
Vergleich herangezogen, schliefßlich ut des ölkumenischen Gesprächs, der utheri
1ıne durch Luthers doppeltes Verständnis schen Theologie und des christlichen e
der Rechtfertigung ermöglichte Verbesserung meinschattslebens hinzuweisen.

Doctrine and Life 1n Luther and Melanchthon
Semıinar Leader: BO Krıstıan Holm
Keporters: BO Yıstı1an Holm and Lubomir Batka

The Sem1nar ocused the relationship and especlally ın sanctifying 0d’s holy day In
interactıon between doctrine and lite, with this there 1S, according BUuSS,
speclal attentıon the relationship between analogy between worship an the ACT of

Creatlon.theology and doctrinal CONLENT an
Christjan conduct, doctrinal clarity and DasS Lubomir Batka, 1n his »Original SIN
toral Certalnty, theology and pedagogy, with COMDarıson of Luther and Melanchthon«,
the 311 of establishing toundation for U0)8885: led the discussion 1nto interrelatedness of
parısons between Luther and Melanchthon, clarity and certalinty. Combparıng Luther’s
and with the intention of elucidating how Introduction the Epistle the Romans
doctrine 15 used aM how doctrinal ditterences 1522)| and Melanchthon’s » LOC1 18082888

shape practical approaches and V1ICe theologicarum SCUJu Mypotyposes theo-
With the »YOU sanctify the logiae« ( 1521], he fOocuses the tundamental

holy day Luther’s V1IEeW worship ın SO1I1NC 1n the understanding gf original SIN 1n
of his catechetical WTI1LLINSS« Paulo Buss reftormation theology. ıle Luther 15 VCILIY
began the discussion Dy grounding the func- clear 1n his identification of SIN with 15
t107 of doctrine 1n the m1idst of worship. He lief, Melanc.  on 15 concerned with
States from emphasis the sabh SIN aCkK of ust1ice Luther aCCECDLtS the
atical reSst ı the soul 1n the earlier WrT1ltings, Pauline teaching about the toreknowledge
towards Zgrow1ng emphasis the hearing of God doctrinal COMNSCQUENCE of the
of the Word 1n the sanctitication of the holy fact that sinful IL1124  . CAaNnnOot S\aVC himself and
day. Luther’s STrONg pedagogical understand- that salvatiıon tOr this VCLY I1CAaSon otally
Ing of the ftunction of worship, focusing depends God, but 15 NO developed AI1Yy
the right understanding of the word oft God, turther, leaving 1t CONCEDL of 1150O-
15 counterbalanced by emphasis the lation. Ontrary, Melanc.  on begins with
Congregatıon’s aCt1V1ity ın pralsıng, SINZ1IN£ the toreknowledge of God and the merits of
and prayıng It 15 God who 15 actıng, S1V- Christ 1n order understand the proclama-
Ing his ustice sinful 111all And justifed t107 of salvation. tOr Luther the word of
SINNEerSs AIC nothing but recCe1Vvers, hut that God DE the doctrinal SYSTCH, then tOr
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Melanchthon the doctrinal SysStem DECIL the pDO1NtS at potential misleading tormulation
word of God Comfort, however, 15 NOLT lack made by Luther. Poach’s solution 15 there-
ing in Melanchthon’s theology. Quoting the tore heologicall sound he uScCcSs Luther
Apology, Batka STAates that Christian teach- COrTrTeCTt himself, see1ng Luther’s Christol-
Ing for Melanchthon 15 exactly what brings OSY close the theopaschite Neo-Chalce-
the abundant consolation that evoted (CU1I1- donism of the Council anı Maxiımus
SCIENCES need Contessor 1580-662) Finally, Anfechtungen

understood the „Gethsemane of the SOUl«The sem1nar Was led Step urther 1INto the
understanding ®Jı the interrelatedness of doc. DO1INtS AL the ultimate, martyrological SUT7-

trıne and preaching 1n Luther’s work In Pau[l render the 111 of God, the doctrine of
Christ ftorms the believer’s ıteHinlicky’s „CThe deity has withdrawn«:

Luther’s doctrinal preaching of Christ torsa- USS1 O1VIStO en the „Luther SCC-
ken Dy C(10d according Psalm c As his t107N « Dy investigatiıng „The tension between

doctrine and ife In Luther’s later Commen-SUUICC he used both the original and the VCI-

S1075 edited by Poach In 15/2 In discussion Lar y Galatians 1 1531/1535)«. Ko1vısto be
with oachim Mörlin 1514-1571I]), Andreas g1Ns his Dy noting the alterations 1n
Poach ( I515-1585| emphasises that Christ 15 the WOT. V1CEW separatıng ftrom Luther’s
NOL perfect I1  - who W1NS prıze and time. Passıons Ad1C longer understood
chares 1t wiıith his triends, but the 1INCarnate either God-sent Devil-sent. Vırtues have
Son of CGod who WI1INS those dead iın their lost their function of controlling the DaS-
S1INS back 1ıfe The Hnal part of Luther’s S10NS. 10 understand the relation between
SCIINOLIL, there{fore, g1VES Poach rouble Here doctrine and ife 1n Luther, therefore
Luther speaks about the withdrawal of the need take Luther’s doctrine virtues
deity trom Christ, 1C. ead nto consideration. By identifying doctrine

notion of Christ UuUftoOonOmOoOu 1119a  . with heaven and ıfe iıth earth, Luther
tulfilling the ega demand fOor alt in God 1ın g1VES doctrine the highest value possible,
exXtrem1s, and 1n this WadYy actually SuppOrt and, hrough the doctrinal virtue of aıit
MaJor’s doctrine: bona D' SUNT necessarla the Christian takes part 1n the immutable
ad salutatem. Poach tr1es solve the prob- God his identifiication and partaking 15
lem DYy distinguishing between the 1mMma- clear separatıon of doctrine trom ife At
NeNtT Irınıty and the eCONOMIC Irınıty aAM the S\”’ILlC tiıme, the theological Vviıirtues COIl-

Dy the antı-Nestorian doctrine of Uu- neCt C(WO realms: 'a1t 15 the
Nn1ıcat1ıo idiomatum; doctrines that AdIC In [0) 1n love, the heavenly and immutable
ord with Luther’s theology hbut have SCan doctrine 1S the [0) 1ın ıte thoug. Lu
hasıs ın the actual SCIILLOMNN For Hinlicky, ther rejects the value of Aristotelian
the study of the sSshows the interface philosophy tor living 1ın the world, he
between doctrine and ife In three ditterent tally rejeCts 1tSs value 1n spiritual INatters

WaYysS 1TSs of all, ıt illustrates how theology nstead his understanding of doctrine an
has be understood pathos NOLT pOo1 heological vırtues, according KO1VI1StO,
eS1S, neither cCOoONstruction 1910)4 StroONg brings him closer both Paul/l and Plato,
distinction between Hrst-order kerygma who shared the oOp1ın1ıon that Vvirtues have
and second-order doctrine. Second, the LEXTL divine OrMg1N.
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CHhris Croghan contributed with the Da 1n Melanchthon, and that the actual (‚UI1-

DCI „Examen OTUu dSC study In Mel text of COMMUNICAtION thus shapes doectri-
anchthon’s pedagogical method and the nal tormulations. In both J stud-
similation of Aristotle«. Melanchthon’s 1eSs d1IC needed HMOWeVver, 1t clearly ShOows
phasis rhetoric and dialectics becomes how Melanchthon himselt, despite h1s at.

HNECECSSaL y background for understanding termath, nds ın positıion VeCIl closer
„»Examen qu1 audiuntur NfLe rıtum Luther than generally presumed, especlally

when this „fourth LOC1« 15 taken 1nto COIN-publicae Ordinationis UUa commendatur e1Ss
mınısterıum euangelii« 1ın the rst part Jı sideration.
the The second part draws attentiıon In the Hnal »Promuise, liberty, and PCL-
Melanchhon’s use of the Aristotelian meth- SeCut10on: exploring hilipp Melanchthon’s
od of 1nvent10, the COTrTreCLt uUuSsS«Cc of demonstra- contextual theology«, David DICS-
t1ve quest10ons. The 1r part eals 11101 NS the „Unterricht der Vısıtatoren die
specifically wiıith Melanchthon’s assımılati- Ptarrherrn 1mM Kurtürstentum Sachsen« 1528|
( JM of Aristotle, and the ftourth pPart with an the »Le1pz1g articels« 1548| SUOULTICCS fOr
the application of Aristotle 1n „»Examen understanding Melanchthon’s role bothChris Croghan contributed with the pa-  in Melanchthon, and that the actual con-  per »Examen eorum: a case study in Mel-  text of communication thus shapes doctri-  anchthon’s pedagogical method and the as-  nal formulations. In both cases, more stud-  similation of Aristotle«. Melanchthon’s em-  ies are needed. However, it clearly shows  phasis on rhetoric and dialectics becomes  how Melanchthon himself, despite his af-  a necessary background for understanding  termath, ends in a position even closer to  »Examen eorum qui audiuntur ante ritum  Luther than generally presumed, especially  when this »fourth Loci« is taken into con-  publicae ordinationis qua commendatur eis  ministerium euangelii« in the first part of  sideration.  the paper. The second part draws attention to  In the final paper »Promise, liberty, and per-  Melanchhon’s use of the Aristotelian meth-  secution: exploring Philipp Melanchthon’s  od of inventio, the correct use of demonstra-  contextual theology«, David Lumpp pres-  tive questions. The third part deals more  ents the »Unterricht der Visitatoren an die  specifically with Melanchthon’s assimilati-  Pfarrherrn im Kurfürstentum Sachsen« (1528)  on of Aristotle, and the fourth part with  and the »Leipzig articels« (1548) as sources for  the application of Aristotle in »Examen  understanding Melanchthon’s role as both  eorum ...«. A comparison between Melan-  teacher and reformer, aware of his public  chthon’s use of the topic »poenitentia« as an  responsibilities. In »Unterricht der Visita-  example of the process of dialectical inven-  toren ...«, the discussion of tribulation gives  tio in »Elementorum rhetorices libres II«  Melanchthon an opportunity to integrate  and the same topic in »Examen eorum ...«  doctrine and life, sketching the knowledge  shows striking similarities, which, accord-  that tribulations are to be met with. The  ing to Croghan, contributes to the under-  differences in these works show how actu-  standing of the context and concepts that  al circumstances, pastoral and catechetical  shaped the teaching, preaching and polem-  consideration and »damage control« shape  ics in later Lutheranism.  the formulations. In Melanchthon’s Unter-  The development in the theology of the  richt, the promise is articulated by using  later Melanchthon was the subject of Bo  language of atonement and satisfaction,  Kr. Holm’s paper »Doctrine and life in Me-  while the »Leipzig articles« explicitly uses  lanchthon’s German and late Latin Loci«,  the language of justification. In 1518, liberty  which focused on the seldom read, but now  is defined more explicitly and Melanchthon  reedited, Heubtartikel Christlicher Lere.  asserts the necessity of good works. In 1548,  he works harder to define the boundaries of  Caused by Melanchthon’s response to Osi-  ander’s accusation, and due to the more  liberty rather than the concept itself. Lumpp  cathetical function of the German Loci, the  ends by arguing in defence of the intent of  presence of Christ plays a much more cen-  the »Leipzig articles« and, at the same time,  tral role than previously in Melanchthon’s  a theological clarification and correction of  theology. This could give the impression  its language, especially concerning the ne-  that Luther’s Christological qualification  cessity of virtues etc. for salvation.  of divine presence is more suitable for cat-  The result of the seminar discussion  echetical purposes than is the traditional  can be summarised in the following main  pneumatological qualification normally found  points:  243Comparıson between Melan teacher and reformer, of his public
chthon’s uUuSCc of the ODIC »DOeN1ıteENt1A« responsibilities. In „Unterricht der Vısıta-
example of the DIOCCS f dialectica 1nNven- the discussion of tribulation g1VveESs
t10 In „Elementorum rhetorices liıbres II« Melanc.  on Opportuniıty integrate
and the Salillle ODI1C 1n »E xamenChris Croghan contributed with the pa-  in Melanchthon, and that the actual con-  per »Examen eorum: a case study in Mel-  text of communication thus shapes doctri-  anchthon’s pedagogical method and the as-  nal formulations. In both cases, more stud-  similation of Aristotle«. Melanchthon’s em-  ies are needed. However, it clearly shows  phasis on rhetoric and dialectics becomes  how Melanchthon himself, despite his af-  a necessary background for understanding  termath, ends in a position even closer to  »Examen eorum qui audiuntur ante ritum  Luther than generally presumed, especially  when this »fourth Loci« is taken into con-  publicae ordinationis qua commendatur eis  ministerium euangelii« in the first part of  sideration.  the paper. The second part draws attention to  In the final paper »Promise, liberty, and per-  Melanchhon’s use of the Aristotelian meth-  secution: exploring Philipp Melanchthon’s  od of inventio, the correct use of demonstra-  contextual theology«, David Lumpp pres-  tive questions. The third part deals more  ents the »Unterricht der Visitatoren an die  specifically with Melanchthon’s assimilati-  Pfarrherrn im Kurfürstentum Sachsen« (1528)  on of Aristotle, and the fourth part with  and the »Leipzig articels« (1548) as sources for  the application of Aristotle in »Examen  understanding Melanchthon’s role as both  eorum ...«. A comparison between Melan-  teacher and reformer, aware of his public  chthon’s use of the topic »poenitentia« as an  responsibilities. In »Unterricht der Visita-  example of the process of dialectical inven-  toren ...«, the discussion of tribulation gives  tio in »Elementorum rhetorices libres II«  Melanchthon an opportunity to integrate  and the same topic in »Examen eorum ...«  doctrine and life, sketching the knowledge  shows striking similarities, which, accord-  that tribulations are to be met with. The  ing to Croghan, contributes to the under-  differences in these works show how actu-  standing of the context and concepts that  al circumstances, pastoral and catechetical  shaped the teaching, preaching and polem-  consideration and »damage control« shape  ics in later Lutheranism.  the formulations. In Melanchthon’s Unter-  The development in the theology of the  richt, the promise is articulated by using  later Melanchthon was the subject of Bo  language of atonement and satisfaction,  Kr. Holm’s paper »Doctrine and life in Me-  while the »Leipzig articles« explicitly uses  lanchthon’s German and late Latin Loci«,  the language of justification. In 1518, liberty  which focused on the seldom read, but now  is defined more explicitly and Melanchthon  reedited, Heubtartikel Christlicher Lere.  asserts the necessity of good works. In 1548,  he works harder to define the boundaries of  Caused by Melanchthon’s response to Osi-  ander’s accusation, and due to the more  liberty rather than the concept itself. Lumpp  cathetical function of the German Loci, the  ends by arguing in defence of the intent of  presence of Christ plays a much more cen-  the »Leipzig articles« and, at the same time,  tral role than previously in Melanchthon’s  a theological clarification and correction of  theology. This could give the impression  its language, especially concerning the ne-  that Luther’s Christological qualification  cessity of virtues etc. for salvation.  of divine presence is more suitable for cat-  The result of the seminar discussion  echetical purposes than is the traditional  can be summarised in the following main  pneumatological qualification normally found  points:  243doctrine and life, sketching the knowledge
chows striking similarities, W.  1C. ACCOTd- that tribulations AIC be InNet with The
ıng Croghan, contributes the under- differences ın these works sShow how CIu-
standing of the CO and that AAl C1IrCUumMstances, pastoral and catechetical
shaped the teaching, preaching and polem- consideration and »damage control« shape
1CS ın later Lutheranism. the tormulations. In Melanchthon’s nNier-

The development the theology of the richt, the prom1se 15 articulated Dy us1ıng
later Melanc.  on W AaS the subject of bO language Jı atonemen and satisfaction,
Kr Holm’s „[Joctrine aM ife ın Me 1ıle the »Le1PZ1g artiıcles« explicitly uSsScCcs$s

lanchthon’s (‚erman and late Latın LOC1«, the language Jı justification. In I5I8, iberty
which ocused the seldom read, but L1LOU0W 15 defined LL1LU1C eXxplicitly and Melanc.  on
reedited, Heubtartikel Christlicher Lere A4SSeEeTIts the neCESSItY of g00d works. In 1545,

he works harder ne the boundaries ofCaused DYy Melanchthon’s (Js1
ander’'s aCCusatıon, and due the iberty rather than the CONCEPL itseltf
cathetical function of the (‚erman LOCI, the ends by arguıng 1n etence of the intent of

ı Christ plays much ILLUOIC CC I1- the »Le1pz1g articles« and, At the SaIine tıme,
tral role than previously 1n Melanchthon’s theologica clarıhlcation and COrrection of
theology. his COn gıve the 1mpress1on 1ts language, especially CoONcern1ing the
that Luther’s Christological qualification CESSLLY Jı virtues eiIiCc fOr salvation.
of divine 15 INOTC osultable tor Cat- The result of the SsSeM1INaAT discussion
echetical than 15 the traditional CAll be summarised ın the following maın
pneumatological qualification normally oun DO1NtS:
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1.1 FOor the reformers, doctrine 15 fect and the stated consolatory effect of the
tormulated doctrine. his distinction estab-sert1on gf truth agaınst the lie, dealing

ıth immutabhle divine things. At the SA\AILIC lishes critical interplay.
tıme, there 15 interplay between 3.1 Consolation needs Hrm basis be
alt and doectrine. Doctrine 15 the result certaın. The right doctrine and NOLT the
of a1lt At the sSa1llle tıme, alt 15 deter- 388 doctrine 15 what elps cConsole
mined by the historical ULLSCIISU of the the CONSCIENCE. The clear articulation of
church, expressed ın doctrine. octrıiıne ftaiıth 1n doctrine, al least according Melan
surrounds the practical itfe heaven S{(I1- chthon, thus makes the WdY tor the Gospel.
rounds the earth The observation W ds>s made that Melanch

Based the COMNSCIISUS of the church thon’s early understanding Jı alt Hducia
SOINC doctrines Ad1IC 19910)8° tundamental than was later ltered nclude the comprehen-
others: the ( anon, Irıinıty, Christology, the S10N of a1lt notıitlia Consolation
teaching Girace. these ead the doc. hrough understanding the Gospel by clear
trıne of Justification the central CADICS- teaching.
S10 f Reformation theology. 5 Luther DULtS the emphasis the

The PrI1IMary function of doctrine 15 DECL of preaching the PIODECLI place for
ate the practical ıfe of Christian. 1 0CC ComMmMuUnNIcatıng Gospel with 1ts consola-
trıne g1ves hat 1t explains. Thereftore doc. LCOLY aSpeCL. Consolation hrough
trıne 15 intertwined with PIOCCS ı COLI- clear tormulations that iIncrease alt In
mun1ıcatıon. Tue doctrine 15 determined by this WaY 1t 15 right Sd Y that Lrue doctrine
1ts CONsolatory value powerful WCADOLL 15 dependent 1ts bility function
agalnst the assaults of the Devil There 15 Gospel.

need make decent explanation of the 3: CONCECDL of doctrine oriented towards
CONteENtT of al the listener. FOr Luther 1ts actual COMMUNILCaAtıon needs SCCUTIC
and Melanchthon, Lrue doctrine COMMUNLN- basıs. 'h1Ss SCCUTC basis, however, 15 agaın

God’s salvation sintul Ihan Not atter of actual COMMUNILCAt1ON, S1NCEe the
INCIC information, but doctrine 15 always at only guide 15 the actual usc of the

It contaıns the divine title of immutabıil-the S\AaiIllc time atter of divine self-giving,
although the emphasis the identity oft the Lty NOt the Inspıratıon of letter, but of
divine gift with the divine gıver 15 the Spırıt. In dealing with the e, Luther
iın Luther. emphasises the Nnarratıve character of the

Emphasising the consolatory effect of INCSSasc of ESUS Christ, 1ıle Melanchthon
doctrine, 1t 15 NECESdI Y distinguish be emphasises the right theOolog1ıca. method

the Gospel with 1ts consolatory eft clear deductive SC1enNCEe.
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