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Sexuality and Marrıage 1n Luther’s Theology
Semm ar Leader: Sammel i untunen
Keporter: Christopher Boyd Brown

Sammeli1 untunen.: „Luther SPX « Lu ıladaren AdIC central Luther’s theology
ther’s VIEWS INUSTE be SEL In CONLEXT ot late of marrıage, NOLT only the g0al of XUa-

medieval valuation of celibacy VeCTrT 1L1AI1- lity but Iso the central good worlk of
rlage, ideas ®Jı courtly love, and practices of married iıte Luther, drawing MYySt1C1SM,
marrıage such clandestine Ng  NS speaks highly of married love Braut-Lie-
Luther’s central COMNCECTII 15 help be 1C 15 commanded wıthıin the STA-
troubles gt CONSCIENCE about SC  < H1s OU11l- of marrıage. thoug, Luther SAdVC 1LLLOTIC

se] 15 ounded 1n his theology of Creation, flexible pastoral advice In exceptional
tablished DYy od’s will but distorted by S1IN, SCS his nNnormatıve teaching sexuality W ads

and essentialist anthropology of humans grounded 1n his oft natural law and of
male and female, ounded 1n the el marrlıage pDart of the ereated order.

but also corresponding natural law and Robert GUuYy ETWIN: „Neither SAaCrammen

LCAaSOIl Luther understood them Sexual 1107 Martın Luther, marrıage, 4an
the modern WOT. Medieval Christianresponsibility 15 exercised within the Natu-

ral orders created Dy God and governed by teaching and regulation marrıage eve-
the LaW; neither celibacy L1LOT1 marrıage 15 ope rather late, 1n the canonical synthesis
WdYy Jı salvatıon, but marrıage 15 regulated of angled matrıx of 1D11Ca CXLIS, Koman
by C0d hrough the worldly regıment. LaWS, and patrıst1ic reflections. The Nnı

Luther CY1LtE1C1ZEeS the medieval theology of t107N of marrıage SaCrament took place
celibacy ature and In anıl- alongside the exaltation o{ celibacy SP1T1-
festation of self-righteousness. FOrTr all but tually super10r. Dıvergence trom rules requl-

VECLY few, marrıage 15 NECCSSaLY remedy nng clerical celibacy W as practically Nst1itu-
agaınst unchastity. Within marrıage, SCX 15 tionalized In much of Europe.
NOT only licit but commanded. Neverthe- Luther’s early reject1on f ecclesiastical
less, Luther contıinues AaSSEeTIT the ugus- regulation of marrıage Was OUnNn:! with
1N1an-  O1C Cr1ıticısm of SCX VCIl withıin his roader rejectıon of law Marrıage
marrıage irrational exstasıs. (In the other belonged the created order, NOL the order of
hand, Luther’s rejectiıon of the ordo Caritatlıs salvation though the sharp systemat1ızatıon

fundamental theologıca principle might of theology of orders elongs the 19°
ead LLLOTC DOosıtıve appreclatıon ot SCX CENLUFTY, NOT Luther ASs condition ot
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human lite, marrıage 15 natural and un1ıver- AiLipp Melanchthon stands ımly within
sal, and elongs the civil order regula- this tradition at INallıYy pO1Nts. He 15 rımly
LE, though practically Luther had help H11 anti-Pelagian and aCCECDItS the description of
the SdD eft by the reject1on of law lust prımary example of the disorder ot
marrıage. Luther thus desacralizes marrıage original SIN He declines ecture clas-
1ıle see1ng 1t part of the soc1lal order X1S- Sical the »SYyIMDOSIUM « that reflect
ting atter the Fall for the restraint of SIN „»unNatural« sexual practices. He S0CS beyond

Luther’s VIEWS ATC be contrasted ıth Augustine ın elevating marrıage VCIL celi-
Retormed and Anglican descriptions of I11al- bacy, distinctive Protestant VvOo1cCe within

the Christian tradition. Tradition 0€esrlage divine well with
Enlightenment descriptions oft marrıage Melanc.  on SOUICC for the etense of

Luther Ca  3 intorm Crıt1que of clerical marrl1age.
CONtEIM DOrAFY resacralize 1LL1Al- In his wrıting marrı1age, Melanchthon
rage well proposals yie. discussion 15 particularly, though NOT exclusively, COIl-

of marrıage entirely the STALE; at the S\4aIne cerned with practical Inatters An extended
time Luther’s (IW. presuppos1t1ons IN UST be discussion Wads incorporated 1Nto the » LO0C1
called 1INnto quest1on ın secular aM plural theologici« trom 1543
1st1Cc WOT. ames Arne Nestingen: „Luther Mar-

Harold Ashley all »Some otes rnage, Vocatıon, and the (TOSS« Luther’s
Marrıage and Sexuality 1n the Early Church doctrine of vocatıon, standing together with
and 1n the Worlcs of Philipp Melanchthon« justification the „tW1Nn CENTLETIS« of his
The theology of marrıage and sexuality 1n theology, guides his frequent reLIurn the
the early church developed under the PIE subject f marrıage in his WwrI1tiIng, lecturing,
Supposiıtıon of ftundamental agreemen be and preaching: marrıage 15 the PI1MAary COIl-

Christian morality and the best TEXT tor creaturely alling ell the place
moral teaching. In that CONLTLEXT, homosex- ın 1C. the 15 pplied believers.
uality W das tolerated, though criticized, Luther’s theology of marrıage 15 shaped
long Lt dıd NOLT interfere with the SOC1a| DYy his redehnition of Sp1rıt and Fflesh ın
obligation The central ımportance of alt and unbelief, ıIn ight of 1C. »  1I-

of marrıage Was that of procreatıon SUuP- rage 15 the INOST religious of all It 15
DOTL the The praıse gf religi0us celiba Iso intormed by his theology oft Creation:
C I1 Christians Iso drew classıical Luther COUNEFES the household 11 the
models of praıse tOr celibate philosophical three Orders In 1C. Clod’s creatıve work
ıte Celibacy spread trom monast1ıcısm Continues, though provisionally 1n relation
become the IN0O tOr ishops well God’s kingdom 1C stands beyond The

Augustıne etends conjugal INtercourse household 15 1LLLOTC prımary than c1ivil SO -
and the goodness Jı marrlage while CY1t1C1Z- verNMENT, but Iso regulated by law, S{ÜWI111l-

ıng disordered sexual desire. Despite Pelagian marized 1n the ommandments and the
CY1E1C1SM, Augustıine maıintained close 80)85 „Haustafel«. »In the Spırıt«, however, the
nect1on between lust and the transmıssıon lı demands of the law uUuDON the household be
original SIN H1s ideas hadlong influence 1n the OLILLC Christian VvOoCcatıon of SeErV1ICE, ()I)!  M

Western theological tradition. ımportan that Luther US5CS otherwise prob-
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ematic Janguage of COOperatıon with God Luther’s emphasis honor and obe.
describe 1ts work, graC10us partnership dience within hierarchical relationships

beyond law within the tamily ralses quest10ns ın (‚UO1l-

The family 15 Iso place particularly teINPOrarYy perspect1ve. Limıts obedience
characterized by the amıiıd the LrOU- dICc NOt always clearly developed However,
bled but cshared relationships of household Luther’s understanding of reC1procC1ity 1n rela-
life, place therefore also where the Spırıt tionships 15 helpful and challenging fOr (CONMN-

brings repenNtanCce OUt of despair and Uu[I- LEINDOFALY ethics.
recti1on OUuUt of the deep reedom of the ChristopherBoyd Brown: „Lhe Retormati-
forgiveness of S1NS. Luther’s marrıage with ®Jı arrıage OIL Luther’s Students«
Katherine VO  . Bora wWwWas both IM atrıx AN: The wedding SCTIINONS of Luther’s students
exemplar ftOr these insights. here, especially Johann Mathesius 11504-

Pernilla Parenmalm: „TChe alling Dal- 1565), yrMaCus Spangenberg, 1528-1604) and
nthood and parent1ing: reflections LU- Hıeronymus Mencel 1517-1590] WCIC key
ther‘'s V1CW of ILL, 11, and Vocation« by 1C. Luther’s theology of [1L1AI1-

Luther’s ideas IMUuSt be SCCI] 1n the CONtLEXT of rage W2aS selectively and creatively 1NS-
late medieval SOC1l1etYy and religion, including mitted large public. Though Luther
changing oOpportunıit1es tOr women’s work ın preached few such SCIILNOLNLS, his students
rural and urban envıronNments both 1n U0)885 WCIC argely responsible fOr developing the
I11O.:  3 with husband alone, witchcratft, I1 usıng material trom Luther’s enes1s
and prostiıtution. Religiously, VIrginNıty CS- lectures, alk, and treatises well
pecially for of the classes W Aas medieval precedents.
considered super10r married 1ıte Lutheran preaching, however, abandons the

Luther SEL his description of marrıage ın medieval subordination of praıse of marrıage
polemical Opposıtıon monastıc life, the praise of celibacy. VCLY wide a8% of
per10r CONLEXLT Or g00d WOrKs, ocated within 1D11CA. especially Old Jlestament 1Ia-

the temporal regıment and the STALLUS CCO- t1ves, the hasıs tor SCT1I110115 the New
NOM1CUS. He recognized sexuality 1M- lestament epistles have surprisingly small
DOrtant and healthy element 1n human ite role Wedding SCI1INOMNS SdVC clergy OppOTrtU-

Especially ımportant 15 Luther’s under- Nıty for presenting themselves „Hausvater«
standing g married ıte and parenthood well DaSstOrs and for both crıt1ique and
vocatıon, antidote human egocentriCc1- efense of popular CUStOMS

C Lt 15 gift of GOod, though 1t has been COT- Lutheran preachers g1ve little attentıon
rupted by SIN He g1ves special attentıion mora|l crıt1que of sexual actıvıtlıes within
the work of ra1sıng cAılaren part of the marrıage. The eruc1jal boundary 15 between
catıon of marrıage. Parents AdIC chow love marrıage and everything that takes place OuUt-
for their children DYy teaching and discipli- side SIN attending married sexuality L5 rela-
nıng them 8i the parents :aıl ın their DrIIMary tivized Dy the understanding that al] human
responsibility, however, the cCivil authorities aCt1V1Lty 15 inevitably attended Dy SIN They
should intervene. Luther’s of marrı1age Iso uUuS5C language of „delight« aM » p]ay;;

VOCcatıon WAaSs expressed ın his testament describe marital relations and praise pass1ıoN-
4ate love between husband and witewhich appointed Katharina guardian.
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Lutheran preaching about the „Ehecreutz« after his In Strasbourg 11538-1541], he
15 key application of the theologia CYUC1S COU. the 1Ssue agaın. In the mi1d-1540S
aily ıte and medieval preach- he proposed laws that gradually took etffect
ıng ın 1C. such mistortunes the 1rt They WCIC ormally accepted 1n 1561 oung
of handicapped CN1ılaren WCIC understood people COU Yy without parental CUI1-

divine punishment fOr particular sexua! SCNLT AL the d5CS f eighteen for and
S1NS. LWENLY tOr INn The impediments g..

In describing relatıons between usbands and marrıage WCIC those of close
an W1VEeS, patriarchal authority 15 PIESUD- lationship. First COUS1INS COU NOLT Y,

tOr instance. Also intectious disease COUuUposed, though the SCITIINOMNS OTr
phasize reciprocal obligations, such the hbe impediment COU. the discovery
usband’s duty heed the advice of 0 that the I1W d NOLT VIrg1ın. nNngagements
wite They regard the household place WCCIC entorced. Within GS1X weelzs of the
ot emotional solace and relatıve informality IMNENT, couples WeIC expected INaITY,
1n the StriCcCt roles assumed ın the 1C. they did at regular worship SETrVICE
public sphere. betore the SCIIL1LOIL (OInce married, divorces

eannıne Olson John Calvin’s VIEWS of WETC granted for adultery tOr extended
marrıage and divorce evidenced 1n the absence, assumıng the SDOUSC Was dead
mariıtal laws of (‚eneVvVa«c About yCal had abandoned the marrıage. They WOCIC dif-
after Calvin arrıved ın (‚eneva ın L536 he and Cult obtain  J and ILLLU1IC IC  > successtully
the other DastOrSs proposed the C1Ity OU1l- obtained them than Brutality Was

cCil, 1C ruled the C1Ity, that the councıil NOLT LCAaSON tor divorce oug. ıt W as dis
appoıint commıttee deal with marital courgaged. The ultimate penalty fOor PCAd-
mMmatters and discipline, gıven the absence Jı ted adultery Was ca althoug this Was

the 110OI1 law of the Church of Rome. The exceptional.
council did NOTt aCCECDL this proposal. HOWEeV- [)arcı Drehmer Iso participated 1ın the
CL, when Calvin returned (Gseneva 1n 1541 sem1nar.

Sem1inar ber Luthers Briefe
Seminarleiterin: Ute Mennecke
Berichterstatter: Johannes Schilling

Luthers Briete lohnen ımmer und Immer (Jte MennecKke, Protessorin ftür Kirchen-
wieder die Lektüre, als Quellen für sSe1in Le geschichte der Evangelisch-Theologischen
ben und Werk, als Zeugni1sse ihrer eıt und Fakultät der Unıversıtät Bonn und selbst
ihrer Epoche, als literarische exte Autorıin eines ausgezeichneten Buchs über
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