
Models ot the Christian Lite 1n Luther’s
enes1s Sermons and Lectures

BYy Robert olb

In his „Recultivating the vineyard« SCcCott Hendrix concludes that Martın
Luther SEL OUuUt CO provide religious envıronment 1ın 1C believers
would develop UuLLY possible 1Nto the model Christians described
Dy him 1n Freedom of Christian: free hrough taith others 1n
love The cCreatlion of these ‚real Christians: to uUusc his term)| took DIC
cedence VCT other agendas that interpreters ave OCCasionally tried
1mpose Luther| Hendrix quOLTES Luther’s treatıse »(In both kinds
of the SACrameni« 1t his readers WOU bandon »unfaithfulness, hatred,
CILV V, wrath, and unbelief«, then » WC WOU last become agaın
of Christians«, 1n being »almost completely and only
Christian 1n name.«* Luther’s CONCECDL of > rea]_ « Christian iNCOrporated
LW  @] elements, Hendrix concludes. The Hrst 1Ss »righteousness,« which S1gN1-
Hed fOor Luther that SOTNCOINC faithfully 15 and CXDIECSSCS hat he che 1S
supposed be The second 15 » piety , which Luther himself transtormed
from word for general upright and honorable living designation fOor
living ife of faith 1n God 1C produces love and SErV1ICE others3 As
he commMuUunNicated his call his parishioners aın students 1n Wittenberg

lıve the godly ife 1n SCTIINONS and lectures, Luther cultivated biblical
of righteousness an DIELY through ILLAILY an rhetorical de

COtt ENDRIX: Recultivating the vineyard: the Retormation agendas ot Christianıiza-
t107. Louisville, K Y; 2004, The addition of „real« beftore Christians 15 NOT 1ın the
(;erman but COMNVECYS the of Luther’s COommMment
Hendrix: Recultivating the vineyard, 4U; Martın LUTHER: Von beider Gestalt des Sakra-

nehmen; IL, 30, 10 f 36I 264
Hendrix: Recultivating the Vineyard, ; ct Walter SPARN: ahrlıc. dieser 1sSt e1nNn trom-
8814 Mensch gewesen! CC Überlegungen einem evangelischen egrif{f VoO  = Frömmigkeit.
In Post-Theism: reframing the Judeo-christian tradition/ ed by Henrı Andrien KTrOD; Artıe
Leendert Molendijk; Hendrik an Adriaanse de Vries. Louvaın 2000, 447-4565
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V1Ces. mong them WaSs the/ above all the biblical storles, which he
retold an elaborated ıth suitable explanation and application model
the Christian ıte for his people.

The Whole Life of Christian IS Life of Repentance
Luther’s recultivation of the Christian ife rested several 1X10MS. Fırst,
his OW experiıence, ell his reading of Scripture, had impressed
uDOL him that the MYySteErYy of the continuatıon of S1N an evil 1ın the lives
of the baptized explanation, but the unshakable actuality of this
IM YyStErYy caused him nonetheless define the Christian ife cContinu-
Ing struggle. FOr the of SINNEerSs’ eHance of Go0d and isdaın fOr
the weltare of other Creatures disrupt the 1C God designed
frame human living.

FOTr, he Ixnew ftfrom his (IW experienCce, this MYySterYy of CONtINU1LNg SIN
and evil 1n Christians’ aily living made 1t 1NECCCSSaLVY WasC never-end-
ing struggle agaınst wickedness and ımplety day 1n and day OuU  e God and
believers waged this struggle hrough the usSsc of the law, 1C strikes
SINNeEers dead, and the gospel, 1C g1Vves LICW ife hrough CHhrist’s ea
and resurrectlon. oug medieval antecedents framed hat Luther

when 1n 1517 heJ „the whole ıte of Christian 15 lite f
repentance«,* 1t 15 clear that by 1529 his CONCECPL of repenNtanCce had COINC

fOCus uDOI the repet1ıtion of CGod’s baptısmal actıon of killing SINNEers
and making them 1Into children of God the old Tre 1n us iıth all
S1NS and evil desires 15 be drowned an die through daily contrıtiıon an
repeENLANCE, and the other hand LICW DCISOLL 15 COLLLC torth an r1se

live before God 1n righteousness and purıty forever«, he 1n
the Small Catechism> his actıon of God’s condemning law an his ife

See Volker LEPPIN: „(Imnem vitam delium penıtentiam S5S5C volult« ARG 03 2003],
/-25, who demonstrates that ın 1517 Luther WAas echoing the CONVICt1ON f the tourteenth-
CENLUrY devotional wriıter and preacher Heinrich Tauler Circa 1300-1361) regarding the
CONtINULINg neECESSItYy of umbling neself before God See a1sSO the crıt1que of this DOSI1-
t10N 1ın Martın BRECHT: Luthers Verständnis der Bufße und die reformatorische
Entdeckung. ThK 1U 2‘OO4-)/ 2581-29I1
{HE BOOK ONCORD: the contessions of the Evangelical Lutheran Church/ ed by
Robert Kolb; Timothy Wengert 2000, 360 12-14| BSLK 5I16, 20 51/,
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restorıng gospel permeated Luther’s interpretatiıon of both New and Old
JTestaments, according Heinrich Bornkamm 1 1901-1977).° In his ecture

Abraham!'’s pleading fOr the people of Sodom,/ Luther repeated earlier
allegorical Lreatment of God’s command NOL take the lower and
millstone from the needy al the S\diIllcCc time,® interpretatiıon that he had
made 9010)8° than decade earlier 1n lecturing Deuteronomy. hen he
had NOLT slzetched the distinction of law and gospel with his later clarity:

;The lower and millstone d1IC properly sa1d denote hope and fear,
law and gospel. The law 15 the word of wrath, the millstone; 1t DIESCIVECS fear
and umbles people hrough the recognıtıon of SIN The gospel, the word ofJ
DIESCIVES the CONSCIENCE Dy faith, that 1t 0O€eSs NOLT remble The preaching of
both 15 NECCSSaLY.«

But then he counseled NOLT overdo either, neither punishing SIN LOO
strictly and terrifying LOO greatly 1107 treatıng the SINNer LOO gently and
consoling LOO strongly? In 1535 he stated,

„Che millstone 15 the fear and judgment of God 'his the lower millstone
OTITS; 1t signifnes the hope and eeling ofV Thus, the M1INIStrYy of the Word
should CONNECLT law and gospel, repenNtance and the forgiveness of S1INS. «9

Luther presumed that this struggle leave godlessness behind and
practice Lrue humanıity, that 1S, return being righteous p1

OUS human being, tO00k place 1n the LW dimensions of human ite that
tormed the heart of his anthropology. He understood that God had COINl-

structed humannes be Llived Out 1n LW relationships quıte distinct
from each other, though inextricably an inseparably inked with each
other. He Hrst SECT or this anthropology at Jength 1n his treat1ıses
three kinds an LW kinds of »Y1gNteousneSS« In 1518/19,*7 an claimed
that this distinction characterized » theology« 1n L531  12 Sometimes

Heinrich BORNKAMM: Luther and the Old Testament/ by Y1IC and uth
Gritsch. Phil 1969, 7672
(rn I5, 20-33
IDJi

L /1/, 3-10 Y,
43, 4, 2-5 3, 237/.
2, 30 143) 145-152 3J1, 297-306

45, 24-2/ 26,
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LLLOTC explicitly, SsSOomet1ımes less explicitly, this anthropological foun-
dation for his thinking accompanied his proclamation of the gospel
throughout his Career.>

For Luther, Christian living did NOL Simply involve doing good works
although he did ne human aCt1V1ty essential element of PlLeLY Hıs
LLLOIC comprehensive definition of theal Christian itfe (‚Adil be found
1n his »Warnıing his ear (:;erman people« of I$31 There he reflected
the »SUCCCSS« of his etforts VCT the past decade, comment1ing, „It has,
praise God, COTILNC this, that LLLEIN andnl and old, know the
catechism an how believe, live, DIAY, uffer, and die« 14 his
that Luther gauged the SUCCCSS ot his Retormation 1n of Hve elements
that constituted fOr hiım the Christian lLite

Jrust 1n God, CCreator, Redeemer, and Sanctihier replaces 1ın
talse gods of human Inventlon. Luther’s uUusSs«CcC of examples trom 1D1I1Ca ng
ICS served Nurture dependence GCod and confidence 1n his mercitul
disposition toward his baptized children ®

2} Suffering of all kinds haunts much of lLite earth. Luther turned
the likes of Abraham and Joseph, for example, demonstrate how hearers
an readers could flee the refuge an haven of their providential Cre
ALOTr and Savl1lOr tOr SUPpOIT an comtort 1n times of atfliction. Luther also
regarded the God-pleasing conduct of aily itfe significant element of
DIELY hat daily life embraced LW  ®] aSDECCTS of righteous D1IOUS aCt1V1ty
for preacher ıth SLrONg CONVICt10NS about S1N Luther had

3} „Mortifying the flesh«, that 1S, defeating temptations ftrom
trusting 1ın Go0od an loving the neighbor 15 LCCCSSaL Y preparatıon fOr

4) the practice of humanity d Co0d had designed ıt, 1n love toward other,
performing God-commanded Vvirtues within the ONtext of callings ()T VOCat10nNns.

13 See Robert OLB LIie Zweidimensionalität des Mensch-Seins: die zweierlei Gerechtigkeit
1n Luthers e VOot1Is ImOoNnast1C1s judicium. In Luther und das monastischer hrsg.
VO  . Christoph Bultmann; Volker LepP1IN; Andreas Lindner. TU 2007/7, 20/7-220; and Robert
OLB God and his human Creatures 1n Luther’s Sermons enes1s: the retormer’s early
> of his distinction of LW kkinds of righteousness. ®i| 33 2007]), 164-154
„Aber 1StS, Ott lob, dahin komen, das 1111l und weib, Jung vnd alt, den Catechismum
WEeI1S, Und w1e 180028  . gleuben, eben, Deten, leiden und sterben sol, { 888 31/,
32-34 4./,

I Bornkamm : Luther an the Old lestament, 231
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5} Exemplary living tOr exemplary dying. an be SULC, Luther
reated these aSpeCtSs of D1OUS living the basis of varıety of 1D11Ca
SCIL  J but ımportant them WEeEIEC those models tOr such living SDIaLlls
from biblical narratıves which Luther preached an lectured.

IT Luther Narrative Theologian
„Narratıve« became maJor top1C 1n 1D11Ca studies, homiletics, and
systematıc theology qQquarter CENLULY d „Narratıve« CAd  - reter 1n these
sett1ngs the style of preaching that relies StOF1es of real imagined
people an EeVENTS from Scripture, NisStory, CONtLtEMPOFALY experıence
toster the hearers’ absorption of the preacher’s INCSSasC. It a1sSO reters
the biblical of Cod’s and human aCt10NS an reactlons each
other. TOmM that focus the biblical text narratıve theology also eached
Out embrace discussions of the »Metanarratıve« that stands behind
individual StOTr1eS and/or the entıre 1D1I1Ca repDOIL of Go0d’s interactıon
with this human Creatures Biblical Nnarratıve SCIVCS number ofJ
I1l them specifically the cultivation of human righteousness an the
D10US life 16

According the analysis of ale systematıc theologian Hans Wilhelm
TrTe1N 1922-1988], whose work has guided much recent thinking »[114114-

t1VE«, „Western Christian reading of the ın the days before the rse 9)ı
historical CYt1C1ISM | WAas usually strongly realistic, AL 11ICC ıteral
and historical, and nNnOot oniy doctrinal (T edifying«,!7 though for Luther 1t
certainly Was that, LO  ®] Like Stream of Drev10uUS 1DI1Ca preachers, above
all Augustine 1354-430], the Wittenberg reftormer »eNvisiO0Ned the real WOT

tormed DYy the told Dy the biblical StOrl1es | from creatıon
the Hinal COoNsSsumMMAatıoN cCOome« 1  5 The retormer Was convinced that

neither the God wh designed human litfe L1OT the COUISC of human living
had changed substantially between Abraham!'s t1me and his OW Luther’s

LO Gordon WENHAM: OIY Torah reading Old Jestament nNnarratıve ethically. CGirand
Rapids, 2004

I Hans Freıi The eclipse of 1DI1Ca narratıve: study In eighteenth and nıneteenth
CENTLUrY hermeneutics. New Haven, 10 /4,

I5 biıd
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practıce 1n usıng Scrıpture 41S0 reflected Freıi  /  S observatıon about hıis tıme
that »SINCEe the world truly rendered by combining 1D11Ca narratıves 1nto
OLILC Was indeed the OLLIC and only real WOr 1t IN uUuSt 1n principle embrace
the experiıence of daIlYy present d5C an reader.«79

Te1 acknowledged his debt the literary theory of German-Jewish
em1gre scholar Erich Auerbach 1892-1957),”° who sed the between
Greek eDP1LC WadYyd of elling tales of human ıfe and the 1D11Ca record the
basıs for his observations about the representation of reality 1n estern
literature. Auerbach classıned 1D11Ca narratıves intrinsically historical
ın intent CVCIA though he dıd NOT necessarily regard them historically
Lrue 1n polnNt of fact cContrastıng them ıth those of Homer, and he OoOun

deep cleft separatıng the LWO literary traditions. Readers gaın ul[ benetnt
from the of Odysseus, Penelope, an Euryclea, Auerbach argued,
without being compelled believe they existed, „»but the Biblical

had believe 1n the objective truth of the of Abraham!'’s Ssacrınce«
of 1saaC, and ‚had elieve 1n 1t passionately«, Auerbach abeled this NOLT

orıentatıon toward »realism« but toward truth that simply subjects
readers itself2! And yeL the 1DI1Ca text’'s  7, hegemony VCILI 1tSs readers 15
NOLT exercised simply this might make 1t SCCIH 1D1I1Ca narratıves de
pıct human lıte through storles ull of ))ga 5 CC Auerbach emphasized. The
episodic Nnature of the Old Testament »Yequlres interpreter CVCI1 though
the INCSSascC 0€es CINCISC clearly trom the teXtS« .44 The interpreter INUST
retell 1fSs StOrT1eSs for L1IC hearers 1n 11C t1imes and places, nlling 1n the SdPp>S

the basıs of the claim of the TEeXT provide LICW application of the
real experl1enCces and thus authentic human lite Luther lipped

easily 1Nnto this role He accepted the challenge 1C OTILC Of Auerbach/’s
disciples, the Jewish exXxegete Meır Sternberg later s \Aı W ın this style of 1141-

ratıve: the »ubiquity Jı SdUS about character and plot CXDOSCS OUur ( W

1gnNOranCce: history unrolls cCcContınuum ot discontinuities,
of 110  — SEequULtUFS, which challenge repalır the OM1SS10NS Dy OUT natıve

Te1 The eclipse o{ 1DI1Ca narratıve,
Frei The eclipse Jı 1DIi1Ca narratıve, V11
Erich ÄUERBACH!:!: Mımesi1s: the representation of reality in estern literature/ TYAan: Dy
Willard Trask. Princeton, 1953, 14-16
Auerbach: Mimes1s,
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W1t.<« 23 Luther employed the SaDS ın the 1D11Ca narratıve explain how
GCod works 1n behalf of his human Creatures and hat he requıres from
them, while the S\diIllCc time illuminating the myster10us nature of the
conNtınuatıon of S1N and evil 1n the lives ot the baptized through these SdP5S.
The hearer has illusion of being able take contro|l of knowledge
direction 1n such S1tUAt10NS: the children of God CAall only listen 218l hearken

the Word of the Lord
1I1wo other observations trom Auerbach illLumine Luther’s UuUSsSsCcC of cr1ıp

eture 1rst, the 1DIl1Ca narratıve CI15A45CS the reader 1n the midst of aily
lite his eNgagEMEN iıth reality takes place because » part of the gen1us
of these StOrT1€eSs 15 that they depict neither simple heroes 11OL, consistently,

class life, Homer did The Old Testament ngures Call fall much
lower 1n dignity.«*4 1D11Ca people » bearers of the divine will, and yeL
they dIC 1  e, subject mistortune and humiliation | T8

Second, »11 the LEXT of the Biblical narratıve, then, 15 greatly 1n eed
of interpretation the basis of 1ts IW CONFLENT, 1ts claim absolute
thority forces 15 ST1 urther 1n the S”dInNnle direction« 2° Sternberg attriıbuted
the biblical text’'s  / authority an hold 1ts readers LW ACtOYrS:

the OmMN1ISCIENCE of the 1D11Caorproduces 1eC W f his StOF1es
that 15 derived ftrom the OMNISCIENCE of God, whose SErvVvant an Vo1cCe the

1S; thus, the LEeXTt claims irrevocably be true */

23 Meiıir STERNBERG: The poet1Cs of 1D1l1CcCa narratıve: ideological literature and the drama
of reading. Bloomington, 1  J 1985,

2 Auerbach: MımesI1is,
25 Auerbach: Mımesi1s, IS
76 Auerbach: MımesI1s, L5
27 Sternberg: The poet1iCcs Sternberg describes the cCoNnectıon between the 1Dlıca

presentatıon of the CISON of God and the authors’ Aart 1n depicting him and his 42Ct10NS:;
;»Che uilding of supernatural prem1ses 1Nto the actıon, the preference of the dramatıc
nethod VCI OMMENTATCY, the foreshadowing-fulfillment STETUCLUFre of repet1t10n, the
manıiıtold patternıng ot redundancy, speech Creative aCT, the manipulation of
1n un1ıts rangıng trom the entire J similarly variıable play of perspecCt1ives,
ftorms of serialization, chitfts between and COVert providence, spatiotemporal
bounding, and the coordinating such Y bespeaks deological
1UX of the Hrst magnitude. chored In this COMDpOSILt10N,J the ettect aM the
narratıve STAanCe of intermediaCcy trom 1C. 1t 15 generated attord qualiy powerful
explanation fOr sSet of other II  y and SINa Above all, their eological
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the Old lestament narratıves dIC, therefore, Hrst and toremost the
StOT1EeSs of God, his aCt10NS an his ddress Jı his human Creatures hıs
»NiStOry nfolds theology 1 actıon OLLC distinctively grounded ın God’s
control an providence | history-writing doubles sacredJ
uniquely explaining the PTOCCSSCS of time by reterence covenantal rela-
t107N with divinity «26 Luther treated biblical NnNarratıon 1n this WAaY, taking for
granted that readers of Scripture WCIC engagıng and engaged by the DCISOUN
of the Almighty Father and real human Creatures who had interacted ıth
hım ?9 He trusted the biblical reports regarding God’s and reliability

ell their reflection of the COUISC of real human living.
Sternberg observes that 1n 1ts narratıves the Old Testament seldom

tells the reader ot the moral theologica significance of the reported
events 3° While this 15 Lrue, those narratıves AIC SET 1n the CONTLEXT of such
interpretations of God and human ife Luther’s application of the a_

t1Ves d1id NOTt Simply retell the and PICSUILNC that sixteenth CENLUrY
hearers WOUuU understand. Hıs uUSsS«c of the narratıves involved extens1ıve
interpretiıve COMMEeNT several levels. hıs C Adlil hbe clearly 1n his several
treatments of (xenes1s, which ftorm the basis of thıs C  J from earlier
SCIILLOLNS (I519-I521I, 1523 published 1527| an later lectures 1535-1545)37 The

imperatıve fOTr the narrator’s drastic selt-effacement iın the andling of plot
that foregrounds od’s OMN1pOteENCE «; Sternberg: The poetics II

5 Sternberg: The poet1Ccs 4A4 *
20 Bornkamm makes this pO1Nt; Bornkamm : Luther and the Old Jlestament, 61 61
3 Sternberg: The DOeEt1ICS 38
31 See the COMMENTtALY of the editor Ernst Thiele 11856-1922) 1n U, 320-323 the SC{ -

and Glossa of (n the SCTIT1I11O11S5 preached In 1523/24, published 152/, SCC

the introduction the printed edition ın 2 X111-X1vili, and the Otfes taken
the SCIINONS they WCIC delivered; I8 92-96 The LExXTt of Ofe trom eorg ROrer
11492-1557| and Stephan oth 11492-1546) dIC tound ın L 97-4' See J(ohannes|
BOENDERMAKER: Heet eerste word blijft gelden Luthers preken VCI de VijL oeken VAall

Mozes 3-1525, inleiding nkele telksten. In Luther 918 Jaar: teksten, vertaald
besproken ed Dy Jan Bakker; Johannes Boendermaker. Kempen 19823, 0-12 The
lectures ATIC OUN:! ıIn 42-44 have ate: individual of these lectures aACCOTd-
ıng the analysis of uUuStav Koftffmane 1852-1915| iın the introduction of 42, V11-V111.
Despite SOINNC lingering doubts about the validity of the LEXTt of the enesIis lectures of
35-1545, the I1L1LU1IC CONVINCIN£ um 15 made by CY1t1CS of the V1CW advanced by ET
ich SEEBERG: Studien Luthers Genesisvorlesung: zugleich e1in Beıtrag ZULI rage nach
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COMPparıson of these Stages of Luther’s interpretatıon ot the book could
form interesting 1n tself, but because the ftundamental elements
of Luther’s understanding Of the Christian 1ıfe dIC present 1n the early
1n his preaching and remained, with Certain developments 1n detail and
emphasis, be SULIC, ın his lectures 1ın 5-1545, 111 NOLT 1n this study
DUISUC these COMPpar1soNs.

Indeed, Luther employed other literary torms 1n cultivating the ite of
repenNtanCe, and he treated 1D1I1Ca StOTrT1EeS I111L0Te than only recitals of
how aily itfe works. He sed „Mgural« interpretations of the people who
inhabite biblical narratıves, such Leah and Rachel, 1ın his treatment of
Christ an hıs church3? But he cultivated pıety Dy retelling, refashioning,
the StOr1es of daily ife an 1ts NCOUNLETFrS ıth God, S1N, and neighbor.
Already INn 152JL, Luther dictated Scholia Genes1s, he noted that all
the boolks of the entire Scrıpture AT either „»historiae« ()1I „»historice LLAal-

ratıones, scilicet! Exempla LUumM legum, u UDCFIUIN divinorum, vel do
Cent Hdem «33 G0d's law taught human beings hat they should do, and
the recital of od's work taught them the gospel and faıth The Jı
Samuel’s mother had initiated his tascination ith Scrıpture youth,
Luther recalle: AL able 34 David Steinmetz Luther’s handling
of Old lestament narratıves the techniques of modern authors who
combine Hctional elaboration ıth biographical historical description,
such Andre auro1s and Gamaliel Bradford. Luther’s „»Narratıve imagına-
t10N « „his intu1ltıve the Bible work of Aart« SPS his
readers NOLT only the eve of their discursive 1CE4SON but also AL the level
of their imagınatıve particıpatiıon INn their COILLLNON humanity.«

dem alten Luther. GU and eter MEINHOLD: |IIe Genesisvorlesung Luthers und
ihre Herausgeber. 1936, CY1t1CS such Bernhard KLAUS: DIie Lutherüberlieferung e1lt
Dietrichs und ihre Problematik. BKG 53 1988], 33-4/, and Ulrich ÄSENDORE: Lectura In
Biblia Luthers Genesisvorlesung (1535-I1545). GO 19958, 33-42

3 Sabine IEBSCH! Fıgura ecclesiae: Lea und Rachel ın Martın Luthers Genesispredigten.
2002; SCC Iso Davıd STEINMETZ: Luther and the blessing of Lu)j /1 12004)

159-178, Luther’s nıgural LreAaALMeENT of Old lestament
33 9, 353,

4'4l 16-20 I16); Bornkamm : Luther and the Old Testament, Q f
3 Daviıd STEINMETZ: Luther and the drunkenness of Noah In Davıd Steimetz Luther

ın CONLEXT Bloomington, L956, LLO

2.O1



Luther’s education had made him SseNs1ıt1ve the literary CONstructlions
of the biblical stories 3° As re-teller of biblical StOr1€eSs Luther presumed that
only OSmMot1C membrane separated Jerusalem {rom Wittenberg, ancıent
Israel ftrom CONTLEIMPOFALY SaXOony. 10 be SULC, Luther retold the narratıves
ıth SOINC historical sSENSLELVLEY 1n spıte f his belief that human ife WAas

largely the SAa11llCc In Abraham!'’s tiıme and his OW The IL1Lalliıci 1n which
Joseph 1a  . the C1ıvil OVeErINMENTL ot Egypt>/ defied the professor’s imagına-
t10N, and he WAaS quı1te SUTIC 1t WOU NOLT ave worked ın his day and place3®
Nonetheless, Mickey attox’s judgment 1n regard LO Luther’s „»Charitable«
reading of agar accurately describes the underlying relationship of 1D11Ca
LEXT, histOry, and application: While Luther’s 1Ss decidedly anachronistic
interpretatıon 1n the that he lacks modern of historical change,
ILLUICOVCL, 1t DOSSCSSCH AL least the advantage that 1t yields characters whose
struggles paralle those of the CONLEIMDOFALY Christian «39 Therefore, Mat
LOX has noted, Luther accepted the Invıtatıon f the 1DI11C2a text
1Nto 1ts WOTFT. Jı thought »enthusiastically, hesitating imagıne the
biıblical characters 1Nnto his WOTr (JI himself 1nto theirs« 4° He presumed that
he WAasSs ftundamentally like ll other readers of Scrıpture who read the text
under the Holy Dırıt’s guidance, and he 2ssumed the role of the teacher 9)ı
other readers, whether present parishioners tuture preachers.

36 erhar! WINKLER: Luther als Seelsorger und Prediger. In Leben und Werk Martın Luthers
V Oll 1526 D1s 1546 Festgabe seinem 500 Geburtstag/ 1M Aultftrag des Theologischen
Arbeitskreises für Reformationsgeschichtliche Forschung hrsg. VOo  w} Helmar Junghans.
Bd 19823, 236 According Ulrich EMBACH! Predigt des Evangeliums: Luther als
Prediger, Pädagoge, und Rhetor. 197/2, 131-1/4, Luther’s preaching ollowed the ftorm
@Jı Quintilian’s um 30-96| IL of advice fOor the people, but Gerhard Krause ın TeV1CW
of Nembach 1n hLZ x 1974|, 274%) and Helmar Junghans \ Lu) 4A1 1974|, 149 and DERS
Rhetorische Bemerkungen Luthers 1n seinen Dıictata 1800) Psalterium. eO. Versuche

1977 | 97-128)| placed his rhetoric 1ın roader SLTreEAaIMM of tradition. Bornkamm : Luther
and the Old Jlestament, 35-42, etails SOINC of Luther’s literary treatment of Old esta-

37 (1n 4 / f
35 4'4/ 666, 5-13 Ö, 119
30 Mickey Leland MATTOX: Detender of the IN OSLT holy matriarchs: Martın Luther’s interpre-

tat10n of the of enes1s 1n the Enarratiıones 1n Genesin, 1535-45 Leiden; Boston
2003, 165
Mattox Defender
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In that WdY he replicated what Sternberg SsSCCS the role of the biblical
the S\diIlle t1ime he WAas 1n the PIOCCSS of eXamınıng the text lıter-

arıly an theologically. Sternberg conjectured that fOr the biblical
„the intervention of the Holy Spiırıt levels all the barriers that normally
divide the far from the NCAaL, the prıvate {trom the public, the 1INnter10r trom
the exXter10r«,* and Luther ave presumed something simıilar.
Amerıcan homileticist ohn McClure that preachers chould both
‚textualize exper1enCe«, hereby InNVv1ting their hearers SCC their lives
the of the 1D11CcCa Nnarratıve, an {‚experientialize the LEXLc, thereby
allowing Current experlience illustrate the meanıng and ONgO1INEY signifl-

of the text.«4® Luther did both
Bornkamm contended that Luther could do because he experienced

1n Old Jlestament »MN1rr0r of ıte 1n sixteenth CENTLULY Germany
Therefore, Luther explained biblical Out of CONtEMPOrALY (‚erman
life, In the CAasSCcC of ot’s 1NCcest In drunken state ® Luther regarded ot’s
1INCcest inadvertent rather than purposeful S1N, similar
boy  S imprudently setting Hre and being spared by the law because he
clearly Was NOT arson1st, similar »n»d rawl, 1n 1C people
CI1SA48C 1ın nght«, but dIC excused by C1v1l authorities having COmMMLUt-
ted imprudent SIN due CIrCumMsStances. The 1DI1Ca repOrts record NOT

»1mpoOossible things« but rather things that ATC „»Natural and 1n harmony
ıth experienCe«.44 Likewise, Luther evaluated ()I explained CONteEMDOFAFY
(‚;erman lite the basis of 1DI1CcCa

Luther otten commented the usefulness of examples fOr teach-
ıng Varıo0us elements of Christian living although he did NOL formulate

pedagogical-psychological theory how examples actually teach 0)4

mot1ıvate. He presumed that hearers would make the LICGCESSALVY 24SSOC1A-
t10NS, trusting 1n (0d’s promıiıse them, obeying his commands tOr their
lives. He did NOt DITECSUMNC this completely, however, that he dispensed

4A1 Sternberg: The DOet1CS 76
42 In TeV1CW of Charles (‚AMPBELL: Preaching ESuUS 1E directions fOr homiletics

1n Hans Fre1’s postlibera. theology. Grand Rapids, MI 1909 /. In ournal fOr preachers
1998) number 36, quoted Dy Davıd LOSE Confessing ESUS Christ: preaching ın
postmodern WOT. Grand Rapids, MI 2003, 123

43 (n I 31-33
43, 96, 36 Y /, 3! 300 f.
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wiıith his (IW OMMENTtALY; 1t Was designed teach 1n VCLY specific
precisely hat the hearers WCIC gaın trom the The StOrl1es hover
1n the background of discourses often long 1n print the preacher
0)4 professor TEW careful applications.

Luther marveled 4L the tact that God CNSASCS his human Creatures 1n ( OUOll1-

versatıon an urged his readers an hearers DaY close attentiıon the StOr1EeSs
in which G0d’s personal dialog directed the lives Of ancılent believers.

» Those who read the StOr1eSs perfunctorily regard them though Claus
Schmid WeTIC talking with Hans Mıst, ONMNEC CISOIN another. But if yYyOU 00K al these
StOr1eSs correctly, 1t 15 and wondertful thing that the divine maJjesty tallks with
people with There 15 ILLOIC PreC10us S1gN of God’s and $avOr than
when he lets himself hbe ear an greater plague than when he 15 silent.«

Therefiore, the Wittenberg parishioners WEeEeTC reCcogn1ıze the magnif-
of God 1n these StOr1es of his eNgAaASEMEN ıth human beings and

take them heart strengthening fOr their faıth anı NCOUragemeEnN
good works 45 As Ulrich Asendorf noted, Luther found 1n the books of Mo
SCS »eXxamples of taith, love, and the CTYTOSS« 1n the Datriarchs, wh teach
believers and love God 4®

However, Luther alsg distinguished between go0od examples an
traordinary he sSsOomet1ımes called them »IM1IraCUlOUS« Interventlons
by CGod 1n the patriarchs’ lives. T'he latter cshould NOTt models fOor
breaking OUuUt of the tramework G 0d’s plan fOr usual, normal human ife had
SC  + Thomas untzer Circa 1489-1525| had sed the examples of Abraham!’s
fIreeing LOt bDy the sword47 and Davıid’s nghting the Syrlans precisely 1n this
manner,*® and Luther admonished, » should otfe that the examples of
the Sa1nts and ot the children of God MmMUust NOT be understood something

Im1ıtate an rules ftor all CXCEDL when they follow the rule a1d OWN
1n the Word« . 49

4N 204, I 26; ct 14, 245, 246, 4 / 15 Cf the similar InNnm (‚en
S15 .6 and God’s ddress of SaaC; 334, 14 / 337/, 11/ 32; 24,44/, L 45U, 25

46 Ulrich ÄSENDORE: Diıie Theologie Martın Luthers nach seinen Predigten. GO 1988, 342,
with reference I } 26-12; 4, 15, 2-5
e.]

45 42, 531, /-13 4/4; 42, 5/70, 24-30 3, 301; 43, 61, 33 63, 3, 760
262; 43, 640, 32 641, IS 5y 307; 43, 653, 12-34 )y 325-326
WA 43, 322, 30-4L 4! .61
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Luther often reminded parishioners and students that the 1D11Ca
narratıves reported real, live, flesh and 00 people because the
Holy Spiırıt »delights 1n playıng and trifling when describing things that
dIC insignificant, childish, and worthless; and he hands thıs OWN be
taught 1n the church fOr 1ts IMNOST signifcant edification «>° Luther’s doc
trıne of the created Order an 1ts worth expressed itselt 1n hıs reveling
1n the details of the COTINLINLOIMN and Ordinary. He assured the Wittenberg
cCongregatıon that long SIN 15 NO 1n control, »[I10O natural emotıon
15 evil, 215 SCC 1n Christ, who had feelings and atfect1ions according
his nNature All1y other human being«, he alked of acob’s love fOr hıs
CA1ılaren and his „»Natural fatherly heart«, COomparıng his love that of
Vlary fOr Jesus.” in his students Luther commented Abraham!’s C1I110O-

t10NsS, frequently ıth COM MENT denying that the patriarch W AaS block
of wood StoONe.»“ In the retormer's 1e W Abraham and Jacob chared his
O W feelings and perceptions of human lite

In amplifying the humanity ot the real people wh crossed the biblical
J Luther could NOLT leave God Out of the StOT1EeS because he Was unable

think ot human Creatures ftrom their relationship their Creator,
Just he warned agaınst tryıng think about God from his revela-
t10N of himself those human Creatures, hidden beyond human
Luther insisted understanding hat made God God 1n ditferent WdY
than had his scholastic instructors. CGo0d’s treatment of Abimelech atter he
had taken Sarah himself$ reveals that

»(G0d’s righteousness 15 NOT, they have taught In the schools, the sever1ty, 11-

I1CD5, violent I1 with 1C. God condemns. It 15 the righteousness hrough
1C he has the humble he them agaınst un)ust violence
an punishes the guilty.«>4

43, 671, 32-3/ )y 352
5L 467, 12-23 28-34; -2/.
52 43, U2, 12-14 3, 303; 43, L62, L2-16 4, 3 J 43, 277, 10-24 4! 196 ;

43, 285, 25-30 4, 2058; 44, 525, 35 526, 7, 305 Ct 43, 96, 15-22
3, 309; 43, 149, 27 150O, 4, I9 ; 44, 157, 158, 13 6, 2,53; 4'4l 305,
290-34 7, L3L; 44, 555, 36 559, Ö, 13; 44, SL, Ö, I6; 4'4/ 503,
42 595, L 8I 0-22

53 el 2 1-5
43, 113, 6-9 5y 33J1; ct 44, 455, 25 456, 38 7ı 251-253
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When this God identihed himself Abram 1n (n 17, Luther agaın noted
that C0d spoke NOtTt StONES, WOOd, OT beasts of burden, but real human
beings, for „the word ‚God: indicates relationship. It reters him whom
the descendants of Abraham believe be God an who, 1n LUrNn, reveals
himself them God an their eternal benefactor« ® FOr Luther the human

15 vital part of God’sJ and G0d’s 15 the centerplece of the
human key element 1ın his definition of human righteousness.

ITIT FeAa/Ng, LOVINg, an Iust1ing IN God above AlTI Things
1ety begins and ends ith 1 God 1n 1C combat agaınst Satan an
love fOr the neighbor ATC enveloped. Luther presupposed that God had ash
ioned people ıth LW  ®] dimensional SEeLT of relationships that determined,
YSt of all, their identity his taithftul children, and, second, their perfor-

of his expectatıons fOr his cnANıldren 1ın his world >® Throughout both
the SCI1I110115 of the and the lectures f Luther ftound examples
In enes1s of the LW!  ®] dimensional Nature of human lite, (J)T he called 1t iın
describing aCO »CWO kinds of holiness«57 In introducing his CI1110O115

enes1s 1n 152/ he reminded readers that Cod had gıven IL1LAaIlYy examples an
Sayıngs 1n which he made 1t clear that al alone lies the basıs of human
living.® T'he Airst dimension of human righteousness ocused the Fırst
Table of the law an hat God 0O0€Ss Or A1s human Creatures, the second

the Second and hat human CreatLuUures dIC made do fOor God,
becomes clear Aat ILLallY pO1Nts 1n the unfolding of Abraham!/’s StOry.”

The of Caın and Abel revealed how human righteousness 1n (10d’s
sight depends simply an alone God’s tavorable disposition toward his
people.°° In 1535 the professor told his students,

5 42, 609, 33-35 3,
56 2, 43-4/. 145-152

„Duplex Sanct1iıtasS«, that 1C. the Word establıshes 1n relationship God and that
1C human Creatures perform; 43, 5/5, 576, 35 y 213 $ ct 4 J 555,
689, ) y 2321.

55 I J 14-19 Luther repeated this theme throughout the CIIMNONS, IL ILLALLY
amples; ct. 296, 19-3/; 3I15, 32J1,

59 43, 454, 6-17 y 79f
60 U, 335, 24-30
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»L hıs 15 the 1e po1ın summa| of (UL teaching that CISON rather than his
work 15 acceptable C10d and that DEISON 0€eSs NOL become righteous result of

righteous WOrk, but that work becomes righteous aM g00d result oft person’s
being righteous and 700d. i Abel, rather than his WOrKk, Was righteous and that
work Was pleasing because of the CISOULL, NOT the CISOIN because of his work.«61

Abraham served Luther’s prıme instance of ife that clearly dıit
ferentiated an unıted the LW imensions of what 1t be human.ı
(n the basıs of Abraham!'’s

» WC do NOt deny that works IN USTE be pertormed i taith and works indeed Ht
gether well and Ad1IC inseparably joined, but 1t 15 alt alone that obtains salvation.

alt alone justifies Worlks do NOLT SaVC; they do NOLT have this Slory. NO,
they ATIC the fruits f the DECISON who has been saved. (Jur righteousness
hrough faith. «2

Abraham 15 the classic paradigm fOr the WaY the C'reator who rought
the WOT Out of nothing 1n Gn re-Creates SINNers. Commenting the call
of Abraham 1n Gn 1L Luther old his students, »CG0d chooses patriarch

idolater, who 15 estranged trom God and prisoner of Satan«.
„Abraham 15 merely the material that the Divine Majesty SEe1IZES hrough the Word

and ftorms INnto LLCW human being, 1Nto patrlarch. And this rule 15 universally
LruE, that Jı himself the human 15 nothing, 15 apable Jı nothing, and has
nothing but S1N, ea and condemnation, but through his Almighty CGod
Drings ıt about that he 15 something and 15 TEE': trom SIN eat. and condemnation
hrough Christ, the lessed seed.«®3

gaın and agaln, Abraham/’s revealed fOr Luther that the relation-
Ship between all believers and their Lord Was created alone by God through
his Word ©4

The StOrT1€eSs of this relationship between C'reator an take
place within framework 1C Luther tound 1n his reading of Scr1ıpture,
OINNE that attributed God the almighty and total responsibility fOr
his world of which his Ockhamist Instructors had spoken.® At the S\diI1lle

6I 4’ '} 19O, 25 /; ct 42, 102, 13 II 25/-259
62 43, 256, 36-42 4, LO  O
63 42, 43/, 435, 43/, 31-36 2, 24/.
64 4 J 439, 0-13 2, 249
65 Heiko August1inus BERMAN: The harvest f medieval theology, Gabriel Biel and late

medieval nomiıinalism. ed Durham, L9823, 30-56
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time Luther believed that God demands performance that CXDICSSCS that
unconditionally and treely given identity his children. FOr he had gıven
them responsibility tor the working of his world Sternberg posed the
cal problem:

»| J)0€es the Almighty control the human heart? Il where 15 his OmMNn1ıpotence‘
YCS, where 15 man’s tree will, hardly less novel ın of ideology and qualliy

underscored ALl the beginning of (‚enes1is‘® 1D11Ca Narratıve g1Vves straightiorward
allSWCTL, because the question 15 unanswerable, and CONSIStent LICACLMENT, CXCCDL
tOr the CONSIStENCY Jı maneuvering between the LW extremes.« ©°

Luther’s ot the MYStCELY of hat 1t dilSs be human plotted
another solution the ens10n between nNarratıves which tOCUSsS (30d’s

in responsibility and those which fOCcus human responsibil-
Lty and calling obedience ın G0d’s world He kept these LW LCSDOLL-
sibilities 1n ens10n and refused homogenize and harmonize them by
assSıgnıng Dartial responsibility God, partial responsibility human
Creatures

Occasionally, he reviewed this ens1i0n iın presenting 1D11Ca StOT1eSs
students an parishioners. He did NOT DIESUMILEC unravel the IM ySteEry OT
how Cod and human CAdll both be responsible within the tunction-
ing of C0d’s Creation, but he did believe that God 15 AL worlk when 1t dADDCAIS

though human agents AdIC 1n charge. In the SCLEINON CIn Luther spoke
of Noah’s eXercC1ISINg his O W responsibility fOr rescCulıng his tamily 1n the
m1idst of the Flood 1f yOUu SdY, „»Cod ll Ssustaın ILLE «, and geL lazy an NOLT

work, 1t 111 NOT happen.
„{t 15 Lrue that he g1Ves all things; he SUSta1Ns and DIESCIVCS BKut if yYOU

do NOLT WAant UuUSC what VOU Ad1Ii® able Dut USC, that 15 tempting CGod It 15 his
will that yOUu PUut uUSCc what yOUu have AL hand, that he has gıven yOu and placed ALl

yOULF disposal, NOLT that yOUu close YOUr mouth and let his cCreatıon He has gıven
1t yYOUu He will NOLT perform miracle tOTr yYyOU hen 1t 15 NOT necessary.«°7
At least twıce 1n his lectures the reftormer summarized Augustine’s

observation that „»God SUOVECIILS the things he has created that he neverthe-
less allows them function ith their distinctive impulses God makes
usc of definite an teMDpECFKS his eXerCc1ıse of his miraculous DOWCLIS

66 Sternberg: The pDOoet1iCcs 1L10

67 2 ISI, 6-9 19-26
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that he makes uUSsSCcC of the Servıice of NnNature and of natural means.«®©  8 Luther
warned his students 1ın ecture agalnst Ssayıng ))I the pPaSstOor of church
about which kknow that God 155 concerned. Theretore do nothing
and NOt be concerned about ministry.«®9 CG0d’s total responsibility
lies alongside total human responsibility, and Luther efused harmonize
and homogenize the LWO, preaching both he distinguished Go0d’s gospel
from the law that describes PIODCI human aACt10NS.

God NOt only forgives SIN and bestows LICW lLife and salvation 1n Christ.
He alsO eXerCc1ses his providential control VCLI his unıverse. Although
Luther’s reading of enes1is often treated Christ ın varıety of prophetic
CONNeCt1ONS, his retelling of narratıves of aily ife often ocused G0d’s
providential CaiCl, comtort Luther. hat GCod sustained aCO
he went meet Esau/® reminded Luther that the ole COUTSC of Nature
and human ife reveals LLLOIC go0od than evil, demonstrates that »d VCLY
small part of ife 15 subjected the devil’s power «/} his results alone
from G0d’s goodness and ven when the ungodly forget God and
their obligations him, he 15 leading and govern1ing them ell the
40)  Yy 1n Zl their act10ns./* Believers persist 1n J Noah had, CVCIN

when evil triumph.”? his clings God g00d days an
bad days, NOLT only fOr death but a1sSO fOr ife

Suffering of (z0d an nemy of Satan

In the IM YySteErYy of evil’s 1nNvasıon of the (’reator’s world, both suffering
and SIN shaped Luther’s agenda. In daily ife Christians continually flee
God, somet1ımes victiıms f evils visıted bDy others, somet1mes rebels
who IN USLT be turned trom eHlance of God and changed living 1n the
CONSCIOUSNESS of being his

68 42, 316, 21-25 2, 76; 412, 512, I9 f 2, 350 C ÄUGUSTINUS: De trinitate 3, 4;
Aurelius ÄUGUSTINUS: e trinıtate Y1 libri Turnholt 19658, 135-137/. ‚ Corpus
christianorum: ser1es latina; SO|

69 44, 4A6I, 462, xx 463, 22-32 / 219 „Iit
e:| 5

/1 44, 67, of 6,
44l 168, 1-2/ 6, U2

/$ L65, 31 L69, 22
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One of the foremost characteristics of the PD10US righteous believer
Was the of suffering 1ın OILC of several torms. Luther taught how
deal ıth this varıety of suffering the basis ot faith by calling attentıon

how the ancıent patriarchs had one Abraham offered number of
good examples of the fact that »the godly wh dIiIC burdened ıth
an 1n Varıo0us WaVYyS dIiIC hard pressed and under this weight ave eed
of C(0d’s Prom1ses ın order hbe buoyed by them «74 Both controntations
wiıith their enem1es and the Continulng childlessness of Abraham and Sarah
tested the taith ot the couple, Luther explained the congregatıion.”> In
retelling IsaaC’s NCOUNTLTLeEr ıth Abimelech Luther observed,

»YOU SCC how lkkind the Lord 15 his Sa1nts. 10 be SUIC, he them, sends them
1Nto exile, lets them be exposed danger reputatıon and lite, and perm1ts them

be 1cte: with famine and mistortunes ofV<ın yet he provides excellent,
quılet, and sate hospitality and grants 1n the m1dst of their eNEeM1ES «

hıs contirmed hat he had chown the hasıs of several of Abraham’s
experiences.7®

T'he of these sufferings COLINC trom God’s afflicting his saınts ( JI

seem1ng be absent 1n the miı1dst of afflictions, Abraham experienced
when he deceived Abimelech protect himself 77 Luther explained the
Wittenberg parishioners that God’s delaying his Promises Abram a1d

an suffering uDON the patriarch, alongside the ditfÄiculties caused Dy
being In Zyp But God stil] W as govern1ing the COUTSEC ot Abram!’s
and Saral’s ite and SdVC them consolation In the mi1dst of their trials 75

43, 33, I9 3, 221

75 L 22L1, 36 222, 3U; 245, 20 2404, 23
76 43, 465, 3-/ )y 53; ct 4’ J 436, 43/, )y On Abraham 2OL,

3 / 23 202, 23 25; 36I, 2U 363, 30; 4 J 526, 32-37 2, 3069; 42, 533, 32-36
2‘I 378{ an above all, AL the call sacrılice Isaac 43, 200, 3 268, 4, 91-153
Sımilar incidents provided fOr good narratıve and similar observations 1n Hagar’s life;

42, 599, 29-36 $ 71£; 1n Jacob ite 43, 526, 3 52U, ), 142 1; 44,
1/4, 3 175, 6, 2351; iın Joseph’s ife 44, 390, L 3094, 35 7, 123-129; 44/
419, 3/ 420, 32 7ı 161-164.

77 Gn 2 43, I11LL  J 25-36 3l 5320
78 8 13-273 32-40 (n Luther’s uUus«ec of his CONCECDL of the hidden God« ın depicting

Abraham; SCCc Juhani FORSBERG: | Jas Abrahambild 1n der Theologie Luthers: Hdei
SANCt1SS1IMUS. 1954, 31-35
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As he introduced Joseph the cCongregatıon 1n Wittenberg, he labeled
the StOr1es of this patriarch »the Lrue ‚golden legends««, 1n which CGod
„teaches how he boils and fries hiıs Saınts, how he plays ıth them, if
everything he had promised WAaS lie«/79 God remained hidden fOr Joseph,
but he continued that God WAaS ith him CVCIA Potiphar’s wite
tempted him and had him thrown 1into pr1ıson, the (:;erman vers1ion ot his
1523 SCTI11O11S5 explained readers ©° Luther spoke of G0d’s playing iıth
the Sa1lnts 1n similar WaY his students ©! Nonetheless, Luther took ser1-
ously the terror an confusion ot the Salnts when God 15 work ın their
lives »under the AdDDCAIallcle of the OppOSI1LtE « of his Lrue disposition toward
them Luther’s appeal God’s reliability and steadfast lovingkindness 1n
these S1tUaAt10ONS remained the closest he goLt theodical address f the
problem. He retused Hnd explanations fOT quest1ons regarding the orıgen
of evil 1ts ultimate 1n human reason1ng. nstead he ooked the
DCISOULL of his CYCAaLOYr, whose demonstration of love fOr his rebellious hu
180028  » creatures 1n Christ's death the provided al the justification
God needed.

Satan and his 1N10NS AdIC responsible fOr Ial Yy ot the attacks and
afflictions of both temporal and spiriıtual NnNature from 1C Chris
t1Aans uffer, both trom inside themselves and {rom others. The VCLY

of the taithftul people of God provokes the devil V1S1t
tastrophe UDOIL them and their surroundings. The death of Abel the
hands of his brother Caln SAdVC the preacher the OppOrtunıty instruct
the Wittenberg Congregation regarding the persecutıon of God’s people
Dy evildoers ©? In cCcommentıing the famine IsaaCc’s tıme, Luther
pointed Out the Wittenberg Congregatıon that the devil
disrupt lives of those who God through ardship an persecut1ıon

ell 4S temptation.® The Ole ite of the righteous 15 engaged 1n
eschatological conflict.

L. 467; 613, 31-33
S10 632, 635, 76
SI 42, 5y20, 371 2, 3/3); 43, 215, 3-5 4, 115; 4 J 229, 36 230, 4, 13L;

43, 3/1, 24-309 4, 326; 44, Y /, 10-24 6, 130; 4'4/ 466, ”2,-7,6 / 225;
44/ 536, 8-7.0 7, 310; SCC Forsberg: Das Abrahambild 30-41
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T'he Mortification of -he Flesh
Abraham!'’s lie Abimelech®4 reminded Luther that »NOLT only Dassıve
evils dIC inflicted uUuDOI uUs, bringing good UDOIL us, but also the actıve ULCS,
that 1S, the eviıls which ourselves do , fOor they produce the blessing of
repentance.® Evil 0es NOT only invade the righteous and D1IOUS ife ftrom
outside believers. It also from within, and therefore those who ATC

sinftul ell righteous simultaneously AdIC Constantly engaged 1n the
mortification ot the tlesh the destruction of their OW sinful desires an
habits. Theretore, ernar Winkler observes, the devil’s inflicting sultter-
ıng 1ın the battle between Satan and God Ssomet1mes atually works agaınst
the empter’s intent10ns. When this happens, »COMmM{fort 15 often closely
21SSOCiated ıth a1dmonition«.R6

Scholars ave noted that Luther’s treatment of the SINS of the p -
triarchs ıffers from other OommMeNtLTLaAtOrS 1n the medieval tradition and

his contemporarıes, but this approach those Wwho WEIC at the
Samille tiıme the saintliest Sa1nts and the INOST sinful of SINNers contorms

Luther’s understanding of the Christian ite ıte 1n CON-
trontation ith the mM ystery of the continuation of SIN an evıl 1n the
lives of the baptized.®7 Hıs treatment of udah’s intercourse iıth |amar
BAdVC h1s students insight 1INtO the larger CONtTtLEXT of the Dhrase „»Simul

ei ECCALO«,
„The VCIY saintly athers anı s()[I15 of such patriarchs, and others, ATC

described IL11E  . u11 of the weakness and the VECILY blemishes 1C th1s
wretched ature 15 subject. God guided them In wondertul I1L1Lalllıcr Dy h1s Holy
Spirıt, yeL In such WdY that he permitted them are their ( W inclinations, that
1S, the S1N and frut of the original eVil «

As these EeVeNTS teach and console Go0d’s people, they also call them
PUut their evil desires and deeds death Abraham an Isaac »WEeIC lights

of the whole WOT. and ot the church of God | They WCIC perfect
1ın faith, hope, and love, but at the S\AdIllC tiıme abysmal and Orrıbilie S1N-

54 e:! 2 I-I
55 4 J 1LL15, 7i 3, 334

Winkler: Luther als Seelsorger 75
57 See Bornkamm : Luther and the Old lestament, 20-2/.
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L1CI5.« Their examples »„»the preaching of repentance an faith (J)I of
the forgiveness of S1NS, lest AaNVOLC be ITeESsUMPLUOUS because of hıs ( W

righteousness and lest those who ave tallen despair«.®® T'he struggles Jı
the Old JTestament of taith served both WAarlill believers agalınst
falling 1Nto SIN an malke clear their inherent weakness an inclination
toward wrongdoing.

These warnıngs undergirded OIC of the INOST iımportant cCOoNnstıtutıve
elements of Luther’s understanding of Christian PIeLY 1n sintul world I0
attaın the practice of actıve righteousness and bolish the alse gods that
continually lure believers, they IMUust actively Str1ve kzil] their (IW desires

live ife their ( WJmortification of the flesh 1Ss the negatıve side
of the tulfilling of 0d’s commands 1n the ONLEXT 9)ı G0d’s callings. Luther
often repeated his principle that killing off the sintful identity of his people
an bestowing renew1ng their identity his children 15 God’s natural
WAdY Jı doing things 1n sintul world He sed this description of Go0d’s
actıvıtıles SsSinner-saınts both 1ın reterence their COTC identities 1n
relationship him an their practice of their callings In his world In his
portrayal of the relationship 9)ı Abraham ıth Sarah and agar, Luther tound
the patriarch mortihed 1n regard both the Hrst an the second table of
the law ®9 G0d’s command Abraham sacrıfice IsaacCc constituted Lrue

mortification, »S1Itt1Ng 1n sackcloth and ashes« 9° In retelling the of
God’s ıth Abram 1ın Gn 15, Luther noted,

„It 15 ISO the DUIDOSC ot this PadddsC teach what God’s atfure 15 He 15
indeed the deliverer and liberator trom ea But before he delivers, he destroys;
before he makes alive, he plunges 1nNto ea He 15 accustomed ACT In this WAdY,
5: that OUt of nothing he I1AaY make everything.««?
He takes pleasure 1n afflicting but SCS powerful and bıtter TCI11-

edies make the deformity an ftoulness of the depraved sintul Nature
clear his people an cleanse them, the of Joseph’s leading his

88 (In Rebecca 44, 2U 310, /ı f ct Isaac 43, 446, 37 44/, AL \y
2/; 3/1, 3/3) 26; 2 4823, 19-34

19 43, 167, 22-34 4I A4£
43, 213, LWA, 109

UL 42, 5/2, 21-23 3y C the treatment of this CONCEDPL ın Luther’s treatment of
oseph’s mortihcation 44, 454, 36 456, 7, 210
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brothers repenNtanCce shows 92 Theretore, the believer’s struggle agalınst
SIN INUust be CONSC1IO0OUS an aCt1ve, seeking diminish 0)4 eradicate SIN AL

LUrn, Reuben did Dy diverting his brothers from murdering Joseph ®
Hıs 15 NOLT perfect example of avoiding S1N, but Luther moved beyond the
text malke application fOr his students CVCIN though the did NOLT Ht
his polınNt perfectly.?* The mortihcation of the flesh constituted critical
element 1ın the ite of repentanCce.

V{I arrtyıng OULT od’s Commands IN the C(Jontext of HIS Callings
Luther regarded the ıte ®Jı repentance 1n the believer’s obedience 0d’s
commands within the CONLEXT ot Ne’s  / calling the posıtıve COUNtEFDAT

the mortiHhcation of the flesh The ife of repentance 15 lived Out of faith
that G od has g1ven; 1t 0es NOT change 1n far 1t 15 the that
fast God’s gift of his love and the L1IC identity of the child of God But
the fru1ts of faith ( Aall be renewed 4an expanded, rained an cultivated,
believers STOW 1n their faithful eXpression of Cod’s love Luther pointed
Out the Wittenberg congregatıon that the StOFr/es of Abram displayed the
patriarch’s love fOr the neighbor.

,Faith and love tOr God SOVECII love ftOr the neighbor, that do NOt love other
human beings 1LLO1I©e than God When love for God takes PIODCI form, love tOTr the
neighbor 111 also. Love tOr the neighbor SUOVECIILS alls external WOrIKS, that people
perform what love emands commMaAanNds dIC directed Dy IOVeE.«

Luther elileve that this NT, Arst of all, cConverting others, both Jews and
PAagans, and bringing them taith and then demonstrating other kind
Jı love that truly benefits the neighbor an0es arm faith, CVCIL beyond
specific commands of the law ° h1is COLMNCECIIN remained theme,
also 1n Luther’s later lectures. Faith produces ife of love that »advances
daily, when gradually learn LLLOIC and LLLOIC hope, u  J an be patıent.
It 15 0)8i and the SaiImnle al that begins, malesJan reaches perftec-

44, 468, 469, 42 7, 225-230; ct 44, 569, /-1 7, 362; and 4'4/ 5582,
37 555, 35 8! 5-5

073 (GN 3/, 1-22

44, 262, 16-19 6, 377.
J5 2 2/75, 109-32; ct 2 40 /, 410,
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t107,« Luther reflected he placed the Joseph before his students 9°
Hıs desire promote sound Christian living accompanied his desire g1Vve
AdSSUTAallce of God's love 1n Christ his people throughout his lLite

hat growth takes place NOLT 1n religious eNvıronNmMenNnt SEL from
this world but 1ın the midst of daily life, Luther repeated ith frequent
emical references monastıcısm and other medieval religious observanc-
es 97 God has liberated his people fOr the ftaithful performance of divinely
ordained virtues within the believer’s VOCAaAt10ns. Luther presumed that the
examples of the patriarchs, their tamilies, an their Contemporarıles provided
guidance fOr the conduct of aily ife 1n the sixteenth CENLUFY. enes1is
2 Luther could 5SdYy 1n 152JL, »„»there Ad1IC several tOp1CS 1n this chapter that
pDertaın moral acCt1ons, fOr forming human ife and traınıng the spirit« 9°
H1Ss SCII11OT the chapter LW  @] later elaborated the eSSONS be
earned AS sixteenth CENLUFrY ermans OLlLOWEe the example of their ancılent
tellow believers. These eSSONS NCIude children’s valuing their parents’
planning of their marrıages and all Christians’ reCOgN1Z1INg how G0d
for his people, also 1n govern1ing marrlı1age and arrıed lite 99 ven though
ILLAILY ave only fOr the COTILLITLLON an ordinary details of family
oun 1n the StOrles of Abraham and Sarah, Luther WAas convinced that the
Holy Spiırıt had intended instruct ll readers of Scriıpture 1n the PIODCI WaAaY
of conducting human Life 100 The reftormer put uSec OSt of examples 1n
his treatments of (,enesI1s, which, rather than relating tales Jı CXtraVagant

96 4'4/ 4OIL, $ 402, 7, 13'  \O Luther clearly distinguishes between the justification
by 1C. God g1VveSs the CISOULL he Ca be hıs identity that and the
expectations 1C. this newborn child f God Ineets hrough L1C obedience. Thus,
Forsberg’s 4Ssert1on that 1n depicting Abraham!’s justification Luther taught that »1NCAar-
nNate alt brings the justifying of the SINNer »secondly a41SO the wOorks, that 15 the love
‚INn TYTEIO« the human being 15 saved only hrough this INncarnate faith«‚- Forsberg: 1 Jas
Abrahambild 53 In ffect, Forsberg rTeLturns with this a1SE interpretatıon of Luther
the medieval understanding of salvatıon Dy 'a1lt tormed hrough love, Aides charitate
formata«, V1EeW that Luther specifically and repeatedly rejected.

U / 43, 3 J 20-34 3, 217; 43, LOS, IS 109, 3, 325 See a41sSO Luther’s long
crıt1que of monastıc VOWS the hasıs of the example of acob VO God In Gn 25,
20-22; L 3857, L 309, 34; 40U9, 209 51LO,

98 9, 369, ı7i
J9 317/, 320, 13 /29; 419, 31 423, L

10 4‘2l 4./4, 1-5 2'I 296 On Luther’s treatment of Sarah SCC Mattox Detender 117-125.
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religi0us performances Was the CAaSsSC 1n the medieval „Legenda UICAd«,
tell how „the athers live 1n their households wiıith their children, W1VEeS,
SCrVanits, and cattle. Here there 15 outward sShow of religion, but there 15
only (IIM COATSC sack of household life « 101 God’s gift of relationship iıth
himself freed Abraham 1n the WOr Because God 15

»graC10usS, ready forgive, and kind, OUutL and LUrn face ftrom God human
beings, that 15, tend alling king, ] govern the the head
of household, direct the SCTIVAaNTS; if schoolmaster, teach pupils, old
their habits and V1IEeWS toward godliness. In ll of (J)JUT worlks God, who
wanted do such things and, speak, stationed here «192

Luther’s ketch of Christian living placed Go0od’s commands 1Nto the
ONtext f the callings God J1VES; he sed the StOr1es of enes1s depict
and describe the virtues practice and the V1Ces avo1d within the SCL-
ting of VOCAat1o0on. The retormer’s of the lifestyles of the inhabitants
of Sodom and ot ot’s family*°3 led hiım aSSeEeTITt that God has provided

specific SErucCftiure fOr human living CVCIl though he has gıven human
Creatures g00d deal of reedom 1n deciding the etails of how
OuUtT his will ell

»A human TEALU: does NOTt have such reedom that if God has commanded SU11I1C-

thing, he (‚AIl do ıt OT NOtTt do 1t SO far the commands of God AdIC concerned, people
AIC NOLT tree but INUuSt obey the VO1CEe of God endure the seNtenN! of eag Freedom
15 oOperatıve In regard those things about 1C. God has gıven command e  104

aCOo and sau tftered OIlLC between the atter’s SINUS pride and
fOr his brother and the ormer’s modesty, humility, agreeable,

and guileless.!°5
The narratıve of enes1s placed large number of Instances of the

practıce of godly commands vıirtues 218 Luther’s disposals, and he often
made the IMN OST of them He admonished hearers live In ıth each
other, OILC another, and be CONTLENT and satishled 1ın rulfilling

1UOL 43, 432, 38-40 )y
10 42, 632, 1- 3l LL /.
103 ( 15
104 412, 5I2, 21-24 2'l 350 Cf similar Statements 1ın 4' J 34-39 3, 216; and

43, 477, 29 4A78, y /70-/72
105 43, 408, 78 409, 4, 379
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their callings help others an CAaiCcC for their needs. In the practice of
the virtues which Cod commands, Abraham!’s intervention 1n behalftf of
Sodom and Comorrah presented »magnificent example« of love fOr the
neighbor.!°® Joseph’s practice of of Virtues a1sO provided model
fOr Luther’s contemporarı1es.*?/

Luther often taught obedience Go0d’s commands and the practice
of the ViIrtues he ordained Dy contrastıng them ıth V1CEeS. Because the
retormer la1d much worth enıth hat God g1VeS, he
warned agaınst grumbling he ectured the relationships within acob
family.!°® Hı1s sharp words of crt1icısm Lalls Out he noted that Joseph’s
humility an aCCeptanCce of his lot 1n ife StO0d INn stark the
pride and the impatıence 1C. 1t COININON 1n his O W day,

„diabolical DO1SON « that interteres ith devotion God and SeErvICE
others 1°9

Luther did NOLT trap himselt ın legalistic definitions of virtues an V1CES,
however. nstead, he presumed general standard fOr human behavior that
he found 1n Aristotle’s CONCECDL of epieikela. oUug he harshly criticized
the influence of Aristotle’s ;Ethics« fOr 1ts CONstructing definition of hat
1t be human trom lite’s Creator,** 1n aSssess1ıng Joseph’s ite
he turned the balance an wisdom expressed 1n Aristotle’s term The
reftormer presumed that human beings dIC righteous 1n LW  ®] WAadVYVS>, 1n LW  ®]
imens1io0ons of lite; they continue be addressed both bDy God’s promıiıse
an his commands. Thereftore, „the law IN UusSst NOTt be CAast asıde because of
the promı1se of but IMUuUsSt be taught 1n order that discipline an the
teaching CONCcermN£g g00d works ILLAY be retained and ILLAY be taught

I KxnOWwW and humble ourselves atter ave sinned«, that people INaYy
CIn and direct their conduct 1n 40)  Yy and prudent LLallnNer according

the OTIN of the Law « I1 Beyond hat Aristotle could prescribe sStO0d
the faith that exercised itself 1ın study of God’s Word and DIayCI the DIC-
10 276, 275, 32; 337, 15-28
LO / 4‘4/ SOL, 26-39 S,
I05 44, 235, 32 239, 31 6! 320-321
109 44, 432, 433, 32 7, 179-151
1LLO heo [ )IETER: Der jJunge Luther und Aristoteles: 1ne historisch-systematische Untersu-

chung Zu Verhältnis VO  - Theologie und Philosophie. B; OL

LLL 44, 703, 30-40 Ö, 170
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SUpposıtıon for al] performance of vocatıon and vıirtue ın the horizontal
relationships of human ite Repeatedly Luther emphasized the dependence
of the Christian ife listening God ven though CGod had spoken dı
rectly the patriarchs, tOr Luther’s Contemporarı1es, that hearing

reading God’s Word trom Scripture. When God speaks, his CAN1ıldren NOT
only listen but reply. Abraham!’s struggling 1n PIayCI GCod behalf of
Sodom presented mmo of prudent but resolute and unrelenting PIayCl,

pattern for bold beseeching that seemed Luther pOrtray PIaAayCI
aiımed 4T compelling CGod forgive.  II2 The practices ot daily ite began 1n
CONversatıon ıth God and proceeded living Out (30d’s callings aACCOTd-
ıng his commands.

VII YINg Al
Such ite 1Ve within Go0d’s callings 1n aCcCOrd ıth od’s commands
prepared the baptized die ell Early 1n his CAdTiTCcCT Luther adapted the
medieval of the A1LS moriendi his OW. message, * and he continued

PICDAIC his hearers for dying hrough go0od counsel how live 1n al
and love throughout his 1fe i{rom the pulpit an 1ın his lectures. Noah lived
1n dependence GOod, Luther reminded readers of his enes1s SCIILLOLS,
confident that his Life wWas pleasing God because of God’s mercitul regard
fOr him SO IN UST al live that they INaYV be prepared die 114

Baptismal death and resurrectiıon shaped the words Luther sed
describe God’s blessing of departure trom this ıfe the better ıfe iıth
him, fOr instance, 1n describing G 0d’s promıise Jacob he WAaSs about
depart fOr Egyp When eat od’sal people they 111
ave the that God SAdaVC Abraham, Luther interpreted (n 2N,
Luther described ea INOST pleasant sleep 1C Tea fOr
those who know that Christ takes them from this ite Luther also lkxnew

112 L 282, /27 283, /21; 342, 29 343, 2U; 43, 41, 51 44, 3, 232-236
113 2, 685-697 42, See also Robert OLB »E1n kindt des todtS« und „»CGottes

(rast« das Sterben ıIn Luthers Predigten. LThK 31 2007]), 3-22, and Ne:il LEROUX' Martın
Luther com({orter, WYI1LtINgS eat Leiden 2007/, 45-80

114 3-16
115 44, 637, 640, .6 S, 79-583
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the quest1ons Christlians ask, and he posed fOr hıis students the uCLY,
‚Where did Abraham go% What 0€es 1t 1L11CcCAall be gathered hıs people?
These words Luther found be »evidence of the resurrection and the
future life, | comtort fOr al who Tu 1n C0d«

„We have clear and extens1ive knowledge about ea and ife SINCE AdIC (C1I -

taın that UU Savl1lor Christ EeSsSus 15 sıttıng AL the right hand Of God the Father and 15
waltıng fOor when depart this ıte Theref{ore, when depart trom the living,

Ort the Cuardijan of OUT souls, who recelves 1nto his hands «116

The example of the Datriarchs could alsSO be put UuUSs«c 1n instructing
parishioners 1n the DIODECI reaction the death of loved OIlLlC Abraham
provided such 189(08] 1n his CaicCc for the burijal of Sarah, g00d work that
the preacher commended the Wittenberg Congregatlion. He explained
that Abraham!’s SOTTOW and had een recorded NOLT bad example
but because such SOTTOW and suffering 1s result of the love tor others that
taith produces.!!7 Not fear of death but rather confidence 1n the promised
resurrection 1n Christ ypified Luther’s attitude toward death 115 In living
and dying 1n God that ea love for God and neighbor governed
Christian exX1istence.

IT ConclIusion
Luther’s desire recultivate the garden otf Christendom Ht effectively
gether ıth his WdYy of reading an CONVeYy1Ng the biblical LEXT the record
Of C(0d’s addressing real, fles  and-blood people 1n the mi1dst of daily lives.
God’s INCSSasC centered his OW love fOr his people that had led him
CYrTeatfe them and, 11ICC allen, e-C them through the work of Jesus
Christ. Therefore, God’s commands reflected his original eXpectations of
what WOU result trom their reCOgN1zZINg him God and themselves his

II6 43, 357, 23 358, L 4, 3009. Luther CONtIiNueEeS with consolation for the dying and
the grl1ev1ing the basıs of Abraham!’s eat and wiıith extens1ive LreAaALMENT of U UCS-
t10NS elated ea 4'4/ 355, 15 364, 4l 310-318

11/ L 31L, 35 313, 35; 2 4058, 29 35
LLS Robert OLB „Litfe 15 king and Oord VCTea Martın Luther’s V1ICeW of eat and dying.

In Tod und ense1lts In der Schrifttkultur der Frühen Neuzeit/ hrsg. VO  3 Marıon Kobelt
Groch; Cornelia Niekus-Moore. Wiesbaden 2008, 23-45
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beloved human Creatures; those commands do NOT SEL forth his expectatiıons
that had be met restore relationship ıth him For restoring that
relationship, 1kke creating 1t 1n the YSt place, lies beyond the capabilities
of human Creatures Create, whether SINNers nO  e

10 Out the taslk of recultivating the lives of G0d’s people,
conduct the CONVersatıon between life-restoring God and those dead In
LreSPASSES and S1N, Luther turned number of COMMUNICAt1ıVeEe devices.
()ne of them WAasSs the of the faithful, for instance, depicted 1n Gen
eS1S. Agaıinst the background ot these stor1es, which he presumed matched
and illuminated the experlences ot his contemporarıes, Luther cultivated
the ife of repehNtance that 15 ase uUDOIL 1ın God he has revealed
imself In Christ, that Susta1ıns ın suffering and DUtTS death the
desires that ead alse gods and talse living, that believers IL1LAYy live
Out their callings according God’s command, and die they ave 1ve
relying God
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