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The DUIDOSC of this sem1ınar W as evaluate the t1st notion that 'al! ough internal PIC-
interpretation of arloll (1 866-I1 926) and parat1ıons and works apart from the external Word.
Wilhelm Pauck (1901-1981] that the aAter F3 When I WAas considered, 1t Was noted that
ther, perhaps under the intluence of Melan: the brevity of this article 15 perhaps part of the
chthon, abandoned his earlier »Congregatlona- 16C4SO11 why there aDPCAaTIs be such little present
liste VIEWS regarding the call the office of agreemen I: Lutherans CONCEININ£g 1SSUes
PU!| MINISEY. 10 this end, relevant sect1ons of related ordination. hat 1S, 148 simple
the „»Book of Ooncord« and „Luthers Werke« assertion that pu teaching, preaching, and
werIe investigated. Examples of the Early Luther administration of the SACraments shall nNOt take

this subject WEIC culled from »That Z place »Without regular call«, W.  e Sayıng 1t
st1an assembly congregatıon has the right and all; perhaps 0€es nNOt Sa y enough. In other words,

judge al teaching and call, appoıint it 15 around those words »regular call« (»ordent-
and dismi1ss teachers, established and IOVCIL by lichen Beruf«, »Yite VOCatuS«] that much of the
SCY1IPtUrEe« and »Concerning the MINIStry« present confusion, disagreement, and perhaps

5331 As for the ater Luther, the sem1nar paid Iso mischief revolve.
particular attention from 15 ! 39, 1Io gaın additional understanding, the sem1inar
including from the »Formula ordinatio- turned Apologia I Here, particular attentiıon

\WA Ö, 3-43 3} and » Von den Konzilhliis und WwWas devoted Melanchthon’s contention that
Kirchen« (WA 50, 624-653 41, 143-178]. the Lutherans had gıven »frequent est1monYy 1n

Determining the possibility of »the influence the assembly ‚|Reichstag| OUT deep desire
of Melanchthon« Was tricky business and good maintaın the church polity and Varıous ranks of
place begin. Hence, the confessional claims the ecclesiastical hierarchy« anı his declaration
and principles of and i wWerTICc invest1- that the Lutherans WeTIC willing »IO keep the
gated These LCWO key articles »LJe min1ister10 ecclesiastical and canonical polity.« As such,
ecclesiastico« an »„JJe ordine ecclesiastico« these LWO from Apologia SCCI1I

WEIC xplored order become famıiıliar with indicate clear willingness the part of the
Melanchthon’s words gıiven official statu_s 2R reformers maılintaın the STAatfus qQqUO regard
Augsburg regarding »MINISter10« an! »Ordine, « the ordering of the ffice of MINIStY.
if NO Iso »ecclesiastico«. regard 5y it However, urther inspection gf Apologia
W as noted that the atın makes clear that faith showed that elanchthon, OUg! he profess-
15 obtained through »docendi evangelii et pOrT1 ed desire keep church order the Sailnle the
gendi Sacramenta«, while the German makes 0)8[  (D hand, provided the other hand S1gN1-
clear S  e »solchen Glauben erlangen, hat Gott ficant challenge the Roman understanding of
das predigamt eingesetzt, Evangelium und Sakra: „Order« well of »Church«: namely, (1} that
mMent gegeben Also noted basic the the Varlous ranks of the ecclesiastical hierarchy
»Augustana’s« understanding of the M1INIStry of WOCIC »cCreated by human authority« by the early
the church Was the condemnation of the Anabap- Fathers tor »g00d and useful 1C45SO115« and 12} that
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the church 15 only present 388 those who commıttee repOort W as cited 1n which 1t Was

asserted that Lutherans do NOTt reject SAaCTAaIlEN-»rightly teach the Word of God and administer
the SACTAMENTS« and nOot »aIMNON| those who seek tal understanding of ordination. SUDDOIT of this

destroy the Word of God with their edicts«. It assert1on, the report quoted Apologia „If Ordi-
W as noted that when taken 1n CONTEXT, Melan- natıon 15 interpreted relation the ministry
chthon’s CSS maıntaın the ranks and of the Word, have objection calling
hierarchy served practical NOTt also polemical ordination enNnt« LLOT » CO calling the lay-:
PUTDOSC According Apologia such willing- ing of hands Sacrament{(« However, INSDEC-
11655 would only be declared »provided that the tiıon of the entire article revealed that the DAaASSagc
bishops StOP ragıng agaıns OUT churches« and 15 rhetorical device Ireductio ad absurdum ] 1n
that »this willingness will be (QUT defense effect Proving the evangelical DO1N' regarding
agalnst the charge that have undermined the what 15 and 15 NOt sSsacramen hat 1S, the
uthority of the bishops«. priesthood 15 interpreted »11 reference the

Indeed, W as pointed OUCt, the assertion that mMinNıStrYy of the Word the administration of
Luther’s colleague advocated wallowing ole the ‚:WO SaCramenNt{S«, rather than 1n reference
the exXx1isting hierarchical ftramework (Call not be Levitical order offering sacrifices »IO meri1t
sustained light of Melanchthon’s » I reatıse the forgiveness of SINS«, then ordination might
the DILMaCYy of the pope« 371 In this be considered nt. In other words, 1 -

Teatise properly considered the belated »„Article ding Apologia the Roman Church MUSt

20 « of the ugustana Melanchthon learly YSt dispense with 1ts understanding of the func:
provided additional qualifications to Sa y the tion of the priesthood in favor of the evangelical
Jeast)| the Roman CoOnception of ecclesiastical understanding; only then would the rtetormers
trank According Melanchthon, the consider considering ordination SaAacramen:

preach, administer the Ssacramen(ts, absolve S1NS, The repOrt highlighted importan
StC.,; elongs „all who preside VOTr the COTMNCETIL 1n present dialogue (and demagoguery]
churches whether they ATeC called pastors, presby- regarding ordination: Does ordination CONVCY
ters bishops«. Furthermore, ishops „who have something essential that 15, Tansmıt something
wrested jurisdiction from the pastoOrs an that becomes indelible part of the recıplent's
tyrannically exerc1se it alone« should NOT be Nature the INanıner ®Jı Baptısm the Lord’s
recognized bishops. Add this notiıon Supper? Or 15 ordination »merely functional«
Melanchthon’s complete repudiation of the rank that 1S, simply the commending anı grantıng
of DODEC favor of the conciliar model, nd ıt of particular office NOtTt substans but accidens?
becomes difficult contend that Melanchthon With the opposıte poles represented Dy the LWO

sought maılntaın the eX1Ist1ng SysStem of Ure above quest1ons 1n mind, the sem1nar partıcı1-
SOVEINANCEC »45 1S5«. Finally, gıven Luther’s O W: pants turned part three of Luther’s » Von den
words regarding the papaCYy ın the »Smalca Konzilis und Kirchen« Bi 39] this wWork, 1A3
articles« which Melanchthon had read Just LWO ther enumerated the ‚VCI1 S1gNS byC 0)81%

months betore penning his treatıse papal DOW- INnay »externally« recogn1ze the church, includ-
1t Was asked »Who WAas influencing whom? ıng the (Lifth) S1gN. „das s1e Kirchen diener weihet

It was noted that it has become popular ıte der der CemMpter hat, die s1e bestellen
Melanchthon rather than Luther, sometimes sol 5O, 632, Much lively discussion
‚ven CONtra Luther ın regard quest1ons COIl- Was devoted the ILLAaNıNiET 1n which Luther
cern1ing ordination. For instance, regarding the regarded these »holy POSSESSIONS« f the church
possi of sacramental understanding of that 15 The Word, Baptısm, Lord Supper, Ab-:
ordination, A 1983 Lutheran OL. Federation solution, Ministerial Office, Prayer Praise, and
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Persecutıon. Semi1inar partıcıpants zeroed 1n AaAN1SWECT the question proved elusive S1iNCe ın
Luther’s statements declaring that ough these the (German the 110 U1 15 capitalized an 1n

the atın 1t rema1ıns lower case!S1gNS the Holy Spirıt sanctihes and vivifies belie:
ecT15 1n Christ „»nach der ersten tate Mos1i« and Finally, the historical data regarding the 111A11-

suggesting that these S1gNS might ‚VC11 be 1L1C1I ın 16 evangelical churches „ordained«
understood ‚VeCIn SACramen(ts [642, 643, their pastors W as considered. The thesis behind

xes. Luther sald, the Holy Spirıt Iso sanctifies thıis investigatıon Was ollows: Luther, inclu-
V1a the second table of the LaW, but SInNnCe the ding the ater Luther, had degree of influence
heathens Iso practice the works outlined ın the UDOIL the ONTtEXT and conduct of ordination 1n
second ta  e the pPOSSESSIONS belonging the the 1530'S, 1540’S, and beyond Therefore, the
higher, olier, first table ATC preferred, S1INCe they following question Was entertained: »How
1Ssue from an 'a1' ın Christ (643, 27-37). others alignedwith Luther’s PrOgram understand

At stake this discussion wWas whether the the call public preaching, teaching and
calling of pastors, et al.; 15 the work of God alone administering the sSsacraments%« thoroughgoing
(first table] work which requiıres human A11SWCI this questl1on, ıt W as elieved, would
Cooperatıon second table) 'hat 1S, 15 the VOCA- SUPppOTTt rather than contradict the IMNAanneTr 1n
ti1on of pastor „holier« vocatıon than the VOCA- which the ater Luther understood the priest-

hood of all believers, ministerial office, an:t1o0ns of Citizen, family member, an! worker
purported by Luther be »second table« VOCA- ordination. On this question, the sem1nar’s leader
tions? 1f S! 15 1t possible distinguish between presented etailed historical data regarding the
the office of ministry »holy POSSESSION « and understanding an exercise of »Ordination«
divine workIYfor communicatıng Word within 16 CUrYy evangelical cCcCommMunıiIıt1les (c£.
and Sacrament, an the office-holder second- ames Kittelson: Historical and systematıc
table sınner, regular Joe, UuDOI whom ordination heology ın the M1rror of church history: the
confers innate powers? On the other hand, it lessons of »Ordination« 1n sixteenth-century
wWas as.  el 15 it possible 1n regard Luther’s SaXOnYy. ChH F} 2002|, 743-774). his data
writings the subject hbe WaLYy of the appeared CO SUggeSst that, for the early Luther-
»Spiritual« CONCept1onN of the office-holder the A115, ordination tended 11OTE OUt of
po1inNt where the office of M1IN1IStry itself becomes need for order including secular order than
»purely political«? OuUt of need COMNLVCY ecclesiastical charisms.

COonsc10us of the poles suggested by the Whether limax denouement, the seM1-
first-table second ta configuration, other Nar concluded with the consideration of the

from Luther's later works werec CONSI1- document, »Kirchengemeinschaft nach CVaNgC-
dered, including this line trom Ordinations- lischen Verständnis«. In this » Protestant under-
rede late »In the church, sensible ordina- standing of ecclesial COMMUN1ON« sem1nar partı-
t107S with their ceremonı1les ATC NCCCSSaL Y « (»SCi- C1pants encountered »Teal-time« struggle with
t1S ordinationem ecclesiae C H: SU1S ritibus the 1SSuUes and application of the principles
necessar1am CSSC«; 41, 763; 18) In the end, discussed ın the sem1nar. In this document, the
the question ‚A111C be rendered 1n TIN! of the distinction between the Lutheran understanding
English-language idiom of „Bj_g-0« eISUuS „little: of ordination and the Roman understanding re!

NOt upon whether whither ordination, butO« that 1S, did Luther have mind »Ordinati-
()Il«c simply »Oordination«? Of COUTSC, CasSYy UuDOL -hich ordination.
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