« properly understand either
will, the continuıng functioning f the laws of God’s mandate Hıs law.
nature aTtrec contingent UuDOIL .od’s will Third, The attempt of the sSeM1NaAaTr reach conchu-
human knowledge of God’s works 1ın nature has S10NS about these VeILIYy complex Imatters W as

een damaged Dy the Fall Fourth, of facilitated Dy the VeELY useful and reasoned COII-

this knowledge 15 possible, 1n Dart, through of Gerard Forde and ames Nestingen. By
revelation and experience. Fifth, the pursult of and large, the sem1nar seemed conclude that

much mMay be earned about Luther’s under-theoretical knowledge beyond what revelation
an experiıence teach 15 dangerous speculation. standing of 0d’s mandate and the natural law
Sixth, ProODCI understanding of nature 15 retflec- from his INENTtALY the first three books f

enes1s. Whether O! 15 concerned with theted 1n the application of the divinely ordered and
intended uUs«c of creation. mandate, the natural law the orders of 1CA-

t10N, OLIC MmMuUuUst NOTt forget that, because of ON1g1-Lubomir Batka approached the question of
how Luther’s three orders of creatiıon WEIC nal SIN and the Corruption brought by the Fall,
lated the mandatum an natural law 1n his humankind CAaNnnoOot understand these mMatters

pPapCrL, „»»Mandatum Del1: and the three orders of perfectly satisfactorily with regard 1ts
creatıon 1n Luther’s lectures Genes1s, 535- relationship with God As the sem1nar leader put

lt, O1IlC let God be God545 CM Batka treated LWO maJor quest1ons. 1rSt,
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