


Part I. The Agony: 1517-1546 

Introduction 

Men of God have long known t h e  agonies t h a t  Chr is t -  
ians  must endure for t h e  sake of  t h e  t r u t h .  John t h e  
Bapt is t ,  preacher of repentance, was beheaded. Stephen 
was stoned t o  death. There is  l i t t l e  reason t o  doubt 
t h a t  a l l  t h e  apos t l e s ,  except S t .  John, were honored 
wearers of the  martyr 's  crown. From these  beginnings 
t h e  nmber  of Chr is t ian  martyrs i n  t h e  e r a  of t h e  New 
Testament i s  legion. They made a choice between l i f e  
and death,  - l i f e  ever las t ing  o r  e t e r n a l  death.  

One of them, D r .  Robert Barnes, was burned a t  t h e  
s t ake  a t  Smithfield,  London, on J u l y  30, 1540. H i s  
confession of f a i t h ,  made a t  the  s take ,  was published 
i n  Germany with a preface  by Martin Luther i n  which 
Barnes was re fe r red  t o  by the  Reformer as h i s  English 
f r i end ,  "This holy martyr, S t .  Robert. '' Luther added : 
"This Doctor, I say, w e  knew very well and it is an 
especia l  joy t o  u s  t o  hear ,  t h a t  our good pious t a b l e  
companion and guest  of our home, has been so  graciously  
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c a l l e d  upon by Cod t o  shed h i s  blood,  f o r  IIis S O F I ~ S  
sake ,  and t o  become a ho ly  mar tyr .  Thanks ,  p ra i se  
and g l o r y  be t o  t h e  Fa the r  of  our dear Lord Jesus  
C h r i s t ,  t h a t  Ife has  permitted u s  t o  see again, as i n  
t h e  beginning,  t h e  times tvherein C h r i s t i a n s  who have 
eaten and drunk with  u s  a r e  t a k e n  b e f o r e  our  eyes, and 
from our  eyes  and s i d e s ,  t o  become mar ty r s ,  t h a t  i s ,  ts 
go t o  heaven and become s a i n t s , "  

A C h r i s t i a n  who could speak t h u s  of t h e  dea th  of 
one of h i s  F r i ends  could scarcely have been overwhelmed 
and deso l a t ed  by t h e  p rospec t  of  h i s  o m  martpdom.  
\fien Mart in  Luther made h i s  courageous af f i rmat ion  a t  
t h e  Die t  of  Worms i n  1521 h e  was s u r e  t h a t  h i s  a m  
martyrdom was a t  hand. I t  d i d n ' t  ma t t e r .  He had h i s  
f a i t h  and he  had h i s  c a l l i n g .  No personal danger couHd 
persuade him t o  be u n f a i t l ~ f u l  t o  11i.s God o r  t o  h i s  
voca t i on .  

But i t  was one t h i n g  f o r  lais enemies t o  cons ide r  
him a h e r e t i c .  Ilow d i d  lae r e s p n d  t o  t h e  heresies of 
o t h e r s ?  The answer t o  t h a t  ques t i on  i s  t o  review h i s  
e n t i r e  career as a r e f a m e r ,  But how d i d  h e  r e a c t  t o  
t h e  f a l s e  t e ach ings  of  h i s  f e l l ow  t eaehes s  a t  the Uni- 
v e r s i t y  o f  Wittenberg? How d i d  he d e a l  wi th  h i s  f r i e n d s  
when they  e r r e d ?  We t a k e  h i s  a c t i v i t y  a s  t h e  Reformer 
of t h e  hledieval Ciiturck f o r  gran t ed .  Ilow d i d  he react 
t o  f a i t h l e s s n e s s  t o  t h e  Word of  God when i t  occur red  
w i th in  t h e  Church r e f o m e d ,  w i t h i n  t h e  c i r c l e  of  h i s  
f r i e n d s  and co l l eagues  a t  t h e  Un ive r s i t y ,  wi th  t h e  Saxon 
c o u r t ?  We who f i n d  ou r se lve s  i n  t h e  tu rmoi l  of  t h e  
d e t e r i o r a t i n g  orthodoxy of  a  Lutheranism t h a t  i s  l o s i n g  
i t s  f o o t i n g  on t h e  p a t h s  o f  r evea l ed  t r u t h  may we l l  
look t o  Mart in  Luther f o r  i n s t r u c t i o n  and a s s i s t a n c e .  
He and h i s  s p i r i t u a l  f o l l ower s  who remained s t e a d f a s t  
and r e b u i l t  i h e  temple of  t r u t h  i n  t h e  Formula o f  Concord 
may we l l  assist  u s  a s  we f a c e  t h e  same k inds  o f  e r r o r  
t h a t  t hen  t h r ea t ened  t h e  ve ry  f u t u r e  o f  t h e  Lutheran 

Church, We a r e  s t i l l  t h e  possessors of t h e  Book of 
Concord, t h e  enduring monument t o  t h e i r  i n t e g r i t y  , 

herence t o  t h e  trmths of Holy S c r i p t m e ,  and 
t h e i r  determination t o  pass the  t r u t h s  of t h e  apos to l i c  
f a i t h  on t o  succeeding generat ions.  

It  has o f t en  been s a i d  t h a t  no r e l i g i o u s  s t r u c t u r e ,  
decayed and degenerating, has ever returned t o  i ts  
p r i s t i n e  heal th  and vigor.  But su re ly  t h e  col lapse  
and the  regenerat ion of  Lutheran orthodoxy between 
the  years 1546 and 1580 i s  an exception t o  t h a t  r u l e .  
What happened i n  those years is one of  t h e  unique 
wonders of t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  t h e  Chr is t ian  Church. I f  
we, today, f ind  our own Lutheran Church d e t e r i o r a t i n g  
i n  the  same miasma t h a t  infected  it i n  t h e  generat ion 
a f t e r  Luther's death w e  should by no means be discon- 
so la te .  We have i n  hand t h e  same remedies a s  they. 
We a r e  c e r t a i n  t h a t  t h e  means employed by honest theo- 
logians t o  r e s t o r e  t h e  Lutheran f a i t h  i n  t h e  16th 
century a r e  ava i l ab le  and e f f e c t i v e  f o r  u s  today. We 
may not be ab le  t o  bring a l l  of 20th century Lutheran- 
i s m  t o  i ts  o r i g i n a l  p u r i t y  and s t rength .  We can assure  
t h a t  a remnant of Chr i s t i ans  w i l l  contend e f f e c t i v e l y  
f o r  the f a i t h ,  and we can make c e r t a i n  t h a t  t h e  o ld  
foundations remain f i rm and strong.  God has given u s  
H i s  Holy Word. The Holy S p i r i t  w i l l  continue t o  en- 
l ighten  us  i n  our e f f o r t  t o  f i n d  to keep t h e  t r u t h s  
revealed t o  mankind i n  t h e  Bible. We stand on t h e  
shoulders of  g i a n t s ,  t h e  he ro ic  men who produced t h e  
enomously valuable documents t h a t  comprise t h e  Lutheran 
Confessions. 

We s h a l l  dea l  first with t h e  agonies of t h e  confes- 
s o r s  i n  Luther's l i f e t i m e  from 1517-1546, then with t h e  
agonies of the  confessors from 1546-1580, t h e  generat ion 
a f t e r  Luther's death,  and f i n a l l y  apply t h e  lessons 
learned t o  t h e  agonies o f  t h e  confessors i n  the  Luth- 
eran Church i n  t h e  20th century. 
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S i n c e  o u r  p r e s e n t  c o n f l i c t  is  n o t  i n  t h e  c o n t e x t  
o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y  a s  n tchole, o r  w i t h  enemies o u t s i d e  
t h e  c l lurch,  b u t  r a t h e r  w i t 1 1  o u r  own b r o t h e r s  i n  t h e  
Lutheran Church,  we s h a l l  look f i r s t  a t  o c c a s i o n s  f o r  
c o n f l i c t  w i t h i n  t h e  most i n t i m a t e  c i r c l e  o f  Lutherans, 
t h e  members o f  t f ~ c  facult!,  of t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  of i i i t -  
terlberg i t s e l f .  S t a u p i t z ,  C a r l s t r i d t ,  A g r i c o l a ,  and 
; \ lelanchthon will s e r v e  a s  case s t u d i e s  i n  t h i s  i n q u i r y ,  

John S t a u p i t z  f -1 5 2 4 )  

Among t h e  i n t i m a t e  f r i e n d s  and academic c o l l e a g u e s  
o f  Mar t in  Lu ther  a t  t h c  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Wit tenberg s u r e l y  
t h e  f i r s t  p l a c e ,  i f  n o t  t h e  h i g h e s t  r a n k ,  must b e  ac- 
corded t o  John S t a u p i t z ,  t o  whom Luther  c u s t o m a r i l y  
r e f e r r e d  as "My d e a r e s t  Fa the r" .  S t a u p i t z  r e c e i v e d  
h i s  D o c t o r a t e  i n  B i b l i c a l  Theology from t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  
o f  Tubingen i n  1500, was e l e c t e d  V i c a r  General  o f  t h e  
German Congregat ion o f  Reformed Augus t in ians  i n  1503 
and soon t h e r e a f t e r  a s s i s t e d  F r e d e r i c k  t h e  Wise i n  
o r g a n i z i n g  and s e c u r i n g  f a c u l t y  f o r  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  
Wi t t enberg ,  s e r v i n g  bo th  a s  Academic Dean and P r o f e s s o r  
o f  U i b l i c a l  Theology.  ffe was a d e e p l y  r e l i g i o u s  and 
s i n c e r e l y  p i o u s  man, t h o r o u g h l y  s t e e p e d  i n  t h e  f i ne s t  
s t r a i n s  o f  Fledieval mys t i c i sm.  We should  remember 
S t a u p i t z  w i t h  g r a t i t u d e  i f  f o r  no o t h c r  r eason  t h a n  
t h a t  he  b rough t  Lu the r  t o  Wi t t enberg ,  f i r s t  as a  v i s i t -  
i n g  l e c t u r e r ,  and l a t e r  t u r n e d  o v e r  t o  t h e  f u t u r e  Re- 
former  h i s  awn c h a i r  i n  B i b l i c a l  Theology.  

In  t h e  f i r s t  y e a r s  o f  L u t h e r ' s  t h e o l o g i c a l  d e v e l s p -  
ment S t a u p i t z  was bo th  academic s u p e r i o r  and f a t h e r  
c o n f e s s o r .  IIe comfor ted  Luther  when a  deep  consc ious -  
n e s s  o f  s i n  and g u i l t  a s s a i l e d  him. Fie a s s u r e d  t h e  
young t e a c h e r  and monk o f  God's  f o r g i v e n e s s  and p o i n t e d  
him c o n s t a n t l y  toward t h e  c r o s s  o f  C h r i s t  s a y i n g  t h a t  
"You must look t o  t h e  wounds o f  C h r i s t ,  and nowhere 
e l s e ,  t o  f i n d  t h e  s o l u t i o n  o f  your  a n x i e t i e s . "  Luther  

was l a t e r  t o  say t h a t  " i f  it had not been fo r  Staupitz 
I should have sunk i n  hel l ."  

In  the f i n a l  analysis it  was the  love and s p i r i t u a l  
concern which Staupitz gave Luther, not ins t ruct ion 
i n  theology, t h a t  was the  primary contribution which 
StaupiLz rendered t o  Luther's l i f e  and developaent. 
Staupitz,  f o r  a l l  of h i s  doctoral degree, was never 
more than a simple and pious mystic who could not 
understand the  depth of LuLherls concern over s i n  any 
more than he could undefstmd the  theological syn- 
t he s i s  t ha t  was developing from h t h e r e s  study of the  
Word. A t  length Staupitz threw up h i s  hands i n  despair  
over the  re l ig ious  con f l i c t  and accepted appointment 
t o  the  quiet  l i f e  a s  abbott of the  Benedictine monastery 
of St. Peter a t  Salzburg. He could not understand the  
meaning o r  the  purpose of t he  strife t h a t  had been en- 
gendered by Martin Luther's theology. He d i d  a lone- 
some and dejected lnan i n  1524. 

But Luther never forgot t he  kindness, t he  love, and 
the  comgassionate pastoral  cme he had received from 
Staupitz. Saddened by Staupi tze  re turn t o  monastic 
l i fe  uder the old theology Luther m a t e  i n  1521: "Truly 
your submission has saddened me not a l i t t l e ,  and has 
;horn me tha t  you a r e  d i f f e r en t  from t h a t  ~ t a u ~ i t z  who 
was the herald of grace and the  cross." (SEaith 108- 
Preserved S u i  t h ,  
New York, Barnes 
years l a t e r  Luther wrote t o  Staupitz again rebuking 
him f o r  not writ ing and said:  "Even i f  I have l o s t  
your favor and good w i l l ,  it would not be r i gh t  f o r  me 
t o  forget  you o r  be ungrateful  t o  you, f o r  it was through 
you t h a t  t he  l i g h t  of the  gospel f i r s t  began t o  shine 
out of darkness i n to  my heart." (L.W. 49,480 Luther's 
Works, Philadelphia and St.  Louis, Fortress Press and 
_____. 

Concordia, 1955-). What we should note here is  tha t  
Luther did not tu rn  against  h i s  old f r iends  i n  anger o r  
hatred. Luther only expressed h i s  regre t  over Staupi tze  
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John S t a u p i t z  f -1 5 2 4 )  

Among t h e  i n t i m a t e  f r i e n d s  and academic c o l l e a g u e s  
o f  Mar t in  Lu ther  a t  t h c  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Wit tenberg s u r e l y  
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o r g a n i z i n g  and s e c u r i n g  f a c u l t y  f o r  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  
Wi t t enberg ,  s e r v i n g  bo th  a s  Academic Dean and P r o f e s s o r  
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former  h i s  awn c h a i r  i n  B i b l i c a l  Theology.  

In  t h e  f i r s t  y e a r s  o f  L u t h e r ' s  t h e o l o g i c a l  d e v e l s p -  
ment S t a u p i t z  was bo th  academic s u p e r i o r  and f a t h e r  
c o n f e s s o r .  IIe comfor ted  Luther  when a  deep  consc ious -  
n e s s  o f  s i n  and g u i l t  a s s a i l e d  him. Fie a s s u r e d  t h e  
young t e a c h e r  and monk o f  God's  f o r g i v e n e s s  and p o i n t e d  
him c o n s t a n t l y  toward t h e  c r o s s  o f  C h r i s t  s a y i n g  t h a t  
"You must look t o  t h e  wounds o f  C h r i s t ,  and nowhere 
e l s e ,  t o  f i n d  t h e  s o l u t i o n  o f  your  a n x i e t i e s . "  Luther  

was l a t e r  t o  say t h a t  " i f  it had not been fo r  Staupitz 
I should have sunk i n  hel l ."  

In  the f i n a l  analysis it  was the  love and s p i r i t u a l  
concern which Staupitz gave Luther, not ins t ruct ion 
i n  theology, t h a t  was the  primary contribution which 
StaupiLz rendered t o  Luther's l i f e  and developaent. 
Staupitz,  f o r  a l l  of h i s  doctoral degree, was never 
more than a simple and pious mystic who could not 
understand the  depth of LuLherls concern over s i n  any 
more than he could undefstmd the  theological syn- 
t he s i s  t ha t  was developing from h t h e r e s  study of the  
Word. A t  length Staupitz threw up h i s  hands i n  despair  
over the  re l ig ious  con f l i c t  and accepted appointment 
t o  the  quiet  l i f e  a s  abbott of the  Benedictine monastery 
of St. Peter a t  Salzburg. He could not understand the  
meaning o r  the  purpose of t he  strife t h a t  had been en- 
gendered by Martin Luther's theology. He d i d  a lone- 
some and dejected lnan i n  1524. 

But Luther never forgot t he  kindness, t he  love, and 
the  comgassionate pastoral  cme he had received from 
Staupitz. Saddened by Staupi tze  re turn t o  monastic 
l i fe  uder the old theology Luther m a t e  i n  1521: "Truly 
your submission has saddened me not a l i t t l e ,  and has 
;horn me tha t  you a r e  d i f f e r en t  from t h a t  ~ t a u ~ i t z  who 
was the herald of grace and the  cross." (SEaith 108- 
Preserved S u i  t h ,  
New York, Barnes 
years l a t e r  Luther wrote t o  Staupitz again rebuking 
him f o r  not writ ing and said:  "Even i f  I have l o s t  
your favor and good w i l l ,  it would not be r i gh t  f o r  me 
t o  forget  you o r  be ungrateful  t o  you, f o r  it was through 
you t h a t  t he  l i g h t  of the  gospel f i r s t  began t o  shine 
out of darkness i n to  my heart." (L.W. 49,480 Luther's 
Works, Philadelphia and St.  Louis, Fortress Press and 
_____. 

Concordia, 1955-). What we should note here is  tha t  
Luther did not tu rn  against  h i s  old f r iends  i n  anger o r  
hatred. Luther only expressed h i s  regre t  over Staupi tze  



d e c i s i o n  t o  t u r n  back t o  t h e  church as i t  had been 
and s a i d :  " I t  w i l l  be a  mi r ac l e  i f  you do  no t  f a l l  
i n t o  t h c  danger  o f  denying C h r i s t  ." ( L , \ S .  49,49) 
The l e t t e r  c lo sed  i n  t h e  s p i r i t  o f  love  t h a t  S t a u p i t z  
had once shown t o  Luther .  " I  s h a l l  c e r t a i n l y  n o t  
c ea se  wishing and pray ing  t h a t  you w i l l  be tu rned  
away from your c a r d i n a l  and t h e  papacy a s  I am, and 
a s  c e r t a i n l y  you you r se l f  once were,  ?.lay t h e  Lord 
h e a r  me and t a k e  you t o  h imse l f ,  t o g e t h e r  with  u s , "  
(L.W, 49,SO). 

Andrew C a r l s t a d t  (2477-1 542) 

The h i s t o r y  of  t h e  Lutheran Reformation knows no 
f i g u r e  ss  s t r a n g e ,  s o  u n p r e d i c t a b l e ,  s o  t r a g i c a l l y  
i n c o n s i s t e n t  as Andrew C a r l s t a d t .  Gordon Kupp des -  
rdbes  him as "Res t l e s s ,  b lending  unusual  r a shnes s  wi th  
s t r a n g e  t i m i d i t y ,  a lways,  and wherever he  went a  t r o u -  
blemaker,  he  was a  kind s f  p o l t e r g e i s t ,  and i t  i s  no 
acc iden t  t h a t  t h e  most r c l i a b l e  ghost  s t o r i e s  o f  t h e  
Reformation c e n t e r  around him. Ile r e c a l l s  t h e  Sc r ip -  
t u r a l  v e r d i c t  on Reuben, ' u n s t a b l e  a s  wate r ,  he s h a l l  
n o t  e x c e l l ' ,  b u t  it was n o t  f o r  want of  t r y i n g . "  ( I n  
Luther Today, Decorah, Iowa. The Luther Col lege P re s s ,  
1957, p.110. The c i t a t i o n  i s  from t h e  l e c t u r e  "Luther 
and C a r l s t a d t "  pages 107-129. Prof .  Kupp's i n t e r e s t  
i n  C a r l s t a d t  i s  b r i l l i a n t l y  p resen ted  i n  more ex t ens ive  
form i n  another  b iog raph i ca l  s k e t c h ,  pages 49-153, i n  
P a t t e r n s  of Reformation, P h i l a d e l p h i a ,  F o r t r e s s  P r e s s ,  
1969) . Iiere Prof .  Rupp d e s c r i b e s  C a r l s t a d t  a s  " t h a t  
n o t  unknown phenomenon, t h e  'coming mant who somehow 
f a i l s  t o  emerge, t h e  en fan t  t e r r i b l e w h o  r e f u s e s  t o  grow 
up and i n  whom o r i g i n a l i t y  t u r n s  t o  e c c e n t r i c i t y . "  ( 

C a r l s t a d t  had joined t h e  Wittenberg f a c u l t y  a t  t h e  
age of  twenty-e igh t ,  t h r e e  yea r s  a f t e r  t h e  founding of  
t h e  u n i v e r s i t y  i n  1502. In 1510 he  became p r o f e s s o r  of  

theology and archdeacon of t h e  Cast le  Church. In I512 
he was dean of t h e  f a c u l t y  and presided over the  cere-  
monies i n  which Martin Luther was awarded a doctora te  
i n  theology. h b i t i o u s  f o r  t h e  o f f i c e  of Provost, a 
pos i t ion  requir ing a degree i n  law, he hust led o f f  t o  
a diploma m i l l  i n  I t a l y  where he added a doctora te  i n  
c i v i l  law t o  t h e  doc to ra te  i n  theology which he already 
had earned a t  Cologne. 

C a s l s t a d t g s  i n t e r e s t  i n  S t .  Auguseine e n d e a r 4  him 
t o  Luther, who del ighted i n  h i s  exposit ion of  Augustine 
and sa id  t h a t  here  was no t  '@the paradoxes of Cicero, 
but  our own Car l s t ad t ,  nay r a t h e r  Augustine . . . . 
Blessed be Gsd who once again b ids  l i g h t  t o  shine  out  
of darkness." (Pat terns ,  Rupp, p.57) Car l s t ad t ' s  
l ec tu res  of S t .  Augustine, 
published i n  1518, was a l s o  warmly camended by h t h e r .  
Car ls tadt  and Luther were agreed on t h e  danger o f  per- 
mi t t ing  t h e  i n t m s i o n  of s c h o l a s t i c  log ic  i n t o  b i b l i c a l  
theology. 

I t  appears t h a t ,  d e s p i t e  h i s  s e n i o r i t y  on t h e  f a c u l t y ,  
Car ls tadt  accepted t h e  pos i t ion  Lbather had earned a s  t h e  
accepted leader o f  t h e  theological  faculty. Yet it was 
taken fo r  granted t h a t ,  when the  Leipzig debate of 1519 
was projected,  Car l s t ad t  would take  t h e  leading r o l e  i n  
t h e  debate. The s t o r y  of C a r l s t a d t 8 s  bumbling perfor-  
mance and Luther's e f f e c t i v e  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  a t  t h e  end 
of t h e  debate i s  well known. So a l s o  is  t h e  f a c t  that 
Luther emerged t he  s t ronger  of t h e  two proponents of 
h t h e r a n  theology. Luther f e l t  so r ry  f o r  h i s  f r i end  
and dedicated h i s  commentary on Galat ians t o  him. He 
wrote t o  t h e  Saxon Court saying of Car l s t ad t :  "Treat 
him gent ly ,  he has had a rough handling from Eck." 
(Pat terns ,  Rupp, 75) 

Car l s t ad t ' s  continued preaching of Luther's theology 
of t h e  cross  and h i s  emphasis on t h e  au thor i ty  of  Holy 
Scr ip ture ,  "the majesty of Holy W r i t 1 ' ,  a s  he ca l l ed  it, 
resul ted  i n  the  addi t ion  of h i s  name t o  the  papal b u l l  



d e c i s i o n  t o  t u r n  back t o  t h e  church as i t  had been 
and s a i d :  " I t  w i l l  be a  mi r ac l e  i f  you do  no t  f a l l  
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i n c o n s i s t e n t  as Andrew C a r l s t a d t .  Gordon Kupp des -  
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s t r a n g e  t i m i d i t y ,  a lways,  and wherever he  went a  t r o u -  
blemaker,  he  was a  kind s f  p o l t e r g e i s t ,  and i t  i s  no 
acc iden t  t h a t  t h e  most r c l i a b l e  ghost  s t o r i e s  o f  t h e  
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t u r a l  v e r d i c t  on Reuben, ' u n s t a b l e  a s  wate r ,  he s h a l l  
n o t  e x c e l l ' ,  b u t  it was n o t  f o r  want of  t r y i n g . "  ( I n  
Luther Today, Decorah, Iowa. The Luther Col lege P re s s ,  
1957, p.110. The c i t a t i o n  i s  from t h e  l e c t u r e  "Luther 
and C a r l s t a d t "  pages 107-129. Prof .  Kupp's i n t e r e s t  
i n  C a r l s t a d t  i s  b r i l l i a n t l y  p resen ted  i n  more ex t ens ive  
form i n  another  b iog raph i ca l  s k e t c h ,  pages 49-153, i n  
P a t t e r n s  of Reformation, P h i l a d e l p h i a ,  F o r t r e s s  P r e s s ,  
1969) . Iiere Prof .  Rupp d e s c r i b e s  C a r l s t a d t  a s  " t h a t  
n o t  unknown phenomenon, t h e  'coming mant who somehow 
f a i l s  t o  emerge, t h e  en fan t  t e r r i b l e w h o  r e f u s e s  t o  grow 
up and i n  whom o r i g i n a l i t y  t u r n s  t o  e c c e n t r i c i t y . "  ( 

C a r l s t a d t  had joined t h e  Wittenberg f a c u l t y  a t  t h e  
age of  twenty-e igh t ,  t h r e e  yea r s  a f t e r  t h e  founding of  
t h e  u n i v e r s i t y  i n  1502. In 1510 he  became p r o f e s s o r  of  

theology and archdeacon of t h e  Cast le  Church. In I512 
he was dean of t h e  f a c u l t y  and presided over the  cere-  
monies i n  which Martin Luther was awarded a doctora te  
i n  theology. h b i t i o u s  f o r  t h e  o f f i c e  of Provost, a 
pos i t ion  requir ing a degree i n  law, he hust led o f f  t o  
a diploma m i l l  i n  I t a l y  where he added a doctora te  i n  
c i v i l  law t o  t h e  doc to ra te  i n  theology which he already 
had earned a t  Cologne. 

C a s l s t a d t g s  i n t e r e s t  i n  S t .  Auguseine e n d e a r 4  him 
t o  Luther, who del ighted i n  h i s  exposit ion of  Augustine 
and sa id  t h a t  here  was no t  '@the paradoxes of Cicero, 
but  our own Car l s t ad t ,  nay r a t h e r  Augustine . . . . 
Blessed be Gsd who once again b ids  l i g h t  t o  shine  out  
of darkness." (Pat terns ,  Rupp, p.57) Car l s t ad t ' s  
l ec tu res  of S t .  Augustine, 
published i n  1518, was a l s o  warmly camended by h t h e r .  
Car ls tadt  and Luther were agreed on t h e  danger o f  per- 
mi t t ing  t h e  i n t m s i o n  of s c h o l a s t i c  log ic  i n t o  b i b l i c a l  
theology. 

I t  appears t h a t ,  d e s p i t e  h i s  s e n i o r i t y  on t h e  f a c u l t y ,  
Car ls tadt  accepted t h e  pos i t ion  Lbather had earned a s  t h e  
accepted leader o f  t h e  theological  faculty. Yet it was 
taken fo r  granted t h a t ,  when the  Leipzig debate of 1519 
was projected,  Car l s t ad t  would take  t h e  leading r o l e  i n  
t h e  debate. The s t o r y  of C a r l s t a d t 8 s  bumbling perfor-  
mance and Luther's e f f e c t i v e  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  a t  t h e  end 
of t h e  debate i s  well known. So a l s o  is  t h e  f a c t  that 
Luther emerged t he  s t ronger  of t h e  two proponents of 
h t h e r a n  theology. Luther f e l t  so r ry  f o r  h i s  f r i end  
and dedicated h i s  commentary on Galat ians t o  him. He 
wrote t o  t h e  Saxon Court saying of Car l s t ad t :  "Treat 
him gent ly ,  he has had a rough handling from Eck." 
(Pat terns ,  Rupp, 75) 

Car l s t ad t ' s  continued preaching of Luther's theology 
of t h e  cross  and h i s  emphasis on t h e  au thor i ty  of  Holy 
Scr ip ture ,  "the majesty of Holy W r i t 1 ' ,  a s  he ca l l ed  it, 
resul ted  i n  the  addi t ion  of h i s  name t o  the  papal b u l l  



Exsurge Domini of  June 15, 11520, which excomunicated 
L u t h e r .  N o t  long l a t e r  t h e  u n i v e r s i t y  provost d ied  and 
Car l s t ad t  was not  a p p o w e d  t o  t h e  pos i t i on .  He took 
it with reasonable  grace ,  because, a f t e r  the  Diet of  
Woms and Luther ' s  has ty  e x i l e ,  Gar l s t ad t  stepped i n t o  
t h e  r o l e  of u n i v e r s i t y  leadersh ip  with great enthusiasm 

!'Luther Baas started t h e  Refomation,"  he thought 
'kws l e t  u s  g e t  on with it.'' Me married a s ix teen-  
year  o l d  g i r l ,  ce lebra ted  t h e  Lord" Supper i n  both 
kinds aga ins t  the  e l e c t o r 8 s  p o s i t i v e  p r a h i b i t i o n ,  called 
t h e  presence of images and p i c t u r e s  i n  t h e  churches a 
s i n ,  and i n i t i a t e d  t h e  b e d l m  of  d e s t r u c t i o n  and vio- 
lence  i n  Wittenberg t h a t  r e s u l t e d  i n  Lu the rPs  p rec ip i -  
t a t e  r e t u r n  t o  t h e  c i t y ,  Order was re s to red  as a r e s u l t  
o f  a s e r i e s  of  e i g h t  s emons  preached by h t h e r  on sue- 
cess ive  days, En a l l  t h i s  C a r l s t a d t D s  rime was no t  
once mentioned, But it must have been a temible h m i l -  
i a t i o n  fo r  him, The Court suspended h i s  p r i v i l e g e  of 
preaching i n  t h e  par ish  church and conf isca ted  some of 
h i s  wr i t i ngs .  A t  t h e  u n i v e r s i t y  he was demoted, by 
h i s  account ,  t o  t h e  g iv ing  of l e c t u r e s  on Zechariah, 
H e  bought a farm, though s t i l l  r e t a i n i n g  h i s  u n i v e r s i t y  
pos t  and its s t ipend ,  dressed l i k e  a peasan% a d  an- 
swered t o  t h e  n m e  "neighbor Andrewq', He a t tached him- 
self t o  t h e  t o m  church at  Orlmunde and f i l l e d  t h e  
pastoral o f f i c e  vacated i n  h i s  favor by Ksnrad Glktzsch, 

Very popular as a p a s t o r ,  he continued h i s  wr i t i ng  
and achieved a c m s i d e r a b l e  fal lowing.  A cont inuing 
embarrassment t o  Luther a d  h i s  col leagues a t  Witten- 
berg ,  he lashed out  a t  t h e  pre tens ions  of  academic 
degrees and ma& t h e  d o c t r i n e  of t h e  pr ies thood of  a l l  
b e l i e v e r s  apply t o  rn e q u a l i t y  of f a c u l t y  a d  s tuden t s .  
But worse w a s  ts come as he urged t h e  development o f  a 
lay-minis t ry  and a worker-priesthood. 

hther  was becoaing more a d  more troubld by the 
PPsraaonstrositiesw that were flowing frm C a r l s t d t e s  
pen. But the plost Luther would do about it, op.rt 
f ~ m  rejecting the ermrs tkat  were being bradlurst, 
was to say *at, if worst cme to worst, he wmld haye 
40 'pray @gainst Cm%st&tMe [L,W. 49, 73)- Drake John 

el & P ~ s Q & ~  to return t a  

was sent QB a. preaching tar which iacl 
where he Sand enthusiaseic loyalty to Cas~lstdt md 
abemaaions worse than myane h a  imaaginnd. The S ~ O B  

i s h d  4 ammg-ents were rpit h i s  projgnat 
wife t o  folPw later, Carl t o  %ftttc!rl 
where the Swiss, aach t o  th 
k ~ i n  btkaergs thorn in  the f lssh.  

Byck in  Gemmy later flirting with 
Wenzcr urd the revclutionaries in the days prscding 
the  Peasmts8 W ~ V O B & ~  h z h a r  say& his fomer fried 
frm %he fate sf Bis exacugd iatas in the rwo- 
Pution by caking Garlstdt m d  h i s  Emily in t s  h i s  o m  
hoae a d  securing pefeissicn f a r  the exiled professor 
t o  zmairz i n  Smony on eondigion tkat he P 

ht Andrew Carlstadt could no m e  keep quiet than 
the w i d  a d  ehe wave, We return& t o  Switzerld i n  

Csllsquy ira 1529, to *ich 
ssion. H i s  resp~nse was st t 
a reject ion o f  Isuthar- d 

of the ru l  presence. This won hi .  a chair i n  theology 
at the b i v e r s i t y  o f  h s l e .  I t  was a restless te-e 
md the authorities were not desolate when he d i d  of 
the plague in  1541. 

'Elhe btheran Refomation suffered much frtm the in- 
transigent irresponsible conduct of  Caslstadt. We 
was an errbarrassnent t o  Luther, yet the refomer hoped 
against hape that he wsuld e a t  to his senses. Hd said,  
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family moved t o  Wittenberg, Luther was absent  a t  Smal- 
kalden. The new professor  and h i s  family l i ved  i n  
Lutherf  s home f o r -  s i x  weeks while housini  was secured 
f o r  them. Agricola discharged some of  Luther ' s  univer-  
s i t y  and preaching d u t i e s  during t h i s  time. 

I n s t a l l a t i o n  i n t o  h i s  professorsh ip  apparent ly  gave 
Agricola i l l u s i o n s  of grandeur,  because he l o s t  no time 
tak ing  h i s  antinomian views out  of moth b a l l s  and elab-  
o r a t i n g  them pub l i c ly .  A paragraph from t h e  Table Talks 

C______________. 

(L.W. 54, 233) r e f l e c t s  Lu the r9s  chagrin over the f a c t  
t h a t  Agricola had been saying t h a t  " the law should not  
be preached i n  church because it does no t  j u s t i f y . "  
Later  i n  t h e  same year  Luther s a i d  o f  Agricola:  "My 
b e s t  f r i e n d s  want t o  d r i v e  me under f o o t  and throw t h e  
gospel i n  confusion . . . . How p a i n f u l  it is  t o  l o s e  a 
g o d  f r i e n d ,  one who is  cherished with a g r e a t  love:  
I have had him a t  my t a b l e ,  he has laughed with me, and 
y e t  he opposes me behind my back . . . To r e j e c t  law, 
without  which n e i t h e r  church nor  c i v i l  a u t h o r i t y  nor any 
ind iv idua l  can e x i s t ,  i s  t o  kick t h e  bottom out  of t h e  
b a r r e l . "  (L.W. 54, 248) 

Luther was forced t o  preach pub l i c ly  aga ins t  t h e  a n t i -  
nomianism o f  Agricola and he i ssued  a s e r i e s  of  propo- 
s i t i o n s  f o r  debate.  In t h e  meantime t h e  E lec to r ,  Duke 
John Freder ick ,  c losed t h e  p u l p i t s  of Wittenberg t o  
Agricola.  Agricola quickly  gave assurances of h i s  o r th -  
odoxy a d  t h e  ban aga ins t  h i s  preaching was l i f t e d .  IIe 

e d i a t e l y  re turned  t o  a defense of h i s  views, t h i s  time 
bu t t r e s sed  by some o f  Luther ' s  own statements  on t h e  Paw. 

I 

Luther saw Agr ico la l s  s ta tements  e a r l y  i n  1539 and t h e  
whole o f  t h e  Reformer's cha rac te r  i s  revealed i n  h i s  p l e a  
t o  h i s  f r i e n d :  "0  Agricola,  a r e  you such a man? May 
God fo rg ive  you f o r  being s o  b i t t e r  and th inking  t h a t  
I am your enemy. God i s  wi tness  t h a t  I loved you and 
y e t  do. Why don ' t  you come out  openly and no t  f i g h t  me 
s o  t reacherously?" (Smith 283) 

A l l  t h i s  while  t h e  antinomian h e r e s i e s  were spread- 
ing ,  though t h e r e  was y e t  no open breach between Luther 
and Agricola.  Several  a t tempts  toward r e c o n c i l i a t i o n  
were made. In e a r l y  1540 Luther i n v i t e d  Agricola and 
o t h e r  theologians  t o  a banquet a t  h i s  home. I t  was a 
show of  f r i e n d s h i p  t h a t  f a i l e d  t o  move t h e  i n t r a n s i g e n t  
Agricola.  He soon brought a formal complaint a g a i n s t  
Luther t o  t h e  E lec to r  o f  Saxony charging Luther with 
making f a l s e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  about what he, Agricola,  
had taught .  Before t h e  theologians  commissioned t o  
i n v e s t i g a t e  t h e  case  could come t o  a conclusion,  Agri- 
co la  flew t h e  coop and moved t o  another  e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  
and p o l i t i c a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  Brandenburg. Luther was 
dismayed a t  A g r i c o l a f s  cop-out. 

Agr i co la l s  subsequent ca ree r  j u s t i f i e s  Luther 's  char-  
a c t e r i z a t i o n  o f  t h e  man a s  a chameleon. He had s in -  
ce re ly  bel ieved t h a t  t h e  Word would have triumphed and 
t h a t  i n  t h e  end Agricola would have been brought t o  t h e  
l i g h t  of  t r u t h .  

The c r e a t i v e  pa r tne r sh ip  of P h i l i p  Melanchthon and 
Martin Luther reached i t s  h ighes t  l e v e l  of  p roduc t iv i ty  
i n  t h e  period of t h e  Die t  o f  Augsburg i n  1530. P h i l i p  
had joined t h e  Wittenberg f a c u l t y  i n  1518 a t  t h e  age of 
21.  A b r i l l i a n t  humanistic s c h o l a r  i n  t h e  b e s t  t r a d i -  
t i o n s  of t h e  Renaissance, h i s  s p e c i a l  f i e l d  of  compe- 
tence  was Greek. He was t o  mature i n t o  outs tanding  com- 
petence i n  t h e  f i e l d  of  educat ion,  where h i s  t a l e n t  i n  
curriculum development and r e v i s i o n  earned him t h e  de- 
s ignat ion  Preceptor  o f  Germany. H i s  l i n g u i s t i c  s k i l l s  
and h i s  o t h e r  s cho la r ly  g i f t s  were t o  support  t h e  re- 
formatory a c t i v i t i e s  of Martin Luther and t o  enhance t h e  
r epu ta t ion  of  Wittenberg Univers i ty .  Luther and Melan- 
chthon were t o  be more than  f a c u l t y  co l leagues ;  they  
became c l o s e  personal  f r i e n d s .  
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The r e l i g i o u s  i s s u e  a t  t h e  Diet  of  Augsburg was t h e  
r e c o n c i l i a t i o n  o f  Lutheran and Roman Cathol ic  theology. 
The Marburg Colloquy of t h e  previous year  had appeared 
t o  c l o s e  t h e  door t o  r e c o n c i l i a t i o n  between t h e  Luther- 
ans and t h e  s a c r m e n t a r i e s  o f  Switzerland and south 
Gemany. The Lutherans delegated t o  Melanchthon t h e  
t a s k  of  wr i t i ng  a p o s i t i o n  paper f o r  p re sen ta t ion  t o  
t h e  Die t  t h a t  would make t h e  most acceptable  appeal 
poss ib l e  t o  t h e  Roman Cathol ics  while being e x p l i c i t  
i n  i t s  r e j e c t i o n  of  t h e  Swiss theology. For t h i s  r ea -  
son Melanchthon t r e a d  as l i g h t l y  a s  p o s s i b l e  i n  d i f f e r -  
ences t h a t  separa ted  h t h e r a n s  from Roman Cathol ics  and 
made a s  much a s  p o s s i b l e  of  t h e  e r r o r s  o f  Zwingli and 
h i s  fo l lowers .  

A s  t h i n g s  turned o u t ,  of  course,  t h e  Diet of  Augs- 
burg d i d  not  r e s u l t  i n  r e c o n c i l i a t i o n .  I t  d i d  g ive  t h e  
Lutherans an enduringly s i g n i f i c a n t  symbol of  u n i t y .  
For a long time t h e r e a f t e r  t h e  Wittenberg Lutherans 
were t o  be known a s  "they of t h e  Augsburg C o n f e s s i ~ n . ~ ~  

The Confession i t s e l f  was, from beginning t o  end, 
t h e  product o f  Melanchthon's mind and pen. I t  revealed 
t h e  depth o f  Melanchthon's competence a s  a theologian.  
But i t  a l s o  revealed him a s  a t r u e  son of t h e  Renais- 
sance. The i r e n i c  s p i r i t  of  t h e  Augsburg Confession 
was an admirable example of Renaissance i n t e l l e c t u a l i s m  
i n  i t s  peacemaking r o l e ,  a cha rac te r  seen s o  conspic- 
uously i n  t h e  wr i t i ngs  of  Erasmus, t h e  d a r l i n g  of  t h e  
Renaissance humanists. (We may a n t i c i p a t e ,  parenthe-  
t i c a l l y ,  a t  t h i s  p o i n t ,  t h a t  t h i s  passion f o r  peacemak- 
ing was t h e  u l t i m a t e  doom of  a movement t h a t  took no con- 
c r e t e  and e f f e c t i v e  p o s i t i o n  on i s s u e s .  I ts p a r a l y s i s  
o f  a c t i o n  led  t o  t h e  u l t i m a t e  c o l l a p s e  of Renaissance 
Humanism. We r e c a l l  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  cynicism of 
Erasmus who s a i d :  "I haven ' t  a drop of mar tyr ' s  blood 
i n  my ve ins ."  Compare these  words with Martin Luther ' s  
comment: lfErasmus t r i e s  t o  walk on eggs without break- 
ing them" and you have t h e  whole profound d i s t i n c t i o n  

between Luther 's  program o f  reform and t h e  s t e r i l e  
i n t e l l e c t u a l i s m  of t h e  humanists.)  

I r e n i c  o r  no ( i f  we may emerge from our long paren- 
t h e s i s )  Luther accepted t h e  ~ u ~ i b u r ~  confess ion  i s  
represent ing  h i s  own theo log ica l  pos i t i on .  He acknow- 
ledged t h a t  Melanchthon had w r i t t e n  from t h e  a u t h o r i t y  
of  Holy S c r i p t u r e  and no t  as a mere d i s c i p l e  o f  Luther. 
He was content  t h a t  Melanchthon had embodied t h e  t r u t h  
i n  h i s  confession.  Luther might say of  t h e  
Confession t h a t  he  could n o t  t r e a d  so  l i g h t l y ,  bu t  it 
d i d n ' t  mat te r .  The Reformer accepted Melanchthon's 
words a s  h i s  own confession.  

He had some r e s e r v a t i o n s  l a t e r  because when he  saw 
t h e  documant a f t e r  i t s  o f f i c i a l  reading ,  Luther wrote 
t o  Melanchthon, June 29, 1530: "1 have rece ived  your 
Apology ( the  Augs. Conf.) and cannot understand what - 
you mean when you ask what and how much should be y i e ld -  
ed beyond what has been done, un le s s  I s e e  t h e  proofs  
they  p r o f f e r ,  and c l e a r e r  Bible  passages than I have 
h i t h e r t o  seen . . . A s  I have always w r i t t e n ,  I  am pre-  
pared t o  y i e l d  everything t o  them i f  we a r e  but  given 
l i b e r t y  t o  teach  t h e  gospel .  I cannot y i e l d  anything 
t h a t  m i l i t a t e s  a g a i n s t  t h e  Gospel." (H.1.  19. F. Bente. 
H i s t o r i c a l  In t roduct ions  t o  thk  Book of Cnncnrd st. - - - - - -  - - - - -  -- -------- , '-. 
Louis, Concordia, f i rst  published i n  Concordia T r i g l o t t a ,  
1921, r e p r i n t  of  H i s t o r i c a l  In t roduct ions ,  1965.) 

Luther ' s  personal  r e s e r v a t i o n  about t h e  Augsburg 
Confession sur faced  even more sharp ly  a month l a t e r  i n  
a l e t t e r  t o  h i s  f r i e n d  and col league ,  J u s t u s  Jonas:  
"Now I s e e  t h e  purpose o f  those  ques t ions  (on t h e  p a r t  
of  t h e  p a p i s t s )  whether you had any f u r t h e r  a r t i c l e s  
t o  p re sen t .  The d e v i l  s t i l l  l i v e s ,  and he  has not iced  
very  w e l l  t h a t  your Apology (Augs. Conf.) s t e p s  s o f t l y ,  

_II_ 

and t h a t  i t  has v e i l e d  t h e  A r t i c l e s  o f  Purnatory,  t h e  
Adoration of  S a i n t s ,  and e s p e c i a l l y  t h a t  o f  the' &ti- 
C h r i s t ,  t h e  pope." ( H . I .  20) These ma t t e r s  would be 
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d e a l t  with l a t e r  i n  Melanchthonls 
burg Confession and Luther ' s  Smalk 

Martin Luther ' s  qualms about t h e  Augsburg Confession 
i t s e l f  might b e t t e r  have been d i r e c t e d  toward t h e  au thor  
of  t h e  confession.  No sooner had t h e  confession been 
o f f i c i a l l y  accepted by t h e  p r inces  than Melanchthon, con- 
s ide r ing  t h e  document h i s  own, began t h e  process  of  r e -  
v i s i n g  i t ,  a l l  ob l iv ious  of t h e  f a c t  t h a t  it was now 
t h e  proper ty  of those  who had accepted it. I t  may be 
s a i d  t h a t  r e v i s i o n s  were o f t e n  made f o r  t h e  sake of 
g r e a t e r  c l a r i t y ,  bu t  a l l  t o o  o f t e n  Melanchthsn was sen- 
s i t i v e  t o  t h e  winds o f  t heo log ica l  change and h i s  r e -  
v i s i o n s  o f t en  were subs t an t ive  and changed t h e  o r i g i n a l  
meaning and i n t e n t i o n  of t h e  confession.  Before long 
C a l v i n i s t s ,  and even Roman Ca tho l i c s  were r i d i c u l i n g  
t h e  Lueherms with t h e  charge t h a t  t h e r e  were a s  many 
ve r s ions  of t h e  a s  t h e r e  were theo- 
logians ,  and tha t  t h e  Lutherans were thoroughly confused 
about t h e i r  own d o c t r i n e ,  

The E lec to r  of  Saxony remonstrated with Melanchthon 
f o r  a r roga t ing  t o  himself  t h e  r i g h t  t o  tamper with t h e  
confession and Luther s a i d :  "Ph i l ip ,  P h i l i p ,  you a r e  
no t  doing r i g h t  i n  changing t h e  Augsburg Confession s o  
o f t e n ;  f o r  it is  not  your book, bu t  t h e  church 's  book.1f 
Luther ' s  a f f e c t i o n  f o r  Melanchthon remained s o  s t rong ,  
however, t h a t  t h e  changes made i n  t h e  confession d id  
no t  p r e c i p i t a t e  a break between t h e  r e l a t i o n s  of t h e  two. 
The conclusions o f  F. Bente, t h e  au thor  of t h e  His tor -  
i c a l  In t roduct ions ,  with r e spec t  t o  Melanchthonvs changes 
a r e  s t a t e d  thus :  

True, i n  making a l l  these  changes, Melanchthon 
d i d  not  in t roduce  any d i r e c t  heresy i n t o  t h e  Var ia ta .  
He d i d ,  however, i n  t h e  i n t e r e s t  of  h i s  i r e n i c  and 
u n i o n i s t i c  po l i cy  and dogmatic v a c c i l a t i o n s ,  render  
ambiguous t h e  c l e a r  sense  o f  t h e  Augustana. By h i s  
changes he opened t h e  door and c l ea red  t h e  way, a s  
it were, f o r  h i s  d e v i a t i o n s  i n  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  o f  

Synergism, Calvinism (Lord's Supper) and Romanism 
(good works a r e  necessary t o  s a l v a t i o n ) .  Nor was 
Melanchthon a man who d i d  not  know what he was doing 
when he made a l t e r a t i o n s .  Whenever he weakened and 
trimmed t h e  d o c t r i n e s  he had once confessed,  he d i d  
s o  t o  s a t i s f y  d e f i n i t e  i n t e r e s t s  of  h i s  own, i n t e r -  
ests s e l f - e v i d e n t l y  n o t  subserv ient  t o ,  but  c o n f l i c t -  
ing with,  t h e  c l e a r  expression and bold confession 
of  t h e  o l d  Lutheran t r u t h .  ( I f .  I .  26) 

Luther d i d  have a premonition of t h ings  t o  come. In  
a sermon preached i n  h i s  last year  he  warned: 

Up t o  t h i s  t ime you have heard t h e  r e a l ,  t r u e  
word; now beware of  your own thoughts and wisdom. 
The d e v i l  w i l l  k i n d l e  t h e  l i g h t  o f  reason and lead  
you away from t h e  f a i t h ,  a s  he  d i d  t h e  Anabaptis ts  
and t h e  Sacramentarians . . I s e e  c l e a r l y  t h a t ,  
i f  God does not  g ive  u s  f a i t h f u l  preachers  and 
m i n i s t e r s ,  t h e  d e v i l  w i l l  t e a r  our church t o  p i eces  
by t h e  f a n a t i c s ,  and w i l l  no t  cease u n t i l  he has 
f in i shed .  Such is  p l a i n l y  h i s  ob jec t .  If he can- 
not  accomplish it through t h e  pope and t h e  emperor, 
he  w i l l  do it through those  who a r e  now i n  d o c t r i n a l  
agreement with us .  m e r e f o r e  pray e a r n e s t l y  t h a t  
God may preserve  t h e  Word t o  you, f o r  t h ings  w i l l  
come t o  a d read fu l  pass .  (H. I .  93) 

Luther and His Heretics 

We have c a l l e d  a t t e n t i o n  t o  S taup i t z ,  C a r l s t a d t ,  
Agricola,  and Melanchthon a s  case  h i s t o r i e s  i n  Luther ' s  
r e l a t i o n s  with h i s  e r r i n g  f r i e n d s  and col leagues .  What 
must impress u s  i s  Luther 's  i n f i n i t e  pa t ience  with them 
and t h e  depth of h i s  a f f e c t i o n  f o r  them even when they  
were misled by o the r s  o r  by t h e i r  own d e f e c t i v e  knowledge 
and understanding of Holy Sc r ip tu re .  Luther grasped 
f u l l y  t h e  meaning of t h e  Church M i l i t a n t .  But t h e  enemy 
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was Satan,  not  h i s  e r r i n g  b ro the r s .  Luther d i d  not  
t a k e  p leasure  i n  t h e  discovery of f a l s e  d o c t r i n e ,  but  
where he found i t  he r e so r t ed  t o  prayer ,  t o  e n t r e a t y ,  
and t o  i n s t r u c t i o n  so  t h a t ,  a t  t h e  very l e a s t ,  he 
might be instrumental  i n  preserving t h e  t r u t h  i n  h i s  
f r i e n d s ,  

Luther ' s  g r e a t  s p i r i t  of pa t ience  i s  r e f l e c t e d  i n  
a  l e t t e r  w r i t t e n  t o  one of h i s  f r i e n d s  i n  1522 .  IIe 
s a i d :  "Everything has t o  be exposed t o  t h e  Word, but 
h e a r t s  must be d r iven  slowly l i k e  Jacob ' s  f l o c k ,  so  
t h a t  they t ake  up t h e  Word of God volumtar i ly ,  and 
when they have f i n a l l y  become s t rong ,  do everything.  
Perhaps i t  i s  unnecessary t o  t e l l  you t h i s  because you 
know t h i s  a l ready;  but  i t  was t h e  s o l i c i t u d e  of love 
t h a t  prompted it." ( L . W .  48, 402) No one t r u l y  knows 
Luther who does not  know h i s  pa t ience  and h i s  " s o l i c i -  
tude of love." H i s  t ender  l e t t e r s  t o  S taup i t z  and 
many expressions sf love toward Fielanchthon, both men 
i n  many r e s p e c t s  a  disappointment t o  Luther, a r e  t h e  
measure of h i s  capac i ty  f o r  pa t ience  and love toward 
h i s  f r i e n d s .  

I t  was a  capac i ty  t h a t  was p a r t  and pa rce l  of h i s  
g r e a t  a b i l i t y  a s  a teacher .  He knew b e t t e r ,  e i t h e r  a s  
t eache r  o r  a s  theologian ,  than t o  assume t h e  r o l e  of a  
m a g i s t e r i a l  God and warned aga ins t  a t tempting " to  be- 
come l i k e  God, but  t o  f i g h t  t h a t  i n n a t e  ambition t o  be 
l i k e  God, which was p lanted  i n  us  i n  pa rad i se  by t h e  
d e v i l .  This  doesn ' t  do us  any good. I t  drove Adam from 
pa rad i se ,  and i t  alone d r i v e s  u s  away, and d r i v e s  peace 
away from u s ,  In summary: we a r e  t o  be men and not  
God; i t  w i l l  no t  be o therwise ,  o r  e t e r n a l  anxie ty  and 
a f f l i c t i o n  w i l l  be our reward." ( L . W .  49, 337) 

I know of no in s t ance  i n  which he demanded agreement 
simply on t h e  ground t h a t  he had spoken. He never 
wished t o  be considered anyone's a u t h o r i t y  o r  t o  be 
accepted because he ,  a  theologian ,  had expressed an 
opinion.  lie d i d  not  pe r sona l ly  exe rc i se  d o c t r i n a l  

d i s c i p l i n e .  I t  was t h e  E lec to r  who banished C a r l s t a d t  
and forbad t h e  preaching o f  Agricola.  He  even advised 
t h e  Princes t h a t ,  s o  long a s  t h e  r evo lu t iona ry  Thomas 
Muenzer d id  n o t  cause c i v i l  d i s turbances ,  he should be 
f r e e  t o  preach whatever he pleased. H e  d i d  not  use  
f o r c e  t o  convince o t h e r s  of  b i b l i c a l  t r u t h .  He  bel ieved 
t h a t  c i v i l  government ought t o  t ake  a c t i o n  aga ins t  d i s -  
rup t ive  blasphemies but  s a i d :  "No one is  t o  be compelled 
t o  accept  t h e  f a i t h  and t h e  gospel." (L.W. 49, 233) 

Luther 's  pa t i ence  a s  wel l  as h i s  eagerness t o  r e so lve  
d o c t r i n a l  d i s p u t e s  i s  o f t e n  mani fes t  i n  h i s  wi l l ingness  
t o  make acceptable  concessions t o  opponents i n  debate.  
He discussed p o s s i b l e  concessions on many occasions. 
Sometimes, when h i s  gene ros i ty  was taken advantage o f ,  
he  would have occasion t o  r e g r e t  concessions previous ly  
made. H i s  guiding p r i n c i p l e ,  however, was c l e a r :  "1 
am wi l l i ng  t o  concede a l l  t h i n g s  ( t o  t h e  opponents) 
i f  only t h e  gospel  a lone  is permit ted t o  remain f r e e  
with us." (L.W. 49, 333) 

Luther had been t r a i n e d  i n  t h e  atmosphere of  Medieval 
s c h o l a s t i c  debates  i n  which a  ch iva l rous  g ive  and t a k e  
was t h e  common o rde r  o f  th ings .  He was no t ,  a s  many 
th ink ,  a  hard-nosed and dogmatic theologian who made 
up h i s  own mind and refused  t o  l i s t e n  t o  o the r s .  H e  
warned a g a i n s t  a c t i n g  and speaking "as if  our  reason 
o r  a b i l i t y  could accomplish anything without God's 
power and a i d  . . . . . . Nothing is improved by much 
judging and back-bi t ing ,  but  only  by humble prayer  and 
a humble unanimity." (L.W. 49, 209) In  a  l e t t e r  t o  
Erasmus i n  1524 Luther admitted t h a t  he had been "prod- 
ded i n t o  wr i t i ng  sha rp ly  . . . aga ins t  those  who a r e  
o b s t i n a t e  and without r e s t r a i n t . "  Despi te  t h e s e  l a p s e s ,  
he  added, "1 th ink  t h a t  my mildness and gen t l eness  with 
s i n n e r s  and ungodly people, however insane and wicked 
they may be, is  s u f f i c i e n t l y  a t t e s t e d  t o  n o t  only by t h e  
witness  of  my conscience, but  a l s o  by t h e  experience o f  
many people." (L.W. 49, 79) 
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Luther's magnanimous love f o r  h i s  e r r ing  f r i ends  and 
t i ence  i n  ins t ruc t ing  them, however, never permit- 

i m  t o  indulge i n  any lapse i n  h i s  own determination 
r n  and teach the  Word i n  i t s  t o t a l  and uncompromis- 

ing t r u t h .  There might be occasion f o r  debate and even 
ncession i n  the  manner i n  which the  t r u t h  was s t a t e d .  
mited object ives  might be to le ra ted  i n  the  p r a c t i c a l  

appl ica t ions  of t r u t h  t o  worship and Chr is t ian  l i f e .  Time, 
and ye t  more time, might be allowed f o r  growth i n  know- 
ledge and the  development of a t r u e  confessional  grasp of 
Chr is t ian  knowledge. But when a l l  t h a t  is  allowed, i n  
the  end Luther permitted no one t o  fo rge t  t h a t  God's Word 
i s  God's Word and t h a t  no human r i g h t  exis ted  f o r  e i t h e r  
adding t o  it o r  subtrac t ing from it. That d id  not  mean 
t h a t  h i s  understanding of every passage of Scr ip ture  was 
t o t a l l y  cor rec t  and subject  t o  no challenge. H i s  comen- 
t a r i e s  are f u l l  of references  t o  the  opinions of o the r s  
and t h e  adnnissiorm t h a t  they might be r i g h t  and he wrong* 

But of t h e  c l e a r  and e s s e n t i a l  message of the  Gospel 
of Jesus  Chr i s t  the  Scr ip tures  were c r y s t a l  c l e a r  and 
subject  t o  no challenge. There could be no room f o r  de- 
ba te  on the  i s sue  of God's plan of sa lva t ion  and t h e  col-  
l a t e r a l  t r u t h  t h a t  no meri t  of man a v a i l s  f o r  sa lva t ion  
even i n  the  s l i g h t e s t  degree, 

While Luther watched and waited a t  the  Coburg during 
t h e  Diet of Augsburg he wrote, i n  a l e t t e r  t o  John Agricola, 
words t h a t  we may well apply t o  our own s i t u a t i o n  today: 

May t h e  Lord Jesus  who has sen t  you a l l  t o  Augsburg 
a s  h i s  confessors and servants ,  and f o r  whom you of-  
f e r  even your necks, be with you a l l .  May he, through 
h i s  S p i r i t ,  grant  you t h e  testimony of the  c e r t a i n t y  
of f a i t h  t o  know and not  t o  doubt t h a t  you a r e  h i s  
confessors. Thus f a i t h  w i l l  quicken and comfort you, 
because you a r e  ambassadors of a g rea t  king. These 
a r e  trustworthy words, Amen. 
June 30, 1530 

Yours, Martin Luther (L.W. 49, 342) 

Introduction 

Martin Luther, t h e  kind, generous, and stout-hearted 
reformer was l a i d  t o  r e s t  i n  t h e  c a s t l e  church a t  W i t -  
tenberg on February 22, 1546. He l e f t  an example o f  
f a i th fu lness  t o  Holy Scr ip ture  and a l i t e r a r y  monument 
t h a t  could leave no doubt a s  t o  h i s  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h .  
He l e f t  an example of t o t a l  commitment t o  the  proposi- 
t i o n  t h a t  God's Word i s  the  t r u t h  and he l e f t  a scholar-  
l y  methodology f o r  coming t o  know and understand t h a t  
t r u t h .  He l e f t  a un ivers i ty  and corps of scholars  who 
knew h i s  a t t i t u d e s  and had been t r a ined  i n  the  profes- 
s ional  atmosphere of pious and Iearned scholarship.  He 
l e f t  wide ranging examples f o r  t h e  p r a c t i c a l  appl ica t ion 
of b i b l i c a l  t r u t h  t o  t h e  n e c e s s i t i e s  of d a i l y  l i f e .  On 
t h e  surface  a l l  might have seemed t o  be well with the  
f ledgl ing Lutheran Church. 

But a l l  was not  well  with the  Lutherans. Within e igh t  
months t h e  leading Lutheran prince,  Duke John Frederick 
of Electora l  Saxony, had faced t h e  Emperor Charles V and 
been forced t o  surrender h i s  r u l e  and abandon Wittenberg 
and t h e  un ivers i ty  t o  fo rces  h o s t i l e  t o  the  Lutheran 
f a i t h  a s  developed by Martin Luther. Fourteen months 
a f t e r  Luther's death the  emperor had defeated t h e  Luth- 
eran pr inces  of t h e  Smalkaldic League and placed its 
most dynamic leaders ,  Duke John Frederick of Saxony and 
Ph i l ip  of  Hesse, i n  chains and under t h e  sentence of 
death. Martin Luther's wife and chi ldren,  a s  well a s  
t h e  un ivers i ty  f a c u l t y ,  were forced t o  leave Wittenberg 
i n  p r e c i p i t a t e  f l i g h t .  The un ivers i ty  ceased t o  be t h e  
haven of Lutheran orthodoxy and the  p o l i t i c a l  c lou t  of  
t h e  Lutheran pr inces  was completely d i s s ipa ted .  Charles 
appeared t o  be i n  complete control  of t h e  e n t i r e  Holy - 
Roman Empire. 

That the re  should have been major p o l i t i c a l  ad jus t -  
ments a f fec t ing  the  Lutheran pr inces  who long had been 
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appeared t o  be i n  complete control  of t h e  e n t i r e  Holy - 
Roman Empire. 

That the re  should have been major p o l i t i c a l  ad jus t -  
ments a f fec t ing  the  Lutheran pr inces  who long had been 



a thorn  i n  t h e  emperor's s i d e  i s  understandable.  What 
is incomprehensible is t h e  debacle of Lutheran theology 
and t h e  Lutheran Church i n  Germany. We can look ahead 
t o  t h e  r e s t o r a t i o n  of t r u e  Lutheranism t h i r t y  years  
l a t e r ;  bu t  how can we account f o r  i t s  complete c o l l a p s e  e 

i n  t h e  in tervening  years?  The Lutherans had i n  hand a l l  
t h e  wr i t i ngs  of Luther and f r e s h  memories of h i s  leader -  
sh ip .  They had a l l  t h e  confess ional  documents t h a t  were - 
t o  go i n t o  t h e  Book of Concord i n  1580 except one, t h e  
Formula of Concord of  1577. Why, then ,  t h i s  u t t e r  co l -  
l a p s e  of  Lutheran un i ty?  

One th ing  we know. The l eade r sh ip  and personal  i n -  
f luence  of Martin Luther was gone. The a u t h o r i t y  of h i s  
comprehensive knowledge of t h e  Bible and h i s  depth o f  
understanding o f  b i b l i c a l  theology had been a cons tant  
f a c t o r  i n  t h e  Lutheran Church while he l i ved .  More than 
one of  t h e  theologians  of  h i s  age had found t h a t  Luther ' s  
profound knowledge of Holy S c r i p t u r e  was always more 
than a match f o r  t h e i r  support  of erroneous i n t e r p r e t a -  
t i o n s .  One a f t e r  t h e  o t h e r  of them had been compelled 
t o  bow before  h i s  unsurpassed b i b l i c a l  exeges is  and t h e  
wisdom of h i s  p r a c t i c a l  app l i ca t ion  of  Godrs Word. 

Beyond a l l  t hose  t h i n g s ,  important a s  they  were, was 
Martin Luther ' s  magnanimous love f o r  a l l  of  h i s  own 
s t u d e n t s ,  a s  well  as f o r  a l l  o t h e r  s e r i o u s  s tuden t s  of 
God's Word. Never a u t h o r i t a r i a n  i n  debate  o r  i n  demean- 
o r ,  h i s  purpose was never more nor  l e s s  than t h e  honor 
of guiding h i s  f r i e n d s  toward a maturing understanding 
of t h e  Bible.  When h i s  s tuden t s  d i f f e r e d  with him, he  ff 

was concerned bu t  always p a t i e n t .  Unless d e l i b e r a t e  per-  
v e r s i t y  o r  r e c k l e s s  d i s r ega rd  of t h e  Word moved h i s  
fe l lows,  he  had a l l  t h e  pa t i ence  t h a t  was necessary t o  + 

see  a problem through t o  i t s  so lu t ion .  

Now, i n  1546, t h a t  leadersh ip ,  so  wonderfully framed 
i n  love,  t h a t  p a t e r n a l  pa t i ence ,  t h a t  g rea tness  of  
s p i r i t  was gone. Now t h e  humanism of t h e  Renaissance 

could t o  i ts  way i n  b i b l i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ;  and the-  
ology once more could come under t h e  b l i g h t  of phi lo-  
sophica l  r a t i o n a l i z a t i o n .  And, a l a s ,  another  danger 
was now a t  hand, danger from t h e  r i g h t .  Now t h e  church 
was a l s o  t o  be faced by t h e  menace o f  theologians  who 
would t r y  t o  outdo Luther i n  orthodoxy, men whose exag- 
ge ra t ion  of  Lutheran p r i n c i p l e s  would lead  theology t o  
t h e  ex t r emi t i e s  of i r r a t i o n a l i t y  and f u t i l i t y .  

The Augsburg and b i p z i g  Interims of 1548 

When Charles  V defea ted  t h e  Lutherans i n  1547 he  
bel ieved t h a t  he had wi th in  h i s  grasp  t h e  r e a l i z a t i o n  
of h i s  fondes t  dream, t h e  r e s t o r a t i o n  o f  r e l i g i o u s  
u n i t y  t o  Gemany. The p o l i t i c a l  power of  t h e  Lutheran 
p r inces  was sha t t e red  and Martin Luther was dead. When 
t h e  emperor came t o  Wittenberg a f t e r - h i s  v i c t o r y ,  he 
pa id  h i s  r e s p e c t s  to Luther a t  t h e  c a s t l e  church. We 
had been ask& t o  d i s i n t e r  and burn t h e  bones o f  t h e  
reformer. He responded, t a c i t l y  recognizing t h a t  he  
had no t  been a b l e  t o  put  Luther down, "I f i g h t  t h e  l i v -  
ing,  not  t h e  dead." 

e n t  f o r  t h e  r e s t o r a t i o n  of r e l i g i o n  t h a t  
was supported by Char les ,  no t  by t h e  pope, was t h e  Augs- 
burg In ter im,  proclaimed under imperial  a u t h o r i t y  a t  
Augsburg on May 15, 1548. One of t h e  au thors  o f  t h i s  
cur ious  document was John Agricola,  who s t y l e d  himself  
t h e  reformer of a l l  Germany and s a i d ,  a f t e r  t h e  manner 
of t h e  Lutheran Forum, t h a t  he had "flung t h e  windows 
wide open f o r  t h e  gospel ;  t h a t  he had reformed t h e  pope 
and made t h e  emperor a Lutheran; t h a t  a golden time 
had now a r r i v e d ,  f o r  t h e  gospel would be preached i n  
a l l  Europe." Giddy with d e l i g h t ,  he boasted of t h e  
thousand crowns he had received from t h e  emperor and h i s  
b ro the r  Ferdinand f o r  h i s  g r e a t  achievement. ( H . I .  95) 

The document was c a l l e d  an in t e r im because it was t o  
be binding only u n t i l  t h e  Council of Trent ,  then i n  
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b ro the r  Ferdinand f o r  h i s  g r e a t  achievement. ( H . I .  95) 
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ses s ion ,  would make a f i n a l  and binding r e l i g i o u s  s e t -  
t lement .  The Augsburg Inter im made minor concessions 
t o  t h e  Lutherans; p r i e s t s  might marry and communion 
be ce lebra ted  i n  both k inds ,  but  fundamentally i t  was 
a Roman Cathol ic  s tatement .  The d o c t r i n e  of j u s t i f i c a -  Q 

t i o n  by f a i t h  was c l e a r l y  r e j e c t e d .  

Charles  was t o  f i n d  t h a t  i t  was one th ing  t o  win a 4 

b a t t l e  aga ins t  t h e  disorganized armies of a Smalkald 
League i n  d i s a r r a y .  I t  was q u i t e  another  th ing  t o  ram 
t h e  Augsburg Inter im down t h e  t h r o a t s  of Geman Luth- 
e rans .  The decree  soon became a dead l e t t e r ,  and e f -  
f o r t s  toward enforcement spu t t e red  out  i n  f u t i l i t y .  
The emperor was h e l p l e s s  t o  do anything but  i nc rease  
t h e  s e v e r i t y  of t h e  p r i son  l i f e  of h i s  c a p t i v e s ,  t h e  
S a o n  Elector, Duke John, and P h i l i p  of Hesse. 

Melanchthon disapproved of t h e  Augsburg In ter im,  
bu t  he,  t h e  man who should have been leading t h e  Luth- 
e rans  i n  t h e i r  p e r i l ,  refused to speak aga ins t  t h e  
Inter im i n  s p i t e  of t h e  p l e a s  of many f a i t h f u l  Lutherans. 
Iie was, however, w i l l i n g  t o  assume r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  
t h e  wr i t i ng  of a compromise document published on De- 
cember 2 2 ,  1548, and known a s  t h e  Leipzig Inter im.  In I 

t h i s  document an e f f o r t  was made t o  sa lvage  t h e  d o c t r i n e  , 
of j u s t i f i c a t i o n  i n  exchange f o r  t h e  acceptance of Roman 
Cathol ic  ceremony and r i t u a l .  The man who had been t h e  I 
c l o s e s t  t o  Martin Luther had so ld  out t o  t h e  enemy i n  
a manner no l e s s  infamous than t h e  t r eache ry  of t h e  
Lutheran Pr ince  Maurice, who so ld  h i s  s e r v i c e  t o  Charles I 

f o r  t h e  i l l - g o t t e n  r i g h t  t o  r u l e  E lec to ra l  Saxony. True 
Lutherans now knew who t h e  r e a l  enemy was, and they 
girded f o r  a war t o  t h e  f i n i s h .  For many of  them i t  

# 

was t o  mean f l i g h t  and e x i l e ,  personal  hardships and 
su f fe r ing  f o r  themselves and t h e i r  f ami l i e s .  

Antonius Corvinus, martyr ,  who died i n  p r i son  f o r  
r e fus ing  t o  accept  t h e  Inter im pleaded with Melanchthon 
t o  " re turn  t o  h i s  p r i s t i n e  candor, h i s  p r i s t i n e  

s i n c e r i t y ,  and h i s  p r i s t i n e  constancy t o  t h i n k ,  write, 
and do what i s  becoming t o  P h i l i p  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  t eache r ,  
no t  t h e  cour t  phi losopher .  " (H.  I .  101) John Brenz, 
ex i l ed  by t h e  Inter im,  chided t h e  cowardice o f  Melanch- 
thon who sought peace through compromise with t r u t h  
saying:  "If  t h e  church and pious m i n i s t e r s  cannot be 
saved any o t h e r  way than by dishonoring t h e  pious doc- 
t r i n e ,  l e t  u s  commend them t o  C h r i s t ,  t h e  Son o f  God. 
He w i l l  t ake  c a r e  of them." (H.I. 101) Even John Calvin 
found f a u l t  with Melmchthonrs  conduct. H e  s a i d :  "The 
h e s i t a t i o n  o f  a genera l  o r  l eade r  is more d i s g r a c e f u l  
than t h e  f l i g h t  o f  an e n t i r e  regiment o f  common s o l d i e r s  . . . By y i e l d i n g  but  a l i t t l e  you a lone  have caused 
more lamentat ions than a hundred men by open apostacy 
. . . I would d i e  with you a hundred times r a t h e r  than  
s e e  you su rv ive  t h e  d o c t r i n e  surrendered by you." (H.I. 
101) 

In  t h e  end t h e  Inter ims and t h e  concessions of Agri- 
cola and Melanchthon were rendered fruitless by a t u r n  
of p o l i t i c a l  events  t h a t  brought about t h e  abdica t ion  
o f  Charles  V and t h e  adoption o f  t h e  Imperial Peace o f  
Augsburg of 1555. This  agreement granted  r e l i g i o u s  
l i b e r t y  t o  both Ca tho l i c s  and Lutherans i n  t h e  Holy 
Roman Empire. The way was now open fo r  t h e  r e t u r n  o f  
t h e  Lutherans t o  t h e  orthodoxy of  t h e  halcyon days of  
Luther 's  l eade r sh ip  a t  Wittenberg. No p o l i t i c a l  con- 
t r o l s  remained t o  in f luence  preaching and d o c t r i n e  o r  
d r i v e  loyal  Lutherans i n t o  e x i l e  o r  pr i son .  Wlt the 
Peace of Augsburg came t o o  l a t e .  The h t h e r a n  theo- 
logians who had so ld  t h e i r  s o u l s  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  advan- 
tage  were now l e f t  t o  t h e  p i t i f u l  t a s k  o f  saving f a c e  
by defending t h e  t a t t e r e d  remains of  t h e i r  shabby h e t e r -  
odoxies. Germany's period o f  t heo log ica l  madness had 
twenty-two more years  t o  run .  

Continuing Controversy 

Three p a r t i e s  may be d i s t ingu i shed  i n  t h e  theo log ica l  
c o n f l i c t  a f t e r  t h e  dea th  of  Martin Luther. The first 
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-25- 



was named a f t e r  Melanchthon. These men were ca l l ed  
the  P h i l i p i s t s .  They included the  synerg i s t s ,  the  
i n t e r n i s t s ,  and t h e  crypto-Calvinists .  They were i n  
control  of the  u n i v e r s i t i e s  a t  Wittenberg and Leipzig. 

The second par ty  was known a s  the  gnesio-Lutherans 
(genuine Lutherans). They were s t rongest  i n  Ducal 
Saxony once ruled by Luther's arch-foe Duke George. 
The un ivers i ty  of Jena,  founded by t h e  sons of Duke 
John Frederick, had i t s  o r i g i n  i n  a d e t e m i n a t i o n  t o  
preserve Lutheran orthodoxy. The u n i v e r s i t i e s  of 
Jena and Magdeburg were t h e  strongholds of the  gnesio- 
Lutherans. Among t h i s  group of men so  s t rongly  c o m i t -  
t ed  t o  t h e  theology of Martin Luther were Amsdorf and 
Flacius and others .  

The t h i r d  p u p  o r  center  pa r ty  were l i t t l e  involved 
i n  t h e  e a r l y  controversies.  They came t o  t h e  f o r e  a s  
p a c i f i c a t o w  between the  two extremes and eventually 
provided the  leadership t h a t  r e su l t ed  t h e  the  promulga- 
t i o n  of t h e  Formula of Concord i n  1577. 

Almost every thread i n  the  tangled skein of debate 
t h a t  ensued may, i n  one way o r  another, be t raced back 
t o  Elelanchthon. I t  w i l l  not  do t o  excuse Melanchthon 
by saying t h a t  he was a sound theologian while Luther 
was around, but  t h a t  he was not ab le  t o  stand on h i s  
own f e e t  a f t e r  t h e  Reformer died.  The f a c t  is t h a t  
Melanchthon was a r a t i o n a l i z i n g  humanist, more i n t e r -  
es ted  i n  moral philosophy than theology from t h e  begin- 
ning. While Luther l ived ,  he suppressed h i s  h e r e t i c a l  
ideas (a "shameful servitude", he l a t e r  ca l l ed  i t )  be- 
cause he was no match f o r  Luther t h e  theologian. After  
Luther's death he kept s i l e n c e  with respect  t o  t h e  in-  
famous Augsburg Interim, and then helped t o  formulate 
and defend a document t h a t  was r e a l l y  no b e t t e r ,  t h e  
Leipzig Interim. Unt i l  h i s  death i n  1560 he believed 
t h a t  h i s  compromises and p a c i f i c a t i o n  had sewed  t h e  
bes t  i n t e r e s t s  of Lutheranism. He had, on the  contrary 

opened a whole Pandorats box of unsc r ip tu ra l  doct r ines .  
There i s  no need t o  e labora te  on these  e r r o r s  i n  t h i s  
place.  We a r e  agreed on t h e  f a l s i t y  of t h e  i n d i f f e r -  
entism, the  unionism, t h e  synergism, t h e  antinomianism, 
and t h e  crypto-Calvinism t h a t  t h e  .Ph i l ip i s t s  supported 

F: and defended. 
i 

We ought, T th ink,  t o  take a c lose r  look a t  t h e  ac- 
t i v i t i e s  of I l l y r i c u s  Flacius (1520-1575) and t h e  gnesio- 
Lutherans because, a s  i f  t h e  problems created by t h e  
P h i l i p i s t s  were not se r ious  enough i n  themselves, t h e  
gnesio-Lutherans were o f t e n  g u i l t y  of  compounding t h e  
disagreements of t h e  time by taking untenably extreme 
posi t ions ,  

The f i r s t  of t h e  debates t o  which we should give 
a t t e n t i o n  was ca l l ed  t h e  Adiaphorist ic  controversy. 
For Melanchthon and h i s  p a r t y  t h e  i s s u e  was e s s e n t i a l l y  
a matter  of defending concessions they had made t o  Rome 
i n  the  Leipzgg Interim. Flacius held t h a t  those con- 
cessions t o  t h e  papacy cons t i tu ted  an enter ing wedge t o  
eventual surrender t o  Rome. To obey the  Interim, Flac ius  
held,  was tantamount t o  obeying t h e  government r a t h e r  
than God. He sa id  Chr is t ians  might s a c r i f i c e  everything 
t o  a tyffranical pr ince ,  but not "the t r u t h ,  not the  con- 
so la t ion  of d iv ine  grace,  not  the  hope of e t e r n a l  l i f e . "  
(H.I. 111) The views of t h e  F lac ian i s t s  were eventually 
incorporated i n  t h e  Formula of Concord o f  1577. 

t 

The gnesio-Lutherans d id  not  come o f f  so  well i n  the  
Major is t ic  controversy. In t h i s  ins tance  George Major 
was contending t h a t ,  s ince  good works follow f a i t h ,  they 

\ are  necessary t o  sa lvat ion.  This was a view t h a t  Melanch- 
thon had s e c r e t l y  held before Luther's death. However, 
when the  matter  came i n t o  open debate between 1551 and Z 
1562 almost a l l  Lutherans, even t h e  P h i l i p i s t s ,  r e j ec ted  
George Major's views. Only one se r ious  theologian, Jus-  
t u s  Menius, came t o  Major's defense. The p i t y  i s  t h a t  

- one of t h e  gnesio-Lutherans, once a t r u s t e d  d i s c i p l e  of 
Martin Luther, Nicholas Amsdorf, became g u i l t y  of  such 
misguided zeal  f o r  orthodoxy t h a t  he proclaimed t h a t  
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good works a r e  de t r imenta l  t o  s a l v a t i o n .  F lac ius  re- 
fused t o  be drawn i n t o  t h i s  kind of u n s c r i p t u r a l  ex- 
tremism. But t h e  damage was done. Lutheran orthodoxy 
was equated with an i r r a t i o n a l  and i r r e s p o n s i b l e  extrem- 
i s m .  Ser ious  minded Chr i s t i ans  began t o  have second 
thoughts about t h e  people who considered themselves t h e  
t r u e  h e i r s  of  Martin Luther and h i s  theology. 

As t h e  Majo r i s t i c  c o n f l i c t  was ending, t h e  r e l a t e d ,  
and even more dangerous, heresy o f  synergism grew i n t o  
a debate  o f  major propor t ions ,  The idea  t h a t  s i n f u l  
man may cooperate ,  however minimally, i n  h i s  own sa lva-  
t i o n  was r e a l l y  a product o f  t h e  phi losophica l  theologiz-  
ing of  Melanchthon. He had taken up t h e  thought of Eras- 
mus but  he  kept it t o  himself  dur ing  Luther 's  l i f e t i m e  
and then pressed h i s  views with g r e a t  v igor  a f t e r  1548. 
The i s s u e  continued t o  be debated a f t e r  Melanchthonts 
dea th  i n  1560. F lac ius  maintained t h a t  no d o c t r i n e  may 
be e s t ab l i shed  by r a t i o n a l i z i n g  philosophy, only  by a 
c l e a r  word of  Sc r ip tu re .  H e  and o t h e r s  of s i m i l a r  per-  
suasion were imprisoned f o r  t h e i r  r e j e c t i o n  o f  a syners  
gism t h a t  seemed s o  l o g i c a l  and se l f - ev iden t  t o  t h e  hu- 
man mind. F lac ius  and t h e  gnesio-Lutherans rendered 
t r u e  orthodoxy t h e i r  g r e a t e s t  s e r v i c e  i n  t h e i r  adamant 
unwil l ingness t o  r e t r e a t  a s i n g l e  s t e p  from t h e  d o c t r i n e  
of  s a l v a t i o n  by grace  alone.  These men were unwi l l ing  
t o  permit Luther ' s  theology t o  be supplanted by t h a t  
of  Melanchthon. F lac ius  has  given us  a l l  a v a l i d  p r in -  
c i p l e  of  b i b l i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  i n  h i s  chal lenge t o  
t h e  P h i l i p i s t s .  "You t a k e  your arguments from p h i l -  
osophy which ought no t  t o  be given a p l ace  i n  ma t t e r s  
o f  r e l ig ion . "  (H.I. 136) In t h i s  po in t  a l s o  t h e  
Formula of  Concord was t o  v ind ica t e  t h e  views of  F lac ius  
i n  t h i s  manner. 

F. Bente has  c a l l e d  Flac ius  "one of t h e  most learned 
and capable theologians  o f  h i s  day, and t h e  most f a i t h -  
f u l ,  devoted, s taunch,  zealous,  and a b l e  exponent and 
defender  of Lutheranism." (H, I ,  144) Cer t a in ly  few of 

t h e  defenders  su f fe red  more f o r  t h e  sake of t h e i r  p r in -  
c i p l e s  than Flac ius .  Appointed a professor  a t  Witten- 
berg i n  1544, he was forced t o  leave t h e  c i t y  i n  1547 
from whence he went t o  an appointment a t  Jena.  He was 
banished from Jena  i n  1561, and dese r t ed ,  even by h i s  
former f r i e n d s ,  he  moved from place  t o  p lace  with h i s  
family of  e i g h t  ch i ld ren .  He died i n  h i s  l a s t  asylum, 
Frankfort-on-the-Main, i n  1575. 

H i s  personal  misfor tune ,  and t h e  g r e a t  misfortune 
f o r  t r u e  Lutheranism, was t h e  f a c t  t h a t  i n  h i s  zea l  t o  
put  down s y n e r g i s t i c  d o c t r i n e  he permit ted himself t o  
be caught i n  a t r a p  which led  him t o  t ake  an i r r evocab le  
and extreme p o s i t i o n  t h a t  was n e i t h e r  Lutheran nor  
S c r i p t u r a l .  Ghemnitz reproached him by saying:  "It i s  
enough i f  we a r e  a b l e  t o  r e t a i n  what Luther has won; l e t  
u s  abandon a l l  d e s i r e  t o  go beyond and improve upon him." 
( H . I .  149) By h i s  t heo log ica l  e r r o r  F lac ius  had brought 
reproach and r i d i c u l e  on t h e  name and t h e  idea  of gnesio- 
Lutheranism. He had given t h e  s y n e r g i s t s  cause t o  r e -  
j o i c e  and had made t h e  e p i t h e t  "F lac i an i s t "  a den ig ra t -  
ing  a p g e l l a t i s n  app l i cab le  t o  conserva t ive  Lutherans who 
were zealous of  defending t h e  pure  d o c t r i n e  of Luther. 

The Flac ian  e r r o r  was t h e  r e s u l t  of a determinat ion 
t o  p e m i t  t h e  s y n e r g i s t s  no peg on which t o  hang t h e i r  
d o c t r i n e  of human cooperat ion i n  t h e  working of t h e  s a l -  
va t ion  of t h e  s inne r .  One of t h e  a b l e s t  of t h e  syner- 
g i s t s  had pushed F lac ius  i n t o  a dilemma which he  resolved 
by aff i rming t h a t  s i n  i s  of  t h e  essence and substance 
of man. The t r u t h  is t h a t  s i n  i s  an acc ident  of h i s t o r y .  
Adam and Eve were not  by n a t u r e  o r  i n  substance and e s -  
sence s inne r s  before  t h e  f a l l .  Nei ther  was Je sus  C h r i s t ,  
t h e  son of t h e  Virgin Mary, s i n f u l  i n  essence and sub- 
s tance .  Luther had w r i t t e n  about t h e  t o t a l  dep rav i ty  of 
corrupted man. In making s i n f u l n e s s  t h e  essence o f  human 
n a t u r e  F lac ius  had taken an untenable pos i t i on  which could 
only br ing  on the  r i d i c u l e  of h i s  enemies and t h e  f o r -  
f e i t u r e  of t h e  confidence of  h i s  f r i e n d s .  I t  was a p i t y  
t h a t  once t h e  f a t a l  phrase had f a l l e n  from h i s  l i p s  he 
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former f r i e n d s ,  he  moved from place  t o  p lace  with h i s  
family of  e i g h t  ch i ld ren .  He died i n  h i s  l a s t  asylum, 
Frankfort-on-the-Main, i n  1575. 

H i s  personal  misfor tune ,  and t h e  g r e a t  misfortune 
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reproach and r i d i c u l e  on t h e  name and t h e  idea  of gnesio- 
Lutheranism. He had given t h e  s y n e r g i s t s  cause t o  r e -  
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defended i t  with t h e  same zea l  t h a t  he had formerly 
dedica ted  t o  t h e  defense of t h e  t r u t h .  

We can r e f e r  only b r i e f l y  t o  o t h e r  d i s p u t e s  t h a t  
v i t i a t e d  t h e  t r u t h s  he ld  f o r t h  by Martin Luther.  One 
of t h e  v i l l a i n s  who r e a l l y  should have known b e t t e r  was 
Andreas Osiander,  t h e  au thor  of t h e  preface  t o  t h e  g r e a t  
s c i e n t i f i c  work of Copernicus. He had been with Luther 
a t  t h e  Marburg Colloquy of 1529, had at tended t h e  Diet  
of Augsburg i n  1520, had been a t  Smalkald i n  I547 and 
a t  Hagenau and Worms i n  1540. He was among those  who 
obscured t h e  d o c t r i n e  o f  j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  t h e  keystone 
o f  Lutheran theology. H i s  e r r o r  was t h e  view t h a t  
C h r i s t  i s  our  r ighteousness  only a f t e r  H i s  d i v i n e  na tu re .  
H i s  oppos i te  n m b e r ,  Francesco Stancaro,  an I t a l i a n  
turned Protestant ,  s a i d  t h a t  C h r i s t  is our Righteousness 
only a f t e r  H i s  human na tu re .  John Agricola was c h i e f l y  
respons ib le  fo r  t h e  e r r o r  of  Antinomianism, another  hot-  
l y  debated i s s u e .  The e r r o r  t h a t  was t o  br ing  t h e  Phi l -  
i p i s t s  t o  t h e i r  nemisis  was t h e  crypto-Calvinism t h a t  
was permeating t h e i r  theology t o  t h e  po in t  of br inging  
them toward fe l lowship  and c l o s e  a s soc ia t ion  with t h e  
expanding C a l v i n i s t  movement. 

The Restoration o f  Lutheran Orthodoxy 

The i n i t i a l  s t e p  i n  t h e  process t h a t  eventua l ly  
brought Lutheran Germany back t o  t h e  theology of Martin 
Luther was taken i n  1553, f i f t e e n  years  before  t h e  a -  
doption of t h e  Formula of  Concord.- I t  i s  g r a t i f y i n g  
t o  be  a b l e  t o  r e c a l l  t h a t  t h e  i n i t i a l  proposal  was made 
by F lac ius ,  t h e  most dogged and p e r s i s i e n t  of  t h e  Luth- , 
e rans  at tempting t o  preserve  t h e  theology of Luther. 
H i s  suggest ion was t h a t  t e n  o r  twenty theologians  who 
had n o t  been p a r t i c i p a n t s  i n  t h e  pub l i c  controversy s i n c e  
1548 be appointed t o  l a y  t h e  groundwork f o r  agreement 
between t h e  contending p a r t i e s .  

By 1553 t h e  debates  had s e t t l e d  down t o  a c o n f l i c t  
between t h e  P h i l i p i s t s  a t  Wittenberg and t h e  gnesio- 
Lutherans a t  Jena.  Melanchthon quickly l e t  it be known 
t h a t  he would have no p a r t  i n  consu l t a t ions  involving 
Flac ius .  The Wittenbergers were c i r c u l a t i n g  a carri- 
c a t u r e  i n  which F lac ius  was represented a s  a braying 
a s s  which was being crowned with a s o i l e d  crown by o t h e r  
braying a s ses .  Melanchthon maintained, i n  a fash ion  
t h a t  i s  f a m i l i a r  t o  a l l  o f  u s ,  t h a t  F lac ius  had cons is -  
t e n t l y  s landered him by mis in t e rp re t ing  h i s  words. Fla-  
c i u s  simple response was t h a t  Melanchthon must r e t r a c t  
h i s  e r r o r s ,  Thei r  d i f f e r e n c e s  were i r r e c o n c i l a b l e  and 
it was t r u e ,  a s  one of  t h e i r  contemporaries s a i d ,  t h s t :  
"As long a s  F lac ius  and Melanchthon a r e  a l i v e ,  u n i t y  w i l l  
not  be r e s to red . "  (H.I. 236) In  t h e  f i n a l  even tua l i ty  
a r e c o n c i l i a t i o n  was t o  await  t h e  demise of both. Mel- 
anchthon d ied  i n  1560. F lac ius  was ex i l ed  from t h e  Un- 
i v e r s i t y  of Jena i n  1561 and d ied  i n  1574. 

Melanchthon continued t o  block measures toward u n i f i -  
ca t ion  i n  whatever form they  were made. He even opposed 
a General Council proposed f o r  1559 t o  be composed of - - 

a l l  Lutherans who accepted t h e  Augsburg Confession, t h e  
Apology, and t h e  Smalkald A r t i c l e s .  The meeting was nev- 
e r  convened. In  was a f u t i l e  e f f o e t  
made by t h e  p r inces  a t  Naumburg. The conference they  
convened f a i l e d  because o f  i n a b i l i t y  t o  agree  on a pro- 
pe r  ve r s ion  of  t h e  Augsburg Confession. The gnesio- 
Lutherans re fused  t o  recognize t h e  corrupted t e x t  of  
Melanchthont s 1540 vers ion .  

A c r i t i c a l  i nc iden t  i n  t h e  movement toward Lutheran 
u n i t y  occured i n  1574 when August, t h e  E lec to r  of  Sax- 
ony became aware o f  t h e  e s s e n t i a l  f raudulence of  t h e  
f a c u l t y  a t  t h e  Univers i ty  of  Wittenberg. Ever s i n c e  
t h e  end of  t h e  Smalkaldic war t h e  u n i v e r s i t y  had har -  
bored and defended t h e  P h i l i p i s t s .  Now t h e  E lec to r ,  
reading t h e i r  essay ,  ~ x e ~ e s i ;  Perspicua,  and e s p e c i a l l y  
t h e  po r t ion  dea l ing  with t h e  Lord's Supper, recognized 
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t h a t  h i s  theologians were Ca lv in i s t s ,  and not Lutherans 
a t  a l l .  In unmasking t h e i r  dishonesty and deceit  he 
rea l i zed ,  a s  F. Bente puts  i t ,  t h a t  " for  years he had 
been surrounded by a c l ique  of dishonest theologians and 
unscrupulous schemers, who, through claiming t o  be Luth- 
erans ,  were s e c r e t  adherents of Calvinism." (14.1. 245) 

The house of cards  of t h e  P h i l i p i s t s  had collapsed.  
Exposed with reference t o  t h e  doct r ine  of t h e  Lord's Sup- 
pe r ,  the  r e s t  of  t h e i r  erroneous contentions became sus- 
pect ,  and t h e  e n t i r e  movement which had fa t tened on a sup- 
por t  of t h e  Leipzig Interim came t o  an egnoble end. Prince 
August took immediate s t e p s  toward the  r e s t o r a t i o n  of or th-  
odox Lutheranism i n  h i s  lands. The l a s t  ser ious  road- 
block t o  the  r e s t o r a t i o n  of  Luther's doc t r ine  had been 
removed. 

The f i n a l  process leading t o  agreement had begun t en  
years e a r l i e r  when Jacob Andreae wrote f i v e  a r t i c l e s  
dealing with theological  quest ions then a t  i s sue .  This 
young man had been eighteen years of age when Luther died.  
His f i r s t  c a l l ,  received a t  the  age of eighteen was t o  
the  pas to ra te  of t h e  church a t  S t u t t g a r t ,  where he was 
deposed i n  1548 f o r  r e j e c t i n g  t h e  Interim. In 1549 he 
became pas to r  a t  Tuebingen, where he l a t e r  served a s  su- 
perintendent ,  and then professor and chancellor  a t  t h e  
un ivers i ty ,  

Andreae's e f f o r t s  were t o  be seconded by, and success 
l a rge ly  rea l i zed  through the  e f f o r t s  of a  g r e a t e r  theo- 
logian,  Martin Chemnitz. This man, s i x  years Andreaefs 
senior ,  had attended Wittenberg f o r  a  shor t  time, where 
he had come t o  know Martin Luther. After  at tending o the r  
schools he returned t o  Wittenberg i n  1545 f o r  graduate 
s t u d i e s  t h a t  were d i rec ted  by Melanchthon. In 1554 Chem- 
n i t z  returned t o  Wittenberg f o r  a  t h i r d  shor t  s t a y ,  t h i s  
time a s  l e c t u r e r  on Melanchthon's Loci. In the  same year,  - 
he accepted a pas to ra te  i n  Brunswick, where he remained 
u n t i l  h i s  death,  Bente r e f e r s  t o  Chemnitz a s  "the pr ince  
of Lutheran divines  of h i s  age, and next t o  Luther, t h e  
g r e a t e s t  theologian of our church. l 1  (H. I .  242) 

Andreaefs f i r s t  e f f o r t s  toward pac i f i ca t ion  had 
f a i l e d ,  l a rge ly  because they antedated t h e  col lapse  
of Philipism i n  Saxony. H i s  f i v e  a r t i c l e s  wr i t t en  
i n  1567, previously re fe r red  t o ,  had no p o s i t i v e  ef -  
f e e t ,  Therefore i n  1572 he  wrote and disseminated 
s i x  sermons deal ing with t h e  dissensions which had 
t o m  the  Lutheran Church s ince  1548, These sermons 
were wri t ten  f o r  pas to r s  and l ay  people r a t h e r  than 
f o r  theologians. Chemnitz was delighted with them, 
considering them a good b a s i s  f o r  the  beginning s f  
theological  peace-making. 

I t  is  not  necessary f o r  our purpose i n  t h i s  paper 
t o  d e t a i l  the  process by which those sermons were re -  
Gised, r ecas t  ,- and revised again through numerous edi -  
t i o n s  before they appeared i n  t h e i r  f i n a l  form as t h e  
Formula of Concord i n  1577. We must remeatber t h a t  t h e  
su re  hand of Chemnitz was a c t i v e  from t h e  beginning t o  
t h e  end of t h a t  process of  revis ion.  We must know 
t h a t  many, many theologians, a t  numerous sess ions  work- 
ed c a r e f u l l y  and e f f e c t i v e l y  t o  make it a near pe r fec t  
statement of Lutheran theology designed t o  take-account 
of t h e  i ssues  t h a t  had racked t h e  h t h e r a n  Church s ince ,  
and even before,  1548. The gold of  Luther's theology 
was put through t h e  r e f i n e r s i  f i r e  i n  a manner t h a t -  
has no p a r a l l e l  i n  Lutheran Kistory,  

Wen the  work was done, the  ex i s t ing  Ecumenical and 
Lutheran Confessions were gathered with t h e  Formula of 
Concord i n  a s i n g l e  volume-and published i n  1580 a s  the 
Book of Concord, The Lutheran Reformation was f in ished.  
Luther had done h i s  work and now t h e  next generat ion had 
pulled loose ends together t o  g ive  the  Lutheran Church 
i t s  confessional i d e n t i t y .  The agony of t h e  confessors 
had no t  been i n  vain .  By t h e  grace of God they now had 
an instrument of t r u e  Chr is t ian  u n i t y  based on t h e  in-  
f a l l i b l e  t r u t h s  of Holy Scr ip ture .  Those who had sought 
t h e  t r u t h  i n  a l l  s i n c e r i t y  had found it, 
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Par t  111. The Contemporary Agony 

W e  Must Preach and Teach the Truth 

The memories of  some confessing Lutherans who s t i l l  
a r e  a c t i v e  i n  t h e  church w i l l  go back a s  f a r  a s  1917 
when a few p a s t o r s  and congregat ions refused p a r t i c i -  
pa t ion  i n  a u n i o n i s t i c  church merger t h a t  accepted t h e  
s p i r i t  of  Melanchthonts e r r o r  o f  an e l e c t i o n  t o  sa lva-  
t i o n  i n t u i t i  f i d e i  ( i n  view o f  f a i t h ) .  The p a s t o r s  
and congregat ions excluded from t h i s  realignment of 
Norwegian Lutheran synods would, a s  a mat te r  of  course,  
have joined t h e  Missouri  Synod but  f o r  urgent  counsel 
from leading Missourians which advised them t o  r e t a i n  
t h e i r  h i s t o r i c a l  i d e n t i t y .  The r e s u l t  was t h e  formation 
o f  t h e  " l i t t l e "  Norwegian Synod, now known a s  t h e  ELS. 

Some of  u s  w i l l  a l s o  r e c a l l  union n e g o t i a t i o n s  be- 
tween Missouri and t h e  ALC i n  t h e  3 0 ' s .  Again t h e  
ghos t  o f  Melanchthon was about.  This time h i s  s p i r i t  
emerged i n  a union document t h a t  included t h e  phrase:  
"God purposes t o  j u s t i f y  those  who have come t o  f a i t h . "  
This  Melanchthonian s tatement  was v igorous ly  r e j e c t e d  
by a few voices  i n  Missouri and elsewhere. But it was 
never repudiated.  Rela t ions  developing between t h e  
ALC and t h e  LCA a t  t h a t  time put  a temporary h a l t  t o  
f u r t h e r  union d i scuss ions  between Missouri and t h e  ALC. 

A l l  o f  us  a r e  aware o f  t h e  d e t e r i o r a t i o n  o f  contem- 
porary  Lutheran confessional ism t h a t  has r e s u l t e d  i n  
t h e  breaking o f  fe l lowship  between Missouri on t h e  one 
s i d e  and ELS and WELS on t h e  o t h e r ,  t h e  c r e a t i o n  o f  a 
new Synod, t h e  Church of  t h e  Lutheran Confession, and 
s t i l l  more r e c e n t l y  t h e  Federat ion f o r  Authentic Luther- 
anism. A major r e s u l t  of  t h i s  breakdown o f  t h e  s t u r d y  
Lutheran confessional ism has  been t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  
Synodical Conference, o f  b lessed  memory, has ceased t o  
e x i s t .  

The r a t i o n a l i z i n g  philosophy of  Melanchthon i n  i t s  
var ious  forms of  synergism and unionism continues t o  
plague us .  A t  t h i s  time we a r e  confronted by humanism 
i n  t h e  form of  a s c i e n t i f i c  h i s to r i c i sm t h a t  i s  d ra in -  
ing t h e  Bible of  i t s  c r e d i b i l i t y  and des t roying  t h e  
h i s t o r i c a l  context  of t h e  grac ious  a c t s  of God recorded 
i n  t h e  Holy S c r i p t u r e s .  In  des t roying  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  
s h e l l  i n  which t h e  promises of God a r e  nurtured t h e  
very Gospel i t s e l f  i s  c a l l e d  i n t o  quest ion.  This  i s  
not  t h e  p lace  f o r  a c a r e f u l  s tudy of t h e  new forms o f  
humanistic and r a t i o n a l i s t i c  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  of Scr ip-  
t u r e .  Our i n t e r e s t  l i e s  i n  r e c a l l i n g  what t h e  post-  
Reformation genera t ion  d i d  t o  overcome t h e  menace t h a t  
p e r i l l e d  t h e i r  ex i s t ence  as confessing Lutherans. 

We s h a l l  have learned nothing from h i s t o r y  i f  we do 
not  now recognize t h a t  God s t i l l  holds  us  t o  a respon- 
s i b i l i t y  no l e s s  than t h a t  of a t o t a l  witness  t o  t h e  
whole t r u t h  of  t h e  Word. I f  Luther and t h e  confessors  
of t h e  16 th  century  had done anything l e s s  we would not 
now have t h e  pure theology of  t h e  Lutheran Confessions. 
We would have, i n s t e a d ,  i l l  conceived and i n e f f e c t u a l  
statements of f a i t h  comparable t o  t h e  f loundering con- 
fessions of t h e  r e s t  of Brs tes tan t i sm.  We can, and we 
must be d e t e m i n e d ,  a t  whatever personal  c o s t  t o  u s ,  
t o  teach Sodqs Word i n  t h e  wholeness of  i t s  t r u t h ,  i n  
t h e  p u r i t y  of i t s  a p o s t o l i c  witness .  Any dev ia t ion  from 
t h e  c l e a r  message of t h e  S c r i p t u r e  i s  t reason.  Courts 
of law speak of high t reason.  In  t h e  context  of our  
Chr i s t i an  c i t i z e n s h i p  i n  t h e  kingdom of God any b e t r a y a l  
of t h e  Word of God i s  nothing l e s s  than high t reason.  
The p e n a l t i e s  of high t r eason  both i n  cour t s  of  law and 
before t h e  e t e r n a l  throne  of  judgment a r e  well  known t o  
U S .  

We must a l s o  teach and preach i n  accordance with t h e  
Lutheran Confessions. For n e a r l y  fou r  hundred yea r s  
those documents have withstood every a s s a u l t  and have 
v indica ted  themselves i n  every t e s t  of  t r u t h f u l  witness  
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t o  Sc r ip tu re .  Their  va lue  has  been demonstrated time 
and again a s  a f o r c e  binding Chr i s t i ans  t o  t h e  t r u t h  
and sh ie ld ing  them from e r r o r .  They remain t h e  c l e a r l y  
i d e n t i f i a b l e  marks of t r u e  Lutheran theology. 

1 

We Must T e s t i f y  Agains t  Error 

We could be ve ry  snug and comfortable i n  our l o c a l  
pa r i shes  i f  we could simply say t h a t  we a r e  going t o  
preach t h e  Gospel i n  i t s  t r u t h  and p u r i t y  and l e t  some 
one e l s e  worry about t h e  f a l s e  d o c t r i n e  t h a t  i s  being 
taught  wi th in  our own communion. Actual ly t h a t  i s  ex- 
ac, t ly  what many o f  u s  have done. We have s a t  on our  
hqnds, s i l e n t ,  while  t h e  cancer  of e r r o r  has been e a t i n g  
away a t  t h e  f a b r i c  of our  church. But t h a t  simply w i l l  
no t  do f o r  f a i t h f u l  shepherds of  God's lambs on e a r t h .  
In t h e  church m i l i t a n t  s i n  and f a l s e  d o c t r i n e  i s  t h e  
name of t h e  game. I t  is  because t h e r e  i s  s i n  and f a l s e  
d o c t r i n e  t h a t  shepherds of  our f l o c k s  a r e  needed. We 
can no more preach t h e  Gospel without r e fe rence  t o  s i n  
and e r r o r  than we can save a drowning man without ge t -  
t i n g  wet. 

Post-Reformation Lutherans had t o  t e s t i f y  a g a i n s t  t h e  
f a l s e  teachings  t h a t  were spawned i n  a r a t i o n a l i s t i c  
philosopfiy. Thei r  su rv iva l  depended on it. We have t o  
t e s t i f y  a g a i n s t  a massive body of  e r r o r  t h a t  has been 
conceived and brought t o  b i r t h  i n  t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  h i s -  
t o r i c i sm of  our  own theologians  now. 

We have an advantage i n  our cu r ren t  s t rugg le .  We 
a r e  under no l e g a l  o r  e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  compulsion t o  
teach  f a l s e  doc t r ine .  In  t h e  16th  century t h e  Inter ims 
were t h e  law o f  t h e  land.  Preachers disobeyed t h a t  law 
under p e r i l  of imprisonment o r  banishment. The worst 
t h a t  can happen t o  u s  today i s  t h a t  we may be r i d i c u l e d  
f o r  our " s i m p l i s t i c  bibl icism".  The shallow ecumenicism 
of  our time p r o t e c t s  u s  from any form of persecut ion  f o r  

holding t o  and t r u s t i n g  a Bible-centered theology. A l l  
t h a t  is  asked of u s  i s  t h a t  we r e spec t  t h e  b e l i e f s  o f  
o t h e r s  and t o l e r a t e  t h e i r  e r r o r s .  

This  we cannot do wi th in  t h e  fe l lowship  of our  own 
f a i t h ,  S in  is s i n ,  e r r o r  is e r r o r ,  and we a r e  s o l d i e r s  
of t h e  c ross .  But t h e  purpose o f  our e f f o r t s  i s  hea l ing ,  
not  des t ruc t ion .  We seek t o  br ing  s i n n e r s  back t o  t h e  
pa ths  of godl iness ,  e r r o r i s t s  back t o  t h e  way o f  t r u t h .  
The Master taught  h i s  d i s c i p l e s  t o  fo rg ive  seven times 
seventy times and we must be equa l ly  p a t i e n t  wi th  e r r o r -  
ists. We must be  l i k e  God who h a t e s  s i n  bu t  loves s i n -  
ne r s .  We may h a t e  f a l s e  d o c t r i n e ,  but  Martin Luther 
has shown u s  t h e  way of  pa t i ence  and love  i n  dea l ing  
with those  who e r r .  H i s  cons t an t  love  f o r  a l l  men, and 
e s p e c i a l l y  f o r  h i s  s t u d e n t s  and f e l low t eache r s ,  was 
t h e  measure o f  h i s  dea l ings  with them, h i s  pass ionate  
d e s i r e  t o  show them t h e  word of t r u t h ,  

Some of  you were p resen t  a t  a conference i n  Chicago 
a few years  ago when Francis  Schaeffer  pleaded with u s  
no t  t o  t u r n  our backs on our  e r r i n g  b ro the r s  and f r i e n d s .  
C e r t a i n l y  Luther d i d  no t .  He continued t o  t a l k  t o  e r -  
s o r i s t s  and t o  pray f o r  them. He never  turned h i s  back 
on them nor ceased t o  be concerned about them. I have 
a v i v i d  memory o f  my own s a i n t e d  f a t h e r ,  a pious Chris-  
t i a n  p a s t o r  who was n o t  w i l l i n g  t o  accept  t h e  terms of  
t h e  Norwegian merger o f  1917. When t h e  f o r m a l i t i e s  s f  
t h a t  union were completed he  c u t  himself  o f f  from any 
f u r t h e r  contac t  with c l o s e  f r i e n d s  who d i d  go along with 
t h e  merger. He never spoke o r  wrote t o  them again.  I 
th ink  t h a t  was a mistake. He, wi th  o t h e r s ,  i s o l a t e d  
himself pe r sona l ly  and s p i r i t u a l l y  from people who might 
well  have come t o  a gradual  r ecogn i t ion  o f  t h e  com- 
promising d o c t r i n a l  p o s i t i o n  i n  which they  had been 
placed by a u n i o n i s t i c  merger. 

Luther warns at great length of the con- 
ceits of an orthodoxy that wants t o  play Cod. 
We tend t o  become so sure of ourselves that 
w e  lose patience with all who d i f f e r  
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Some of  you were p resen t  a t  a conference i n  Chicago 
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a v i v i d  memory o f  my own s a i n t e d  f a t h e r ,  a pious Chris-  
t i a n  p a s t o r  who was n o t  w i l l i n g  t o  accept  t h e  terms of  
t h e  Norwegian merger o f  1917. When t h e  f o r m a l i t i e s  s f  
t h a t  union were completed he  c u t  himself  o f f  from any 
f u r t h e r  contac t  with c l o s e  f r i e n d s  who d i d  go along with 
t h e  merger. He never spoke o r  wrote t o  them again.  I 
th ink  t h a t  was a mistake. He, wi th  o t h e r s ,  i s o l a t e d  
himself pe r sona l ly  and s p i r i t u a l l y  from people who might 
well  have come t o  a gradual  r ecogn i t ion  o f  t h e  com- 
promising d o c t r i n a l  p o s i t i o n  i n  which they  had been 
placed by a u n i o n i s t i c  merger. 

Luther warns at great length of the con- 
ceits of an orthodoxy that wants t o  play Cod. 
We tend t o  become so sure of ourselves that 
w e  lose patience with all who d i f f e r  



with us  and who f a i l  t o  measure up t o  our d e f i n i t i o n s  
of orthodoxy. We s h a l l  have l o s t  the  game i f  we preen 
ourselves i n  the  glow of our own pures t  orthodoxy, if 
we bel ieve  t h a t  by some spec ia l  g i f t  of God we have been 
made t h e  exclusive care takers  of t r u t h .  There is no 
orthodoxy without humility. Luther inspi red  confidence 
by making o the rs  see  him a s  a teacher who never ceased 
t o  be a l ea rner ,  always searching, f o r  the  Scr ip tu re ' s  
r eve la t ion  of t r u t h .  Sneering, caus t i c  comments, and 
an overbearing sense of se l f - r ighteous  omniscience have 
no place  i n  theological  debate. Love heals .  Hate can 
only defeat  i ts  own purpose. 

Among many th ings  we may learn  from the  experiences 
of the  post-Reformation s t rugg les  i s  t h a t  we must f l e e ,  
a s  from the  plague, any tendency toward t h e  development 
of a k i n d  of super-orthodoxy. Amsdorf and Flacius  were 
so  i n t e n t  sn maintianing t h e i r  orthodoxy t h a t  they sought 
to outdo Luther i n  h i s  b i b l i c a l  orthodoxy. The r e s u l t  
was worse than denia l  of revealed t r u t h .  Their views 
brought conservative Lutheran theology i n t o  d i s repu te  
and t h e  withering r i d i c u l e  of t h e i r  enemies. They had 
given t r u e  orthodoxy a t e r r i b l e  burden t o  bear.  They 
had compounded t h e  problems of those who s ince re ly  wish- 
ed t o  r e s t o r e  a u n i t y  of f a i t h .  Our generat ion has seen 
a l l  too  much of Flac ius '  super-orthodoxy and too many 
unwholesome examples of the  s i n  of schism. 

If we would be l i k e  Luther we s h a l l  avoid both an 
exaggerated orthodoxy and narrow parochial  schisms. 
Early i n  h i s  career  he sa id :  "If  unfortunately the re  
a r e  such th ings  i n  Rome a s  might be improved, t h e r e  
n e i t h e r  is ,  nor can t h e r e  be any reason t h a t  one should 
t e a r  oneself  away from t h e  church i n  schism. Rather, 
t h e  worse they become, the  more a man should help and 
c l i n g  t o  he r ,  f o r  by schism nothing can be mended." 
(W.A. 2 ,  72,  quoted i n  Gordon Rupp, Luther's Progress 
t o  the  Diet of  Worms, London, SCM Press Ltd., 1951) 

Our a t t i t u d e s  toward e r r o r i s t s  must be character-  
ized by love, not by hate .  We should seek, i n  Luther 's  
words, t o  mend, not t o  t e a r  ourselves away. An evan- 
g e l i c a l  and love- f i l l ed  d e s i r e  t o  mend what is  amiss 
should motivate our e f f o r t s  t o  s t o r e  u n i t y  of f a i t h .  
Cutting the  bonds of love through schism must be t h e  
a c t  of l a s t  r e s o r t .  

We Must B e  Fai th fu l  Ta Our Calling 

Those of us who a r e  pas to r s  have only one c a l l .  I t  
i s  t h e  c a l l  tendered us  by our congregations. We have 
taken our ordinat ion and i n s t a l l a t i o n  vows t o  preach 
and teach God's Word t o  our people. We have made our 
commitment t o  t h e  canonical books of  t h e  Bible and t o  
the  Lutheran Confessions. We have agreed t o  be shep- 
herds of our f locks  and have promised t o  bring them t h e  
Gospel and the  Sacrments .  We have agreed to preach the  
law of God and t o  adrntonish t h e  e r r ing  i n  accordance with 
G d q  s Word. 

mis is our c a l l ;  the  only d iv ine  c a l l  we have. That 
means that i n  t h e  tensions t h a t  develop when e r r o r  goes 
u n d i s e i p l h e d  i n  our Synods we still have only t h i s  one 
divine  c a l l ,  Personal decis ions  must be based an con- 
s ide ra t ions  of t h e  welfare of  our f locks .  Owe may not  
abandon a congregation t o  f i n d  a personal haven i n  m- 
other  Synod. God Himself has placed us  i n  our pas to ra tes .  

This by no means j u s t i f i e s  us  i n  concealing from 
our people the  d o c t r i n a l  aberra t ions  within our com- 
munion. We have a r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  t o  s i s t e r  congrega- 
t i o n s  and we may not attempt t o  l i v e  i n  a secluded i so -  
l a t i o n  from our brothers  and s i s t e r s  i n  the  Synod a t  
large.  I t  i s  easy t o  th ink,  a s  so  many have done, "Le t t s  
keep th ings  qu ie t  i n  our own congregation. Let ' s  not  
bother our people with t h e  e r r o r s  of theological  pro- 
f essors  and a few far-out  l i b e r a l  pastors."  That, a s  
a l l  of us  must know, is t o  t r y  t o  c r e a t e  a f o o l ' s  para- 
d i s e .  The t r u t h  must sooner o r  l a t e r  appear a s  t o  
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If we would be l i k e  Luther we s h a l l  avoid both an 
exaggerated orthodoxy and narrow parochial  schisms. 
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words, t o  mend, not t o  t e a r  ourselves away. An evan- 
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should motivate our e f f o r t s  t o  s t o r e  u n i t y  of f a i t h .  
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herds of our f locks  and have promised t o  bring them t h e  
Gospel and the  Sacrments .  We have agreed to preach the  
law of God and t o  adrntonish t h e  e r r ing  i n  accordance with 
G d q  s Word. 

mis is our c a l l ;  the  only d iv ine  c a l l  we have. That 
means that i n  t h e  tensions t h a t  develop when e r r o r  goes 
u n d i s e i p l h e d  i n  our Synods we still have only t h i s  one 
divine  c a l l ,  Personal decis ions  must be based an con- 
s ide ra t ions  of t h e  welfare of  our f locks .  Owe may not  
abandon a congregation t o  f i n d  a personal haven i n  m- 
other  Synod. God Himself has placed us  i n  our pas to ra tes .  

This by no means j u s t i f i e s  us  i n  concealing from 
our people the  d o c t r i n a l  aberra t ions  within our com- 
munion. We have a r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  t o  s i s t e r  congrega- 
t i o n s  and we may not attempt t o  l i v e  i n  a secluded i so -  
l a t i o n  from our brothers  and s i s t e r s  i n  the  Synod a t  
large.  I t  i s  easy t o  th ink,  a s  so  many have done, "Le t t s  
keep th ings  qu ie t  i n  our own congregation. Let ' s  not  
bother our people with t h e  e r r o r s  of theological  pro- 
f essors  and a few far-out  l i b e r a l  pastors."  That, a s  
a l l  of us  must know, is t o  t r y  t o  c r e a t e  a f o o l ' s  para- 
d i s e .  The t r u t h  must sooner o r  l a t e r  appear a s  t o  
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e r r o r s  i n  our  churches, and i l l - informed laymen w i l l  
r e a d i l y  be led  a s t r a y  by t h e  blandishments of those  
who compromise t r u t h  f o r  whatever unworthy reason.  

We have, a s  we have observed, a primary o b l i g a t i o n  
t o  t h e  people of our congregat ions.  We do a l s o  owe 
much t o  our r e spec t ive  Synods which, i n  most cases ,  
have made poss ib l e  our  p ro fes s iona l  educat ion.  They 
have provided f o r  t h e  God-pleasing mission and educa- 
t i o n a l  a c t i v i t y  of t h e  congregat ions.  They provide a 
cohesive framework f o r  t h e  mutual love and u n i t y  of  
people separa ted  by d i s t ance .  Long-standing l o y a l t i e s  
and s i n c e r e  a f f e c t i o n  bind Chr i s t i ans  t o  t h e i r  Synods. 

When, t he re fo re ,  t h e  Synod f a i l s  t o  keep i t s  commit- 
ment t o  t h e  Word and t o  t h e  Lutheran Confessions severe  
s t r a i n s  i n e v i t a b l y  develop. The r e l a t i o n s h i p  between 
t h e  Synod and t h e  congregation a r e  con t rac tua l  i n  na tu re .  
The Synod agrees t o  provide educat ional  f a c i l i t i e s  f o r  
t h e  t r a i n i n g  of p a s t o r s  and teachers  and t o  organize 
and conduct missionary endeavors and o the r  a c t i v i t i e s  
of mutual i n t e r e s t  and va lue  t o  t h e  Synod and i t s  member 
congregat ions.  They, i n  t u r n ,  pledge t h e i r  prayers  
and t h e i r  f i n a n c i a l  support  f o r  t h e  undertakings mu- 
t u a l l y  agreed on. 

A congregation which f i n d s  t h a t  f a l s e  d o c t r i n e  i s  
t o l e r a t e d  i n  t h e  f a c u l t i e s  of  i t s  seminaries  and co l -  
leges  w i l l  be r e l u c t a n t  t o  send t h e i r  sons and daugh- 
t e r s  t o  such schools  nor w i l l  they wish t o  r e c e i v e  t h e  
s e r v i c e s  of candida tes  from them. Other problems devel-  
op. Eventual ly t h e  congregation w i l l  be compel-led t o  
d i s s o c i a t e  i t s e l f  from such a synod even though t h e i r  
own pas to r  is  beyond reproach i n  f u l f i l l i n g  t h e  d u t i e s  
of h i s  c a l l i n g  i n  accordance with God's Word and t h e  
Lutheran Confessions. 

Congregations may p lace  themselves i n  a s t a t e  o f  pro- 
t e s t  aga ins t  a b e r r a t i o n s  which a r e  being t o l e r a t e d  with- 
i n  t h e  synod. Un t i l  adjustments a r e  made some have 

suggested withholding con t r ibu t ions  from t h e  synod. I t  
seems t o  me t h a t  t h i s  i s  a r ep rehens ib l e  procedure be- 
cause it v i o l a t e s  con t rac tua l  agreements with t h e  synod 
and may br ing  s u f f e r i n g  and inconvenience t o  innocent 
members of t h e  s y n d  such a s  miss ionar ies ,  t eache r s ,  and 
o the r  workers whose l i v l ihood  is dependent on t h e  con- 
t r i b u t i o n s  of congregat ions.  kt i f  one can not  i n  good 
conscience keep one ' s  f i n a n c i a l  commitment t o  a synod, 
how can he remain i n  fe l lowship  with i t ?  To hold mem- 
bersh ip ,  no t  y e t  terminated,  i n  a synod and then  g ive  
synadical  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  t o  another  agency appears t o  
me t o  be an ignoble use  of  t h e  power of  t h e  purse t o  
compel t h e  synod t o  comply with t h e  congregat ion%-re-  
quests .  When an i n t o l e r a b l e  s t a t e  of  a f f a i r s  has  de- 
veloped between a synod and a congregation t h e  only long- 
tern and l e g i t i m a t e  s o l u t i o n  must be t h e  terrainat ion of  
r e l a t i o n s  between t h e  two. No one, o u t s i d e  t h e  congre- 
ga t ion  i t s e l f ,  may s t i p u l a t e  when such te rminat ion  must 
occur.  Inev i t ab ly  t h e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  e n c o u n t e r 4  by a 
f a i t h f u l  congregation i n  i ts  r e l a t i o n s h i p  with an e r r i n g  
synod must reach a breaking po in t .  

The p a s t o r  himself w i l l  f a c e  numer5us p a i n f u l  ques- 
t i o n s  in nnaking h i s  own dec i s ion  r e l a t i v e  t o  membership 
i n  a heretical body. Old l o y a l t i e s ,  fami ly  r e l a t i o n s h i p s ,  
and most d i f f i c u l t  o f  a l l ,  t h e  ques t ion  o f  a personal  
IivePihoQgf must be considered,  ht t h e r e  it is ,  Six- 
teenth  century  confessors  faced martyrdom, impr isoment  
and e x i l e .  Men must f a c e  t h e i r  own consciences,  t h e i r  
o m  o rd ina t ion  vows, t h e i r  confidence i n  t h e  Lord's i n -  
exhaus t ib le  love f o r  t hose  who se rve  him a s  p a s t o r s  and 
a s  t h e  f a i t h f u l  cus todians  o f  t h e  e t e r n a l  t r u t h s .  

W e  Hust  Maintain a High Level of Chr i s t i an  Scholarship 

One of t h e  g r e a t  dangers  t h a t  has  faced t h e  church 
s ince  a p o s t o l i c  t imes has been t h e  menace o f  learned 
men whose phi losophica l  blandishments have deceived be- 
l i e v e r s  i n t o  s u b t l e  and, eventua l ly ,  g ross  mis in terpre-  
t a t i o n s  and misappl ica t ions  of  Sc r ip tu re .  The only 



e r r o r s  i n  our  churches, and i l l - informed laymen w i l l  
r e a d i l y  be led  a s t r a y  by t h e  blandishments of those  
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suggested withholding con t r ibu t ions  from t h e  synod. I t  
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men whose phi losophica l  blandishments have deceived be- 
l i e v e r s  i n t o  s u b t l e  and, eventua l ly ,  g ross  mis in terpre-  
t a t i o n s  and misappl ica t ions  of  Sc r ip tu re .  The only 



e f f e c t i v e  de fense  a g a i n s t  t h i s  danger i s  t h e  c r e a t i o n  
of a  corps  of C h r i s t i a n  s c h o l a r s  who, l i k e  Mart in  Luther ,  
rill be a b l e  t o  recognize  t h e i r  decep t ions  and t h e i r  
mishandl ing of  S c r i p t u r e .  I t  appears  t o  me t h a t  one 
of t h e  t r a g e d i e s  of  t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  Missouri  Synod 
has  been t h e  f a c t  t h a t  between t h e  p r e s i d e n c i e s  of  Franz 
P ieper  and J .A .O.  Preus t h e  h ighes t  o f f i c e  i n  t h e  Synod 
has  been he ld  by godly and venerab le  men, r e spec t ed  f o r  
t h e i r  p i e t y  a s  wel l  a s  t h e i r  handl ing of convent ions ,  
who were incapable  o f  recogniz ing  and d e a l i n g  w i t h  t h e  
humanis t ic  i n t e l l e c t u a l i s m  of  h igh ly  placed t heo log i ans  
i n  t h e  church,  I have a persona l  r e c o l l e c t i o n  s f  t h e  
D e t r o i t  convent ion and t h e  deba t e  on t h e  ques t i on  09 
j o in ing  LCUSA, It appeared t h a t  t h e  motion t o  j o i n  t h a t  
body might be  l o s t .  Then t h e  venerab le  B r ,  Behnken, 
r e t i r e d  p r e s i d e n t ,  was g iven  e x t e d e d  t ime and t h e  p r i v -  
i lege of  spetsking l a s t  b e f o r e  t h e  v o t e  was taken .  fie 
r o s e  a t  h i s  cue  t o  p lead  f o r  membership i n  LCUSA a s s u r i n g  
t h e  v o t e r s  t h a t  t h i s  o r g a n i z a t i o n  would d e a l  on ly  i n  
e x t e r n a l  ques t i ons  of mutual i n t e r e s t  and would i n  no 
way jeopard ize  t h e  d o c t r i n a l  i n t e g r i t y  of  t h e  fiI issouri  
Synod. 

We can f i n d  many t h i n g s  t o  admire about Mart in  Luther ,  
h i s  f a i t h ,  h i s  cons tancy ,  h i s  a b i l i t i e s  a s  a t e a c h e r .  
But what is  important  t o  u s  now i s  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  he  was 
a g r e a t  b i b l i c a l  s cho l a r .  Ile could t a k e  t h e  Bib le  and 
confound t h e  t h e o l o g i e s  of  t h e  s c h o l a s t i c s ,  t h e  m y s t i c s ,  
t h e  p i e t i s t s ,  t h e  Swiss t heo log i ans ,  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  
s p i r t s  o f  t h e  Zwickau prophe ts  and Thomas Muenzer, and 
above a l l  t h e  humanis t ic  r a t i o n a l i s m  of  Erasmus and h i s  
l i k e .  fie was a b l e  t o  f a c e  a l l  of  them i n  h i s  p r a c t i c a l  
a b i l i t y  t o  r e s t o r e  an a p o s t o l i c  f a i t h  and apply it t r u t h -  
f u l l y  and j u d i c i o u s l y  t o  h i s  16 th  cen tury  environment.  
While exposing t h e  phony i n t e l l e c t u a l i s m  of  h i s  adver-  
s a r i e s  he  was p r e sen t i ng  t h e  mys t e r i e s  of  r e v e l a t i o n  
i n  c l e a r ,  unders tandable ,  and c r e d i b l e  terms t o  t h e  com- 
mon f o l k  of  h i s  gene ra t i on  and every succeeding genera-  
t i o n .  I i is  Bib le  t r a n s l a t i o n  and h i s  catechisms brought 
t h e  Gospel o f  J e s u s  C h r i s t  t o  t h e  l o w l i e s t  a s  wel l  a s  

6 0  t h e  most Learned o f  h i s  contemporaries. 
stand i n  m e  of t h e  comprehensive depth o f  
eran Cos,%essis;l.j, in their whole essence, 
bm38d range4 $hey were the distills$iow o f  
o f  A man nf siimnle f a i t h ,  a Ban of.supratme 
dis%inctiort 

We mus$ 
t h e  Lath- 
i n  %heir  
the s ind  
seholmly 

We can not expect t o  see h i s  like i n  generagion, 
but we can be con%snt v i th  noghing less than a deter- 
mination ts keep %he eIw~s;h. strang by basing sur efforts 
04 a ~ e v 6 r  ending 8sts::~iaatisn ts know the  tmth for  

Qbm ~Z3k43~ ~ U Q  8 q ~ 8 A 2 , ~  ~ I K ~ w  i t  50  &%S be 
able t o  put dam Sat=% scontis~ing e f f o r t s  +&a dirainish 
God's Word by whatever rsleapts the ev i l  cne snay use. 

Chs carniesent mse be f im and pitsit5?~,:, We mst 
be detemfned g o  teach God% Word for - 2 3 ~  ,,J+va~i~n ef 
s~uls, and t h a t  i n  a saqaer ehar pemies r;u d~ ix inu~ ion ,  
ar snYazgeaerat, of the  sevelatio~l Gd has g~a~iourly 

1 8  0 5 e n e r ~ ~ s t e d  .to us. He nor pernit a sci%paTic-a- : i t . / -  

~z ' i c i sm ;rmr my- other i m e q r e e i v e  ~ a ~ i ~ ~ ~ ~ e  $ -. 11;+:5 ,;A -'% 

xhe great and c~~preheask~e  treasure of LzwZh ~ 3 z - i  R ~ S  

hgve, 

That somitment will m k s  de~ezds DR us, ;$e caa aa?? 
hold our peace when emor is p~bPicl-y pmc%aLs@d. The~e 
@an be 1x0 cravew unwi8"siagwsss ta beeme i a v s l v d  i n  
t h e  conflict against e m r  far %Re sake o f  peace. The 
heroic figures o f  t he  post-Refcmaticn p e r i d  hawe shorn 
us both the cost and the glory o f  being eanfessors of 
t he  t m t h ,  meir successful striviwg brmghe blessings 
to %heir spiritual heirs for nearly f ~ u r  hundred years. 
Who knows what our faithfulness may Bean to generations 
t o  coae? 

We will assuredly n e d  sen like hdreeae and C h e m i t ~  
tea help us in the f s  Patian of new confessional a f f i ~  
mations t h a t  will take account o f  the new devices that 
Satan has introduced into the theologies of our t h e .  
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We will need t o  remember MeB;anchthongs effort to secure 
religious peace through comprmise and t o  realize how 
cansciences become dul led  by progressive surrenders to 
l i t t l e  errors. We rationalize one concession today and 
mother taomsw.  h d  SO 8 r becmes easier a ~ d  easier 
ts rationalize, md soon ar%h&oxy IS gone, 

A l l  o f  us will n e d  t o  keep f a i t h  rrhile we pray for 
g Ben t o  inspire our confidence and help 
lation of the doctrinal sgatemewts that 
~ a k e  ~ O P  our pidmee, k t  while we 

ask G d  f ~ r  coqetent  theologims a d  leaders we ~ u s t  
be sure tha t  we do not give the garoe away by excess o f  
o*hadexy or by assuning schismatic postures. The post- 
Refamar l~a genero%ion has r e a i ~ d d  us 90 vividly  of the 
peri l  a9d 61143 pain of these excesses. 

We m* lack aothing in ~amitmnt  md deteminotion, 
but both muse be clothed i n  love and nurtured i n  patience. 
h t e  begets hate, It saves no soulis. It turns no error- 
is9 back t o  t he  t m t h ,  

Many must make painful personal decisions, and they 
mst mke them in *e sa l i t de  of their om $$"@Pation- 
s h i p  t o  G d ,  Let none condemn nor judge harshly  those 
who seem 8 Pmg t b e  in making their  d e c i s i o n s  Pastors 
must act in t h e  best i n t e r e s t s  of those  whm they sew@ 
in t h e i r  Gd-given c a l l i n g s .  m e y  mst bao=t  in g o d  con- 
science. They =st a c t ' r e s p n s i b l y .  

In my opinion thk most important l a p a n  i n  t h e  h i s -  
tow of t h e  h t h e r a n  Church was t h e  Elector  of Sxony ,  
Duke John Frederick,  who held t h a t  pos i t ion  and sup- 
ported t h e  lu theran movement with wisdom and courage 
frm 1532 t o  t h e  SmaPkaldic War. Defeated and captun"& 
he s a t  .in pr ison under sentence of death denubdd o f  h i s  
possessions and h i s  honor. When b p e r o r  Charles offerd 
him l i b e r t y  i n  r e t u r n  f o r  s igning t h e  Interim he re- 
spsmnlBed i n  a m n n e r  t h a t  w i l l  give comfort t o  every 
m m i s h e d  ssuf who n s t  mke the kind of agoniz i~ig  

decisions t h a t  f ace  us  i n  these  days of p e r i l  f o r  t r u e  
Lutheranism. These were Duke John's  words of response 
t o  the  emperor : 

I cmxnot refrain f r m  in foming  Your Majesty t h a t  
s ince  t h e  days of my ysukh I have been i n s t m e t &  
and taught  by t h e  s e w a n t s  oE God% s o d ,  arnd by d i l -  
igen t ly  searching t h e  prophetic and apos to l i c  Scrip-  
tures  B have also learned t o  know, and ( t h i s  I testi- 
f y  in the  s i g h t  of God) unswewingly to adhere i n  my 
conscience t o  t h i s ,  t h a t  t h e  a r t i c l e s  composing t h e  
Augsburg Confession, and whatever i s  connected the re -  
w i t h ,  are t h e  c o r r e c t ,  tme, C h r i s t i m ,  pure doc t r ine ,  
csnfimed by, and founded i n ,  the w i t i n g s  of  t h e  holy 
prophets and apostles,  and o f  t he  teachers who fol- 
%ow& i n  t h e i r  foo t s t eps ,  i n  such aanner t h a t  no sub- 
s tantial  object ion can be ra i sed  against i t  .. . . 
Since now in my eonscience I fimly persuaded of  
t h i s ,  X owe t h i s  g ra te fu lness  a d  obedience t o  God, 
who has shown me such unspeakable grace, t h a t ,  a s  I 
desire t o  obta in  e t e r n a l  sa lva t ion  and escape eter- 
nal damnation, I do not  f a l l  away from t h e  truth o f  
H i s  almighty w i l l  which H i s  Word has reveal& t o  w e ,  
and which I know t o  be the  t r u t h .  For such is  the 
comforting m d  a l s o  t e r r i b l e  Word o f  G d :  'Woso- 
ever therefore  s h a l l  confess me before men, him will 
.I a l s o  confess before My Father which is  i n  heaven. 
But whosoever s h a l l  deny Me before  men, him w i l l  P 
a l s o  deny before Fagr G d  which is  i n  heavens9 If I 
should acknowledge and adopt t h e  Interim as Chr is t ian  
and godly, I would have to condem and deny agains t  
my o m  conscience, knowingly and maliciously,  t h e  
Augsburg Confession, and wha%ever- P have here tofore  
held and believed concerning t h e  Gospel o f  Chr i s t ,  
and approve with my mouth what I regard i n  my h e a r t  
and emsc ience  as a l toge the r  contrary  t o  the  holy and 
divine  S c r i p t w e s .  This,  0 my Cod i n  heaven, would 
indeed be misusing and c r u e l l y  6laspheming Thy holy 
name . . . f o r  which I would have t o  pay a l l  too  
deaf ly  with my soul .  ( H . I .  97) 
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B O O K  P E V I E W S  

The Book s f  I s a i a h ,  Vof, I T  By Edward J. Young, 
igan:  Eerdmans, 1969. 684 np, 

Severa l  y e a r s  ago Volume 1 of t h i s  three-volume 
set i n  

, The undersigned reviewed i t  I n  
t h i s  p u b l i c a t i o n ,  ( s ee  LUTHERAN SYNOD QUARTERLY, Vole 
VII, No. 2 ,  Me. . l? tG6,  pp, 21-29.) Although t h i s  sec- 
ond volume has  been ou t  now s i n c e  1969$ va r ious  i n t e r -  
r u p t i o n s  have prevented t h f  s revietqer f  ram submi t t ing  
this review u n t i l  now, I lspeful ly  Volum 111, which 
w a s  prepared from D r .  Young's n o t e s  a f t e r  he d i ed ,  and 
which was gp~ab l i s~~ed  j u s t  t h i s  p a s t  y e a r ,  w i l l  soon ap- 
pear i n  review i n  t h i s  magazine, 

Volume 11, covering chap te r s  19-39 of I s a i a h ,  i s  of 
t h e  same high  q u a l i t y  a s  i t s  predecessor ,  Throughout 
t h e  book t h e  au tho r  fo l lows  two of h i s  b a s i c  assump- 
t i o n s :  t h e  v e r b a l  i n s p i r a t i o n  of t h e  Old Testament (as  
w e l l  as t h e  New) and t h e  u n i t y  and i n t e g r i t y  of t h e  
Book of  I s a i a h ,  The e o m e n t a r y  is  t h e  r e s u l t  of t h e  
a u t h o r ' s  i n t e n s i v e  s tudy  of t h e  Rook of I s a i a h  a s  wll  
a s  o t h e r  sources  t h a t  shed l i g h t  on t h e  book, B i b l i c a l  
a s  w e l l  as e x t r a - B i b l i c a l ,  H i s  v a s t  e r u d i t i o n  is evi -  
den t  from t h e  thoroughness of h i s  s c h o l a r l y  procedure, 
and y e t  t h e  commentary i t s e l f  r eads  rather e a s i l y ,  
s i n c e  most of t h e  Hebrew and o t h e r  fore ign- lmguage  
r e f e r ences  a r e  confined t o  t h e  foo tno te s ,  While t h e  
t r a n s l a t i o n  of t h e  v e r s e s  resembles t h e  King James 
Version,  i t  is  t h e  a u t h o r ' s  own, and i n  some passages 
i t  d e p a r t s  from o t h e r  e x i s t i n g  t r a n s l a t i o n s .  

There are very  few passages i n  vhich t h i s  reviewer 
f i n d s  himself  i n  disagreement w i th  t h e  au tho r ,  One 
such passape is  I s a i a h  21: 8. There D r .  Young aban- 

c ' ~ T :  l j  s ; r-7 q ?  ~ ~ 1 - p  r p  yrinc tilc> % ' q < ; n r p t  i 

t cE:t t o  thn+  r f t I C  f j rst Ilea(! Sen :;crol I . T ! I ~  :'l?s- 

i ? r c ~  i r  t e x t  r~r l : !c ,  I 1 / \ ~ l d  1 1 ~  c r i e d :  ' 3  l i o n !  ' "  ?. V I I F ? -  

ijer of F n y l  i s i l  v e r s i o n s  s ~ l v n o r t  t ! l ~ t  r e ~ ( l i n ~ ,  and i n  
it is exccltcnt comnentnrv .T .A .  il l t exnndcr  clefends i t ,  
I 1 , 374)  On the o t h e r  hand,  Younr adont.; 
t ! ~ c :  3ertd Scrl S c r o l l  r e a d l n p  and  t r 9 n s l n t e s  i t ,  "Then 
t h e  s e e r  would c r y , "  r e n d i n ?  --- 11; ~ 5 ~ 9 1 1  i n s t e a d  of  

I 1 'This anpears t o  b e  a q u e s t i o n n i r l ~  nro-  - 
3F tile van? comr?cndable feature. ;  O F  t h i s  I~ool: we 

s i ~ a l l  ment ion  o n l y  a f e w .  He c o n c l u d e s  h i ?  commentarv 
or1 the  c i ~ h t h  verse of c h a p t e r  25,  which  he  i n t e r n r e t s  
' l e s s i a n i c a l l y  b u t  not mil l e n n i a l i s t i c a l l v ,  w i t h  t h e  
f o l l o w i n r  touci l iny  remark, " h l y  t h e  r e v e a l e d  r e l i p i o n  
o f  t h e  R i b l e  cqn g i v e  t r u e  c o m f o r t  t o  man and can  e- 
voke from n i r  tears  o f  l o v i n e  j o y  and ~ r a t i t u d e ,  for 
o n l y  t h e  r e ~ r c a l e c l  r e l i c i o n  of  the 3ibl.e n r e s e n t s  a Cod 
o f  true l o v e  qn(l c o m n a s s i o n  x r l l o  - a i d  the p r i c e  n e c e s s -  
a r y  t o  s~-:,.rlJ 01.. LIP c!eath and  t o  ' t .~ ip t  m n v  t e a r s .  ne- 
s n i t c  t h e  b l i n d n e s s  o f  some c r i t i c s  and  t i l e i r  f a i l ~ l r e  
t o  t~ntXerstand t h i s  v e r s e ,  tile C h r i s t i a n  h e a r t  w i l l  ev- 
e r  st..rnd i n  awe of  the unspen1:ably wondrous t r u t h  t h q t  
i s  r e v c a l c d  h e r e . "  ( n .  108) 

I n  h i s  cnmmeuts on Tsaialr 26: 10 h e  asserts t h g t  
" t h e  n ronhc t  c l e a r l y  i n t r o d l ~ c e s  t ? w  d o c t r i n c  of  t h c  
r c s l ~ r r e c t i o n  of t he  body." A few l i n e s  l a t e r  rle a d d s ,  
""r! need n o t  assume t h a t  t h i s  d o c t r i n e  vou ld  be t o o  a d -  
v n ~ c e d  f o r  t i le  rfav of  I s a i a h ,  and t h a t  i t  was o n l y  re- 
ceive(! by t h e  . f e w  from t !~e P e r s i a n s  c1tlrinc-r t h e  t ime  
o f  t%e  e x i l e  o r  l a t e r .  'rile t r u e  d n c t r i n c  of tile re- 
s ~ i r r e c t i o n  o f  t h e  bodv i s  a r e v e l a t i o n  received from 
I ' Q ~  nnrl n o t  a d o c t r i n e  t n  be  ctiscovered by 11nr)idcd hu- 
v a n  r eason . "  ( p .  2 2 7 )  That  i s  a l s o  o u r  c o n v i c t i o n .  

F v r i n l  v c n t i o n  otlollt to he made o f  h i s  ~ x n l a n n t i o n  
r f  Tsai 212 2 8  : 16, ,711otller ' k s s i n n i  c nassalre tzhic i~  i s  
rilroter! i n  t h e  N t w  Tes tamen t .  Tliose remarks  a re  on 

- !&7 - 
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pp. 284-288 and w i l l  prove rewarding reading.  

~ l t h o u g h  t h e r e  a r e  many o t h e r  e x c e l l e n t  passages,  
t i m e  and space do n o t  permit mention here .  S u f f i c e  
it t o  say  t h a t  he o f f e r s  c o m e n t  on every v e r s e  i n  
t h e s e  twenty-one c h a p t e r s ,  some b r i e f ,  o t h e r s  s e v e r a l  
pages long. Following t h e  commentary proper  is  a sec- 
t i o n  of t h r e e  appendices ,  t r e a t i n g ,  r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  t h e  
fol lowing t o p i c s ,  "The Reign of  Hezekiah," "The n a t u r e  
and Authorship of I s a i a h  36-39," and 'The 11nvasiost of 
~ e n n a c h e r i b "  t r a n s l a t e d  from t h e  Assyrian document 
"The Annals of  Sennacherfb . " An ex tens ive  b ib1  iogra-! 
phy, an index of S c r i p t u r e ,  an index of persons ,  and 
an index of au tho r s  complete t h e  book. 

This reviewer would h igh ly  recornend t h i s  v o l u e  
t o  both clergpen and l a y  members. H e  i s  a l s o  look- 
i n g  forward t o  s tudy ing  and reviewing t h e  t h i r d  and 
h a s t  vo%um of t h f s  set. 

-- Rudolph E ,  Honsey 
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Eerdmans. 1972. 68 pp. $1.25 paperback. 

Mormonism. By Anthony Hoekema. Grand Rapids, Eerd- 
mans. 1972. 101 pp. $1.75 paperback. 

Advent i s t s .  By Anthony Hoekema, Grand 
Rapids, Eerdmans. 1972. 103 pp. $1.75 paperback. 

The au tho r  of  t h e s e  fou r  paperbacks is p r o f e s s o r  
of sy s t ema t i c  theology at  Calvin Theological  Seminary 
and writes as a conse rva t ive  Reformed theologian .  Most 
of t h e  m a t e r i a l  i n  t h e s e  books h a s  appeared i n  h i s  
e a r l i e r  book, The Four Major C u l t s ,  bu t  h a s  been up- -- 
dated. 

',:tci? one  o f  t i l e  clil t s i s  t r e a t e c ?  t 7 ~ o r o ~ l ~ l ~ l ~ ~ ,  T ~ T C C  
tqrtl ~7hvi 01151 17 n o n - ~ ~ r n ~ ~ - t ~ l  i c a l  : tile r f o r v o n s  , ti~i. ('11 r is- 
l i an S c i  t n t i  str;, rind t h e  ' f e ; l o l , ? ~ ~ ~ ' s  "i t n c s s e s .  Tile Sc17- 
c ~ l ~ C ' ~ - ? a v  .",dvent i s t s  e l  air;) t o  b e  c v n n y e l i  c n l ,  b u t  t h e  
i n l ~ c r e n t  Ic rn l  i sr? o f  t l t e i  r svstem, n n r t i  c u l  n r l v  on  t?c 
';3bl)ntit, an4 t h e  n e c u l  iari t i e s  o f  t h e i  r ti le01 o v i c n l  
s l v s t c n  nnkcs  t ' t i s  p o s t  (!iff  i r u l  t .  !Inch pro t lp  i s  t'x- 
a ~ i n c &  w i t h  r e s q c c t  f o  i t s  n r i n c i n l e s  of n i l t : ~ o r i t v ,  o f  
s a l v n t i o i l ,  nrld o t I ler  areas o f  d o c t r i n e .  

T'lese ~>ancrbacks  a r e  no o r d i n a r y  books .  n e l v i n $ ~  
1 , T ~ T ~ - . c ~ v  nn t h e  m a t e r i a l s  ~ r o d t ~ c e d  b;? t l l e s e  s e c t s ,  t?ie 
r tu t l lo r  p r o b e s  d e e p l v  i n t o  t h e i r  h i s t o r y  and t l ~ e o l o g y .  

iIe t i ~ o r o r n h l y  u n d e r s t a n d s  and n r e s e n t s  t h e  novel an- 
proaches  which  have taken these c u l t s  bevond  t h e  
t ~ o t i n d n r i e s  of  h i s t n r i c  C h r i s t i a n i t v ,  For  example, he 
shows t h a t  t h e  arjTnments of S t ,  Altrreastine a ~ a i n s t  t h e  
P.rian .lehovn;l' s 1:i tnesses are most re levant  ; i ~ c  show.; 
1 1 0 ~ 7  the .Jehovnl~' 5 ! T i t n e s s e s  make use  of  " k n i g h t  ' s  j umn" 
c.xecesis, he r r i nn inp  w i t h  ;1 nrtss3cc 11ut c o m p l e t e l v  m i s ~ -  
i n v  t h e  ~ o i n t  o f  t11c nassafrc anc! end ing  ~ ~ i t i l  R conc lu -  
s i o n  tha t  i s  not:  even r e m o t e l y  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  friissr?pee 

? n v ~ n e  i n t ~ r c s t e c ?  i n  t h e  t ! l e o l o o ~  o f  t h e s e  s e c t s  -- 
and :.it1? tilei r d o o r b e l  1 r i n p i n c  and  r q c l i  r) t i r o a d c a s t s  I, 
ti7110 can avoir! t h e n ?  -- one v i l l  f i n d  these books  in-  
d i s p e n s a b l e .  ?;v rcnc l inq  t he se  books one w i l l  f i n d  
?:inself a c q u a i n t e d  w i t h  t h e i r  t h c e l o r i  c n l  svstcmq, i n -  

c o n s i s t e ~ ~ c i e s ,  2nd anti-cvranr,el i c d  n q t ~ l r c ,  

-- Clcnn  1:. P e j  c h ~ r ~ l d  

1 t i  S F .  T"y il~lt!lon;7 lJoe?temn . Crnnrl Pn - - - - - - - --- - - - - - - - 
'~ i r ls .  Fcrc '~ar3s .  1 9 7 2 .  l r l l  nn, $ 1  .(35 n ,qnerbncl ; .  

.; 1.nok v i  11 tic ;1 i l r fnf tr l  i n t r o d t l c t i o n  t n  the  
r ~ r r l ~ l e ~  r\f n c o - - " e ~ ~ t e c o s t ~ f l i ~ n .  '.'riti~lc' from ;1 con--  
~ e r v ? t ;  7 7 ~  a~ ' c \ r ~ ~ c !  v i c t ~ r n o i n t ,  tllc . ?~ i t ' \o r  r e  jertci t'1e 
n t ~ - : ' ~ n t t r r ? : ; t d  c i i c , t i n r t i n n  l , c t ~ ~ c c . n  t !~r r r o rk  of t 1 7 ~  
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t h e  Holy S o i r i t  a t  conversion and t h e i r  so-ca l led  
"Baptism wi th  t h e  Holy S p i r i t " ,  con t r a ry  to Scrip-  
t u r e .  He also d i scus se s  t h e  passages dea l ing  wi th  
speaking i n  tongues.  While one may n o t  alawys agree  
w i th  h i s  conclusions on t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  passages,  h i s  
u l t i m a t e  conclusion i s v a l i d .  These passages do n o t  
t e ach  a neo-Pentecostalism. I n  t h e  f i n a l  po r t i on  of 
h i s  book he  a l s o  stresses t h e  va r ious  g i f t s  of t h e  
Holy S p i r i t ,  which a r e  neg lec t ed  i n  t h e  misemphasis 
on neo-Pentecostalism. 

-- Clean E .  Reichwald 

des  Sciences - . E t a b l i e  p a r  
s de 1.a Facu 

a n t e  de f ' ~ n l v e r s i t &  des Sciences humaines de S t r a s -  
bourg et publie'@ p a r  J O G .  Heintz  - ~ r g f a c e  d ' E .  
Jacob. I972 

This  work i s  a manual of  b i b l i o g r a p h i c a l  r e f e r -  
ences  coverinn t h e  o r i n c i o a l  t h e o l o n i c a l  d i s c i p l i n e s :  
Old ~ e & a n e n t ,  New Testament,  Church His tory ,  H i s to ry  
of Rel ig ions .  Philosophy of Rel ig ion ,  Dogmatics, Ecu- 
menism, E th i c s ,  P r a c t i c a l  Theology, and Sociology of 
Rel ig ion .  Each major s e c t i o n  i s  f u r t h e r  subdivided 
t o  f a c i l i t a t e  consu l t a t i on .  

The Bibliographic is s e l e c t i v e  and t h e  s i n g l e  cri- 
t e r i o n  of s e l e c t i o n  is t h e  s c h o l a r l y  worth and eduea-. 
t i o n a l  va lue  of t h e  i t e m s  included.  
3,000 t i t les  are l i s t e d ,  most of them r e c e n t ,  bu t  al- 
s o  inc luding  o l d e r  works where no modern c o m t e r p a r t  
is a v a i l a b l e .  The l i s t i n g s  i nc lude  works i n  French, 
German, and Engl i sh  ( i n  t h a t  o r d e r  of f requency) ,  and 
e x i s t i n g  t r a n s l a t i o n s  are i n  evevery case  s p e c i f i e d .  

For each d i s c i p l i n e ,  a b r i e f  i n t r o d u c t i o n  is  pro- 
vided s o  a s  t o  pu t  t h e  c i t a t i o n s  i n  the - -- p e r s p e c t i v e  

of  cctntem?ornry schol  arsl-nin . A G e n e r a l  P r e f a c e  by 
E d ~ u n d  t lacob, a u t h o r  of t h e  well-known - --.- --- ------ of t h e  -- 
O l d  T e s t a m e n t ,  o f f e r s  an i w ~ r e s s i o n i s t i c  panorama of 
t h e  t h ~ o l o p i . c a l  F i e l d  d u r i n p  t h e  l a s t  t h i r t y  y e a r s .  

7 7 1 % ~  B i h l l g z  "---- i n  common with v i r t u a l l y  a l l  new 
re ferenee ~ u b l i c a t i o n s  , w i l l  d o u b t l e s s  be  even more 
taseful i n  subseicluent e d i t i o n s .  Its e d i t o r s  will e e r -  
t n i n l y  ~ g m t  to e n l a r g e  t h e  number of C n p l l s h  larapuage 
t i t l e s ,  a n d  wi%l want t o  make sure t h a t  c r l t i e s  of 
cur ren t  modem t h e o l o g i c a l  n o s i t i o n s  a re  given as f u l l  
r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  as t h e  p o s i t i o n s  themselves.  , 

The d e a r t h  of r e f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  first  e d i t i o n  t o  t h e  
Tren t  modern evangelical t h e o l o g i a n s  (Maehen, Camell, 
C , F . H .  W e w r y ,  Packer,  e t c , )  is  a lacuna  wh ich  e e r t a i n -  
I y  needs t o  h e  f i l  l e d ,  How s t r a n g e ,  f a r  example,  to 
f i n d  J , K , S ,  & i d  % The 

P 

of i n c l u d e d ,  
h u t  no  c i t a t i o n  of I J a r f i e f d  o r  o t h e r  thorougtr t r e a t -  
x e n t s  of t h i s  q u e s t i o n  by contemporary scholars main- 
t a i n i n g  t h e  c l a s s i c a l  view of B i b l i c a l  inspiratf an : 
C e r t a i n l y ,  subsequent  e d i t i o n s  of t h e  
s h o u l d  h e  p rov ided  w i t h  an a u t h o r  i n d e x ,  to facfli"satc. 
r e f e r e n c e ,  

Tn s p i t e  s f  these -- perhaps i n e v i t a b l e  -- d i f f i -  
c u l t i e s ,  t h i s  i s  i nd i spensab l e  f o r  e v e q  
t h e o l o g i c a l  l i b r a r y  and of unquestionable v a l  ue t o  in -  
d iv id t l a f  s cho la r s ,  A t  a p r i c e  sf twelve f r a n c s ,  even  
i n  t h e  l i g h t  of  current d e v a l u a t i o n  of t h e  d o l l a r ,  t h e  

i s  i r r e s i s t i b l e .  

-- John Warwick Montgomery 
I 
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t a i n i n g  t h e  c l a s s i c a l  view of B i b l i c a l  inspiratf an : 
C e r t a i n l y ,  subsequent  e d i t i o n s  of t h e  
s h o u l d  h e  p rov ided  w i t h  an a u t h o r  i n d e x ,  to facfli"satc. 
r e f e r e n c e ,  

Tn s p i t e  s f  these -- perhaps i n e v i t a b l e  -- d i f f i -  
c u l t i e s ,  t h i s  i s  i nd i spensab l e  f o r  e v e q  
t h e o l o g i c a l  l i b r a r y  and of unquestionable v a l  ue t o  in -  
d iv id t l a f  s cho la r s ,  A t  a p r i c e  sf twelve f r a n c s ,  even  
i n  t h e  l i g h t  of  current d e v a l u a t i o n  of t h e  d o l l a r ,  t h e  

i s  i r r e s i s t i b l e .  

-- John Warwick Montgomery 
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