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PARTEN LUTHER AND THE SEthJISH PEOPLE 

Preface 

'$One could w i s h  that L u t h e r  hcsd d i e d  before ever  
t h i s  t ract  w a s  wr i t ten ,"  

'$1 should be g lad  t o  believe t h a t  More w a s  no t  
t h e  au thor  o f  t h i s  work, That a na tu re  so pure 
and gen t l e ,  so  adverse to coarse abuse, and h i t h e r t o  
not  unfavorable to the cause of r e l i g i o u s  reform, 
should s o i l  i t se l f  with v~rlgar and offensive rail- 
l e r y ,  d e s t i t u t e  o f  all wit and humor, shocks and 
pains, l i k e  the  misconduct of a dear f r i end . "  

The t w o  quota t ions  above suggest a p a r a l l e l  be- 
tween two h e r o i c  f i g u r e s  a f  t he  sixteenth century, 
Dr. Martin Luther  and S i r  (or S t . )  Thoalas More, 
Both paragraphs represent the  w i sh fu l  th inking  of 
admiring biographers ,  both r u e f u l  i n  contemglatian 
of t h e  occasional coarse and v i tupera t tve  writing 
of the subjects o f  eheir  s t u d i e s ,  

The f i r s t  exgressicsn i s  t h a t  of Roland He Bainton 
i n  h i s  deserved ly  popula r  book, JeEe.2-e 1 Stand: A L i f e  
of Martin Luther .  Bainton i s  referring t o  ~ u t h e r  ' s 
t irade, -- On The J e w s  - and Thei r  Lives, publ i shed  i n  
1543, 

The second af t h e  quoted paragraphs above i s  
from ---- The Reign o f  Henry --- V B I Z  by the d i s t ingu i shed  
E n d i s h  h i s t o r i a n ,  2, S. B r e w e r ,  who deals-exten-  
s i v e l y  with the career of S i r  Thomas Moree3 A ver- 
ba l  b a ~ t l e  ensued when Luther ubl i shed The Baby- 
lon ian  C a p t i v i t y  of the  -- Church' in 1520, and King 
Heaxy responded with h i s  defense s f  the  t r a d i t i o n a l  
Roman CatElcjlic theology of the seven sacraments,  
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Two h igh ly  respec ted  Englishmen entered t h e  
f r a y  i n  defense of t h e  rece ived  theology of t h e  
Roman Church, They were t h e  f u t u r e  Engl ish mar- 
t y r s  John F i she r  and Thomas More, More wrote 
s t r i d e n t l y  a g a i n s t  t h e  publ i shed  works of t h e  
Engl ish P r o t e s t a n t s  William Tyndale, John F r i t h ,  
and Robert Barnes, a:so martyrs-to-be, More's 
heavy a r t i l l e r y ,  however, was reserved  f o r  h i s  
book, Response t o  Luther ,  w r i t t e n  i n  L a t i n  under ---"- 
the pseaadsnyrfi William Ross, More never  ackrlowl- 
edged his au tho r sh ip  of t h e  book, S t  h a s  only 
recent1.y been ihaentif ied as  ore a s , Suf Ztce it 
t o  say t h a t  More's language in t h i s  book and o t h e r  
e s says  against t h e  Lutherans more than  equalled 
t h e  s c a t o l o g i c a l  v i t r i o l  s f  t h e  angry e s says  of 
L u t h e r ' s  l a t e r  years,  

The of fens ive  language of bo th  Luther  and More 
Is remarkable because the  n a t u r a l  and i n s t i n c t i v e  
s t y l e s  of these men was warm and f r i e n d l y ,  Mart in  
Luther's proclamatfan of t h e  gospe l  06 Jesus  C h r i s t  
w a s  cha rac t e r i zed  by lov ing  concern and happy con- 
f idence,  Thomas More, t h e  humanist ic  j n t e l l e c t u a l  
2nd b r i l l i a n t  writer,  w a s  an admired and succes s fu l  
lawyer -+rho enjoyed t h e  company of E r a s ~ ~ ~ u s ,  Henry 
V Z I E ,  Gean Cole t ,  and o t h e r s  who shared mutual 
i n t e r e s t s  i r ~  t h e  heady atmosphere of Renaissance 
learning, Both Luther  and Nore were l ea rned  men 
endowed w i t h  g r e a t  personal  charm, Each had a 
f i n e  sense s f  humor and wrote and spoke w i t h  an 
u n f a i l i n g  w i t  and eloquence. 

T Ahomas Msxe came i n t o  the  service of Henry V I I I  
i n  1518 and was knighted i n  1521, A t  t h e  f a l l  of 
T's~ornas Wobsey i n  9529, More was appoirlted Lord 
Chancellor of EngPand, a rank second only t o  t h a t  
of t h e  k i n g ,  The rest of h i s  l i f e  was ts be gr im 
t e s t i m o n y  t o  h i s  unyie ld ing  commitment t o  the  Roman 
Cathol ic  Church, Where Thomas Wolsey had been can- 
tent to burn here t ica l  books and s l a p  the  w r i s t s  

of h e r e t i c s ,  Nore undertook t o  EuEfi%$ h i s  o b l i -  
g a t i o n s  as  chance l lo r  by i n i t i a t i n g  the ugly t a s k  
of burning heretics, Unhappy over the  king's 
marriage t o  Anne Bsleyn, More res igned h i s  chan- 
c e l l o r s h i p  w i th  h i s  sove re ign ' s  eonsent ,  Henry's 
d a l l i a n c e  w i th  P ro t e s t an t i sm l e d  h i m  to secure 
Par l iamentary  au thor i za t ion  f o r  assuraing the head- 
s h i p  of t h e  Engl i sh  church, More% marty-rr_iom f o l -  
lowed i n  1535 when he r e f u s e d  to t a k e  the  Oath of 
Supremacy, T s  have taken t h i s  oath would have 
meant t h e  r enunc ia t i on  of the a u t h o r i t y  of t h e  
Roman pope, T h i s  More w a s  not  w i l l i n g  t o  do. 

Both More and Luther  were t o  be  t h e  v i c t i m s  of 
t h e i r  pa s s iona t e  r e l i g i o u s  c o n - ~ i c t i o n s .  More be- 
l i e v e d  t h a t  the re jec t ion  sf the papacy was t a n t a -  
mount t o  t h e  destruction Q% t h e  church and a l l  
s o c i a l  o rde r .  H e  preferred  martyrdom t o  a y i e l d i n g  
of h i s  c s n v i c t l s n s .  

I n  a t a b l e  c snveusa t i sn  recorded i n  1538, Luther  
revea led  h i s  awareness s f  More's a c t i v i t y  a g a i n s t  
P r o t e s t a n t  heret ics ,  Luther  had been asked whether 
Thomas More might be regarded  as a  t r u e  mar tyr .  He 
answered, '"0 ! I s  and s a i d :  

We was a ve ry  great  tyrank agains t  the  gospe l  
and shed much b losd  of the godly con fe s so r s  
of t h e  gospe l .  H e  t o r t u r e d  them w i t h  s t r a n g e  
ins t ruments  l i k e  a hangman, F i r s t  h e  examined 
t h e  con fe s so r s  o r a l l y  under a green  t r e e  [ i n  
h i s  garden i n  Chelsea] ,  Then he s t r e t c h e d  
them on a rack i n  dungeons, F i n a n y ,  when he 
had a t t a i n e d  a place second t o  the k ing ,  h e  
a t t a c k e d  the  king himself i n  oppos i t i on  t o  a 
decree  of the whole realm, and f a r  t h i s  he  
pa id  t h e  pena l ty  [o f  beheading on a charge 
of t r ea son ,  n o t  heresy 1.5 

Luther  i s  u n f a i r  i n  these  coments .  Though h e  h a s  
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the  facts s t r a i g h t  as t o  More's act-f l~i ty agadnst 
P r o t e s t a t ~ t  r ~ r ' o r m e r c ,  L u t h e r  irn$srsp~2:3 y att3sxlbutes 
Marc's d e a t h  t o  a personal atta-1: ,:gainst f h e  king. 
More's r e f u s a l  tu take t he  03th sf Supremacy was a 
matter of c s n v i c ~ i - o n  and cos%acieaice t ha t  was a s  
irnportallt t d  him as Luther's insistzzace jn. regard- 
ing hhca nierii: c ~ f  Cha L s t  the 2 ; ~ f a ~  b e  and cmly  way t o  
sa4va.r ioiz. 

Luther oxt ' i i ved More by el eve^ years,  'Though 
L u t h e r  had expected, and e-vzn d e s i r e d ,  martydom, 
be died a ~ la~ ru r r a l  death, T,fke More xd10 d ied  f o r  
t he  sake s f  h i s  passisnhte L ~ y a 1 t . y  L O  the Rsraan 
Ca tho l i c  u ~ d e r s t a r ~ d i a g  of t k e  ductrine of t h e  
church, L u t h e r  a f f i r m e d  h i s  passionate i a i t h  in 
t h e  gospel of Jesus Chr i sk  t s r  what, l a t e  I n  l n i s  
Life, of ten became a s h r i l l  kz,nd son~etil :~es coarse 
vehemence t h a t  emkar1:assed a f e w  af h i s  centem- 
p o r a r i e s  and, one may say,  aliisost r ~ 1 7 . ,  of h i s  
pa t r ans  and fellow Lrtk 'nerarrs  i n  the  20th century,  
It is smali enciugls ~ ~ i n f ~ r t  t:a know t h a k ,  srnl-ike 
Thomas More, Martin Ltstk_es:% i n t e g r i t y  and humanity 
never p e r m i t t e d  him t o  puhl:ish anonymous broadsides 
o r  to p a r t i c i p a t e  in tire k s x c u r e  and execution s f  
f r e rc~ ic s ,  

1-r~ our  O I ~ I  t i m e  t h e  hcsdhsscaust in Gcznany and 
the  c i v i l  r i g h t s  nlovement i n  Lxmerica have sensi- 
tized us to the i n - j u s ~ i c e  arid indigni ;y  s f  racis~a 
i n  any fcr-m, I t  i s  not. s t rarrge ,  therefore, that 
antsrig 1,vthes-'s w r i t i r i g s  h i s  d i a e r l ' b ~ s  against the 
Jews shou3.d be the  ~ r , ~ a s i . o n  f o r  ~ f f e r ~ ~ e  in t h e  
eyes of t h e  contemporary wt.:zld, \Je fec:I no c a l l ,  
however ar, e i rher  t o  csr~de:r:rr%n o r  condone ~ u t h e r  s 
outbursts, We $0 haw? t h e  s l ~ l i g a t i o n  c s  t r y  t o  
understax~d the Ris"6loi:.~ca! s e t t t n g  and t h e  colnnaon 
convenj:ions sf the time, and t h e  basic ~i sc ives  
and conventions under  -iihfch he spoke and wrcte, 

last years of ~uther's life, Two recent publica- 
tions have gone a long w a y  toward helping us t o  
understand the d i s t i n c t i v e  feacures af t h e  s t rug-  
gles of Luther9s l a s t  years.  

The writer acknowledges h i s  indebtedness to 
t h i s  study to-l?.  G. Haile, Luther: An Experiment 
in ~ionraphv,~ and to Mark U. Edwards, Jr . ,  - . ' ,  
Luther's L a s t  B a t t l e s :  P o l i t i c s  and Polemics, 

The well-knom h i s t o r i an ,  W i l l  Durant, has 
sumarized t h e  h i s t o r y  of the Jewish people from 
t h e  termination of t h e i r  history as a nation in 
A e D ,  71 to the establishment of modern Israel in 
1948 as 

... the s t o r y  of a people  kosjng its homeland 
Bn the s e v e n t y - f i r s t  yea r  of the Chr i s t i an  
era, wandering f o r  eighteen centuries over 
four continents,  and su f fe r ing  repea ted  cru- 
cifixions, before regaining i t s  ancient 
habitation in the unstable flux af  our time, 8 

The first Christians were Jews who accepted 
Jesus Christ, a Jew of the  house s f  David, a s  their 
Messiah, Thei r  leaders were the Jewish Apostles 
and Evangelists who associated Jesus w i t h  the mes- 
sianic prophecies sf the Old Testament ,  They had 
no thought of founding a new religion, They be- 
lieved that New Testament Christianity was simply 
the cs~~ imara t f sn  sf the w i l l  and purpose sf the 
Creator  Gad as i% was made known. t o  man I n  both 
Testaments, 

In the post-Christ ian era orthodox Judaism had 
beesme a religion imprisoned i n  its o m  b e l i e f s .  
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In the post-Christ ian era orthodox Judaism had 
beesme a religion imprisoned i n  its o m  b e l i e f s .  



E t  was r e s ~ x - i c t e d  ts n s i n p l e  L a c e  ax&. :i:~chored in 
one c i t y ,  Jerusalem, In t h e  Nri%~ Tesc~13rent dispen- 
s a t i o n  Jesus Christ h ~ d  maae Z b r i s i f a n i t y  a urniver- 
s a l  f a i t h ,  o f f e r l n g  the benefits of %he r~:demgtio-w. 
t o  alfh p e o p l e  i r ~  all p a r t s  st t h e  - t~c rZd ,  S-r,* Paul  
-trr,derstocsd t h i s  new dimension of t h e  r e l i g i o n  of 
the 01d Testamen"-,ad saird: '$1 am no t  a s : i ~ r n ~ d  a ?  
the Gospel. of Christ: F s l  it i s  t h e  pcwer of God 
un to  salvatio-rl to everyone thzk belfeverh; to the 
Jew f i r s t ,  and s l s o  to the  Creek," kam, fz l .6 ,  
The Apostle added: "Thexz ii+i no ~ e s p e i ~ t .  o f  persons 
w i t h  @as;, Ram, 2: 3.1- ln h i s  seaensan an Mars B i l l ,  
Athens,  11c s a i d  tha t  God '%act made s f  one blood a l l  
aa t ions  o f  men, '>~cta 17:26- He assured H i s  Gen- 
tile audience $ha$. "ye are a l l  the 1-13 Elaz-en o f  God 
by f a i t h  in C h r i s t  Jesus, Fox as many o f  you as 
have been b a p ~ i z e d  i r i to  C h r i s t  have put on C h r i s t .  
There is n e i t h e r  J e w  nor  Greak, ~ k e r e  i s  neither 
bond nor free, there is neither rcm-t,le nor  female: 
f o r  ye are all one in Chr i s t  Jesus." Gal, 3 ~ 2 6 - 2 8 .  

Orthodox dews rejected the Christian i n t e r p r e -  
t a t i o n  s f  the 01% TestamenC, They disavowed t he  
znessiahship of Jesus and crjnrjnued t a  %oak to the  
ccming of one wI2o wsula r e s to re  ihe  k i n g d ~ r n  sf 
Lsrael, These p e o p l e  k32d tanacisus;-~; 1:s $l ie i r  
01-d Iesta~llent be1 ief s, ceremhsrhies, and forms of 
w a r s h i p ,  They scorned t h e  Christian Jews f o r  t he i r  
disavsxgal o f  the  txadit:i-uns af the  yasc, They re- 
f-zlsed to b e l  ltr-ve t f ~ s t  t k e  crncJe=~;",  e~renaonies O F  the  
- - ~ebrews were merely a shadow ~f t h i n g s  t u  come, 
portents 2nd pre:paraticf~ f o r  t h e  advent  o f  Jesus, 
ehe Messiz1;, 

T h a t  ~lae nrt;l-~odoxy of Jadaisna skozaP2 have sur-- 
-vhved for e i g h t e e n  c ~ n t ~ ~ r x e s  i s  a unlque  and remark- 
a b l e  f a c t ,  f i k i r i s ~ i a n i  ty prospered  3_;ld grew on t h e  
wave cf aq1 e s p q r ~ d i ~ l g  wes &ern c i v  idLzas;:ltm, Unlike 
almost e-;..ry o$ber h i ~ t . o ~ i c a . I .  xeligious develspmer~ee, 
Juda i sm sc-rvlved w i t h u i ~ t  che b r ac ing  supFart 0% an 

effective nationhood, Ckriskianity, on the other 
I 
I hand, became the h s i c  cornpan& i n  the dewlop-  

ment of western c i v i l i z a t i o n  fol lowing the  colBapse 
of the  ancient  Roman Empire,  This  c i v i l i z a t i o n  was 
to be Christian in Its essential character and i n  
the l e g a l  system which it adapted f x a m  ancient 
Roman forum, Et w a s  t o  be exclusive i n  r e l a t i on  
t o  all o t h e r  r e l i g i o n s ,  

That is ta say  t h a t  a l l  r e l i g i o n s  ou ts ide  t h e  
C h r i s t i a n  f a i t h  were not  ~ n k y  rejected i n  a philo- 
sophica l  sense, they were regarded as enemies of 
t h e  state* Thus Judaism and P?Bshamedanism and 

I every o t h e r  religious gusup w a s  to lerated,  at 
b e s t ,  bu t  more f requent ly  persecuted and harrassed 
i n  a thousand vindict ive  ways, Our modern concep- 
t i o n  of freedom o f  r e l i g i o n  in a p l u r a l i s t i c  so- 
ciety was an idea tha t  had not been cansidered, 
much less pu t  i n t o  practice anywhere i n  Medieval 
Europe, Thus we may say tha t  western c i v i l i z a t i o n  
and t h e  Medieval church were both anti-Semitic, 
The holocaust  of o ~ r r  o m  t B m e  i s  only an extreme 
example of the l i t a n y  of horrors that c o n s t i t u t e s  
the h i s t o r y  sf the Jewish people ,  

Before the  Council of Nicea, A,D,325, the  Roman 
Emperor Constantine had p laced  t h e  Jewish r e l i g i o n  
on a l e v e l  of e q u a l i t y  w i t h  t h a t  of the Christian 
Church. A f t e r  the emperor's r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  Ckris- 
t i a n i t y  the  Jews were oppressed w i t h  one restric- 
t i o n  a f t e r  the  o t h e r ,  I t  became a cap i t a l  offense 
f o r  a Jew t o  marry a Christian woman, Jews were 
taxed at a higher rate than Chris t ians ,  They were 
oppressed  and persecuted indiscriminately, Once 
C h r i s t i a n s  escaped the  pe r secu t ion  sf pagan ru lers  
they were not  s l o w  t o  a p p l y  pagan penalties against 
Jewish people  in t h e i r  m i d s t ,  It was an oppression 
t h a t  was t o  continue t o  and beyond the  era 0% the 
1 6 t h  cen tu ry  reformation sf the  Christian church, 
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The h o s t i l i t y  between C h r i s t i a n s  and Jews 
derived 4.n large part: from the  fact  that they 
shared the Old Testament S c r i p t u r e s ,  The b i t t e r -  
ness w a s  Like that which we see between members 
o f  the same fami ly ,  They could no t  eat  t oge the r  
because tire Jews retained, and t h e  C h r i s t i a n s  
ignored, t h o  d i e t a r y  laws s f  t he  Old  Testament. 
Zacb f o u ~ d   he worship of the  o t h e r  r e p u l s i v e  
because l ih r i s t i ans  referred t o  Jesus  C h r i s t  as 
;he Nessiah, t h e i r  o b j e c t  of worship,  whi le  t h e  
Sews awai ted  another  f u l f i l l m e n t  of God's promise, 
Ar f i r s t  the J e w s  i s o l a t e d  themselves from Chris-  
t i a n s  i n  order t o  p re se rve  t h e i r  ohm t r a d i t i o n s ,  
L a w s  agajnst mixed m a r r i a g e s ,  f i x s t  imposed by 
Christians, were even more r i g i d l y  maintained by 
J e w s  who thus have s u c c e s s f u l % y  perpetuated t h e i r  
na~ionality and t h e i r  r e l i g i o n .  They tended t o  
i s o l a t e  themselves i n  their o m  homogenous en- 
cfavet, L a t e r  C h r i s t i a n s  i s o l a t e d  t h e  Jews forc- 
i b l y  by ~ 1 a c i n . g  them i n  undes i r ab l e  g h e t t o  areas, 
Chriskianity f i o u r i s h e d  dur ing  t h e  middle ages  
.i.7hile the .Te~~?s were forced  t o  languish  under t h e  
s u f f e r a n c e  of a preponderant C h r i s t i a n  m a j o r i t y ,  

L ike  b : " i e  A~serican Negro s l a v e ,  t h e  Sews were 
%reate<! as non-persons, They had no r i g h t s ,  only 
an inllurna~xe sufferance Ne i the r  could c la im t h e  
pro%-ectista~ r=f l a w  o r  any o t h e r  form of s o c i a l  
e q u i ~ y ,  The Jews could be banished from a l o c a l  
p ~ i n c i . & i a l i t y ,  as  they o f t e n  were. They cou ld  be 
compelled ko wear an. i d e n t i f y i n g  mark o r  garb ,  
aud ,  ur-iiier t h e  decrees of t h e  Fourth  La t e r an  Court%- 
c i l  0:' 1 2 1 5 ,  they were ob l iged  t o  s t a y  o f f  t h e  
street and out  of s i g h t  on C h r i s t i a n  h o l i d a y s ,  

As ~sn-Christians t h ey  could no$ p a r t i c i p a t e  
i n  the  Leudal r e l i g i o u s  ceremonies involved i n  t h e  
t r a n s f e r  and h o l d i n g  of l and .  When, as i n  rare 
c z s e s ,  a Sew d i d  a c q u i r e  l and  i t  was s u b j e c t  to 
confiscation a t  t h e  whim of t h e  r u l i n g  king o r  

p r ince .  They could n e i t h e r  be knighted nor gran ted  
any of the  o t h e r  f euda l  p r i v i l e g e s  t h a t  were the  
l i fe -b lood  of medieval a g r i c u l t u r e  and comxnercial 
l i f e ,  They had t o  make do w i th  any p reca r ious  
l i v e l i h o o d  they  c o u l d  devise, o f t e n  s t r u g g l i n g  as 
i t i n e r a n t  pedd l e r s  o r  i n   suck^ menial occupat ions  
as were de sp i s ed  and spurned by Chuis~ians, 

The pe r secu t ion  of Jews  under the  Spanish i n q u i -  
s i t i o n  had papa l  approval  under  an edict  of 1478.  
T h i r t y  thousand Jews and Moslems were des t royed  i n  
King P e r d i n a n d P s  determinat ion t o  make Spa in  a 
nation of one f a i t h  and one blood,  The Crusaders ,  
embarked on t h e  adventure  of r e s t o r i n g  Je rusa lem 
and P a l e s t i n e  $0 Chr i s t i an  r u l e ,  paused en rou te  t o  
t h e  Eas t  %s k i l l  as many European Jews as appeared 
i n  t h e i r  l i n e  s f  march, The i n f i d e l  Moslem and 
the Eurspeaz~ Jew were i n  the same circumstance. 
Nei ther  accepted C h r i s t  as the  Messiah, C h r i s t i a n s  
who burned t h e i r  om1 p e o p l e  as h e r e t i c s  and as 
t a r e s  i n  t h e  wheat had no tolerance f o r  anyone 
~utside t h e  Christian p a l e ,  They were v i r t u a l l y  
unanimous i n  t he i r  ant5-Semitism, 

Luther's --- I n i t i a l  A t t i t u d e  Toward -- the  dews 

Luther had barely begun h i s  work as a lecturer  
at the University of Wittenberg when the gather ing  
s torm of con f l i c t  between the  Chris t ian  humanists 
and che scholastic establishments of t h e  medieva l  
chuwclil broke ou t  In f u l l  force,  John Reuckl in ,  the 
epicenter  of the  storm, w a s  a Chrks~ian J e w  who had 
s t u d i e d  L a t i n  and Greek in P a r i s  and Switzerland 
where R e  compiled a popula r  lexicon, Further  s tudy 
i n  France and I t a l y  l e d  t o  a degree  i n  l a w  and a  
humartiseic interest i n  the  p u r s u i t  of Webrew s t u d i e s ,  
His c r o w i n g  s c h o l a r l y  achievement was a grasnmar and 
l ex i con  sf t h e  Bebrew Language which was t o  be t h e  
basic tasP of Hebrew s t u d i e s  thereafter, It was to 
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at the University of Wittenberg when the gather ing  
s torm of con f l i c t  between the  Chris t ian  humanists 
and che scholastic establishments of t h e  medieva l  
chuwclil broke ou t  In f u l l  force,  John Reuckl in ,  the 
epicenter  of the  storm, w a s  a Chrks~ian J e w  who had 
s t u d i e d  L a t i n  and Greek in P a r i s  and Switzerland 
where R e  compiled a popula r  lexicon, Further  s tudy 
i n  France and I t a l y  l e d  t o  a degree  i n  l a w  and a  
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be a t  Z t x t h e e r & s  hand c o n s t a n t l y  as he produced t h e  
t r a n s l a t i o n  and expos i t i on  of t h e  Old Testament. 
Reuchlin" work was a l l  i n  t h e  f i n e s t  t r a d i t i o n  of 
16 th  c e n t u r y  humanist ic  s t u d i e s .  

A c o n f l i c t  a r o s e  when John P fe f f e rko rn ,  a l s o  a  
converted Jew, chal lenged Reuchl in ' s  w r i t i n g s  and 
ca l l ed  f o r  t h e  d e s t r u c t i o n  of a19 Hebrew books, 
i nc lud ing  the Talmud, on t h e  grounds t h a t  they were 
a t  odds  w i t h  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  f a i t h .  Vo%uminous b l a s t s  
and c o u n t e r b l a s t s  fol lowed,  Reuchlin demonstrated 
t h a t  he  had i n  no way opposed C h r i s t i a n  d o c t r i n e .  
H e  s a i d  t h a t  he considered t h e  wholesale  d e s t r u c t i o n  
of J e w i s  l i t e r a t u r e  an a f f r o n t  t o  s cho la r sh ip ,  

The sehoj-ast ic  a u t h o r i t i e s  a t  Cologne, c a s t  i n  
t h e  r o l e  o f  l e a d e r s h i p ,  and t h e  a u t h o r i t i e s  a t  
Mainz, Louvain, and E r f u r t  agreed on t h e i r  condem- 
na t ion  of Reuchlin.  The Dominican I n q u i s i t o r  Gen- 
e r a l  a t  Cologne prepared t o  t a k e  a c t i o n  a g a i n s t  
t h e  celebrated H e b r a i s t *  George Ortwin of Cologne 
wrote scurri . lous pamphlets a g a i n s t  Reuchlin whi le  
t h e  humanis t s ,  almost t o  a man, r o s e  t o  h i s  suppor t ,  
Luther  read 8 r t w i n g s  pamphlets and was ou t raged ,  
B e  chided O r t w i n  because he d e l i b e r a t e l y  and heed- 
lessly d i s t o r t e d  and tw i s t ed  t h e  words sf Reuchlin.  
'Yhe f i n a l  outcome of t h e  process  a g a i n s t  t h e  l ea rned  
h j ~ m a n i s t  was t h a t  Rome dismissed t h e  charges  and 
permitted ReuchHin t o  cont inue  teaching ,  

As a n  e x p o s i t o r  sf the  Old Testament, Luther  had 
amp12 occasion t o  t a l k  and w r i t e  about  t h e  Jews, 
Nothing cha t  h e  s a i d  o r  wrote  about them dur ing  
t h e  eiec.tara2:e of F rede r i ck  t h e  Wise even remotely 
ref1 ecf:s r a c i a l  prejudice, E a t e r  he h i r e d  ano the r  
Jew, the S p a n i a r d  Matthew Adrian, we l l  k n s m  as a 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d  Hebra i s t  and scho la r ,  t o  become a  
member of t h e  f a c u l t y  s f  t h e  Un ive r s i t y  of Witten- 
berg 

Martin Luther  had noth ing  b u t  scorn  f o r  t hose  
who blamed %he c r u c i f i x i o n  of C h r i s t  on the Jewish 
people .  I n  a  med i t a t i on  on t h e  pas s ion  of C h r i s t ,  
publ ished i n  1519, Luther  s a id :  

Some people  med i t a t e  on C h r i s t ' s  pa s s ion  by 
vent ing  t h e i r  anger  on t h e  Jews, This  s ing-  
ing  and r a n t i n g  about wretched Judas  s a t i s -  
f i e d  them, f o r  they  a r e  i n  t h e  h a b i t  of com- 
p l a i n i n g  about o t h e r  people ,  condemning, and 
reproaching t h e i r  a d v e r s a r i e s ,  That might 
w e l l  be a med i t a t i on  on the  wickedness of 
Judas  and t h e  Jews, bu t  no t  on t h e  s u f f e r -  
i n g s  of ~ h r i s t  .9 

Luthe r ' s  f i r s t  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  Jewish people  
occurred i n  a d o c t r i n a l  t r e a t i s e ,  That J e s u s  C h r i s t  
w a s  Born a J e w e l o  H e  wrote  t h i s  essay  i n  s e l f -  
defense.  H e  had f a l s e l y  been accused of denying 
t h a t  Mary, t h e  mother of Gad, was a v i r g i n ,  and 
a l s o  of saying t h a t  t h e  S a v i o r ' s  descent  from Abra- 
ham w a s  through Joseph.  I n  response t o  t h e s e  
s e r i o u s  accusa t ions ,  h e  s a i d :  

S ince  f o r  t h e  sake of o t h e r s  I am compelled 
t o  answer t h e s e  l ies ,  I thought  I would a l s o  
w r i t e  something i n  a d d i t i o n ,  so  t h a t  1 do 
no t  merely s t e a l  my r e a d e r s 9  t ime wi th  such 
d i r t y  r o t t e n  bus ines s*  Therefore  I w i l l  c i t e  
from S c r i p t u r e  and r ea sons  t h a t  move me t o  
b e l i e v e  t h a t  C h r i s t  was a Jew born of a  v i r -  
g in ,  t h a t  I might a l s o  win some Sews t o  t h e  
C h r i s t i a n  f a i t h .  

The essay  l i v e d  up t o  t h i s  preamble. We need 
n o t  be de t a ined  h e r e  by a cons ide ra t i on  of L u t h e r ' s  
t i g h t l y  reasoned e x p o s i t i o n  of t h e  d o c t r i n e  of t h e  
v i r g i n  b i r t h  of Jews, t h e  Messiah, which comprised 
a t  l e a s t  n ine - t en ths  of t h e  e s say .  A l l  t h e  p e r t i -  
nen t  passages a r e  c i t e d  t o  demonstrate  t h a t  he had 
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by no means depar ted  from t h e  r ece ived  d o c t r i n e  
of the  v i r g i n  b i r t h  of C h r i s t .  Though Luther  i s  
e x p l i c i t  i n  r e j e c t i n g  f a l s e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s ,  
whether they were Jewish o r  papa l ,  che e s say  i s  
remarkable f o r  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  a  medieval C h r i s t i a n  
should have welcomed Jews i n t o  t h e  church a t  a l l ,  
H i s  words were t h e  g e n t l e  commentary of a church- 
man who wished t o  t e ach  r a t h e r  t han  condemn, 
Near the end of t h e  e s say  Luther  d e c l a r e s  t h a t  
J e s u s ,  t h e  son of Mary, de sc r ibed  i n  t h e  New Testa-  
ment, accorded p e r f e c t l y  wi th  t h e  p i c t u r e  of t h e  
Messiah drawn by t h e  Old Testament p rophe ts .  

L u t h e r ' s  e s say ,  That J e s u s  C h r i s t  Was Born a 
J e w ,  se rved  i t s  main purpose i n  that L u t h e r ' s  --.... 

Catho l i c  opponents d i d  n o t  con t inue  t o  charge him 
wi th  f a l s e  t e ach ing  wi th  r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  v i r g i n  b i r t h .  

~ u t h e r ' s  e s say  had expressed t h e  hope t h a t  some 
J e w s  might be persuaded t o  accep t  J e s u s  C h r i s t  as 
t h e  Messiah. He conceded t h a t  a  convers ion  of t h e  
Jews wouPd be d i f f i c u l t .  

I f  P had been a  Jew and seen  such d o l t s  and 
blockheads govern and t each  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  
f a i t h ,  I would sooner  have become a hog t han  
a  C h r i s t i a n .  They have d e a l t  wi th  t h e  Jews 
as  i f  they  were dogs r a t h e r  t han  human be ings ;  
they  have done l i t t l e  e l s e  t han  d e r i d e  them 
and se ize  t h e i r  p rope r ty .  When they  b a p t i z e  
them they  show them noth ing  of C h r i s t i a n  doc- 
t r i n e  o r  l i f e ,  bu t  on ly  s u b j e c t  them t o  pop- 
i shness  and monkery. When t h e  Jews then  s e e  
t h a t  Judaism h a s  such s t r o n g  suppor t  i n  Scr ip -  
t u r e ,  and C h r i s t i a n i t y  h a s  become a  mere 
babble  witl~oaat r e l i a n c e  on S c r i p t u r e ,  how can. 
they p o s s i b l y  compose themselves  and become 
good C h r i s t i a n s .  l 2  

Saying t h a t  bap t i zed  Jews had t o l d  him t h a t  they  
had heard no th ing  about  C h r i s t  from t h e  p r i e s t s  

who bap t i zed  them, L u t h e r  expressed  t h e  hope t h a t :  

I f  one d e a l s  i n  a k ind ly  way with t h e  Jews 
and i n s t r u c t s  them c a r e f u l l y  from Holy Scr ip-  
t u r e ,  many of them w i l l  become p ious  Chris-  
t i a n s  and t u r n  a g a i n  t o  the  f a i t h  of t h e i r  
f a t h e r s ,  the prophe ts ,  and the  p a t r i a r c h s .  l3 

Luther  warned a g a i n s t  t h e  common p o s t u r e  of 
t r e a t i n g  t h e  Jews w i th  a r rogance  and s co rn ,  

I f  t h e  Apost les ,  who a l s o  were J e w s ,  had d e a l t  
wi th  u s  G e n t i l e s  as we G e n t i l e s  d e a l  w i th  t h e  
Jews, t h e r e  would never  have been a  C h r i s t i a n  
among t h e  G e n t i l e s ,  S ince  they  d e a l t  w i th  u s  
G e n t i l e s  i n  such b r o t h e r l y  f a sh ion ,  we i n  our  
t u r n  ought t o  t r e a t  t h e  Jews i n  a b r o t h e r l y  
manner i n  o rde r  t h a t  w e  might conver t  some of 
thern.14 

~ u t h e r ' s  admonition t o  C h r i s t i a n s  cont inues :  

When w e  a r e  i n c l i n e d  t o  boas t  of our  p o s i t i o n  
w e  should remember t h a t  we  a r e  b u t  G e n t i l e s ,  
whi le  t h e  Jews a r e  of t h e  l i n e a g e  of C h r i s t .  
W e  a r e  a l i e n s  and in-laws: they  a r e  blood 
r e l a t i v e s ,  cous in s ,  and b r o t h e r s  of our  Lord. 
Therefore i f  one of u s  is  t o  boast of f l e s h  
and blood,  t h e  Jews are a c t u a l l y  n e a r e r  t o  
C h r i s t  than  we a r e ,  as S t .  Pau l  s a y s  i n  
Romans 9 , s .  God h a s  a l s o  demonstrated t h i s  
by h i s  a c t s ,  f o r  t o  no n a t i o n  among t h e  
G e n t i l e s  has he granted s o  h igh  an honor a s  
he  has  t o  t h e  Jews. For among t h e  G e n t i l e s  
t h e r e  have been r a i s e d  up no p a t r i a r c h s ,  no 
a p o s t l e s ,  no prophe ts ,  indeed ve ry  few Chris-  
t i a n s  e i t h e r .  And a l though  t h e  gospe l  h a s  
been proclaimed t o  a l l  t h e  world,  y e t  h e  com- 
mi t t ed  t h e  Holy S c r i p t u r e s ,  t h a t  i s  t h e  l a w  
and prophe ts ,  t o  no n a t i o n  except  t h e  Jews, 
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a s  S t .  Pau l  s ays  i n  Romans 3 ,  2 and Psalm 
1 4 9 ,  19-20: ' ~ e  d e c l a r e s  h i s  word t o  Jacob,  
h i s  s t a t u t e s  and ord inances  t o  I s r a e l .  He 
h a s  no t  d e a l t  t h u s  wi th  any o t h e r  n a t i o n ,  
nor  revea led  h i s  ordinance t o  them. ' I 5  

Af ter  concluding h i s  d i s c u s s i o n  of t h e  s c r i p -  
t u r a l  r e f e r e n c e s  t o  t h e  v i r g i n  b i r t h  of J e s u s  
C h r i s t ,  t h e  Messiah, Luther  r e tu rned  t o  a few words 
of concern f o r  t h e  s p i r i t u a l  we l f a r e  of t h e  Jewish 
people  

I would r eques t  and adv i se  t h a t  one d e a l  
g e n t l y  wi th  them and i n s t r u c t  them from 
S c r i p t u r e ,  t h a t  some of them may come along.  
Idhen we f o r b i d  them t o  l a b o r  and do bus ines s  
and have any human fe l lowship  wi th  u s ,  t he re -  
by f o r c i n g  them i n t o  usury,  how is t h a t  sug- 
posed t o  do them any good? I f  we r e a l l y  want 
t o  h e l p  them w e  must be guided i n  our  d e a l i n g s ,  
no t  by papal  law bu t  by t h e  law of C h r i s t i a n  
love .  We must r e c e i v e  them c o r d i a l l y ,  and 
permit  them t o  t r a d e  and work wi th  u s ,  t h a t '  
they  may have occas ion  and oppor tun i ty  t o  
a s s o c i a t e  with u s ,  h e a r  our  C h r i s t i a n  teach- 
ing ,  and wi tnes s  our  C h r i s t i a n  l i f e ,  If some 
of them should prove s t i f f -necked ,  what of i t ?  
A f t e r  a l l ,  w e  ou r se lves  a r e  no t  a l l  good 
C h r i s t i a n s  e i t h e r ,  l6 

The Refarmer expressed some s u r p r i s e  t h a t  t h e  
Jews d id  no t  f lock  t o  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  banner of J e s u s  
Christ-  who a c t u a l l y  w a s  t h e i r  f l e s h  and blood. It 
was p l a i n  f o r  them t o  s e e  t h a t  G e n t i l e s  g l a d l y  shed 
their biood as mar tyrs  t o  t h e i r  f a i t h  i n  Jesus, H e  
noted t h a t ,  though Jews and G e n t i l e s  formerly were 
mor ta l  enemies, t h e  C h r i s t i a n  Church had ga thered  
them bo th  i n t o  one church and jo ined  them toge the r  
w i t h i n  the  w a l l s  of one house of God. 

When Lu%her condemned Judaism i t  was never on 
r a c i a l  grounds. Not once d i d  h e  make t h e  s l i g h t e s t  
sugges t ion  t h a t  they were i n  any way i n f e r i o r  t o  
o t h e r  people .  H e  made, however, many references  
t o  h e r e t i c s ,  b r ing ing  under a s i n g l e  head of coa- 
demnation a11  Faho r e j e c t e d  t h e  Savior ,  J e s u s  C h r i s t a  
Luther  considered the p a p i s t s  "&he apostates o f  t h e  
New Testament, t h e  Srtdaizing Jews the  a p o s t a t e s  of 
t h e  Old Testament,  The Jews had refused t o  accep t  
J e s u s  a s  t h e  Messiah, the  p a p i s t s  had made t h e i r  
own good works, no t  J e s u s  Chr i s t ,  the basis of s a l -  
v a t i o n ,  Both Judaism and Roman Cathol ic ism,  Luther  
s a i d :  

Took over  t h e  t r u e  name of the  t r u e  God and 
worshipped him w i t h  ceremonies no t  commanded 
by God, bu t  dev ised  by themselves.  1 7  

Judaism and Roman Cathol ic i sm a l ike  had f a i l e d  
t o  p i n  t h e i r  hopes on d i v i n e  words and d iv ine  
promises and had s u b s t i t u t e d  human works and words 
according t o  t h e i r  own reason ,  n o t  according t o  
S c r i p t u r e .  Judaism had looked forward t o  t h e  e s t ab -  
l i shment  of a word4y kingdom; Roman Ca tho l i c s  had 
surrounded tfae pope w i t h  a worldly kingdom, Looking 
back t o  t h e  i d o l  worship desc r ibed  i n  t h e  Old Testa-  
ment, Luther  dec l a r ed  t h a t :  

There i s  more i d o l a t r y  i n  Christendom through 
t h e  mass than  eve r  occurred among t h e  Jewse18 

L a t e r ,  when t h e  I s l amic  Turks began to menace 
e a s t e r n  Europe, Luther  c a s t  them i n  the  same n e t  as  
a l l  o t h e r s  w8-lo make a p re t ence  of coming t o  God 
without  E a i ~ h  i n  J e s u s  C h r i s t ,  t h e  Messiah and 
Redeemer. Rac i a l  p r e jud i ce ,  t h e  concept of r a c i a l  
i n f e r i o r i t y ,  was n o t  a f a c t o r  i n  L u t h e r ' s  preaching 
and teaching ,  Any r e j e c t i on  of C h r i s t  was a s e r i o u s  
ma t t e r  t o  Luther ,  i t  was blasphemy and brooked no 
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d a i n t y  mincing of words. H e  sought t h e  s a l v a t i o n  
of J e w ,  Turk,  a ~ - d  Roman Ca tho l i c  a l i k e .  H e  con- 
demned t h e i r  f a l s e  t e ach ings  with equa l  f e r v o r .  

Twenty years a f t e r  t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  of t h e  I 
I - - 

t rea t i se ,  That J e s u s  C h r i s t  Was Born a Jew, Luther  
p u b l i s h e d  a series of t h r e e  i n o r d i n a t e l y  h o s t i l e  
d i a t r i b e s  a g a i n s t  t h e  J e w s .  These e s says  have 
embarrassed twen t i e th  cen tury  Lutherans who only 
recently have come t o  g r i p s  w i th  t h e  shameful of-  
fence  of racism. A s  a r e s u l t  some church bodies  

I 

have seen f i t  t o  o f f e r  ob l ique  and dis ingenuous 
apo log i e s  f o r  t h e  e s says  of t h e  l a s t  y e a r s  of 
Luther's l i f e ,  Most of them f a i l  t o  s e e  t h e  d i s -  
t i n c g i o n  between anti-Semitism and L u t h e r ' s  r e j e c -  
t i o n  of t h e  r e l i g i o u s  b e l i e f s  of Judaism. Some 
w r i t e r s ,  f r i e n d l y  t o  Luther ,  have sought t o  d i s -  
regard o r  overlook t h e  angry e s says  of Lu the r ' s  
later years on t h e  absurd grounds t h a t  t h e  Reformer 
had become s e n i l e .  

An honest  approach t o  ~ u t h e r  's w r i t i n g s  must 
r eca rd  t h e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  and t h e  s t r e s s e s  of t h e  
l a s t  years of L u t h e r ' s  a c t i v i t y  a s  a reformer.  
Such a n  approach must, above a l l ,  t ake  Luther  as 
be w a s  and must recognize  t h e  r e a l i t i e s  of t h e  
time i n  which he l i v e d .  We have no c a l l  e i t h e r  t o  
exculpate o r  malign him. The b e s t  we can do i s  t o  
o r i e n t  ou r se lves  c a r e f u l l y  t o  t h e  conc re t e  even t s  
and the l i v i n g  p e r s o n a l i t i e s  t h a t  were f a c t o r s  in 
the  l a s t  yea r s  of h i s  l i f e .  Mark Edwards exp re s se s  
i t  well: 

To view the  Luther  en tangled  w i t h i n  h i s  n e t  
of t ime and circumstance i s  to t ranscend t h e  
need t o  accuse o r  excuse. It i s  enough t o  
approach a f i rmer  understanding.  l9 

Nothing we can do o r  say w i l l ,  i n  any ca se ,  de- 
t r a c t  from t h e  immensity and grandeur of L u t h e r ' s  

contribution t o  the  C h r i s t i a n  church and t h e  world 
t h a t  encompasses i t ,  

For the  purpose of t h i s  s t u d y  w e  may place t h e  
midpoint of Martin L u t h e r ' s  reforming a c t i v i t y  a t  
t h e  moment i n  t h e  year I532  hen t h e  Saxon Electar  
John d i ed  and his son, John F r e d e r i c k ,  succeeded t o  
t h e  e l e c t o r a t e ,  

The Reformation was f u l l y  formed i n  the  f i r s t  
pe r iod .  It gained in depth the dimension in t he  
second. Af t e r  1532 Luther's Catechism was i n  use ,  
The German New Testament was c i r c u l a t i n g  i n  Germany 
and the German t m n s l a t i o n  of the Old Testament was 
nearing csmpletisn, The bas ic  elements  of L u t h e r ' s  
theology were i n  print. The Augsburg Confession 
and i t s  accompanying Apology had been raised a s  t h e  
banner of t he  f a i t h  of the  p r i n c e s  and people  of a 
l a r g e  part of Germany. The d o c t r i n a l  p o s i t i o n  05 
the  Lutheran Church, unchanged i n  no s i g n i f i c a n t  
f e a t u r e  by later developments, had been es tabl ished.  

The first per iod  of the  Reformation had p laced  
Luther in one heroic role af te r  t h e  o ther .  H e  had 
been seen as the lone  m n k  who dared t o  cha l lenge  
t h e  ecclesiastical es tab l i shment  i n  t h e  Ninety-f ive 
Theses, i n  t h e  Le ipz ig  debate,  and at t he  D i e t  of 
Worms. His sermons had endeared him t o  t h e  people ,  
and scholars everywhere had seen the dramatic devel- 
opment of the University of Wittenberg under h i s  
brilliant in te l lec tua l  and p a s t o r a l  t u t e l a g e .  
Luther ' s  home in the  Black C l o i s t e r  had become a 
model of C h r i s t i a n  l i f e  honored by his o m  and 
succeeding gene ra t i ons ,  

The years 1517 t o  1532 were the  g l o r y  years of 
Luther's career and the  course af t h e  Reformation. 
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I - - 
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I 
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New pressures and problems were t o  crowd i n  on 
the years 1532 t o  1546. I n  h i s  c a r e f u l  a n a l y s i s  
of t he  Last years s f  L u t h e r ' s  L i f e ,  Mark Edwards 
has  said:  

The t i m e  f o r  p r o s e l y t i z i n g  had passed.  
NQW t h e  Reformation needed t o  be consoEl- 
d a t e d  and defended i n  t h e  f a c e  of t h r e a t s  
f rom Gatho?_ics,  Turks,  Jews and Jewish 
exegesis, and t h e  ' f a n a t i c s .  ' 2 0  

I , u the r9s  b i t t e r e s t  a p p o s i t i o n  was t o  be r e se rved  
f o r  those who had i n i t i a l l y  supported him and then  
renounced h i s  r e l i g i o u s  views and l e a d e r s h i p ,  H e  
reflecLed h i s  b i t t e r  a v e r s i o n  t o  t h e  people  h e  
referafed to as  " f a n a t i c s s '  i n  words of comfort  t o  
h i s  young f r i e n d  John Schlaginhaufen when h e  asked: 

h J y  should you worry about  s i nn ing?  Sf you 
had t h e  sins s f  ZwingSi, C a r l s t a d t ,  and a 
Muenier a%P r o l l e d  i n t o  one, f a i t h  i n  C h r i s t  
would still d e f e a t  them a11,21 

A r e c u r r i n g  theme i n  ~ u t h e r ' s  l a s t  y e a r s  w a s  his 
d3.sappointme~r-b: over  t h e  f a i l u r e  of h i s  beloved 
Gzrrnan peop1.e t o  accep t  t h e  gospe l  he had brought  
t h e m  a t  such great  c o s t ,  The darkness  of h i s  o m  
scuk t;:.:? been iPiuminated by t h a t  gospe l .  I-fis 
u ~ ~ d e r s t a f i d i n g  of the g race  of God i n  t h e  j u s t i f i -  
c a t i o n  of s i n n e r s  had brought  joy  out  of t h e  
anxiei_ies cf h i s  e a r l y  an£ eclatung, Was he  na ive  
2n t l2 inking  t h a t  h i s  contemporar ies  would bc w i l l -  
jng ana able  t o  s h a r e  h i s  exper ience?  I n  an e f f o r t  
ta.iaard unders tanding we may ask how Jonas  S a l k  
might  have responded if t h e  medical  p ro fes s ion  and 
the American. people  had ignored t h e  S a l k  vacc ine ,  
Ira v i e w  GIT the  power of Sa tan  i n  t h e  world ,  Edwards 
may be  r i g l l t  i n  say ing  t h a t  L u t h e r ' s  emb i t t e r i ng  
disappointment was p r e d i c t a b l e :  

Given t h e  i n t r a c t a b l e  na tu re  of human be ings  
and t h e  i n e l u c t a b l e  c o n f l i c t  of i n t e re s t s  i n  
t h e  e s t ab l i shmen t  of any th ing  a s  great and 
a s  encompassing as t h e  Reformation, it could 
n o t  reasonably  have been o therwise ,  Luther  
was doomed t o  d i s a p p o i n t m e n t .  And so as h i s  
hope f o r  t h e  p rog re s s  of t h e  g o s p e l  i n  the 
world,  however f a i n t ,  wi thered  i n  t h e  l i g h t  
of exper ience ,  he  found solace i n  h i s  hope 
f o r  t h e  l a s t  day. He had p r e d i c t e d  i t s  nea r  
advent  i n  t h e  1528-1529 t r a c t s .  The e v e n t s  
of t h e  1530's t h a t  d i s appo in t ed  so  so re ly  
a l s o  s t ood  a s  f u r t h e r  s i g n s  of t h e  end t ime. 

The o l d e r  Luther  was l a r g e l y  done w i t h  
c a j o l i n g  h i s  s i n f u l  Germans. Like the  
prophe ts  of o l d  h e  e x c o r i a t e d  them f o r  
t h e i r  s i n s  and dec l a r ed  ~ o d ' s  judgment on 
them. Words of prophet ic  condemnati-on a r e  
ha r sh ;  t h e  more s o  when t h e  prophet  f u l l y  
expec t s  t h a t  h i s  words will not  be a t t ended  
t o .  A s  Luther  exclaimed h imse l f ,  'I have 
done my p a r t  as a t r u e  prophe t  and preacher .  
He who does  not  wish t o  l i s t e n ,  may go h i s  
way. I am now excused, from t h i s  day for -  
ward and i n  e t e r n i t y .  '22 

However much Lu the r  might have been d i scouraged ,  
and however o f t en  h e  may have expressed  similar 
d e s i r e s  t o  abandon the s t r u g g l e ,  he  d i d  no t  q u i t .  
H e  cont inued h i s  t e ach ing  and administrat ive r o l e s  
a t  t h e  u n i v e r s i t y  u n t i l  t h e  end of h i s  Life. H e  
cont inued,  t o  t h e  end, t o  t u r n  ou t  a volume of 
publ i shed  m a t e r i a l  t h a t  made him "the most pro- 
l i f i c  au tho r  Germany h a s  eve r  produced.23 I n  t h e  
s i x  y e a r s  from 1530-1535 he  tu rned  o u t  156 pub l i -  
c a t i o n s ,  n o t  count ing  sermons, l e t t e r s ,  and t h e  
completed B ib l e  t r a n s l a t i o n  of 1534, f o r  an average  
of 26 each year .  I n  t h e  l a s t  t e n  y e a r s  of h i s  l i f e  
h i s  publ i shed  ou tpu t  averaged 20 p u b l i c a t i o n s  p e r  
y e a r ,  24 
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This proiii;c.tivi;y niust be seen agains t  the 
b a k r  0 . r a 14 v i s i t o r  at 
W i t t e n b e r g  4n 1535 observed L u t h e r  as: 

.fell.i;.j,. a b i t  more than 50 years o l d ,  but  
robi~e*:  and S ~ B - O L I ~ ,  st3 t11a.t he does  not  
appear -tr; " o&? -. .& rr;**" 4L. by 1-1$.:3 features are 
ra the r  coarse,  b u ~  ht? ~ r i c s  t o  l end  them 

i C  . 
a s~zsI:erang and te~;$er expression, R e  
has a >:atl2er q u i c k  :zr t j"culat%on,  not 

~lacs~~- t  Germari. "t4 

The r ' i ,~ lok . i r~g  yesr 7,utIaer ~7rtrt.e t a s  a f r i e n d :  

b am c ~ l h i p ~ ~ l e i l !  c;7 wrl~e b u t  L i t t l e ,  dear 
'ljucer, ~ O P  t ~ e s e  ~ - W O  W e e M S  i have % a h  
prostra~ed by tl+eflr:ibly excrucFat ing  pa ins  
in z y  l e f t  t;ip.''U 

Gn itis t r a p  tu S;iic21c,-i3d for t h e  meetings in 1.537 
Luther  ~ u - F f ~ . r e $  ~ . , c ~ e s e k y  from a kidney s tone  and 
he and h i s  frienss Seareti f o r  h i s  l i f e ,  H e  blamed 
his i:sri-iciiltir=.a o-ti che d e v i l  and said: " ~ e  t akes  
~ h a ~ - ~ e x '  he c;?n t o  1-estscr we w i t h *  Be stoned 
S ~ e p h e n  i ~ x r k ~  ircres; h e  stones m e  w i t h  t h e  stone."27 
E v e n e ~ ~ a  1 l y .iohc. Fred~rick s a w  t h a t  i t  was necessary 
t o  s r ~ ~ c ~  i _ , ~ : ~ h e r  I!;~C:K ~9 TJ :il- tenberg Haile desc r ibes  
what l l d~ ;~ je l t e< i  2 ' * ' " *  L r ~ ~  ~ G S L Y L I C ~ ~ B ~  i n  h i s  bladder  o r  
~ l r e t 5 r a  z u s ~  kavke been a<Pecked by t h e  j o l t i n g  r i d e  
c-3r by tile s h l f t i n v  0 o f  h j s  body as he was l i f t e d  o u t  
o f  t h c  cokcir, S1inr.i-X-y a f ; _ e r  m i d n i g h t  he was a b l e  
to w r - j - - r ~  f+ ~.!n:~cklt:'_srr:~~-~~~~: 

P r a i g r  b e  God t l i c :  Father of o u r  Lord  J e s u s  
Christ, E'athcr o i  "mercy and cc;mf o u t ,  who 
in t h e  second h o u ~  of the  night ,  dear P h i l i p ,  
h ~ s  opened urethra bladder q u i t e  unexpeet- 
ed5 y . I g o t  up 3 s > 9112 have seen m e  t o  do, to 
make a va in  a; - tcn:p%,  Scarcely a quarter hour 
p z s s e d ,  and 2 urinated eight eimes, each t i m e  

more than a pint, so chat I excreted aver  a 

a g a l l o n  i n  a l l ,  Tk.aitts does joy  make m e  
measure t h i s  l i q u i d ,  so v i l e  to o t h e r s  
and so prec ious  t o  m e .  28 

Mark ~ d w a r d s '  review of Luther's medical h i s -  
t o ry  d e s e r v e s  g u s t a t i o n  a t  :Length, 

Throughout h i s  c a r e e r  as a reformer Luther  
o f t e n  w a s  n o t  wel l .  Me was s i ck  dur ing  
h i s  appearance before  the  D i e t  of Worms i n  
1521, and he camplained of severe const ipa-  
t i o n  duping h i s  s t a y  a t  t h e  Wartburg. I n  
subsequent years he s u f f e r e d  from frequent 
headaches and dizziness, %n 1525 he corn- 
p la ined  of hemorukoids, and i n  1.527 of 
h e a r t  congestion, which, he c la imed ,  nea r ly  
k i l l e d  him. 1527 a l s o  saw s e v e r a l  f a i n t i n g  
s p e l l s .  I n  1529 he l aba red  under s p e l l s  of 
d i zz iness  and roa r ing  i n  t h e  ears, It was 
a l s o  during the second half  of the  decade 
t h a t  one f i r s t  hears of an open, f lowing 
u l c e r  i n  h i s  l e g ,  which h i s  doctors made 
s t r e n ~ ~ u s  e f f o r t s  t o  keep open, be l i ev tng  
t h a t  t h i s  a l lowed the  noxious tumors ts 
d r a i n  o f f  , 

The years 1531 t o  1546 s a w  more f requent  
and more se r ious  i l lnesses.  I n  January 1532 
he took t o  bed w i t h  a r ing ing  i n  h i s  ears 
followed by 'weakness sf h i s  h e a r t , '  About 
t h i s  t i m e  he s u f f e r e d  the  f i rs t  symptoms of 
h i s  u r i c  acid stones,  which were t o  cause 
him agsny du r ing  much of the resi: o f  h i s  
l i f e ,  En the s p r i n g  oS I536 he su f f e red  
from the  ' s tone, '  and in February and March 
1537, w l 3 i l e  at the  meeting of the  League of 
SmaIcaPden, he experienced the  most severe 
stone a t t a c k s  s f  h i s  l i f e ,  an attack 
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,132r i ~ . c t u ~ i e t I  .j13:11 - 3  I,n,d r;? kax4-I:ra3 t h e  
gz_.;s;rtcg n.:lii~%~.gu:: :_, b L i 1 - 1 > ;  ;%nd e i g h t  drays 
o f  ccp;r~il f C S _ ~  i x i a l j j  j ' 9  i - ( 3  u r ~ i ~ i t e ~  H e  ba r e ly  
~ ~ ~ r : r i ' ~ . l ~ d +  :n ~ $ ~ ~ e ~ ~ b ~ r  153% strsnp attacks 
recrars ei i ,  as '-%2r y d i d  35;4ili1 i i t  S L / X X ~ $ ~  o f  1538$ 
i n  A-r,. j.1 %,52-: Jul-y .i ',ci 1 ,  k:%.u.z-cnst 1 5 4 3 ,  October 
15.$4% 2r:d .Jun; 3 4$5-. 

Also in 1.538 he guffts:::?d frai-a diarrhea  and 
* a -  frsn p a i n  .in &:& s -JO:J,~I t ~ ,  g.afa~)Ijabky a- ir thr icis ,  

In ear2.y 1548 h e  c:m!iy'$.:iine$ of exc ruc ia t ing  
a " p a  1 -  1.-5G.j. wzs a par-il icularly 

1-q$ u L yea;; w i t ' f j  s. rseopa3u.itlg o f  els_e ulcer h i s  
0 - leg, 31s a.bse;+ss xn 2-4j-s c h r ~ , q t . ~  an acute middle- 

* r '  Inroc%folr ,  et,nd a :sscn.caneuus p e r f o r a t i o n  in 
h$s ezr zl~:i-;=!i, 1x1 sc2<:eiEE5;cr 9544 he suffered 
from yo. , . r ; *p  ; ? ~ . r * - g y .  
A C V  , ,  a ,  -waas a, hear t  attack in 
7 7 .  pei;.r:la..y - , - ( A -  ; i ~ v ~  i_hrrj, : lifee29 

No v n t ! e : :  rii;f,t un;. ? r : y 2  UPJSP a high fever,  he 
raused ion ,hc q ~ e : ~ i  L O ~ Z  :IS T O  "t-tkskee'wer t h e r e  could be 
p~%niskrri~iien t ;-f t i :  t h e  ! I ~ = s " c ~ ~ I  ~ 2 ;  t o  eacczed the  s u f f e r -  

"~ -, e . 1 ~  J.:lg e ~ ~ n ~ c ~ t ~ - ~  3.ng oi- ~::-;c<. excj-:t~ciaciarag and debiJ_- 
a ,*--. - . - A  #. 

.a> C? y. f c- -n" t at--! r j i ;  ,;jiy,mjwsh 0.f .-.,, , , .";.,I lne.;ses and, symgatke- 
;sic s.;.:htt-i t;ix;::, W e ~ ~ ~ r , l r r j ~ e ~ : '  g ~ i ~ ; : c ~ p L f a : " , ~ ~ ~ i l ~ ~ t  a'ver the  
gcne..;;-;g iass2-t;-j-de sf icap t.-*-------~$ , y ~ : ~ r t ~ $ a ~ &  pea;rple toward " L h e  

* ,. 
gospel ,  ; : ~ , * ~ . ~ ~ d , ~ : ~  "3 &-> . - - ~ a p 1 ~ ~ ; ~ - , ~  *- surr.ende-mred 
a:he j.jcrll,b]_i3 ca:~--til;ic ~f L.-c , . f - - - - -~ . ;n~  -- a-r x. C~ !. J. - t~ t h e  unfortunate 

. , - , *  1 ..L.",sr - eq & Ii :! -"". " r- 
a - i  ) &%,-.) , .  s a s  Z%ostiPe E~Estor- 
ians  7-j.i#:a2, b,fi.'i'J. IBur-aat: fiavf-: d: isr~i.ssed 8 large p a r t  

s- - 
i j>e  frll~.ii:ex ' s L. ikeya  j-7 Ihqpgy  2 2 ;  sen i le  f an ta sy  , 

1 ^ k l -y  c~:cpi:ll]. c n a : - - ; . e _ ~ i ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ i , : ~ ; ~  0 E  w ~ ~ ~ q ~  done by 
Lueiles- f3;oE3 j1_532 +:[:) :E'>!i,G ~ ~ 1 s t  ~ ~ a ~ j . ~ d e  he W a s  
..-.  ever s<r:nj.l.@, ::!.e $;:-is, 8 Ha,dl e a.nd Edwards 

. i (  I cxp 2 ;: 1:: 1 -; 3 5 f i r ~ l ,  ii:i -f.i.~ 1.: i:~~raga~lal .:3f hf s emotions, 
h i s  ct:?:ld:;l;:.~:, z.?lid wrj*f-i::t.n and u r a l  speech, H e  

may have su f fe red  c rue l  pain and grievous d i s -  
appointment. H e  was never s e n i l e .  Some w r i t e r s  
have seen an of t - repea ted  death-wish as an e v i d e n c e  
of s e n i l i t y .  They f a i l  t o  apprec ia t e  Luther ' s  ab- 
salute confidence i n  t h e  existence s f  a heaven pre- 
pared and wai t ing  f o r  a l l  who d i e  be l i ev ing  i n  the  
Savior, Jesus Christ, What could be more n a t u r a l  
than f o r  a Chr i s t i an  t o  desire escape from the toils 
of t h e  p resen t  life? H a i l e  says:  

Luther ' s  ready reference t o  death can shock 
a  modern reader, lie found i t  not  a t  a%% 
improper i n  an, exhaust ing i l l n e s s  t o  say ,  
'Ah, how I ' d  l i k e  to d i e  now, Z b  so weak 
and worn dom - and this is  a moment when 
my h e a r t  is  happy and tranquZIeP 

Hai le  cau t ions  modern r eade r s  t o  r e a d  such ex- 
p res s ions  " i n  t h e  s p i r i t  of their t imes, not  our  
o m ,  which, uncomforted by f a i t h ,  so fears death 
and longs f o r  youth."30 

Nor can one take s e r i o u s l y  t h e  view that Lu%h- 
e r P s  f requent  references t o  an e a r l y  advent of t h e  
l a s t  day are an evidence of s e n i l i t y ,  B e  had seen 
Sa tan ' s  end le s s ly  d e s t r u c t i v e  assaults on God's 
c r e a t i o n ,  Who can f i n d  i t  an abnormality i n  t h e  
mind of a Chris t ian  t o  Look forward t o  the  f i n a l  
and eternal te rminat ion  of t h e  e x e r c i s e  of Sa tan ' s  
power? 

~aile's conclusion as t o  the soundness of Luthe r ' s  
mind i n  h i s  last years i s  amply documented. 

Luther  can a t  na time i n  h i s  l i f e  be dismissed 
a s  senescent  o r  unaccountable,  1 have o f fe red  
my opinion t h a t  uremia l e d  t o  neurologica l  
c ~ m p l i c a t i o n s  af ter  Smalcald, ss t h a t  many of 
h i s  u t t e r a n c e s  r e v e a l  an under ly ing  i r r i t a b i l -  
i t y ,  Y e t  we have t o  admit  t h a t  h i s  p e r i o d i c  
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o ~ a t h u r s t s  are not  u n c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  a-sf him, 
I n  general, ~ ~ t h e r ' s  mind remained sound. 
I n  the years 1538-39 he  produced one of 
h i s  most thoroughly researched sGholarLy 

uznentation f o r  t h e  purpose of de l imi t ing  
the a u t h o r i t y  of the Church Council and 
g iv ing  a r ' inal ,  s cho la r ly  statement of the  
exclusively s p i r i t u a l  na tu re  of the church .31 

T.ie w i l l  100k i n  v a i n  a t  ~uther's le t ters ,  h i s  
table  talks, h i s  sermons, h i s  c o m e n t a r i e s  an 
selected P s a l m s ,  h i s  devot ional  p ieces ,  h i s  l i t u r -  
gical r ev i s ions ,  h i s  hymns and songs, h i s  disputa-  
t i o n s ,  and above a l l ,  h i s  massive comeneary on 
Genesis w-ri-asten Pa h i s  l a s t  years, f o r  evidences 
of senility. One may f a u l t  t h e  vehemence of some 
o f  t h e  d i a t r i be s  of t h e  l a s t  decade of Lu the r ' s  
l i f e ,  bu t  no t  on t h e  grounds of t h e  s e n i l i t y  of 
t he  a u t h o r ,  

On the con t r a ry  i t  i s  a remarkable fact  t h a t  i n  
h i s  l a s ~  t e n  years Lu the r ' s  wr i t i ngs  show, a t  l e a s t  
i n  sone respects, a new depth and matur i ty .  One 
of the fac tors  i n  t h i s  progress  was ~ u t h e r ' s  l a t e  
r e c o g n i t i o n  of t h e  uses  of h i s t o r y  i n  theo log ica l  
scholarshipr H e  was l e d  t o  t h i s  new interest by 
one of  t h e  many fo re ign  ce lebr i t ies  who frequented 
the University of Wittenberg i n  i t s  halcyon days. 

Dr, Robert  Barnes, educated a t  Cambridge and 
Louvain, was one of t h e  f i r s t  genera t ion  of English 
P r o t e s t a l ~ t  reformers, After f l i g h t  from t h e  gerse-  
cu t ions  of Thomas Wolsey and S r ,  Thomas More he 
spear. some time as an a s s i s t a n t  pastor i n  Hamburg 
and %hen went on t o  Wittenberg, From this vantage 
po in t  he wrote  a s e r i e s  of d o c t r i n a l  a r t i c l es  based 
on the These e s says  were i n  
the form of an appeal to Henry VIII i n  behalf of 

t h e  reformation of f h e  E n g l i s h  church,  They 
were received wi th  some favor by King Henry when 
p o l i t i c a l  csnslderations moved him t o  cons ider  
an al l iance w i t h  the Smalcald League, The one- 
time f u g i t i v e ,  Barnes,  t h u s  became an  emissa ry  of 
t h e  k ing ,  en joy ing  roya l  favor f o r  a time, 

-While at Witcenberg Barnes a l s o  publ i shed  a 
Latin h i s t o r y  of t h e  papacy under t he  t i t l e  V i t ae  
Romanorlam Psntificfhnm, $It w a s  a s tudy  o f  t h e  
R ~ m a n  popes from the Apostle P e t e r  ts the end o f  
t he  r e ign  sf  Alexander 191, 1181, Gordon Rupp has  
called i t  "one of the ea r l i e s t  excursions of t h e  
reformers i n to  church h i s t o r y  ."32 The book w a s  
published a t  Wittenberg and Base1 i n  1535, and a t  
Amsterdam i n  1615, The book pleased Luther ,  He 
m o t e  t h e  preface  to t h e  first e d i t i o n  in which 
he said:: 

Though % was not a t  f i rs t  h i s t s r i caP9y  we l l  
irafozfmed, I a t t acked  the papacy on the 
basis of Holy Scripture, Mow B rejoice 
h e a r t i l y  t o  see t h a t  o t h e r s  have attacked 
it from another source, t h a t  is, from 
h i s t o r y ,  I feel  $ha% 1 have triumphed i n  
my p o i n t  of v i e w  as 1 note  how clearly 
h i s t s x y  agrees with S c r i p t u r e ,  h%at 1 
have learned and taught  from Pau l  and Daniel ,  
namely t h a t  the  pope i s  a n t i e h r i s t ,  that 
h i s t o r y  i t s e l f  proclaims, p s i n t i n  
ind ica t ing  the very man himself .3 

Luther's studkes up to 1535 had demonstrated 
t h a t  much of Roman Cathol ic  theology was contrary 
$a S c r i p t u r e ,  A broad and consc ient ious  reading 
of h i s t o r y  now showed w i t h  great c l a r i t y  t h a t  most 
s f  the Rsman errars had h i s t o r i c a l  mot iva t ions  far  
removed %ram the  imperatives of Chr is t ian  d o c t r i n e ,  
The Mass, t ransubstant ia t ion,  t h e  admin i s t r a t ion  
sf  the Sacrament in one kind, t&e papacys t h e  
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a u t h o r i t y  of t h e  counc i l s ,  and many o t h e r  f e a t u r e s  
of Rsman Cathol ic  d o c t r i n e  were innovat i sns  t h a t  
had n e i t h e r  warrant nor sanct ion  i n  Holy S c r i p t u r e .  
Thus Luther was now enabled t o  use  h i s t o r y  and 
reason t o  s u p p o r t  h i s  expos i t ion  of the  Bible. 

Sn view sf  the  many demands sn  h i s  t ime, t h e  
scope of Luther's reading of h i s t o r i c a l  sources i s  
impressive, It enriched h i s  wr i t i ng  and gave new 
cogency t o  h i s  appeals  t o  t h e  s c r i p t u r e s .  Edwards 
w r i t e s : :  

IAuther had Lsarned t o  use  h i s t o r y  and h i s t o r i -  
cal  documents t o  r e i n f o r c e  arguments from 
S c r i p t u r e  and reason. H e  had gone beyond t h e  
younger Luther  and acquired an impressively 
w i d e  ranging knowledge of church h i s t o r y .  
T h i s  kr lodedge en l aqed  and enriched boeh 
h i s  p o l i t i c a l  a r s e n a l  and h i s  theology, The 
polemics of the  o lde r  Luther may be oceasion- 
a l l y  mare v i o l e n t ,  abusive,  and vulgar  khan 
those  of t h e  younger man, They a l s o  can be 
r icher  and more soph i s t i ca t ed ,  f o r  they have 
gained a h i s t o r i c a l  dimension.34 

Luther and The E l e c t o r a t e  of John Freder ick  -----------.. -- 

death f o r  consp i racy  against  the  empire, he w a s  
o f f e red  his freedom i n  exchange f o r  renouncing 
t h e  Lutheran f a i t h ,  H i s  response was unequivocal,  
No layman ever made a more eloquent confession of 

% w i l l  rather l o s e  my head and l e t  Witten- 
berg be battered dom- than submit t o  a 
demand t h a t  v i o l a t e s  my csnscienee,, ,, I 
cannot r e f r a i n  from informing your  majes ty  
[Emperor . ~ h a r l e s  V ]  t ha t  s ince  the days of 
my youth & have been ins t ruc ted  and taught  
by t h e  servants  of God's Wsrd, and by di19- 
gen t ly  searching the prophetic and a p o s t o l i c  
s c r i p t u r e s  T have also Learned t o  know, and 
( t h i s  I t e s t i f y  i n  the  s i g h t  of God) un- 
swervingly $a adhere i n  my conscience t o  
t h i s ,  tha@ the ar t ic les  c0~1posing the 

f e s s i o n ,  and s-d'hatevew i s  connected 
therewi th ,  are the t r u e ,  correct, Christian, 
pure doe t r ine ,  confirmed by and founded i n  
t h e  w r i t i n g s  of the  holy  prsph~ts and apos- 
t l e s ,  and sf the teachers who followed i n  
t h e i r  fsoksteps, i n  such a manner tha t  no 
s u b s t a n t i a l  ob jec t ion  can be raised a g a i n s t  
i t e e e *  

Since now i n  my csnsc iencs  1 a m  f i r m l y  per-  
suaded of this, E owe this g r a t e f u l n e s s  and 
obedience to God, -who has s h o w  m e  such un- 
speakable grace, t h a t ,  as 1 desire t o  ob ta in  
e t e r n a l  sa lva t ion  and escape eternal damna- 
t i o n ,  1 do not f a l l  away from the  t r u t h  of 
t he  almighty w i l l  %~hich  h i s  Word has revealed 
t o  m e ,  and which 1 know ts be t r u t h ,  For suck 
i s  t h e  comforting aad a l s o  the 2err ibPe Wsrd 
of God: 'b&~ssever therefore s h a l l  confess 
m e  before  men, him w i l l  1 a l s o  confess be fo re  
any Father  which i s  i n  heaven, But whasseveac 
s h a l l  deny me be fo re  men, him w i l l  1 also 

John Frederick,  the E lec to r  of Saxany from the 
death of h % s  fa ther ,  John, i n  1532, %a the Sma9- 
card war Sn 3547,  was fou r t een  years o l d  when t h e  
Weformarisn began i n  1.517- Me was 29 when he suc- 
ceeded t c  t h e  e l e c t o r a t e  he ld  success ive ly  by 
F rede r i ck  t h e  Wise and his bro the r ,  ,John t h e  Corn- 
s t a n t ,  L u t h e r  w a s  i n i t i a l l y  concerned t h a t  the 
you th fu l  elector mQht be l e d  as t ray by the  cour- 
tiers aboub h i m ,  It was a needless concern, John 
Frederickc was t o  become the  s t o u t e s t  Lutheran of 
h e  1 Wlhen he was defea ted  i n  the  Smalcald 
was o f  1547 and was imprisoned and sentenced t o  
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deny be fo re  my Father  which i s  i n  heaven. '35 

To understand the  r o l e  of John Freder ick  i n  t h e  
Reformation, i t  i s  important t o  r e a l i z e  t h a t  t h e  
Holy Rovan Empire, under t h e  r u l e  of Charles  V, 
w a s  a confedera t ion  of about 300 p r i n c i p a l i t i e s  
an? c i t i e s  ru l ed  by as many he red i t a ry  prince-  
l i n g s ,  Within t h a t  empire t h e  Reformation had 
given n s p e c i a l  d ign i ty  and importance t o  t h e  
electors of Saxony. \*hen they joined wi th  o t h e r  
p r i n c e s  t o  form t h e  SmalcaLd League f o r  t h e  de- 
fense  of the  Lutheran f a i t h  i n  t h e i r  j u r i s d i c t i o n s ,  
t h e  Saxon e l e c t o r s  assumed a r o l e  of l eade r sh ip .  
A p a r t  from the  Reformation John Freder ick  would 
have been j u s t  another  p r i n c e l i n g  among 300 o t h e r s .  
Given t h e  presence i n  E l e c t o r a l  Saxony of Mart in 
Luther  and t h e  Univers i ty  of Wittenberg and, be- 
yond t h a t ,  the p o l i t i c a l  union e s t ab l i shed  by t h e  
Smalcald League, the Elec to r  of Saxony became a man 
t o  be reckoned with i n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  p o l i t i c s .  

bhere Freder ick  t h e  Wise had taken a n e u t r a l  
position w i t h  respect t o  t h e  Lutheran movement, 
and where his  b ro the r  John gave i t  cau t ious  and 
rentntive s u p p o r t ,  John Freder ick  w a s  prepared t o  
go on t h e  o f fens ive  and g i v e  Luther unqua l i f i ed  
s u p p o r t  irr  h i s  teaching and l i t e r a r y  undertakings 
and i n  h i s  a t t a c k s  on t h e  enemies of reform wher- 
ever they were. The other  s i d e  of t h e  co in  is  
t h a t  John Freder ick  could use  a w i l l i n g  Luther  a s  
a weapon i n  h i s  p o l i t i c a l  c o n f l i c t s .  I n  t h i s  s e t -  
t i n g ,  as Edwards observes,  a marked cllange charac- 
t e r i z e d  t h e  w r i t i n g  of Luther i n  h i s  l a t e r  years .  

A f t e r  1538 L u t h e r ' s  correspondence and h i s  
publ i shed  polemics r e f l e c t e d  a  s h i f t  i n  t h e  
character of t h e  Reformation i t s e l f .  A much 
larger percentage of h i s  t o t a l  correspondence 
was d i rec ted  t o  secu la r  a u t h o r i t i e s .  A s i m i l a r  
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change crcurred % ~ i t +  h i . ~  pclemiss; khe 
prev i sue  decade o r  s~ included s s i g n i f i -  , 

cant  n11~113er s: t rei icises t.h-48~ w e ~ e  t9edi- 
cated t o  t h e  exposition of the Pro tes tan t  
f a i t h .  I n  contrast, the polemics of these 
l a t e r  years wcrz l a r g e l y  works cf exhsrta- 
t i o n ,  aimed a% t h e  csnvzr ted ,  as convinced 
P r o t e s t a n t s ,  and w a e  most o f t e n  politically 
i n sp i r ed  and p o l i t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t ,  36 

By the t i m e  John F rede r i ck  became elector  the 
l i n e s  had been clear ly  drawL between Lutheranism 
and Catha-Lieism, The differences between t h e  
Lutherans a~nd the Sacramentarians, the Anabap t i s t s ,  
and o the r  sects was equal ly  w e l l  understsod,  For  
p o l i t i c a l  as  well as r e l i g i o u s  reasons the SmaScald 
League supported Luthzr  and h i s  theology,  Luther  
was no less l o y a l  i n  supporting t he  p o l i t i c s  of h i s  
e l e c t o r .  Tl~aas, as Edwards @rites: 

For the  Past fourteen years sf  h i s  l i f e  
Luther" poleemis sere to enjoy John 
~rederick's unswerving suppor t .  For h i s  
p a r t  John Frederick was $0 c a l l  on Luther  
repeatedly  $a i s sue  p u b l i c  statements sa 
issues i n  d i s p u t e  between Cathol ics  and 
Protestants,, , 

In a way markedly d i f f e r e n t  from the preced- 
ing  decade and a h a l f ,  Luther was to spend 
the  l a s t  years sf h i s  l i f e  as a counsellor 
t o  p r inces  and a p u b l i c i s t  In service t o  a 
r e l i g i o u s  movement t h a t  hsd become inextr ic-  
ably entang]-ed i n  p o l i t i c a l  iratkiresi-s.,,. 37 

This is  not  t o  say t h a t  the  elector censored 
Lu the r ' s  w r i t i n g s ,  c o n t r o l l e d  h i s  pen, o r  compelled 
the Reformer t o  write anything t h a t  v iola ted h i s  
thealogical p r i n c i p l e s .  John Freder ick  had too 
much respect f o r  Martin Luther ,  h i s  revered r e l i -  
gious montar, f o r  t h a t ,  Lutlrer  was, by twenty 
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change crcurred % ~ i t +  h i . ~  pclemiss; khe 
prev i sue  decade o r  s~ included s s i g n i f i -  , 

cant  n11~113er s: t rei icises t.h-48~ w e ~ e  t9edi- 
cated t o  t h e  exposition of the Pro tes tan t  
f a i t h .  I n  contrast, the polemics of these 
l a t e r  years wcrz l a r g e l y  works cf exhsrta- 
t i o n ,  aimed a% t h e  csnvzr ted ,  as convinced 
P r o t e s t a n t s ,  and w a e  most o f t e n  politically 
i n sp i r ed  and p o l i t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t ,  36 
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e l e c t o r .  Tl~aas, as Edwards @rites: 

For the  Past fourteen years sf  h i s  l i f e  
Luther" poleemis sere to enjoy John 
~rederick's unswerving suppor t .  For h i s  
p a r t  John Frederick was $0 c a l l  on Luther  
repeatedly  $a i s sue  p u b l i c  statements sa 
issues i n  d i s p u t e  between Cathol ics  and 
Protestants,, , 

In a way markedly d i f f e r e n t  from the preced- 
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This is  not  t o  say t h a t  the  elector censored 
Lu the r ' s  w r i t i n g s ,  c o n t r o l l e d  h i s  pen, o r  compelled 
the Reformer t o  write anything t h a t  v iola ted h i s  
thealogical p r i n c i p l e s .  John Freder ick  had too 
much respect f o r  Martin Luther ,  h i s  revered r e l i -  
gious montar, f o r  t h a t ,  Lutlrer  was, by twenty 



years the elector 's  sen io r ,  and John Frederick had 
he ld  Luther i n  an a f f e c t i o n a t e  esteem since h i s  

The f a c t  w a s  t h a t  the  i n t e r e s t s  o f  the t w o  
men were compatible. Nei ther  needed t o  place t h e  
o t h e r  under  duress .  T h e  e l e c t o r  gave Luther  many 
l i t e r a r y  commissions. None of them c a l l e d  f o r  a 
v i o l a t i o n  of L u t h e r ' s  p r i n c i p l e s ,  On the cont rary ,  
t hey  gave Luther  enhanced oppor tun i t i e s  f o r  f u r -  
ther ing h i s  r e l i g i o u s  ob jec t ives ,  

The Smalcald A r t i c l e s  and t h e  Smalcald League 
i l l u s t r a t e  the  working r e l a t i o n s h i p s  s f  Luther  
and John Frederick. The L a t t e r  comiss ioned  t h e  
w r i t i n g  of the Smalcald A r t i c l e s  spec i fy ing  t h a t  
they were t o  d e t a i l  t h e  a r t i c l e s  of r e l i g i o n  that 

by ns means be minimized o r  surrendered by 
the  Lutherans, The e l e c t o r  wished t o  have t h i s  
statement a t  hand f o r  poss ib l e  p re sen ta t ion  t o  t h e  
general counc i l  of t h e  church t h a t  had been pro- 
p~~~~ f ~ r  convocation i n  Mantua i n  t h e  year 1537. 
Af ter  cons ider ing  t h e  mat te r  a t  l eng th  John Fred- 
e r i c k  concluded that i t  would be unwise, f o r  both 
political and r e l i g i o u s  reasons,  f o r  t h e  Smalcald 
!irinces a ~ t d  theologians  t o  pa r t i c ipa t e  i n  t h a t  
csunci i  in v i e w  o f  t he  condi t ions  of i t s  convoca- 
t i o a .  Lather d i d  not  chal lenge the decision of h i s  
elector even though he  and t h e  Wittenberg theols -  
gjans were eager t o  a t t e n d  t h e  counc i l ,  even a t  t h e  
r i s k  sf t h e i r  l i v e s ,  f o r  the  purpose 0% making a 
Christian tes t imony before  t h e  wor ld ,  

I n  o t h e r  inskances John Frederick wauld ask fo r  
&he advice o f  t he  theologians ,  and then ei ther  
rejest  o r  ignore i t ,  Luther  claimed no exper t ise  
i n  p o l i t i c a l  ma t t e r s  and y ie lded  g rac i aus ly  t o  the 
wishes oF h i s  savereign, It i s  t r u e  that Luther  
had sfteas, p l e a d e d  f o r  a genera l  council  to resalve 
the  problems of the  church. The emperor had post- 
paned d i s c i p l i n a r y  a c t i o n s  aga ins t  the Lutherans 
several t i m e s  "pending t h e  convocation of  a council ,"  

a s  a t  the  Diets o f  SpLxes i n  1526 and 1529, and 
at t h e  D L a t  of Hurrbn"%serg i n  1532, By 1537, 
however, be%h s i d e s  were beyond y i e l d i n g  on any 
poin t  of dsctr i2e  and John Fre:je?rick was w i s e  i n  
r e fus ing  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  the proposed G o ~ ~ n c i l  
a t  Mantua, 

Two of Luther's very lmpcrtanx thes l sg ica l  works 
were d i r e c t l y  related to t he  djaseussfons a t t end ing  
t h e  pro jec ted  Csuneil of Mantua* Xe have r e f e r r e d  
to t h e  f irst .  The ----- SmalcaZd ---.. Articles, l a t e x  incor-  
porated i n t o  the Book af Cancord, T h e  second was 

--v ----'< On The Councils And The Ck~u-rch, " ~ 3  one of t h e  moat ---------- 
scho la r ly  s f  the  prad.b'ectio-i.ss $ s f  "Lutl-rerk later 
years, The f irst  p a r t  sf % h i s  r rcat ise d e a l t  w i t h  
Luther9  s concept of the a u t h o r i t y  o f  S c r i p t u r e ,  
the second was a h i s t o r i c a l  review o f  the  f i r s t  
four  ecumenical counci%s,  and the  t h i r d  was a d e f i -  
n i t i o n  of the  church, Edwards says o f  t h i s  last 
section t h a t  it: 

Could stand sn i ts  s w ~  as -r.tateitleP-t G$T' t h e  
Protestant csccep$:ion s f  the church and as a 
reasoned as well a s  polemical a t t a s k  Qn &he 
opposing Roman C a t h o l i c  csncept isn ,  

Luther de f i ned  "he holy  Ch1:istian church' 
as " the  holy Christian peopPe,"e explained 
t h a t  an ecclesia --- was   lo thin^; but  an assembly 
of the people .  1Ie then l i s t e d  and discussed  - -  
how t o  recognize t h e  %holy Chr i s t i an  peopleef3Y 

The treat ise,  On $be Ctsunci-ls Ar~d The Church, 
*p-----pp 

was published i n  4-539* By that  t i n ~ c  Luther was 
54 yea r s  o l d ,  Age, t he  e f fec ts  sf h l s  il$nesses, 
and impatience began to show, He had been teaching  
and preaclzing for osver twenty years and his work 
had not  produced the r e s u l t s  he had expeeked, 
There were too  many people whs slighted sr ignored 
t h e  message of %he gospel  fsllst h e  had brought t o  
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theifi. 'rile Jewish people; had not Lis tened  to h i s  

1 3  and rhe papacy %~hc hardened i n  
what tie considered au erroneous and d e c e i t f u l  
the01 sgy. 

" - i , i i tn r r  was s u r e  t'cat t h e  end s f  t i m e  was at 
a n  ili; believed tha t  the events o f  h i s  l i f e t i m e  
were  a-cicrrzd t o  i z x  the  buoks o f  Daniel and Reve- 
l a t i o c i ,  an3  that thcy were s i g n s  that the last 
d3-y wnp: zir;ii;-nacl;ing. Cdrb~ards says :  

:An;tte,- i G ~ ~ c L f i f d  03nielr s 'kingdom of iron' 
w5 th tire Roman Empire, whkcn, through i t s  
i : r a n ~ ~ f ~  r e : n ~ c  te eke Germans, had surv ived  
i n t o  L ,u rh t s r f s  awn t i m e  anad would persis t  un- 
til t k e  last d a y .  The papacy was the a n t i -  
chr  if-r ;,),l.l.iided t o  I n  $he el.eventh chap t e r  of 
i > z n l e L ,  and  t h e  Turk w2s the  small horn t h a t  
K ~ ~ - ~ L ~ C ~ ? C ?  t5m=ke  nQrns of the beast i n  the  
h?\jZi:rh chapter r  The appearance of the papa l  
a t - I ,  i ~ :3~r~s f -  and t,he S U C C ~ S S  of t h e  Turk Pef  t 
~ 1 0  a3uh t  i t 1  : r l ~ t h e ~ ' ~  -;n;bind that the apocalyp- 
t j c  ~4:-aa~-m was in t h e  f i n a l  act, 

T i l i , ~  a p ; ~ c s i y p t i c  visliori p l a y s  a major r o l e  
il-; m&ny of r&2-ne polie~n-it:.; s f  the  a1 d e r  Luther ,  
!TI sut-?s:iqi~e:21; e h a p ~ e r s  i t  wi3.S be seen how 
"I! 5 v isxon ,  reiaf arced F:y disappointment 
<>vex- the r e c e p k i ~ n  e f  t h e  gospe l  in Germany 

to:- concern abou t  widespcead i n d i f  f er- 

ence src!. evev blasphe~~kp,  'helped shape h i s  
pci  6sifii-c:;i l w r i t i r l g s  agaf nsc Cathsl icss  

q r  X L I A ~ J L  ,-c-+<r:s . 9 ad, . J ~ W S .  

The Iq ixks  fridci ii~enac.c:d E ~ t r o p e  dur ing  t h e  en t i r e  
pr?s.t;,d a f  t h e  Reforrnd~bon, Luther  s t e a d f a s t l y  
:1pi30~';-4 32;. eiforim: to nlouct a Chris t ian  Crusade 
, ~ g - ~ i n s t  %he ' T L A ~ K S  :or r e l i g i o u s  reasons* H e  was 
j u s t  as c o n s i s t e n t  in ouposing any kind af csmpul- 
s i o n  2n t h e  p r o p a g a c i s n  s f  the  gospe l ,  Yet he was 

zea lous  i n  s u p p o r t  o f  m i l i t a r y  ac t i nn  t o  ha l e : .  
Turkish esacrs~achmeaat on C h r i s t i a n  lands ,  Be  en- 
couraged s o l d i e r s  who became involved i n  the  wars 
aga ins t  the  Turks and s a i d  t ha t  m i l i t a r y  service 
was an o b l i g a t i o n  of c i t i z e n s h i p ,  

It i s  IrurLieal t h a t  t h e  Tx~rkish da:;ger was, 
i n d i r e c t l y ,  an a i d  ts t he  Lutheran reformation 
movement, T i m e  and aga in  t h e  Enlperor Charles w a s  
compelled t o  de l ay  r e p r e s s i v e  ac t ion  a g a i n s t  t h e  
Lutherans because he needed t h e i r  suppor t  i n  
t roops  and taxes t h a t  the Lutheran principalities 
were a b l e  to s u p p l y ,  This  was t he  case, for 
example, i n  the  Peace of Nuremberg of 1532. "It 
guaranteed a peaceful  s t a  s f  German Sands, 
pe rmi t t i ng  the  mob i l i za t ion  of a large and suc- 
c e s s f u l  f o r c e  agairlst  the  ' i ~ r k . " ~ ~  

Luthe r ' s  h o s t i l i t y  t o  the Turks was motivated 
not so much by fear  of an invasion as .it was by 
h i s  belief t h a t  t h e  Turks were 3 scourge by means 
of which God intended t o  punish Europeans f o r  t h e  
s i n  of t o l e r a t i n g  the  god le s s  mons t ro s i t y  of the  
papal  a n t i c h r i s t .  Much of the  impat ien t  anger of 
Lut t ler ' s  later years shows i n  "searing indictments  
of the i n g r a t i t u d e  w i t h  which the  German p e o p l e  
had responded t o  the restored gospe l  ."&2 

I n  1541  Luther  responded t o  a csmiss ion of 
E l e c t o r  John Frederick t o  write an essay urg ing  
t h e  people  t o  pray  f o r  v i c t o r y  aga ins t  the  Turks. 
These words were the  Reformer's i n t r o d u c t o r y  
s ta tement:  

We Germans have heard t h e  Word Qf Gad now 
f o r  many years, by which God, the Father of 
all mercies, en l igh tens  u s  and calls from 
the  abominable darkness t he  idolatry o f  t h e  
papacy into the  l i g h t  of h i s  ho ly  kingdom. 
But today it i s  a h o r r i b l e  s i g h t  t o  see how 
thankless and ungrateful we have been. %b3 
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The Iq ixks  fridci ii~enac.c:d E ~ t r o p e  dur ing  t h e  en t i r e  
pr?s.t;,d a f  t h e  Reforrnd~bon, Luther  s t e a d f a s t l y  
:1pi30~';-4 32;. eiforim: to nlouct a Chris t ian  Crusade 
, ~ g - ~ i n s t  %he ' T L A ~ K S  :or r e l i g i o u s  reasons* H e  was 
j u s t  as c o n s i s t e n t  in ouposing any kind af csmpul- 
s i o n  2n t h e  p r o p a g a c i s n  s f  the  gospe l ,  Yet he was 

zea lous  i n  s u p p o r t  o f  m i l i t a r y  ac t i nn  t o  ha l e : .  
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was an o b l i g a t i o n  of c i t i z e n s h i p ,  

It i s  IrurLieal t h a t  t h e  Tx~rkish da:;ger was, 
i n d i r e c t l y ,  an a i d  ts t he  Lutheran reformation 
movement, T i m e  and aga in  t h e  Enlperor Charles w a s  
compelled t o  de l ay  r e p r e s s i v e  ac t ion  a g a i n s t  t h e  
Lutherans because he needed t h e i r  suppor t  i n  
t roops  and taxes t h a t  the Lutheran principalities 
were a b l e  to s u p p l y ,  This  was t he  case, for 
example, i n  the  Peace of Nuremberg of 1532. "It 
guaranteed a peaceful  s t a  s f  German Sands, 
pe rmi t t i ng  the  mob i l i za t ion  of a large and suc- 
c e s s f u l  f o r c e  agairlst  the  ' i ~ r k . " ~ ~  
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not so much by fear  of an invasion as .it was by 
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of the i n g r a t i t u d e  w i t h  which the  German p e o p l e  
had responded t o  the restored gospe l  ."&2 

I n  1541  Luther  responded t o  a csmiss ion of 
E l e c t o r  John Frederick t o  write an essay urg ing  
t h e  people  t o  pray  f o r  v i c t o r y  aga ins t  the  Turks. 
These words were the  Reformer's i n t r o d u c t o r y  
s ta tement:  

We Germans have heard t h e  Word Qf Gad now 
f o r  many years, by which God, the Father of 
all mercies, en l igh tens  u s  and calls from 
the  abominable darkness t he  idolatry o f  t h e  
papacy into the  l i g h t  of h i s  ho ly  kingdom. 
But today it i s  a h o r r i b l e  s i g h t  t o  see how 
thankless and ungrateful we have been. %b3 



We have referred t o  the pe r sona l  c o m p a t i b i l i t y  
o f  Martin Ltither and John Frederick.  Th i s  becomes 

the  more understandable  whell we r e a l i z e  r e l i g i o n  
w a s  n e i t h e r  a l i e n  t o  nor s e p a r a t e  from r e l i g i o n .  
I n  those years r e l i g i o n  was the p r i n c i p a l  p o l i t i c a l  
i s sue .  In t h e  Lutheran p r i n c i p a l i t i e s  l o y a l t y  t o  
the E m p e r ~ r  Char les  V and t h e  Holy Roman Empire  w a s  
no t  i n  questicn. The p o i n t  of d i v i s i o n  was l o y a l t y  
t o  the  pope at Rome.  Germany was d iv ided  on that 
i s sue .  Eng!.arld had disavowed papa l  a u t h o r i t y .  
France and S p a i n  kept  t h e  pope a t  arms l eng th  and 
broaked no i n t e r f e r e n c e  from him, 

Luther  and John F rede r i ck  recognized the same 
enemies of t i l e  gospe l  and t h e  same p o l . i t i c a l  
threats t o  Lutheranism. It w a s  p r e d i c t a b l e  that 
they  wou3d oppose both i n  a harmonious u n i t y .  
Questions may  ar ise  a s  t o  the  degree t o  which 
each s t imu la t ed  the  o the r ,  but  i n  general w e  may 
agree w i t h  Edwards who is  of the  op in ion  that :  - 

Scholars  have p laced  t oo  mtlch emphasis on 
L u t h e r  himself and have n o t  p a i d  enough 
attention t o  changes i n  t h e  nature  of the 
movomenc be i n i t i a t e d ,  and t a  the secular 
signjficance of h i s  a c t i o n s .  44 

Duke George o f  Ducal Saxony, a cousin of John 
Frederick's fa the r ,  was one of the most p e r s i s t e n t  
thorns i n  Lu~her's f lesh.  George had been educa- 
ted w i t h  service to the church in. view and found 
' h i s  kilo\r!edge of L a t i n  an advantage i n  that age 
o i  t h e o l o g i c a l  debate .  H e  had developed advanced 
humai~istLc i-nterests and was among those who 
sought ,  w i t h  h i s  f r i end  Erasmus, a reform o f  the 
church. without a change i n  doctr ine.  H e  defended 

Nenrv ViIl &err the King of England attacked 
Tarrher ' :s sacramental theology as it  w a s  deyeloped 

h< 

r e s p e c t e d  f o r  h i s  p i e t y  and f o r  h i s  t r a d i t i o n a l  
a t t i t u d e  toward l a w  and o r d e r ,  

Duke George, as r u l e r  of his h a l f  o f  Saxony, 
was i n  con t ro l  of t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  of L e i p z i g  and 
had a dominant influenee over the Bosnirlion o r d e r  
of t h a t  c i t y ,  suppor t ing  t h e i r  well-known a c t i v i t y  
a g a i n s t  heretics.  The Duke and L e i p z i g  U n i v e r s i t y  
sponsored the  Le ipz ig  debate of 1539 i n  the hope 
t h a t  the Lutheran movement ~irouli! t h e r e b y  be d i s -  
c r e d i t e d ,  George o f t e n  wrote letters f o  h i s  cou- 
s i n s  i n  e l e c t o r a l  Saxony sugges t ing  stern d i s c i -  
pline f o r  the h e r e t i c a l  monk of Wittenberg. 

George aroused the i re  of Luther  rqhen he no t  
on ly  p r o h i b i t e d  and confiscated copies  of L u t h e r ' s  
New Testament when they appeared i n  Ducal Saxony, 
but added i n s u l t  t o  i n j u r y  when he approved ~ r n s e r ' s  
p l a g i a r i z e d  e d i t i o n  of t h e  New Testament. Another 
i s s u e  developed when George th r ea t ened  banishment 
t o  c i t i z e n s  of h i s  l a n d s  as a pena l ty  f o r  r e c e i v i n g  
the  Lo rd ' s  Supper in both k inds .  Luther  called 
that tyranny and spoke ou t  i n  no uncer ta in  terms. 

The i s s u e  was real ly ~uther's amtitude toward 
what he  c a l l e d  the  " two  kingdoms." H e  had repeat- 
ed ly  sa id  t ha t  c i t i z e n s  owe loyalty and obedience 
to t h e i r  r u l e r s  in everything p e r t a i n i n g  t o  t h e  
secular sphere. Luther  t a u g h t ,  however, t h a t  no 
r u l e r  has the r i g h t  t o  legis la te  w i t h  respect t o  
t h e  s p i r i t u a l  realm, and he suppor ted  the  s u b j e c t s  
of George when they  i n s i s t e d  on the  r i g h t  t o  re- 
ceive communion i n  both k inds ,  Lu the r  s a i d :  

If your pr ince  or temporal l o r d  com~nands 
YOU t o  h o l d  w i t h  the pope, t o  believe one 
way o r  the  o the r ,  or comands you t o  p u t  
away books, then you n u s t  say,  ' ~ t  i s  no t  
$ 8 ~  Luc i fe r  t a  s i t  bes ide  Gad, Bear 
p r ince .  L must obey you with body and 
p rope r ty ,  'what you comaand m e  i n  accord- 
ance wi th  your a u t h o r i t ~ y  on eaxth 1 w i 1 - l  
fo l low.  But if you t e l l  m e  what  t o  believe, 
or  what books t o  p u t  arqay, I g i l l  n u t  obey. ' 4 6  
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:,t?rl-ir c a L 1 e U e o r g e  a tyraot and a minion o f  
S a t a n  ;or a t tempt ing  t o  exercise c o n t r o l  over the 
re1 i.git:us 1-ife o f  tiis people .  George cons idered  

t h i s  inci tement  t o  r e b e l l i o n  and conlpl.ained b i t -  
terly tu the e lec to r  o f  Saxony whi le  he supported 
E ; ~  e 3  *I u:~d Coc'nlaeus i n  t h e i r  t i rades  t ha t  more 
+j- C. i , is i -~i led the  fu lmina t ions  of Luther.  The de- 

bate L~tveen the theologians of the t w o  Saxonies 
went. on with increasing b i t t e r n e s s ,  end ing  w i t h  
t h e  death o f  George in 1539. He was succeeded 
in t i l e  ducal  title by h i s  b r o t h e r  Henry who fav- 
ored t h c  Reformation and introduced i t  i n t o  h i s  
I. e n d s .  

Luther's courage in s tanding  up t o  George, 
even w i i ~ h  t h e  suppor t  of John Frederick, was re- 
markable. Duke George was a respected ruler i n  
h i s  own r i g h t .  Moreover, he was outstandi.ng i n  
h i s  s u p p o r t  of botll t h e  pope and the emperor. 
Hailr  I-ompliments  Luther  on his i nc red ib le  bold- 

He beards the  king of England from afar. 
Close by a l l  the  powerful princes cringe 
B E  Brnnswick, George o f  Saxony. 
We r i i u s t  y e t  describe the r i g o r o u s  d i s c i -  
p l i a i n g  o i  Germany's most powerful sover- 
r ig f i ,  the cardinal  o f  Mainz. Luther was 
t h e  l i r s t  writer able  so f r e e l y  t o  c a s t i -  
g a t e  ?buse a t  i t s  source, and perhaps the 

111.7 I.as t , 

A l b ~ c ~ c h t  of Mainz was primate t o  a11 Germanyp 
s u b n r d i n a t e  o n l y  t o  t h e  pope in the ecclesiasti-  
~ 3 1  re31mr Be was also the archchancellor, f irst  
among ihc seTen inlperial. e l e c t o r s .  All i.mperial 
ed i c t s  requi red  h i s  si.gnature. It was AIbrecht 
iib:ho precdzjitated the Reformatian by the  sale of 
i n d r t l ~ ~ e n c e s  cundemned by Martin Luther in the 
95 Theses. Albxecht was a member of the powerful 
WohenzalPern f a m i l y  i n  Brandenburg, a younger 

bro the r  of Joachirn I, an avowed opponent of the 
Reformation, Family interest  and in f luence  had 
helped ALbrecht  g e t  appointment as  t h e  Archbishop 
o f  Magdeburg while  on ly  twenty-three years of age. 
Be  was a l s o  narned archbishop of the ecclesiast ical  
e l e c t o r a t e  sf Mainz, The in teres ts  s f  Joackfm 
were clear,  k s  consol ida te  t w o  of t h e  e lectoral  
o f f i c e s  i n  t h e  HohenzolLern family. 

Appointment to t he  archbishopr ic  was c o s t l y .  
Dispensa t ions  had t o  be p a i d  t o  p e r m i t  Albrecht  
t o  hold t w o  very important ecclesiast ical  prefer- 
ments, Magdeburg and Mainz, and even more expensive,  
t o  g e t  these high o f f i c e s  a t  the tender age of 
twenty-three. The bargain was struck af ter  much 
haggling,  An agreement was made ts borrow t h e  
needed money from the  f inanc ia l  house of Fugger 
and t o  e n t r u s t  them with the  t a s k  of c o l l e c t i n g  
t h e  money due them till-ough t h e  sale of indulgences. 
The Fuggers received ha l f  of a l l  the  money eo l -  
lected. The pope and Albrecht s p l i t  the  r e s t .  
The Fuggers chose John T e t z e l ,  an experienced 
c o l l e c t o r ,  f o r  the task  of s e l l i n g  t h e  indulgences.  
Albrecht was named ca rd ina l  in 9518 a s  a reward 
f o r  s tanding up to the Furore created by t h e  pub- 
l i c a t i b n  of t h e  95 Theses, 

Albrecht kept  h i s  d i s t ance  from Luther ,  not  
wishing t o  g e t  embroiled i n  the s t r i f e  fo l lowing  
the pub l i ca t ion  of ~ u t h e r ' a  theses. men Lu the r  
requested that Albreeht terminate the  sale of 
indulgences i n  Halle the ca rd ina l  made a gesture 
of compliance. H e  w a s  eager t o  keep t h e  peace, 
and wk~en L u t h e r  and Katherine von Bora were mar- 
r i e d  he sent the young couple  a g i f t  of twenty 
gulden. Luther  refused t h e  g i f t ,  but a money- 
wise  Katherine saw t o  it. tha t  t h e  g i f t  was added 
t o  her housekeeping funds...This and other g e s t u r e s  
made Luther  hope t h a t  Albrecht of Mainz might be- 
come a Lutheran. It was not  t o  be,  R e  became 
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involved i n  a conspiracy leading  t o  the  assasina- 
kion uf  George Winkler, a Lutheran p a s t o r ,  Recrfm- 
i n a t i s n s  followed, but the  scandal blew over with 
m i n i m a l  damage t o  the cardinal, 

The Schoenitz a f f a i r  was more se r ious ,  Hans 
and Anton Schaenitz were wealthy merchants i n  
H a l k e ,  Hans had served AZbrecht as a p r i v y  e ~ u n -  
s i l l o r  and had been en t rus t ed  wi th  the  management 
s f  the  cardinal's prrhvate and pub l i c  f inances ,  
When the people  complained of a new tax and asked 
Albuecht f o r  an aud i t  of expenditurea fallowing 
the  l a s t  tax assessment the ca rd ina l  sought to 
diver t  a t t e n t i o n  from himself, Hans Sehseni tz  was 
arrested, tortured i n t o  making a false confession 
of misappropriat ion of funds, and summarily hanged 
w i t h o u t  t r i a l .  No religious i s sue  was involved, 
bu t  i t  was, i n  ~ u t h e r ' s  opinion,  a g ross  miscar- 
riage of just ice ,  and he wrote a "hard, sharp 
l i t t l e  book of reproach." I n  view of Albrecht's 
high  p o s i t i o n  the book was r e s t r a i n e d  and publi-  
ca t ion w a s  delayed u n t i l  1539. Luther adamantly 
he ld  t h a t  no one has t h e  right t o  try h i s  o ~ m  caseo 
Luther  s a i d  tha t  a master  " i s  obliged by t h e  eter- 
nal :-rr;itIn and displezl,sure of Gsd te defend the 
r i g h t  of h i s  servant....in which caae servant and 
masier are  equals :  one p a r t y  a g a i n s t  the other.  
The master can then no longer a c t  as judge over 
h i s  servant."48 Luthe r  had intervened i n  the  
caae, n o t  f rom concern a b u t  r e l i g i o u s  p r i n c i p l e ,  
h u t  p u r e l y  s u t  of c iv ic  concern f o r  the adminis- 
t r a t i o n  o f  justice, 

Euthe-c o u t l i v e d  both Soashim I and Albueeht of 
Mai.c-iz, Heirher had been a b l e  ts h a l t  the  progress 
of the  Refurmation, though both had opposed it 
v igo rous ly ,  Luther  o f t e n  c i t e d  Jsachia I as a 
drsadful e x a v l e  of godless  despot ism and r e c a l l e d  
t h e  loathesome words of the  man who had br ibed  the 
paye t o  clevare Albrecht  t o  the  e l e c t o r a t e  of Pfainz: 

I f  1 could but  enjoy the eternal p l e a s u r e  
sf being carried from t h e  bed a f  one whore 
t o  another  I 'd forego heaven. 49 

As i n  t h e  case of ducal  Saxony, Jaae&imBs e%ee- 
torate passed ts a brother ,  Joachim XI, who es- 
poused the Reformation and s u p p a r t e d  i t  i n  Bran- 
denburg, 

No Less e v i l  than the brothers of Brandenburg, 
Albrecht and Joachim 1, w a s  Duke Heinrich of 
Braus~hweig-Mo1_fenbuette1~ Luther referred t o  
him i n  one sf h i s  table ta lks:  

They tell of a virgin, Eve sf T r s t t ,  with 
whom t h e  Duke o f  Brunswick bega t  three 
children in h e r  midenhood and f ive af ter  
she d ied ,  

Haile explains: 

It was t r u e  tha t  t h i s  Henry of Brunswick 
had ce l eb ra t ed  a bogus funera l  f o r  a fav- 
o r i t e  mistress whom he then secreted away 
t o  a p leasu re  palace,  where he kept  her 
f o r  years.50 

This  was only one sf  many unsavory scandals 
involving the life of Henry of Brunswickg P o l i t i -  
cal issues created an intense f r i c t i o n  between 
Henry of Brunswiek on one s i d e  and John Frederick 
and P h i l i p  of Messe sn  the o the r ,  From 1541 t o  
1544 t he  t w o  parties hur led  at Peast a hundred 
s t r i d e n t  pamphlets at each s ther ,  A t  issue be- 
tween them were the c i t i es  of Brunswick and Goslax, 
Both had become iuthe~an early on in the Reforma- 
tion, men these t w o  c i t i es  joined the Smalcald 
League, Henry, a l o y a l  Catholic o u t  of deference t o  
the emporor, f e l t  threatened. He. reponded 'by join-  
ing the Cathol ic  League and was made the  l e a g u e ' s  
l e a d e r  f o r  northern Germany, Fuel  was added $0 the  
fire of Henry's resentment when t h e  Smalcald League 
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s c h e $ ~ J e d  J.ts 1538 con~jsza t ion  tsgs meet at Bruns- 
w i c k ,  i i  h i s  angel: he re fused  t o  g ive  John Fred- 
e r i c k  a11i-t P h i l  2-p of Wrsse the sa fe  conduct ehrough 
h i s  territories tha t  t h e  t ravel4ers  would need f o r  
t he  ~ O U I - I L ~ ~  i10 the  c i t y  of B r u n s ~ ~ ~ i c k .  We need not  
be d e ~ a l r l e d  by t h e  pzxphlei  w u r ,  accompanied by 
some s i ioot i i ig ,  thac e n ~ u e d .  Suf Eice i t  t o  say t h a t  
L ~ t h e ~  became involved c n l y  i n c i d e n t a l l y ,  We was 
c n r z g r d  by one o f  t h o  essays of Duke Henry t h a t  
r . - i$ iz~%ed t h e  Elkctar s f  Sexany, 

I , u thc r  arisweleecl $kicse j i b e s  by a pamphlet 
t i t l e d  A 3 a j . q ~ ~  i-lanswucst .sl  it was w r i t t e n  i n  t h e  

- .-_-- _------m,_P_I _I-- 

s p i r i i  0 2  t h e  war of e p i t h e t s  rag ing  between Duke 
Tlenry and Zals t w o  c ~ p p o r ~ e n t s .  T h i s  essay, i n  
H, G ,  Halie's words, "marked the  beginning of a 
n e w  - 3  in L u ~ h e r  ' s literary career. "52 

WE s h a l l  take note  of tlae character of Lu the r ' s  
l a t e r  writing en a separdte see t i an  of t h i s  essay. 
S u f f i c e  i t  Irere ~ - . o  re vie^; 'briefly athe theo log ica l  
ccsnter~t o f  i leainst  ! I ans~ ,a -~~s t ,  The main body of -A ---- "--- - 
xhe  estay is a discussicn of the church with a 
dex,.aLled i l is",rl~t ion 1ae~:wsr en the t r u e  and the  
fa1t.c ~haerc%h, IAut-h~:z S ~ L B W S ,  utrtler ten headings, 
tha t  t k z c ~  ~,iincf:er~ne axe t h e  t x t . ~ e  church, A following 
twelve ~ _ i E y i ~  j ~ r p 3  S ~ I O ~ S  xhy Luther  does not consider  
t l ~ e  I<c~man Cathoi LC Chui-ck t o  be t he  t r u e  church, 
P? 4 Lnerc is a d$scusfi3.isn of 3sdrs  Word and a review 
c f  t h e  evenrs of t h e  Lirst years o f  Luther's exper- 
ience 3s a rcforrnerp 

-3 i5c essay c t o s e ~  i47icb ;i defense of John Fred- 
e-it-k r:nd 3 c,ond~mnait >.;in of Duke Qenry, Th i s  was 
15-l,e o..i_Iy m3e r s f  t h e  I;ar_lnr?reiJ o r  Tiore pamphlets in 
:hail wl3.a: of ~?pxth2%::-; t h a t  bad a ser ious  d o c t r i n a l  
csirecs;?~:t~ As i n  the case nf some other  essays 
LurFier s a y s  chat* k . : ~  dires raot w i s h  t o  waste the 
:cea$er'~ t i m e  by h n,ere reh~ttal of c r i t i d s m  and 
a- & e v f e w  -. of the  charges sf k i s  opponents. Be says 

t h a t  he prefers t e  ed iPp  snd instruct from Holy 

Scr ip tare .  Exi t h i s  casa Luthle.9: gives a subs tan t ive  
and well csnsj.dered d e f f n d t i s ~ ~  of the church $aged 
on S c r i p t u r e  i%self  and adds  z review of h i s  pe r -  
spec t ive  of t h e  ea r ly  years o f  t h e  Re&srwation, 

We nay say t h a t  ~ u t h e r "  s t r u g g l e  agains t  the 
v i o l e n t  oppssL$inn and the hostility o f  Duke George, 
Cardinal  Albrecht, and Duke Henry s f  Bnunswick t o  
the  evangelical l eade r sh ip  o f  John F rede r i ck  and 
o the r  Lutheran pr inces  goes a long way toward ex- 
p la in ing  a deterisration o f  Luther's f o r ~ e r  evan- 
g e l i c a l  pat ience.  In t he  bi t terness  and coarseness 
sf the p o l i t i c a l  jungle in vhich Luther  became in- 
volved it i s  evident t ha t  he became a partaker i n  
the  abusive use sf e p i t h e t s  and common coarseness,  
Me w a s  g e t t i n g  odder and w a s  s u f f e r i n g  severely 
from disease and frustration, Be had p r o f i t e d  
greatly from t he  sus t a in ing  sit;pport o f  John Fred- 
er ick,  but h i s  involvement in t he  day t o  day pres -  
s u r e s  of the p o l i t i c a l  r ea l i t i e s  s f  the time had 
made f o r  some narrowing and c o n s t r i c t i o n  of the  
evangelical character of the  Mart in Lueher sf the 
1 5 2 6 ' ~ ~  

se To The Theol.%y o f  Judaism 
- * - - - - =  ---- 

We sha l l  look  carefu-lly a t  L u t h e r ' s  references 
t o  the Jewish people  i n  the  l a s t  Cen years of h i s  
%%fee We believe t h a t  they w i l l  deunonstrake that 
he d i d  nst have a racial bias againse ehe people of 
Hebraic exkractian, Be d i d  ob jec t  to t h e i r  false 
teachings and to t he j r  ~ P a n d e r s u s  and Nasphemsus 
characterizations sf Jesus and h j s  mother Mary, 
When Hither's Skorm Troopers rozi,nded up Jews i n  
the  ghe t tos  of Germany no ques t ions  were asked 
about xfhat they believed, They were victimized 
only because they had Jewish blood i n  their  veins, 
Luther, on the contrary,  had a special  regar$ f o r  
people who were Jewish,  He sa id  t h a t  t h e y  were the  - 
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Luther, on the contrary,  had a special  regar$ f o r  
people who were Jewish,  He sa id  t h a t  t h e y  were the  - 



frale bl,;i.ici I>r;-:ithe;s sf j e ~ j _ i . c  Gha-kk$~ ,  %7hd_4-e the 
Gel!,", i ; ~  were on ly  in-laws. I t  n a i n ~ d  ' ,zther 
d e e p l y   the^ if was obligsti  ;o -:-ndernri t l ~ a  theol-  
egy ~s , -o r ; f ; cd  by most nf  che Jew&, 

L4?_~$-?lgl" % L 2 f f j r g ~  ref ex cincea t o t h ~  J ewish people 
-.rs. lash decade sf h i s  If-te <c4ccui:~ed i n  1538* 
T h i s  pub iication was an opc~ri l e t t e r ,  addressed  t o  
a f ' r i e n i ,  C:af 'nrolfgang Schlick o f  Falkenar;, who 
had reportrid on Sabbatar ian  tendrnciss among Chris- 
t i ans  i n  3 f ~ r ~ v d a .  and Bohemia, L u t h e r  t s s k  it f o r  
granted t i ~ z t  .Tewish pro5;eLy~ i za t i cn  was respons ib le  
f o r  the  i ~ ~ ~ ~ : a t ~ n e  H i s  r ~ ~ p c ~ n s e  co Graf Sr%l%ick was 

- * a !-xeer n r a d b t o k  rhat  s ~ u j d  5e ~ ~ a e d  t o  refute  the  
f;sdsr; ~ c s - ~ e , l ~ r ~ j g r  C f  tjle sJ:e~'9,~s F---&4" . L  J,., ,,_,,a . - a ~ *  - i n  the 8I.d 
-3 

5; t :j"mc :-b4 t , 

T n i r  bonk, - Against the Sabbaterians, e-- 53 had no 
c izw~s i l l ng  rererences t o  the  Jews. Luther d i d  re-  
i e -  .:,srTrjy to the rabbis aad t h e i r  st~b"s;rraarness 
i i 1  3 cl:al~-i i9g t h e i r  views i n  s p i t e  o f  Old Testament 
-!- L,dferences ,-, t h a t  e lear ly  refuted them, Me said: 

" E ~ J C ~ :  ? ~ ' h c ? ~ i  \:ne persuades  thera: o u t  o f  Scr ipWre,  
::T-:c--j ; :gr-=.az F r o p i  t h e  scr-i.~!.ure so their r abb i s  

- * 

2nt.- i ;c-cl  :j ~ h z t  the7 ~ ~ T , ~ :  i e & ~ l -  ~ h p ~ ~ ~ ' ' 5 4  

,&" g: f g2 $ - ,-, -*" { . '. . .. ,.,Il,_e in t h e  7:abl.e Ta2 k?: f ~ 3 %  $537 ind i -  
0 9_ cat::zs r:-i;:j,r ~hej:~: had heen sOjT<? aiscussisn o f  the  

pi-ok:j.zm c J i  ,'it. Jews i n  Sa>;ony c+ve:i before  the  essay 
r~:sci:nd-j-,1q t 2 to the csr~cerf~ss s f  G r a f  Schl ick ,  John 
-,-~ &a (:j c> -c . - ., ., 
,,, - i.c*!,<. 38x; <: banned ah"?_e Jew:; his domains 

3-531'1, f o.c;,dd-j.l-ig &3em f-0 slL:sld<;;; %,a Saxony o r  even 
I" .=~.. r.j A ~ . r ~ ~ . ~ e 3 . .  -- ~-,.* i:h,irough i t .  The rra,sons f o r  t h i s  action 
are i 2 ~ t "  h<;.;m, ,iji g-ccral i>t,ssee:.i"& the  W a S  

cilaml-i:~ er  i ; i m e ,  a s  i~ had. through the  mid- 
d i e  age,. en t ry  i n  t h e  T a b l e  T z ~ l k s  referred to 
is as f ~ 1 l - a ~ ~ ~ :  

P I ,  v - s , ~ r  vas delj-qercd ir-2 nr, t4iZrk3 a from a 
. e?; ; 19 ,: CL[ W ~ D  F ~ ~ I J ~ S L L . ~  a ~ ~ i i  pleaded (as 

S I -  

E I ~ Z  1 ~ : 3 ~  of ?en written to the i j ~ c e o a  bzfsre)  
i:' ; 1 ; z1-rrik544~n b e  sb?z;npd f r o m  the elector 

to grant  him safe entrance i n t o  and passage 
through the eleetorPs p r t n c i p a l i t y ,  D r ,  
Martin responded, '14~tty should these r a s c a l s ,  
who i n j u r e  p e o p l e  in. body and p r o p e r t y  and 
who draw n~any Christ$ans t o  &hei r  supe-rsti-  
t i o n s ,  be given permfss3.0n3 I n  Moravia 
they have ~ir~urncisedd marly Chri.s",iar%s and 
c a l l  them by the  new name of Sabba ta r i ans , , .  
1'11 w r i t e  t h i s  Jew no t  to r e t u r n .  '55 

The J e w  referred t o  was E a h b i  Jose1 of Rosheim, 
an honorable,  learned ,  and i n f l u e n t i a l  leaders of 
t h e  Jews. H e  o f t e n  represented h i s  people  before  
high p o l i t i c a l  and ecclesiast ical  a u t h o r i t i e s ,  
~ u t h e r ' s  l e t t e r  t o  h i m  was courteous, bu t  negative.  

My dear JoseP: 1 would have g l a d l y  i n t e r -  
ceded f o r  you, both oral1.y and i n  w r i t i n g ,  
before  my grac ious  l o r d ,  j u s t  as my writ- 
ings  have served t h e  wtkole of Jewry. But 
because your people so shamefully misuse 
t h i s  service of mine and undertake t h i n g s  
tha t  we Christians s i m p l y  sha l l  not  bear 
from you, they thekselves have robbed me sf 
a l l  influence E might  otherwise have been 
able to exercise be fo re  princes and l o r d s  
on your behal f ,  

For my spi-nisn was, and s t i l l  is,  t h a t  one 
should t r e a t  the Jews i n  a k indly  manner, 
t h a t  God may perhaps look  g rac ious ly  upon 
them and b r ing  them ts t h e i r  Messiah -- b u t  
no t  so t h a t  through my good w i l l  and in f lu - -  
ence they might be strengthened i n  t h e i r  
error and become s t i l l  ~rtax-e bothersome, 

I propose t o  w r i t e  a p a m ~ ~ h L e t  about  t h i s  if 
God gives  m e  space and t i m e ,  ts see if I 
ca-cnnsE win some from your venerable p a t r i -  
a r c h s  and prophers and b r i n y  them t o  your 
promised Messiah.... 56 
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rCh-~s l e t t e r ,  q u i t e  contrary t o  L u t h e r ' s  r e p o r t e d  
t a b l e  ;.o:~ve.rsa~fon, was cour teous  and friendly* 
Xafusal  #:a 111tervene i n  JsseS's behalf before John 
r r ed rx ick  corresponds t o  ~uther's a t t i t u d e  toward 
t h e  pspacy .  By t h i s  time he considered the  papacy 
an2 J u d i i i s i ~ ~  equal ly  i n c o r r i g i b l e .  We was convinced 
a-7 ~ n a t  bbsh had reached the poin t  of ns  r e t u r n  so far 
as appn;..is from S c r i p t u r e  were concerned. H e  was 
1.0 i . n ~ g e r  wi.ll.ing t o  p l ead  f o r  the  Jews as he had 
done i n  1523 and r i s k  t h a t  h i s  good o f f i c e s  might 
be L ~ C  etccasisn f o r  them t o  take %&vantage of the 
e l e c t a x ,  %Toha F rede r i ck ,  

at .;il.stlld n o m e s a p a  o w  not ice  that despite 
h i s  ~ ~ c f u s s l  t o  intervene i n  ~osel's behal f ,  Luther 
s t i l l  h a d  the same a t t i t u d e  zoward the Jews that 
he h2d ~xpiessed i n  his first major treatise on the 
J e w s  i n  1523, It was h i s  wish tha t  Christians 
shotild t rea t  the  Jews i n  a k ind ly  manner ss that 
God ~fi-ighc g r a c i o u s l y  b r ing  them back to t h e i r  Mes- 
siah,  OSi~ifiusBy the  Jews desired better treatment 
i_f-,i3~a i ' l r~ ls t ian  cultuse had. given them in? the past. 
r-? ~ h r y  were no: w i l l i n g  t o  pay the pr ice  of the sur -  
render  the i r  trs;diticsnal faith and r e l i g i o u s  
pract:ice, The twentieth century with its plurality 

- a 

of r ~ ~ : . g i u n s  nay honor the  Jews for their tenacity. 
i3vt i b t i i  cear:ury Chr is ' i i an i ty  acknowledged the  
r i g h t  of C k r r i s t i a n i t y ,  and Christianity alone,  t o  
exist i n  the  c u l t u r a l  f ab r i c  a f  western Europe, 
!gieu we j udge  Martin Luther  it must be in terms of 
t h e  c12l t u r d  mifieis i n  xql~lch he a c t u a l l y  l i v e d ,  
~4 j t  in tzms o f  sarr 20th century p l u r a l i s m  wtaich 
gran!.s co everyone the r i g h r  t o  worship on h i s  own 
e x  The ciledPeva$ church had preserved i t s  unity 
in tile : s?:"t-ible f i res  o f  ~ " a a  i inquisir ion.  Rel i -  
g i o u s  L i b e x  ty d i d  not  e x i s t ,  

L a r n ~ h i c ' b  next t rea t ise  on the  Jews was written 
s i x  y c s ~  s after the  d i scour se  against  the Sabba-- 

< r a ' s  The title was, On The Jews and T h e 2  
% i e s ,  -57 We s h a l l  f i rs t  gxaraine i t s  doctrinal 

content ,  The w ~ r k  began with  the  statement t ha t  
its purpose was not  to convert the ,Jews bu t  to 
instruct Christians who were $n daily contac t  w i t h  
them. We a s s e r ~ ~ d  t h a t  a conversion sf the Jews 
was impssslble and turned at once to a. histo-ncical 
fac t  t h a t ,  i n  h i s  view, was primary evidence sf 
the  i n v a l i d i t y  of Jewish r e l i g i o u s  claims, 

Jerusalem and your sovereignty,  together 
with your tenlple and pr ies thood,  have been 
destroyed f o r  over 1 ,460  years, For t h i s  
yea r  which we Christians  rite as the year 
1542 s l m e  the b i r t h  of C t ~ r i s t ,  i s  exactly 
6,468 years, going on 1500 years, since 
Vespasfan and T i t u s  des t royed  Jerusalem 
and expelled Sews f r o m  the c i % y ,  58 

Luther added t h a t  t h i s  passage of tirrae 

is proof t h a t  t h e  Jews, s u r e l y  rejected of 
God, are no longer  h i s  peopl.e, and n e i t h e r  
i s  he any longer their God, This i s  i n  
accord with Wssca P, 9: ' ~ a 1 J  h i s  name Not 
my people ,  f o r  you are not  rfry people  and P. 
am not yaur  God,"es, uxafartunately, this 
is their lot, t r u l y  a t e r r ib le  onee59 

Luther  added f ~ z r t h e r :  

We b e k d d  the f d f i l l m e n t  nf the  -%arords spoken 
by him iJesxls] in Luke 21, 20, 22ff: ' ~ u t  
when ye see Jerusalem surrounded by armies, 
then know t h a t  i t s  destrxletirsn has came near, .  
f o r  theso are days of vegeance. For great 
dis tress  sha l l  be upon the earth and wrath 
upon t h i s  p e o p l e , "  

A t  t h i s  pa in t  Luther  proceeds t o  a d i s e u s s i ~ n  of 
four  v i r t ue s  on which the  Jews had p r ided  them- 
selves, The first was t he i r  pride sf race, 

There is one th ing  about  which they boast 
and pride themselves beyond measure, and t ha t  
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four  v i r t ue s  on which the  Jews had p r ided  them- 
selves, The first was t he i r  pride sf race, 

There is one th ing  about  which they boast 
and pride themselves beyond measure, and t ha t  



i.?~ the i r  descent from. the foremost people  
oi l  e z r t h h ,  from AbrahamS Sarah, Isaac, 
Rebecca, Jacob, and from the  twelve p a t r i -  
acchs, arad t h u s  f m m  the holy  pez~.?Le of 
Zsrae i ,  St* Paul  himself admits  t h i s  when 
he says i n  Romans 9 ,  5: 2 

tha% is, 'TO them belong the  patriarchs,  
azad of  the i r  race is the  Chr i s t ,  -nd 
C h r i s t  h i a s e l f  declares in Jshn 4 ,  22: 
'Salvation is from the  Jews,' Therefore 
tlkeg boasr of being the  noblest, yes ,  t h e  
on1.y people  on earth. I n  comparison w i t h  
t h e m  and i n  t h e i r  eyes we Genti les (Goyim) 
are nrle h$li~~i.an; in fact we ha rd ly  deserve 
t o  be considered poor warms by them, For 
we a n  no t  af that hlgh and noble blood, 
'Xf~ieage, b i r t h ,  and descent, This  is t h e i r  
argument, and indeed I t h ink  i t  is the 
greatest and strongest  reason f o r  t h e i r  
p r i d e  and boasting, 6 9 

A f t e r  giming ntlmerous examples o f  the  vanity of 
t h e  ~ r r d e  of b i r t h  of the Jews, Luther  tu rns  t o  
another  example s f  t h e i r  arrogance and says: 

The ~ t h e r  boast and n o b i l i t y  sver x~hich the  
J-ws g J w t  and because o f  which they haugkt- 
61;~ and v a i n l y  d e s p i s e  all mankind i s  t he i r  
c<-rc~smci s i o n  wkiieh they reeei~red from &ra- 
3 What a stench we poor people  are In 
t h e i r  n o s t r i l s  3ecause we are not  cireura- 
c i s e d  , , , I n  t h i s  boast o f  n o b i l i t y  they 
gicsy s.s ~ m c h  as they do i n  thel,r phys ica l  
6' u L T  tll - 6 1  

ehe  first place, Luther  cont inued,  circum- 
G . ~ S ~ O P  was n o t  unique t o  the Jzws. Many other  
uesples  a l so  f~llowed the prac t i ce .  Luther  then 
referaed at l eng th  t o  an inner circumcision, the  
s p i r - i t u a l  r e a l i t y  06 the orstward mark. He called 
a%zentjon t o  p r o p h e t i c  words c a l l i n g  for  a eirzum- 
e i s i o n  of t h e  hear t  and s p i r i t  and warned rkase 

whose ear8 %ere t~ncircumeised so they  could not 
hear @od;s  Word. %n t h i s  sense o f  a s p i r i t u a l .  
eirean~cj-sion Luther recalled the  warning of Jere- 
miah, 9 $  25, '%e7i1sal.d the  days sre comTng, says 
%he Lord,  whesr; 1 will punj.sh all those who are 
circumcised, b u t  yet uncircumcised, ,, rs63 

These and sj-rwilar passages prove i r re fu t -  
ab ly  that  the ~ e w s '  arrogaanee and boas t  of 
circumcision over aga ins t  t h e  uncircumcised 
Gent i les  are null and vo id ,  and, unless 
accomplished by something else, deserves 
nothing b u t  Godg% wrath, God says t h a t  
they have an uncircumcised heart,  But the  
J e w s  do no t  pay a t t e n t i o n  t o  such a fare- 
sk in  of the hear t ;  rather they th ink tha t  
God should behold t h e i r  proud cdreumclsisn 
sf the f l e sh  and hear t h e i r  arrogant boasts 
sver against  all Gent i l e s ,  who are unable 
to boast of such circumcision,  These b l ind  
miserable people  do not  see t ha t  God candems 
the i r  circumcised heart so clearly and ex- 
p l i c i t l y  i n  these verses, and thereby con- 
demns t h e i r  physical circurmeisisn E ~ g e t h e r  
with t h e i r  boasting and t h e i r  prayer.64 

The t h i r d  occasion f o r  t h e  p r i d e  sf the Jewish 
people t o  b~hich E t ~ t h e r  ca l l s  attention is t h e i r  
boast  thae God spoke to them, and to them alone ,  
when. he gave the law on Mt, Sanai ,  Luther canceded 
t h e  t r u t h  of t h a t  claim from many testimonies in 
t he  Old  Tes'kament, B e  countered, however, t h a t  a l l  
of tha t  i s  meaningless apar t  from obedience t o  the 
law tha t  wes so solemnly given at tha t  place,  H e  
added: 

This  baas% makes the Jews seven times inore 
unworthy t o  be God's people  than the  Gentiles 
are, FOE the external l a w s  were not given 
to make a nat ion  the  people  sf' God, b u t  t o  
adorn and enhance God's people  externally, 
Just  as the k e n  coamandments w e r e  c o t  given 
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t h a t  any might boas t  of them. Rather they  
were given t o  be observed,  and that obedi- 
ence t o  God migh t  be shown in them, as 
Moses and the  prophe ts  most e a r n e s t l y  teach.65 

F i n a l l y ,  and i n  the  f o u r t h  place,  Luther  c i t ed  
the  p r i d e  of the  J e w s ,  more than  eve+ ev iden t  i n  
the 20th cen tury ,  over t h e  f a c t  that God had g iven  
the  Jewish people  the  %and of Canaan, Je rusa lem,  
and the temple. To  t h a t  Luther  responded tha t :  

God has s f t e n  squashed suck boasting and 
apmgance, e s p e c i a l l y  khrough the kind of 
Babylon who l e d  them away i n t o  capt ivi ty  
and d e s t r o y e d  every th ing  (just as t h e  king 
of A s s y r i a  e a r l i e r  ha8 l e d  all Israel  away 
and ha4 l a i d  every th ing  l o w ) ,  Finally 
 hey were exterminated and devasgated by 
the  Romans over f o u r t e e n  hundred years ago 
--so that they might w e l l  p e r ce ive  that God 
d i d  no t  regard ,  nor will r ega rd ,  t h e i r  
c o u n t r y ,  c i t y ,  temple,  p r i e s thood  o r  p r in -  
c i p a l i t y ,  and view them 011. account s f  t h e s e  
a s  h i s  own people ,  Yet t h e i r  i r o n  neck a s  
"Csdiak c a l l s  i t ,  i s  not  ben t ,  nor i s  t h e i r  
brdes fore:2ead red  w i t h  shame. Lsaial~, 4 8 ,  

r - 3 .  
Y, i i ~ i e y  renain s tone  b l i n d ,  obdurate ,  fm- 
mo=vab-s4e, ever hoping t h a t  God w i l l  r e s t o r e  
t37eix: hcmelarnd t o  them and give eve ry th ing  
back to t h e m ,  66 

I "7 

LC-3 r b i s  1)uther  added the warning of 1 Kings, 9 ,  6 f :  

11. ys1r t u r n  aside from fol lowing m e ,  , , and 
do co t  keep ;ny comandments , . , then 1 w i l l  
c ~ i e  otf i s rae l  from the  land which I have 
give" ".lem; and t h e  house which I have con- 
sec-i-ated f o r  my name P w i l l  cast o u t  of my 
sigkat ;  and I s r a e l  w i l l  become a proverb 
and a byword among a l l  peoples ,  With an 
u t t e a  d i s r e g a r d  f o r  t h i s ,  they s tood ,  and 
s k l L l  zcand, f i r m  a s  a  rock su an i n e r t  

stone image, i n s i s t i n g  t h a t  Gad gave them 
country,  c i t y ,  temple, and that t h e r e f o r e  
they had t o  be God's people  o r  c h u ~ c h . ~ ~  

A 1 1  of t h i s  d i s c u s s i o n  of t h e  f o u r  o b j e c t s  of 
Jewish pr j -de  i s  preliminary to the main i s sue ,  
t h e  pr imary heresy o f  Judaism, i t s  expectation 
of a messiah t o  come i n  the f u t u r e ,  and its rejec- 
tion sf the true Messiah, Jesus C h r i s t ,  t he  Son o f  
God* Luther takes up t h i s  i s s u e  i n  t h e  second, 
and main, gar% of t h e  treatise, T h i s  d iscuss ion  
comprises about hal f  o f  the  x~hole work, It is  a 
c a r e f u l  and comprehensive exegesis of fou r  impor- 
tant proof ~ e x t s  demonstrating that Jesus is, 
without doubt ,  the true Messiah. These passages 
are Genesis 49, I% Samuel 2 3 ,  Haggai 2, and Dan- 
iel 9 e68 While Luther's s tudy  of these passages  
is  s t r a i g h t f o r w a r d  and t ex tua l ,  he does inser t  a 
few asides that characterized the a t t i g u d e  of 
Luther's generat ion toward .the Jews, The follow- 
ing examples i l l u s t r a t e  the  genera l  g t t i t u d e  o f  
medieval people  toward tile Jewish people .  

A person who is unacquainted wish the devi l  
might wonder why they are s o  p a r t i c u l a r l y  
h o s t i l e  toward Chr is t ians .  They have no 
reason g o  act  t h i s  way, since we show them 
every kindness. They l i v e  among us, enjoy 
our shield and protection, they use our 
country and our highways, our markets and 
streets.  Meanwhile our  r u l e r s  and l>r-i-nces 
sit there and snore w i t h  mouths hanging 
open, and p e r n i i t  the Jews  to steal, and rob 
from t h e i r  moneybags and treasures whatever 
they wsnt. That i s ,  they let t h e  Sews, by 
means of t h e i r  usury ,  sk in  and fleece them 
and t h e i r  sub jec t s  and make them beggars 
wi th  t h e i r  own money. For the J e w s ,  who 
are exi les ,  should r ea l ly  have noth ing ,  and 
whatever they have must su re ly  be our prop- 
e r t y .  They do not  work, and they do no t  
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e2rn anyth ing  from u s ,  nor do we give or 
p re sen t  it t o  them, and y e t  they are i n  
possession of our  money and goods and are 
our rnasteyrs i n  our o m  count ry  and i n  
t h e i r  exile, 69 

Ail. t h i s  is ,  of course, obvious exaggerat ion,  
T,uthc~ is us ing  the  r h e t o r i c  of o v e r s t a t e ~ e n t ,  
so conlmon i n  the polemics of t h a t  and Later t imes,  
t o  sake a point- ,  Jewish bankers and merchants 
d i d  chargc usu r ious  r a t e s  of i n t e r e s t ,  b u t  prob- 
a b l y  no inore than t h e i r  German coun te rpa r t s ,  

T-i~itl-:er challenged t h e  l i t e r a l u r e  of the Jews: 

T h e i r  'Talmud and t h e i r  r a b b i s  record that 
i t  i s  no  sin f o r  a Jew t o  k i l l  a Gen t i l e ,  
bu t  i t  i s  on ly  s i n  f o r  him t o  k i l l  a bra- 
t h e r  I s r a e l i t e .  Msr is  it  a s i n  f o r  a Jew 
t o  i-~xeak his oath  t o  a G e n t i l e ,  Likewise 
they  say  t h a t  it i s  rendering God a ser- 
v i c e  ro  steal o r  rob  from t h e  Goy, as they 
3s i r ;  t a c t  through t h e i r  usury ,  For s ince  
thiey believe they are the noble blood and 
t:ke circumcised s a i n t s  and w e  the  accursed 
GoyLi!. They cannot t rea t  u s  too harshly 
n r  commit sin a g a i n s t  u s ,  f o r  t hey  are the  
Lords  c t f  che world  and we are t h e i r  ser- 
-riants, yes ,  t h e i r  c a t t l e .  7o  

T h i s ,  too, i s  exaggera t ion .  References i n  the  
Tzllniui! r e fe r  t o  t h e  k i l l i n g  of Gent i les  i n  t i m e  
of w a r -  

Thar Luther"  h o s t i l i t y  t o  the Sews w a s  no t  
raciaP1y c x u t i v a t e d  i s  ev ident  from the high re- 
gard E,% ired f o r  a number of Chr i s t i an  Jews, R 
fsotase2 ~ e f e r s  t o  P a u l  of Burgos, a converted 
Spanfsh  Jew, about 1350 t o  1435, who r ose  t o  the 
rank c d  archbishop, O f  t h i s  man Luther  wrote:  

In R c r g s s  you w i l l  l e a r n  what the r a b b i s  
r e z l i y  teach, and you w i l l  see t h a t  1 have 

Burgensis [Burgos] wr.o wa:: of t h e i r  very 
learned rabb bls, and :gj,.;.brs, by t he  gr;acc sf God 
hecame a Christian --a -very rare happen$ng- 
is  much agitared by the  f a c t  &hat  they curse 
us Christians so v i l e l y  in t l i ~ i r  synagogues 
(as Lyra ,  a Ckristian scholar, 1276-1349, 
a l s o  writes), and he deduces from t h i s  t h a t  
they  cannot be God's p e o p l e ,  T a  them Jere -  
miah wrote, 'Seek t h e  welfare of the c i t y  
where I have sent  you in exi le ,  and pray t o  
the  Lord on its behaj f ,  far ia i t s  welfare 
you w i l l  f i n d  your w~lfa:.e,"eremfah 20 ,7 .  

Ultimately L,uther cqwat~d the s i n s  of the J e w s  
with those sf t he  adhereats s f  t he  Ws111an Ca tho l i c  
f a i t h .  H e  held the Roman p a p a l i s t s  in t h e  same 
c o n t e q t  as the Judaiz ing  Jewsc Nei ther  was bet- 
ter o r  worse than the  other. Both were g u i l t y  of 
demeaning C h r i s t  and f i n d i n g  t h e i r  hope of salva- 
t i o n  i n  mer i t o r ious  ordinances and works, Luther  
s a id :  

I stated earl ier  that they c o r r u p t  t h e i r  
circumcision w i t h  human ord inances  and r u i n  
t h e i r  heri tage w i t h  t h e i r  arrogance. I n  
the ssme manner they deseeraee t h e i r  ~ 8 b -  
ba th  and all t h e i r  festivals. I n  b r i e f ,  all 
t h e i r  l i f e  and a l l  t h e j r  deeds ,  whether they 
eat ,  dr ink ,  sleep, wake, stand, walk, dress, 
undress, fast, bathe,  p r a y ,  or p r a i s e  are 
so s u l l i e d  w i t h  rabbinical ordinances and 
unbelief, tha t  ivioses can no Longer be reeog- 
nized among them, 

T h i s  carresponds t o  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  of -the 
papacy i s :  our day, i n  ~ahich Chris% rand h i s  
word can h a r d l y  be recognized because o f  
t h e  verain o f  human ordinances, 7 l  

Luther's antagonism toward .the J e w s  was c lear ly  
not  racial .  H e  he ld  German Cathol ics  i n  the  same 
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contempt as Jewish Judaizens. Both were g u i l t y  
of demeaning Jesus C h r i s t  by t h e i r  be l ie fs  and 
t'isleiit. "dradie:l.onal forms o f  worship* Meleitoriaus 
good works, n o t  t h e  Redeemer, were a t  t h e  h e a r t  
of bo th  r e l i g i o n s .  

I n  part  three of 
Luther  calls a t t e n t i o n  t o  Jewish calumnies a g a i n s t  
Jesus and the  ~ ~ i r g i n  Mary. Obviously both s i d e s  
could p l a y  a t  the game of maligning the  o the r .  The 

Jews h a d  t o  be more careful than t h e i r  C h r i s t i a n  
coun te rpa r t s  becai~se t h e  Jews were only a frac- 
t i o n a l  p a r t  of the popula t ion .  But t h e r e  had been 
no lack o f  Jewish writers who had said ensugh t o  
exacerbate rhe  h o s t i l i t y  of Chr i s t i ans  toward them. 
Luther  opened this p o r t i o n  of h i s  t r e a t i s e  w i t h  
t h i s  general  ststemen$, 

I n  conclusion we want to examine t h e i r  P i e s  
agains t  persons,  which, a f t e r  all, do not  
make the  doc t r ine  e i t h e r  worse o r  b e t t e r ,  
whetiler the  persons a r e  pious o r  base. 
S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  we want t o  Look a t  t h e i r  l ies  
about t h e  person of our  Lord, as w e l l  as 
these a'uoslt h i s  dear mother and about our- 
se lves  arid a%% C h r i s t i a n s *  These Pies are 
such zs  he d e v i l  resorts t o  when he can 
not  a s s a i l  the  doct r ine ,  Then he t u r n s  
agains t  the person - ly ing ,  maligning, curs-  
i ng ,  arid re1;ting agains t  h i m .  That i s  what 
t he  i) ' i-isi-'s Btlrizebl~b [John ~ c k ]  d id  t o  me.  
GJ'hLen he was unable  t o  re fu te  my gospe l ,  he 
 roth hi. ti-rst I was possessed of the d e v i l ,  
tiiat i Gas a changeling, that my dear mother 
was B - ~ ~ k ~ u j r e  and a bathhouse at tendant .72 

The Refcr~reer reviewed ant i -Chr is t ian  polemics 
o f  the  JEWS which went back as f a r  as the f i r s t  and 
second centuries s f  the  Chr i s t i an  era,  Jesus had 
been cs t l l ed  son of a whore conceived i n  adul- 
tery w i t i r  n blacksmith. They made t h i s  even worse 
b y  si:ying thqt Mary's  adul~erous cohab i t a t ion  took 

place during a lnenstrual p e r i o d ,  thus  br inging  
J e s u s  under a special curse t h a t  would make thk 
of f sp r ing  unbalanced and menta l ly  d e f i c i e n t ,  a 
demon's o f f sp r ing ,  and a changel-ing, On such 
blasphemy Luther invoked rhe curse of Deuteronomy 
28, 18: "The Lord w i l l  smite you w i t h  msdness 
and bl indness and w n f  usioar o f  nlfxad, ' Y u t h e r  went 
on t o  ask: 

mat harm has the poor Jesus done to t he  
most ho ly  chi ldren of Israel  tha t  they  can 
not s t o p  cursing him after h i s  death,  w i t h  
which he pa id  h i s  d e b t ?  Is it perhaps t h a t  
he aspires t o  be t he  Messiah, which they 
cannot t o l e r a t e ?  Oh no, f o r  he is dead, 
They thmseives  c r u c i f i e d  h i m ,  and a dead 
person cannot be the  Eessiah, Perhaps he 
i s  an obstacle t o  eheir return t s  t h e i r  
homeland? No, tha t  i s  not  the reason e i ther ;  
f o r  how can a dead man prevent t ha t ?  !fiat, 
then, i s  the reason? I w i l l  tell you. As 
I sa id  before,  i t  i s  the l i g h t n i n g  and thun- 
der  sf Moses t o  which I referred before :  
"The Lord w i l l  smire you wi th  madness and 
b l indness  and canfusfsa of m i n d , '  It Is the  
eternal f i r e  of whicli the  prophets speak: 
'My wrath w i l l  go f o r t h  l i k e  f i r e ,  and burn 
with none t o  quench i t . '  Jeremiah 4 ,  4 .  
John the  B a p t i s t  proclaimed the  same message 
t o  them a f te r  Iierod had removed t h e i r  scep- 
t e r ,  saying,  Luke 3, 1 7 ,  ' H i s  winnowing f o r k  
i s  i n  h i s  band, and he will clear h i s  thresh- 
ing f l o o r  and ga the r  h i s   heat i n t o  h i s  
granary, but h i s  chaff he w i l l  burn wi th  ran- 
quenchable f i r e . '  Indeed, such f i r e  o f  d i -  
vine wrath we see descending on the  Jews. We 
see  i t  bunl ing,  ab laze  and aflame, a f i r e  
more h o r r i b l e  than t h a t  of Sodom and Gomorrah. 73 

Luther  then commented an the charge made by the 
Jews t h a t  they were h e l d  captive by t h e  Chr is t ians .  
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No one is  ho ld ing  them here now, The c sun t ry  
and the  roads a r e  open f o r  them t o  proceed 
t o  t h e i r  land whenever they wish, I f  they 
d i d  so,  w e  would be g lad  t o  present  g i f t s  
ta them on the  occas ion ;  i t  would be good 
r i d d a n c e ,  For they a r e  a heavy burden, a 
p lague ,  a p e s t i l e n c e ,  a sheer  mis for tune  f a r  
our  country. Proof of t h i s  i s  found i n  the 
f a c t  t h a t  they have o f t e n  been expe l l ed  from 
a c s u n t r y ,  fa r  from being he ld  c a p t i v e  i n  i t ,  

L u t h e r  then asks:  

What s h a l l  w e  C h r i s t i a n s  do wi th  t h i s  re-  
jected and condemned people ,  t h e  Jews? Since 
they  l i v e  among u s  we d a r e  no t  t o l e r a t e  
t h e i r  conduct,  now t h a t  w e  a r e  aware of t h e i r  
Lying and r e v i l i n g  and blasphemy. I f  w e  do, 
w e  become s h a r e r s  i n  t h e i r  l i e s ,  cu r s ing ,  
and blasphemy, Thus we cannot ex t ingu i sh  
the  unquenchable f i r e  of d iv ine  wrath,  of 
which t h e  prophets  speak, nor  can we conver t  
the Jews, With p r aye r  and f e a r  sf God w e  
mi-rst pract ice  a sharp mercy t o  see whether 
we might save a t  least  a few from t h e  glow- 
i ng  flames, We dare not  avenge ou r se lves*  
Vengeance a thousand times worse than w e  
c o u l d  wish them a l r eady  h a s  them by t h e  
t t i roa t ,  P s h a l l  g i v e  you my sincere advice ,  7 4  

Thae advice, included i n  p a r t  f o u r  of t h e  Trea- 
tise on t h e  Jews and Thei r  L i e s ,  bas scandal ized  
twent ie th  cen tury  C h r i s t i a n s .  The f i r s t  p a r t  of 
Luther's advice was addressed t o  the  p o l i t i c a l  
a u t k s x i t i e s ,  t he  second t o  the  e c e % e s i a s t i c a f  
leaders, We reproduce i t  h e r e  i n  summary form, 

I ,  S e t  f i r e  t o  t h e i r  synagogues and schools .  
Th i s  is t o  be done in honar sf our Lord 

and Christendom, so  t h a t  God may s e e  that we 
arc  Chr i s t i ans  and t h a t  we do not  tolerate 
suc"ra..ying, cu r s ing ,  and blaspheming 0% h i s  

Son and o f  h i s  ~ : h r b s t i a n s , , ,  I n  Deuteronsmy. 
13, l 2 f f  Moses w r i t e s  t h a t  any c i t y  t h a t  i s  
g iven t o  i d o l a t r y  s h a l l  be %oka$%y des t royed  
by f i r e ,  and r ~ s ~ l s i n g  sf it s h a l l  be pre-  
served, , ,  So a l s s ,  f o r  Msseshsake ,  t h e i r  
schools  ca?.snot b e  t o l e r a t e d ,  They defame 
him Just  as T Q L I C ~  as  -tbt3y do u s ,  It 3s not  
necessary tha t  they have their oFnx free 
churches f o r  such i d o l a t r y .  75 

2 ,  Second, E advise tha t  t h e i r  homes also 
be razed and desersyed, For they pursue 

in them the same. aims as in t h e i r  syna- 
gogues, Instead they might be lodygd under 
a roof o r  i n  a barn, l i k e  g y p s i e s ,  

3 ,  Third ,  h advise that a l l  t h e i r  grayer 
books and Talmudf c w r i t i n g s ,  in xqhich 

such idolatry, l i e s ,  c.rrrsizrg, and blaspkke- 
ming are taught ,  to be taken f r ~ m  them, 7 7  

4 ,  Fourth, 1 advise t h a t  t he i r  rabbis  be 
forb idden  t o  teach on pain  of l i f e  and 

limbeee T h e y  wantonly smploy the poor peo- 
p l e s '  obedience and blasphemy. I n  the  same 
way the  pope a l so  h e l d  us captive w i t h  the  
dec-l-araticsw in Matthew $ 6 ,  '@You are Peter ,  
e t c , , ' ~ .ndgbe ing  us to believe a41 the lies 
and deceptions t ha t  issued froin h i s  devil- 
i s h  minda We d i d  not teach in accord with 
the Word of God, and therefore he f o r f e i t e d  
t h e  r i g h t  t o  teach.78 

5. F i f t h ,  I advise t h a t  safe canduct on 
t h e  highwa ~s be abo l i shed  complekely 

f o r  the Jews, 74 

6 .  Sixth ,  1 a d v i s e  t h a t  usury be prohib i -  
eed t o  them and that all cash and trea- 

sure of s$lver and gold  be taken from them 
and put aside f o r  safekeepin2 ... Whenever 
a Jew is sincerely converted he should be 
handed one hundred, two hundred, o r  three 
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in them the same. aims as in t h e i r  syna- 
gogues, Instead they might be lodygd under 
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and put aside f o r  safekeepin2 ... Whenever 
a Jew is sincerely converted he should be 
handed one hundred, two hundred, o r  three 



hundred f l o r i n s  se  perscnal cire~~rwstances 
may suggest, b J i t h  t h i s  he  cou ld  set, him- 
se l f  up i n  some o z c u p a t i ~ a  f o r  t h e  support 
o f  h i s  poor w i f e  and ch i ld ren  and t h e  main- 
tenancz of t h e  o l d  and leeble,80 

7 s  S ~ V R , ~ C ~ $  1 reconmend yez t t i r tg  a f l a i l ,  
an ax, a hoe, a spade,  a d i s t a f f  i n t o  

t h e  hands sf zhe young, skuone Jews and 
Jewesses and l e t  ehem earn t h e i r  bread in 
t h e  sweat of t h e i r  brows, as was fm13ssed on 
t h e  c h i l d r e n  of  darn.^^ 
8. But i f  we are a f r a id  t h a t  they might harm 

u s  or our w i v e s 9  children, sewvaats, ca t -  
t l e , , ,  then l e g  us erau la~e the  cornon sense 
of o t h e r  n a t i o n s  such as France, Spain,  Bohe- 
m i a ,  etc , ,  compute w i t h  them how much t h e i r  
u s u r y  has extorted from us ,  d i v i d e  t h i s  ami- 
cab ly ,  but then e j e c t  them forever from the 
c o u n t r y .  82 

Luther's counsel t o  p a s t o r s  and the people  was 
more restrained, He advised avoidance sf the Jews 
as far as p o s s i b l e  b u t  forbad  c u ~ s i n g  them or 
harming t h e i r  persons, s a y i n g  ghat the  Saws have 
harmed tbem;elves more than enough by curs ing  
Gesus C l - r x s t ,  the  Son o f  Mary .  P s s t o r s  w e r e  urged 
t c :  w a r n  che p e o p l e  aE the  f a l se  teacbii-rgs af the 
Jews l e s t  rhey c i i rubp t  t h e  Christian youth, 

7 h t  Xeformer expandzd on these thoughts by re- 
peat jng  some of t he  sla17-ders and legends that had 
circrl%lrfed d1irh.g the &fiddle  Ages aad warned t h a t  
-w-hiie t h e  2ews were a$- l i b e r t y  t o  'aelie~ae whatever 
t h e y  w i s h ~ d  5-c was dnkeb%erc~b7ee f a r  the% to revile 
t h e  Solfa of God p u b l i c l y ,  Luther  recalled the  his-  
t o r i c a l  wieness #-a z h e  b i r t h  and death sf Jesus:  

A f t e r  the c r u c i f i x i o n  o f  the  King, God f i rs t  
p r e s e n t e d  the  p r o p e r  signs t h a t  Jesus was 
t he  Nh='~;sia'h, POOX, unlearned, unconsecrated 

fishermen, who d i d  not  even have a mastery 
of t h e t r  a-m lazguage, stepped f o r t h  and 
preached i n  rhe tongues of the whole world. 
A11  the world, I~eaxren and eaxth ,  i s  s t i l l  
f i f l e d  w i t h  woflder at; thi.3, They -i:~terg-d-e- 
ted the  writfxngs o f  the  prophets  , - w i t h  power 
and understanding; in addition cuey yer- 
formed such signs and wsnders, that ~ h e ~ r  
message w a s  accepted tkrroughtmt t h e  wor ld  
by Jews and Gentfles, Innumerable peop le ,  
both young and o l d ,  accepted it with such 
s i n c e r i t y  that they w i l l i n g l y  s u f f e r e d  
gruesome martyrdom because o f  i t ,  T h i s  
message has now endured these f i f t e e n  hun- 
dred years d o m  $0 our d a y ,  end it will 
endure t o  the end of time .83 

Luther ended h i s  essay by repeating and elabsx-  
ating on the counsel t ha t  he had previous ly  given 
with respec2 to a restraining of the Jews w i t h  
special emphasis an the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  o f  the 
church autho~ltles. a few th ings  were added $0 
h i s  earl ier  advice. Js The Bib le  should be taken 
from %he J e w s  because they use it to blaspheme the  
name of the Son sf God, 2 ,  The Jews should be 
prohibited from u t t e r i n g  the narne of Gad in p u b l i c ,  
3 .  The bes-t course of a c t i o n  aga ins t  the  Jews would 
be t o  drive them out  of t h e  country, Bribes  should 
not be accepted to permit them ts remain, 4 ,  They 
should be f o r c i b l y  restrafned from saying t h a t  
Chr is t ians  worship more than onE Gad, A f t e r  fu r -  
the r  discussion of t he  devia t ion  o f  Judaism from 
the  t r u t h  and i t s  i n v s % i d f t y  as a r e l i g i o n ,  Luther 
r e c a l l e d  t h e  dynamic growth 0% the Christian church 
from i t s  beginnings among t h e  Jewish  2ollswers s f  
Jesus Christe 

It i s  a great ,  extraordiaary,  and wonderful 
th ing  tha t  the  Genti les i - s l  a l l  the world 
accepted, withouk: sword o f  coercion, w i t h  
no temporal benefits accru ing  t o  then, 
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glad2.y and f r e e l y ,  a poor Man sf t h e  J e w s  
as the t r u e  Messiah, one whom h i s  0tm peo- 
p l  e had cruci.fied, condeme~ed, cursed, and 
persecu ted  wi thout  end, 

They d i d  and s u f f e r e d  so much f a r  h i s  sake, 
and iorst:;sk all i d o l a t r y ,  j u s t  so t h a t  
1hc7 might l i v e  w i t h  him eternally, This 
h a s  been going on now f o r  fifteen hundred 
years,  No wars"nip of a f a l s e . g o d  ever en- 
dured  PCJ long ,  nor d i d  a l l  the  wor ld  s u f f e r  
so n~ncka because s f  it o r  c l i ~ g  so firmly t o  
it. A d  E suppose  one of  he s t r o n g e s t  
p r o o f s  i s  found i n  t h e  f ac t  t h a t  no other 
god eve[ withs tood  such hard o p p o s i t i o n  as 
t h e  Messiah, agains t  whom a l l  o t h e r  gods 
and p e o p l e s  have raged and agains t  whom 
they a l l  acted i n  concert ,  no matter how 
var:ied t h e  were o r  hew they  o therwise  
tiisagreaci, g4  

A z h k r d  essay of L,uther w i t h  reference $0 the  
J e w i s h  qxiestion was w r i t t e n  i n  1 5 4 3 ,  Its title 
was T r 2 a k i s e  On The L a s t  Words of David, 2 Samuel --- ------ -- -- 
2 3 ,  1-7. i n  h i s  p rev ious  essay On The Jews and -- ---- 
Thei r  Lies, Luther  had commented on the  Jewish -------- 
charge t h a t  Ch r i s t i - an s  had three gods. By 1.543 
lee rezlized t h a t  h i s  earl ier  commentaries on the 
Ps-tSms h a d  been unduly  d e p e d e n t  on r a b b i n i c a l  
source:  2nd t h a t  some of his e a r l i e r  i n t e r p r e t a -  
t i o n s  werz i n  need of revision, For t h a t  reason 
he t u r n r d  now t o  a new exposition of t h e  doctrine 
af %.Fie T r i n i t y  and t h e  d o c t r i n e  af the  dua l  na tu re  
of C h r j ~ t ,  based on a t e x t  i n  2 Samuel and eorrob- 
ora ted  b j 9  rilrmeroiis o the r  references t o  S c r i p t u r e .  

Ti-ixs essay has  very  few references t o  the Jews 
and iw: ludes  a minimal polemical content, It is 
a Tier : .  g ~ d  example o f  i Ju ther8s  t h e o l o g i c a l  exper- 
t i se ,  an essay i n  which Luther  makes the  B i b l e  its 
cjbm intea.-p-reter. 1,uthe-r had given vent ts h i s  

em:&ions i n  h i s  previaras essay zgakns"i.&hc ,Sews, 
The Last ~ ~ o r d ~ ~ h p ~ ~ ~ a v i d ~  veprcse r i t s   he quitessen- 
t i a l  Lutilel-, t h e  man oT God instruct . ing h i s  people  
in the teachings o f  i i ~ l  y Sc-cj-pture, 

Mart i n  Legr 'sProphe t i c  C-:f&''.$:5 

The degree Biblical.  Doctor. was conferred on 
Martin Luther on 18 October,  1 .512 ,  H i s  d~etorate 
included the  eam~ni rs i sn  '"not t3 teach False and im- 
proper  doctrines, and t o  denounce anyone teaching 
t'taemsgB 1,uther remafrred f a i t h f u l  t o  t h a t  C O S T ~ ~ ~ S S ~ O ~  

f o r  the  rest af h i s  lifes H e  regarded h i s  doctorate 
as a d iv ine  cal l  to teach and preach t h e  Word of 
God, Later i n  l i f e  he was to express his undsr- 
standing o f  t he  seriousness and the  d i i f i c u l t y  of 
d i scharg ing  h i s  comissio?.  The  following words 
were inclazdgd in a polemic addressed  t o  Deilke George 
sf Albertine Saxony, 

... I cannot pray ,  wi~hout thereby having to 
curse. I f  I say: ' ~ o l y  be t h y  name,' I 
must i n  a d d i t i o n  sag: 'Curseds da~nnr;& and 
disgraced must be the p a p i s t s '  name and a l l  
who slander by thy name.' if L say: 'Thy 
kingdom come,' then I have to add: '~ursed, 
damned, des t royed  must be t he  papa.ey w i t h  
a l l  kingdons on er.rth tha t  a r e  opposed t o  
thy kingdom,' I f  I say: ' ~ h y  will be done,' 
then L must add: 'Cursed,  dam~led, d i sgraced ,  
and t o  nothing must be aLI thoughts and p l o t s  
of the p a p i s t s  and a l l  who s t r i v e  against  t h y  
w i l l  and advice, '  I n  truth, I p r a y  thus ly  
d a i l y  w i t h o u t  f a i l  [both]  o r a l l y  and in my 
heart ,  snd with me [pray  i n  the  same manner] 
a l l  who believe in C h r i s t ,  and P a l s o  fee l  
indeed t h a t  i t  will be h e a r d , , , ,  S t i l l  1 hold  
a good, f r i e n d l y ,  peacefan: and C'k-iristian 
hear t  toward everyone* Even my greatest ene- 
m i e s  know tha t ,  85 
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hear t  toward everyone* Even my greatest ene- 
m i e s  know tha t ,  85 



Luther's a c t i v i t y  as a  t eache r  and preacher  
had not  progressed far  be fo re  he r e a l i z e d  t h a t  
h i s  d o c t o r a t e  and h i s  r o l e  as  a reformer had 
t h r u s t  a prophetic o f f i c e  upon him, Me under- 
stsod and imi t a t ed  t h e  anger  of eke prophets  
when he assailed s i n  and Satan, H e  once t o l d  a 
p a p a l  emissary, Peter Paul  Verger i s :  "what you 
hear from my mouth i s  not my wrath,  bu t  the  wrath 
of ~ o d . " ~ ~  Edwards s a y s  t h a t  Luther  consc ious ly  
accepted t h e  p o l e r ~ i c s  of the  a p o s t l e s  and prophets  
as a precedent f o r  h i s  own judgments against  ev i l ,  
"men he. rebuked h i s  age f o r  i t s  fafLures,  i t  was 
l i k e  Jeremiah from whom he  borrowed h i s  s t y l e ,  
h i s  tone, of t e n  t h e  language i t s e l f .  "87 

Luther can not  be dismissed a s  being merely a 
b i t t e r  and angry man because of h i s  polemical  
w r i t i n g  and the  i n t e n s i t y  sf h i s  jeremiads, It is  
true t h a t ,  as Edwards says,  very polemic Luther  
wrote  ehese l a t e r  y e a r s  contained s e c t i o n s  devoted 
t o  clear and persuas ive  expos i t i on  of d o c t r i n e  and 
exegesis of ~ c r i ~ t u r e . " ~ ~  Even i n  such an out- 
spoken golemic a s  On The Jews and Thei r  Lives a 
page count shows t h a t  t h e  polemical  conten t  i s  
less thara tcra percent and p o s i t i v e  b i b l i c a l  exposi- 
t6riorn o v e r  n ine ty  pe rcen t ,  

Nor can Luther  be dismissed a s  a dogmatic the- 
ologian who thought he knew i t  a l l .  A n y ~ n e  who 
-a ~ t - d d s  -, r- ~ u t h e r ' s  c o m e n t a r i e s  ex t ens ive ly  w i l l  be 
:SLX-UC~ by t h e  frequency of h i s  con f ron ta t i on  with 
3 i b i e  passages i n  which he i s  r e l u c t a n t  t o  make a 
d e f i n i t e  judgment, and says, "I do not  know," or 
E e f e r s  LO o t h e r s  who may have op in ions  a s  val id  as 
his ~ ~ 1 4 F n ~  b i l e  wr i t e s :  

L u t h e r ,  all i n c i s i v e  t h i n k e r  who Piked $0 
reduce issues t o  c l e a r  c u t  terms, had 
never been dogmatic, Melanchthon knew 
h i m  k ) , + s t ,  and i n  h i s  fondness  f o r  a t t a c h i n g  
classical Greek s o b r i q u e t s ,  c a l l e d  him 
'Arcesilas,  "the s k e p t i c a l  advocate of sus- 
pension o r  de fe r ra l  of judgment, W)iere 

l o g i c  would eventually l e a d  Ca3~3.n LO i n f e r  
predestination, "I,uther q u i t e  f l a t l y  r e fused  
ts probe fnta impsnGerables l i k e  %ha%- A s  
an Arces i l aa  h s  w a s  a b l e  t a  accep t  k a ' i m t  he  
thought w a s  the c l e a r  word at S c r i p t u r e  
wi thout  f s l l o ~ z i n g  i ~ r p T i c a i , i ~ u n s  Lnta areas 
where he l a c k e d  e v i d e ~ c e ,  $9 

Whatever one may say a.bau:_ f , ; ~ . ~ h e r  % p m p h e t i c  
o f f i c e  and h i s  c o n s t a ~ ~ t  and c ~ x ~ s b s t e n t  attendance 
o f  S c r i p t u r e  i n  h i s  t2aching and preaching,  nsth-  
i ng  can q u i t e  prepare a 20131 century Lutheran f o r  
a read ing  of the "advace" t h a t  Luther  gave $0 his 
p o l i t i c a l  s u p e r i o r s  f o r  the  suppression of the  
danger of disse~xinaf:io:s l sa f  the r e l i g i o u s  teach- 
ings  of Judaism, A s  we have seen kefsre, L u t h e r  
suggested t h a t  the synagogues, schools ,  and homes 
of the J e w s  be des t royed ,  aad t h a t  they be Lodged 
"under a roo f  o r  in a barn ,"  H e  a d v i s ~ d  f u r t h e r  
tha t  t h e  rabbis  be forb2dden eo teach and t h a t  
t h e i r  Talmudic and o ther  l i te ra ture ,  even their 
Bib le s ,  be taken from them. They should be given 
no s a f e  conducts t o  travel an  the hjghways, t h e y  
should be prevented from reeeivi.ng uslsrior,as in&er- 
e s t  rates, t h e i r  income aapd CBTJYY should be taken 
from them and they should be put t o  work, I f  
t h e s e  p e n a l t i e s  d i d  not  b r ing  a b ~ ? u t  t h e i r  conver- 
s i o n  t o  the GSnristiaza. f a i t h ? ,  they s'srorrid be e j e c t e d  
from t he  courat~ry, It probably was s m a l . 1  comfort t o  
t h e  Jews t h a t  Luther  csunseled German z i t  izens  not  
t o  t ake  vengeance on t h e  Jews by cbrsing them o r  
harming then i n  t h e i r  persons, 

Luther" '%advice" f o r  a c t i o n  agains t  the  Jews 
nust shock us i n  ehe 20th c e n t a ~ r y ,  We i-lave v i v i d  
memories 0% the  N a z i  h d o c a u s t  iJe honor Martin 
Luther  King f o r  h i s  e f f ~ c i i v e  1 e ~ d e r s I - l i p  i n  the 
r e s t o r a t i o n ,  t o  some degree st Peast, sf t h e  c i v i l  
r i g h t s  cf black Ameri-cans. We have, by the  mercy 
of God, made a beginning o f  understa~ding t he  in- 
herent e q u a l i t y  of men o f  a l l  races, We have made 
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some stgnificant prog re s s  i n  eliminating l$he sin 
OF e t h n i c  racism, We are not pet rid s f  t h i s  
cancer, and we shall do well  not  t o  s tand  in 
r i g h t e o u s  indignation over Luther's 16th century 
a t ~ b t t n d e s ,  H i s  writings demonstrate  t h a t  he was 
no t  a r a c i s t ,  Me d i d  not  despise I t a l i a n s  because 
t h e  pope w a s  an I t a l i a n ,  No more d i d  he chas t i ze  
the Jews because they were Jewish, He d i d  condemn 
LTudaism, the r e l i g i o n  of the Jews, f o r  the same 
rejection of C h r i s t  that was present in the tkeok- 
ogy o f  the Woman Catholic Church i n  h i s  time, 

Ice ds Luther  a palpable injustfce if we measure 
h4.m in tecrrns sf 20th century ideals and realities. 
7 - 
kqe p r i z e  t h e  separa t ion  of church and skate in 
A We honor the p r i n c i p l e  s f  r e l i g i o u s  lib- 
e r % y  under vhich every c i t i z e n  sf t h e  United States 
of America is protected in his r i g h t  t o  worship i n  
acccrdax-Ace with his o m  personal faith, These 
p r i n c i p l e s  are bred  i n t o  u s  as our inalienable 
righrs, They were unknom and urhheard sf i n  
L a t h e r "  ttime, L u t h e r  had indeed written about 
the sep~%ra te  and d i f f e r e n t  functions of church and 
state, EIe was aware of no practical means for sep- 
arating the ewe, Nor had Luther o r  h i s  generation 
any ctmceptisn ~Lbatever of a p l u r a l i t y  of r e l i g i o u s  
I l v i n s  on eciua.1 terms under the protection s f  a 
state wnich formally espoused no particular form 
of religion, 

Any judgment of ~ u t h e v ' s  h a r s h  advice f a r  the 
s u p p r e s s i g ~ j  of Judaism must, perforce, keep in mind 
thst b,~~x.he-;-, a c i t i z e n  o f  Electoral  Saxony, was 
uncle--: the author i t y  of Roman law and t h e  Holy Roman 
ETpi re ,  That Law recognized o n l y  one Legal rel i-  
gion, r b e t  c-:f C h r i s t i a n i t y ,  L u t h e r ' s  advice t o  the 
princes of Germany w a s  i n  accordance with the law 
af etie %and. and eonfarmed to t h e  political authority 
under r,~'i~ich he lived, We may wish that he &ad been 
more f a r s i g n t e d ,  but wishful  thinking does n o t  
change the facts sf h i s t o r y ,  

Lutherans ,  p e r s m ~ a l l y  ioya.1 ro Martin Lasther, 
may take some ccmfsrt from t h e  fzct t h a t  u%t i -  
mately it wss t he  f u n d m e n t ~ l  priiki*ipi.es of the 
great Reformer, applied by Roger W i l l . i a m s  i n  t h e  
context of t h e  political situation in the  American 
co lon ie s ,  that led t o  the  pracr ire  of the  separa- 
t i o n  a% church and srate szd the  establ-Lahment of 
religious l i b e r t y  Fr, Ameri.cz, No seciai  develop- 
ment has had a grsa te r  e f fec t  than t h i s  i n  el imi-  
na t ing  t h e  e v i l s  sf ant.i-SemP-plism and racism, 

Luther  had spoken of t h e  r i g h t  of pr iva te  in te r -  
pretation of Scripture cmd had aggressively re- 
jected t h e  tyranny of imposing r e l i g i o n  on anyone 
by force. But an anger  f u e l e d  by blasphemous ref-  
erences to J e s r a s  and the v i r g i n  Yary l e d  Lu the r  
i n t o  practical i n t~ .ons l s~e r , c i e s  in t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  
o f  Chris~ian principles. A v i c t i m  of h i s  own 
passionate belief i n  Jesus C h r i s t  as t h e  only 
Savior, he may have compromised t h e  principle of 
Christian love and evangelical patience i n  the  ad- 
v i c e  he gave ta the G e r ~ ~ s n  rulers, 

W e  may observe t h a t  the  p rac t i ca l  and immediate 
effect  of t h e  t rea t ise  --- On ---_ T h e  _.--- Jews and Their L i e s  
was minimal. Melancl~thon read it w i t h  approval - - 
and passed it on f o r  P l i l l i p  of Hesse to rend .  None 
of the German rulers adap ted  i c  i n  i t s  e n t i r e t y .  
A few increased the  severii:ry of their r e s t r i c t i o n s ,  
others relaxed them and gave refuge to e x i l e d  Sews. 
But nothing that inay have been s a i d  or written 
after the  p u b l i c a t i o n  of the treatise made Luther 
change his opinion. Lu a s e r m n  preached a t  E i s -  
leben s h o r t l y  before  'Liis death the  Reformer, re- 
f e r r i n g  t o  c%hrlst ,  sa id: :  

H e  is my sh ie ld  as f a r  as heaven azd earth 
extend, my mother hen, under whose wing 1 
escajie ~ o d %  math,  That i s  why I can have 
no lellowship o r  patience wi th  the12 [ t h e  
~ e w s ] .  As your compat r io t ,  1 wanted t o  
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leave ycu w i t h  t h i s  warning at t h e  end, 
lest you partake o f  o t h e r s '  s i n s .  For I 
mean well and l o y a l l y  by both p r i n c e s  a r ~ d  
subjects, I f  the Jews w e r e  to be c s ~ ~ v e r t e d  
from their blasphemy and other offenses 
a g a i n s t  us, then we  w i l l  g l a d l y  fsmsgive 
 hem, I f  no t ,  then w e  should nei ther  tsl- 
eraze nsr s u f f e r  them hereego 

The 1983 observance sf the 500th anniversary of 
~ u t k ~ e r  k b i r t h  has surpassed a l l  expecta t ions ,  
On-site ce lebra t ions  were he ld  a t  Eisenach, Eufurt ,  
and Wi-ttenburg with Communist East Germany's sup- 
port and p a r r i c i p a t i s n ,  Comemarative postage 
s tamps were i ssued  by the Uai ted  States and many 
-- 
Europealr rracions. 1nterukalr;lonal conferences w e r e  
h13Imd t o  revrr".ew the  ae'nievements af Mart in Luther ,  
Churct; bod i e s  gave recogni t ion  t o  h i s  r e l i g i o u s  
and secular  her i tage .  Periodicals w i t h  a n a t i o n a l  
c i r c u l a t i o n  as well a s  l o c a l  newspapers gave t r i b -  
ute .is,@ 'I,ut:h.eras role i n  the prog re s s  of e iv i l iza-  
t i o n *  The Omcsber 31 issue of Time magazine, i n  a 
particularly p e r c e p t i v e  articlg,, spoke of Luther  
u n d m  t h e  Ileading, ''Ela.j-her: G i a n t  of His T i m e  and 
0u-i-s,'? tiitl-1 khe comrfient t h a t  "half a millenfum af t e s  
k i s  S l - i r ~ ' i , ,  the f - L r s ~  Protestant Is still a towering 
f o r c e  ," Church 'bodies and local  congregations 
eve~*y&e.,.ee d d e d  to the  i n ~ e r n t a t i o n a l  chorus o f  
pra i se  f o r  the  A ~ ~ g u s t i n i a n  monk wh.o a f f e c t 4  t h e  
~k i i_? s ' i=h  ~ i n d  the worJd SO prof  oundlye It i s  not  
elxr;ugh LO say  that L u t h e r  was the  most prolific 
wri?e:c  i.11 t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  Germany, We must add, 
wi::?j~ ---- Tirne  -- inagazine, t h a t  more has  been w r i t t e n  
sbr---- .,:, * n i x  about any h i s t o r i c a l  f i guce  e x c e p t  

Jesus C l s i - i ~ ~ ,  k a l e  Son o f  God, Learned conferences 
of h i s  t oxiariil; and theologians meet inag during t h e  
a n r b - k ~ e r s ~  y e a r ,  1983, w i l l  add t o  the plenum of 
"Lur;%~e~- lliti-.raturi-e, New books produced t o  cake ad- 
vz.n:a&e o: cor~ tempsra ry  i n t e r e s t  i n  Luther w i l l  
add i : ~  ca.l;r kb20wledge sf the re fo rmer  and to t h e  
liv:-z%g 'erc:e n f  h i s  incornparable Legacy, 

We are 'bound t o  r e ~ a . 4 3 . ~  tsowever ,  t h a t  a j a r r i n g  
dissonance has marred the cElsrrias of praise in 
which so many writers and religious organizations 
have been jo ined .  We refer to t he  fk-equcn-i:: con- 
temporary references ts Luther's alleged mati- 
Semitism, These have ranged from comments on 
Luther's "vile anti-semiti sm" to T ime  magazine's -- ---.- 
reference k s  " ~ ~ ~ h e r ' s  anti-Jewish rant9n.g ," In 
our plea for underscanding i t  i s  incumbent on u s  
t o  have a clear understandin between anti-Semitism 
on one hand and racism on t h e  s t h e r ,  

Anti-Semitism is in the rrzature of t he  Jewish 
historical experience, It dates back t o  the  d i s -  
persion of the Jews a s  a r e s u l t  of their defeat by 
Roman armies i n  h e f 3 , 7 L ,  Havi~lg been d h p o s s e s s e d  
of their homelaad they were ob l iged  t o  wander from 
country t o  country, Sometimes they were a welcome 
addition -co local popula t ions .  More o f t e n  they  
were seen as intruders, uazbLe and unwilling t o  
adapt themselves to the religious mares o f  their 
host countries, Fiercely Payal ta their o m  f a i t h ,  
their d i e t a r y  r e s t r i c t i ons ,  their worship forms, 
and t h e i r  language served t o  hei.ghtrri and empha- 
size their distinctive character,  Thus t h e y  l i v e d  
for centuries in Chr i s t i an  Europe a t  che suf ferance  
of l o c a l  r u l e r s ,  bereft of the common r i g h t s  and 
p r i v i l e g e s  of c i t k e a s & i p ,  Feudal pr inces  couEd, 
and often did, exclude them from residence, Mare 
often they were res t r ic ted  to ghe t tos .  Most s i m p l y  
s t a t e d ,  anti-Semitism w a s  an a t t i t u d e  engendered by 
l o c a l  governments not  w i l l i n g  to give refuge to a 
people  whose distinctive r e l i g i o n  and way of l i f e  
was incompat ib le  with their own Christian c u l t u r e ,  

Racism is quite another matter. It looks upon 
some r a c e s  i n  t h e  family of human beirlgs as  inher- 
ently i n f e r i o r .  They are regarded as sub-species 
o f  homo sapiens. Jews and b lack  people  have most 
commonly been placed in these c a t e g o r i e s .  We a r e  
indebted t o  Dr. G .  L. Mosse, formerly a spec ia l i s t  
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i u  the history of the Reformation period at the 
Unibfers i ty  of I~ua, and now Bascorn Professor at 
the Universi~y of Wisconsin and lecturer at Hebrew 
University, Jerusalem, for his enlightening mono- 
graph on the history of racism, Toward The Final 
S o l u t i ~ n , ~ ~  - for an understanding of the modern 
phen~jmc-~lon o f  racism. Publications of Dr. Mosse 
i n  the  last decade have dealt csnprehensively with 
~ghe t:d?11te of modern Europe w i t l a  special emphasis 
on FJazi Culture, 

Tsr, Mosse finds the beginnings of modern racism 
in t h e  eigilceenth century in "the new sc i ences  of 
the Enlightenment and the Pietistic revival of 
Christianity , "92 Anthropologists, busy classify- 
ing  he rsies, were soon seeing African blacks, 
living among gorillas and apes, as inferior species 
c!.osely reLaced to a missing l i n k  between man and 
t h e  slil-species of beasts below the level of human- 
ity. ?slygenesis, one of the pseudo sciences of 
the tSme, opposed to Christian orthodoxy, 'believed 
~k~a"cri.liile the write race was descended from Adam, 
the black races must have been created b y  events 
s e p n r a r e  from the biblical story of creation." On 
the contrary "Darwin believed that there had been 
one creat ion in which all existing s p e c i e s  were im- 
p l i c i t  bu t  not yet present, evolving later accord- 
ing io a great original plan."93 

O t . % e r  pesudo-sciences, eugenics, and phrenology, 
for exampie, added to the thougilt that finally cul-  
minated in S o c i a l  Darwinism. Though Darwin himself 
was not ti mci.st9 his concept of the survival. of 
 he fiteest was t o  mesh &ortui~ous$y with the ideas 
of the an:hropslogists and others with an interest 
in racial classification. These ideas also found 
f a l l ow  ground in the mind of Adolf N i t l e r .  If the 
s u ~ v i v a l  of the fittest would assure the ascendancy 
OF a German master race then the extermination of 
the "unfit" followed as a logical consequence. All 
of t h i s  was only theory, but as Dr, Masse says, 

"The holocaus~ transformed racial theory i n t o  . 
practice.  " 9 4  Zt was an unspeakable culmination, 
if not the end, uf t h e  e v i l  o f  ~racisn,  

We have seen t h a t  IAutber was not  anti-Semitic, 
We may add t h a t  he could not. have been infected by 
t he  e v i l  sf racism, ~xor could lae have had rac ia l  
motivations i n  h i s  essays about  the  Jews, Luther  
had been dead f o r  over t w o  hundred years before 
racism reared i t s  ugly head, Why, then, have con- 
temporary wsri t ings  linked Luther w i t h  the  racial 
phl l ssophy  and practice of Ads l f  Hitler? An expla- 
na t ion  i s  a t  hand, 

W i l l i a m  E. $hirer  was one o f  the ablest of the 
h e r i c a n  esrrespondexr.r&s covering the second World 
W a r ,  H i s  r ad io  d ispatches  were heard t h e  length 
and breadth o f  America, H i s  v o i c e  became a famil- 
iar and trusted part of t he  l ives  of m i l l i o n s  of 
Amer f cans. 

When the war ended he undertook t he  larger tag& 
of writing The Rise and F a l l  o f  the  Third ReicheY3 
The book, a large volume, was w i t h  popular 
acclaim and was r ep r in ted  in many e d i t i o m .  It was 
the r i g h t  hook fos the  r i g h t  time for readers who 
were eager ts learn more about M f t k e r ,  the haslscaust, 
and the Second World War* 

Unfsrtuna%zely W%Eiam Shbrer  was a jaurnalist, 
not a h i s t o r i a n .  H e  lacked the broad background of 
knowledge of German history and the s k i l l s  of scha- 
a r s h i p  for the monumental task  of writing a book of 
the magn-itude envisioned by the former journalist . 
So, thhlrugIl1 the  book was a g r e a t  popular success, 
sold in Larger,printings than any book on recent 
European h i s t o r y ,  it suffered from devastating 
critical reviews by kncwledgeable historians and 
scholars a 

One of these reviews summarizes the  opinions of 
o ther  scholars competent to evaluate The Rise and 
Fall of t h e  T h i r d  Weich, --- 
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S h i r e r  % smisjudgmencs on ~ermany ' s  p d i t i c a l  
h:i.stury appear  r e l a t i l ~ e l y  i n s i g n i f  icarat when 
c o q a r e d  w i t h  h i s  sys temat ic  p re jud ice  whew 
dealing w i t h  Germany's c u l t u r a l  heritage, 

It is clear ,  1 t r u s t ,  from t h i s  c r i t i c a l  
essay t h a t  a profound and balanced h i s t o r y  
sf N a z i  Germany remains t o  be w r i t t e n ,  It 
mnu.st avoid $hirer's rewarming of t h e  wartime 
t a l e  t h a t  German h i s t o r y  i s  a one-way road 
l ead ing  from Luther  t o  H i t l e x ,  96 

It i s  our  considered convict  ion  t h a t  William L, 
Slaiwer 's  book, The Rise and F a l l  sf the  Third 

____I________-p 

Reich, has imposed a fa lse  image of Luther  i n  t h e  - -- 
minds  of contemporary h e r i c a n s  and t h a t  h i s  judg- 
ment s f  Eucher's motivat ions in re ference  t o  t h e  
Jewish p e o p l e  has become the "common icnowledge," 
the "conventional wisdsm" about Luther he ld  by most 
of ocr csntemgoraries.  W e  be l i eve  t h a t  most or' t h e  
crikical references t o  Lu the r ' s  d i r e c t  inf luence  on 
AdoEf H i % % e r  and N a z i  c u l t u r e  flow from the  same 

Ve herewith q u o t e  S h i r e r  a t  l eng th ,  L e t  it be 
n o t ~ d  t h a t  he produces no documentation f o r  h i s  
wide rariging conc%usisns, There axe no c i t a t i o n s  
from ------ Nei? Kampf o r  from ~ i t l e r ' s  l i e u t e n a n t s  to 
\ r e r i f y  E '2 irrk between Luther  and t h e  Th i rd  Reich, 
Nor csn such Pinks be found in $he w r i t i n g s  of re-  
z p o n s i b l e  l ~ i s ~ o r i a n s  who have w r i t t e n  on t h i s  sub- 
ject i n  tbc  post-war per iod ,  

Ti'he:*e i s  not  space i n  t h i s  book [The R i s e  and 
Tali o f  the  Th i rd  Reich] t o  recount  adequate ly  
the ftmncnse inf luence  of Martin Ltather, t h e  
Saxon peasant who became an Augustinian monk 
alrd launched the  German Refermation, had on 
tkre Germans and t h e i r  subsequent h i  s t o r y .  But, 
i t  aay S e  s a i d  i n  gass ing ,  t h a t  t h i s  towering 
bu t  crx=at ic  genius,  t h i s  savage anti-Semite 
and hateor of Rame, who eorribined i n  h i s  tem- 

pestuous eksracter so XBany of t h e  bes t  and 
worst q u a l i t i e s  of the  Gerlaans--the coarse- 
ness, the  boj-sterousness,  the  Eznatfcbsn?, 
t h e  in to l e rance ,  t h e  violence, but  a l s o   he 
honesty, the s i m p l i c i t y ,  t h e  self-scrutiny, 
the passion f o r  learning and f a r  music and 
poet ry  and f o r  r ighteousness In t h e  eyes s f  
God--left a mark on? t h e  l i f e  o f  the Gernans, 
f o r  both good and bad,  more inde l - ib le ,  mare 
f a t e f u l ,  than was wrought by any other  sin- 
gle i n d i v i d u a l  before or since,  

Through his sermons and h i s  magnificent 
t r a n s l a t i o n  s f  the  Bible,  Luther  created 
t h e  modern German language, aroused i n  the  
people not  only a nelq P r o t e s t a n t  v i s i o n  s f  
C h r i s t i a n i t y  "&at a fervent German nat issaal -  
i s m  and taught  them, at leas t  i n  r e l i g i o n ,  
t h e  supremacy of t h e  ind iv idua l  conscience, 
but t r a g i c a l l y  f o r  them, ruther's s i d i n g  
with t h e  princes i n  the peasailt r is ix lgs,  
which he had l a r g e l y  i ~ i s p i r e d ,  and h i s  pas- 
s ion f o r  p o l i t i c a l  autocracy ensured a mind- 
l e s s  and provincial  p o l i t i c a l  absolution 
which reduced the vast  majo r i ty  of the  German 
people t o  poverty, t o  a h o r r i b l e  t o rpo r  and 
a demeaning subservience. Even worse, per-  
haps, it helped t o  pe rpe tua te  and indeed t o  
sharpen t h e  hopeless  divi.sions no t  only be- 
tween c l a s s e s  but  a lso between $he va r ious  
dynas t i c  and p o l i t i c a l  groupings of the  German 
people. It doomed f o r  centuri.es t h e  p o s s i b i l -  
ity of the unification o f  Germany. 

The Thirty Years' War and the Peace of West- 
p h a l i a  of 1648, which followed k t ,  brougl-lt 
the  f i n a l  catastrciphe t o  Germany, a blow so 
d e v a s t a t h g  tha t  t h e  coun t ry  has never f u l - l y  
recavered from i t . 97  

Shiver  cont inues  l a t e r  i n  h i s  book: 

It: is d i f f i c u l t  t o  understand t h e  behavior s f  
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most German P r o t e s t a n t s  i n  the  f i r s t  Naz i  
years un le s s  one i s  aware s f  t w o  t h i n g s ;  
+% =-~,+,r ; h i s t o r y  and ehe inf luence  of Martin 
en the^ [ A  f o o t n o t e  a t  t h i s  po in t  de@lares:: 
% D r - #  do avoid any misunderstandings, i t  might be 
w ~ l b  ao p o i n t  ou t  h e r e  t h a t  the author  i s  a 

~ ~ t a i ~ t  . ' ' I  The great founder of Prates- 
; - a n t i s r e  tras both  a. pass ionate  an"&-Semite 
and 5 f e r o c i o u s  believer i n  a b s o l u t e  sbe- 
dlealce t o  p o l i t i c a l  au tho r i ty .  He wanted 
Gernia~y r i d  of the  Jews and when they  were 
sent aijilay he advised t ha t  they  be depr ived  
of 'a1 I t h e i r  cash and jewels and s i lver  
and g o l d , '  and fupthermoare, ' t h a t  t h e i r  
syi;apngnes o r  schools  be set on f i r e ,  t h a t  

+* f i  L L G ~ K  houses be broken up and destroyed,, , 
l ~ r d  t h e y  be p u t  under a roof  o r  stable,  
l i h e  t h e  g y p s i e s , , ,  i n  misery and capt iv -  
i t y  as  they  incessan t ly  lament and complain 
tc God about  us' -- advise t h a t  was l i t e r -  
aJ._t:r "rollowed fou r  c e n t u r i e s  la ter  by 
i l l t k e r ,  Goering , and Himler, 

In ~7ha t  was perhaps  t h e  on ly  popular  revolt  
i n  Germany h i s t o r y ,  the  peasant  u p r i s i n g  of 
l52-5, Luther  advised t h e  p r i n c e s  t o  a d o p t  
the znosc r u t h l e s s  measures aga ins t  the 'mad 
d o g s , h a s  he c a l l e d  t h e  despe ra t e ,  down- 
t rodden  peasan t s ,  Here, as i n  h i s  utteran- 
ces about the  Jews, Luther  employed a coarse- 
ness and b r u t a l i t y  of language unequaled i n  
f k r ; a x i  ' h i s t o ry  unt i l  t h e  Nazi t ime,  The in-  
~!-UE".ZXCE o f  t h i s  towering f i g u r e  extended doam 
t h e  gc2wer:itions i n  Germany, especially among 
!-he 2Jro<estmants, Among o t h e r  r e s u l t s  was t h e  
ease with w h k h  German Protes tant i sm became 
the irsstrument of r o y a l  and p r i n c e l y  absolu t -  
isa f1:orn the s i x t e e n t h  cenEury u n t i l  the 
kings and pr inces  were o v e r t h r o m  in 1918, 98 

1: 4s pazticularly distressing to u s  t h a t  

t h e  e d i t o r  of volume 47  of the  American Edition 
of ~uther's Warks, t h e  volume t h a t  includes the  
treatise, On Tl-~s--Jews and T h e i r  L i e s ,  should have 
erred i n  pa r ro t i r l g  Shirex's views w i t h  an u n c r i t i -  
ca% acceptance t 5 s . k  made no e f f o r t  &a v e r i f y  the  
former jsurnaList% off--the-cuff impressions of 
the  l i n e  of descent rstnning f rom Luther t o  H i t l e r ,  
even t o  t h e  p o i n t  of copying verbatim some 0% 

Shirer"  Imnguage, 

The e d i t o r  of volume 47 begins h i s  introductory 
remarks by s ay ing  t ha t  t h i s  i s  the  f i rs t  Engl i sh  
t r a n s l a t i o n  of the treat ise,  0x1 The Jews and T h e i r  
L i e s ,  H e  says t h a t  the essay is presented 

f o r  scholarby study of t h i s  aspect of ~uther's 
thought ,  which has  played so f a t e f u l  a r o l e  i n  
the developmernt of anti-SemEt Jsn i n  western 
c u l t u r e  29 

A t  t h e  end of t he  e d i t o r i - a l  i n t r c s d ~ s t i o n  i t  i s  
cox~ceded tha t  the izixnedf ate effect  o f  1,uther ' s pro- 
posa l s  were small, But then the  editor goes on t o  
say: 

.... i t  remained f o r  a la ter  century ts r e f i n e  
and sys t ema t i ze  them and apply them on a 
vnassive scale.!QO 

This  is sheer zkonsense, as we believe t h i s  essay 
has sham, The e d i t o r  a l l  bu t  suggests t h a t  L u t h e r  
invented anti-Semitism and paved the  way f o r  %he 
racism of the Thl . rd  Retch, As we have seen, an t i -  
Semit isan had been a conbinusus feature of western 
c u l t u r e  and C l~ r i s t i an  pract ice ,  ~itler's racist 
idea logy  was a much l a te r  development derived from 
S o c i a l  Ilarwinism and related sources,  

Inn the 1870's t h e  h igh  t i d e  of c u l t u r a l  nat ional-  
ism had swept over Germany enabling Bis~arc 'k t o  
u n i t e  t h e  German states i n t o  a s i n g l e  p o w e r f u l  sr- 
ganic u n i t y ,  By 1918 lesser German r u l e r s  had l e d  
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t h e  Fa ther land  t o  c a t a s t r o p h i c  d e f e a t  i n  t h e  
F i r s t  World R a r e  Adolf HitLer  was t o  become t h e  
monstrous ins t rument  of a  b r i e f  German post-war 
revhva9, A r 
The Twenties - a 
gives u s  a p i c t u r e  of R i t l e r ' s  r a c i a l  mo t iva t i ons  
t h a t  i s  i n  s t a r k  c o n t r a s t  t o  t h e  unfoun$cld assump- 
t i o n s  of William S h i r e r .  

I n  the  economic c o l l a s p e  of t h e  post-war pe r iod  
B i t l e r  shrewdly h i t c h e d  h i s  s t a r  t o  t h e  p a s s i o n a t e  
na t i ona l i sm  of t h e  German people  and jo ined  i t  t o  
the  ascendant  s o c i a l i s m  of t h e  t ime,  H e  t h u s  c re -  
a t e d  a p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y ,  Nat iona l  Soc ia l i sm,  t h e  
Naz i  p a r t y ,  t o  c a r r y  ou t  h i s  w i l l  f o r  Germany, 
Pau l  Johnson w r i t e s :  

~ i t l e r ' s  s t r e n g t h  was tha t  h e  shared  w i t h  
s o  many o t h e r  Germans t h e  devot ion  t o  
n a t i o n a l  images new and o ld :  mis ty  f o r e s t s  
breeding blond t i t a n s ;  smi l ing  peasan t  v i l -  
lages  under t h e  shadow of a n c e s t r a l  c a s t l e s ;  
garden c i k i e s  emerging from g h e t t o - l i k e  
s lums;  r i d i n g  Va lky r i e s ,  burning ValhalEas,  
new b i r t h s  and d a m s  i n  which sh in ing ,  m i l -  
l e n i a n  s t r u c t u r e s  would r i s e  from t h e  a r c h e s  
of t h e  p a s t  and s t and  Ear c e n t u r i e s ,  Wi t l e r  
had i n  comon wi th  the average  German t a s t e  
p r e c i s e l y  t hose  revered  images which n e a r l y  
a cen tu ry  of n a t i o n a l i s t  propaganda had 
i q i - a n t e d .  102 

Anti-Serriitfsm found f e r t i l e  s o i l  f o r  development 
bo th  i n  a heightened consc iousness  of German na t ion-  
a l i t y  a d  in. the  f o r t u i t o u s  appearance of S o c i a l  
Darwinism t h a t  could  be used as  a  " p r i n c i p l e  of 
n a t u r a l  s e l e c t i o n  t o  evolve  ' l awss  t o  e x p l a i n  s o c i a l  
phenomena, ''103 I n t e l l e c t u a l s  i n  bo th  Frmce and 
Germany were becoming more and more paranoid  about  
an a l l e g e d  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  Jewish consp i racy .  The 
Versailles Trea ty  i k s e l f  gave t h e  cont roversy  new 
L i f e  by d r i v i n g  i n t o  Germany a g r e a t  wave of 

f r i g h t e n e d  Jews from Russia, Poland,  and Germany's 
surrendered territories. lo4 Germany ' s staggering 
d e f e a t  i n  1918 created an atmosphere r i p e  f o r  a 
ques t  f o r  scapegoats 2nd treacherous a l i e n s  among 
t h e  Ger~aan P V ,  

Jewish bankers and s p e c u l a t o r s  were blaaned f o r  
the ecsnomic c o l l a p s e  of Gex~nany under the  W e i m a r  
Republ ic ,  Sews were $ominan: i n  many f i e l d s ,  es- 
p e c i a l l y  i n  pub l i sh ing ,  and they were r e a d i l y  
s e i zed  s n  as scapegoats r e spons ib le  E s r  the  ills 
of post-war Germany, The h a z l  propaganda r e f e r r e d  
t o  Weimar as a Judenrepublik,  - 

Adoaf H i t l e r  had developed h i s  social ism and 
h i s  ant i -Semit ism i n  pre-1914 A u s t r i a ,  "It was 
t h e  'Pan-Germanist' Gesrge von Schsenerer who 
t augh t  Hitler t o  p l a c e  the sulu&ion on the 'Jewish 
probleme i n  the  very center of p o l i t i c s :  Schoe- 
nerer demanded anti-Jewish Paws and h i s  fo%$owers 
wore an the i r  watch ct~ains the i n s i g n i a  af a hanged 
Jew. t r  185 

~ i t l e r "  e v i l  mind conceived the no t ion  t h a t  
Germany had l o s t  t h e  f i rs t  world  w a r  because i t  
had been poisoned by Jewisl~ blood,  A c leans ing  
process involving the  exterminat ion of a l l  Sews i n  
Germany became a fi.xed p r inc i -p l e  eerly in. ~ i t 2 e - r ~ ~  
rise t o  power, Thus he r e a d i l y  adop ted  a p o l i c y  
of s o c i a l  eng ineer ing  designed ts r i d  Germany of 
Jews, Gypsies ,  Bolsheviks, and o the r  u n d e s i r a b l e  
r a c i a l  elements, Pau l  Johnson calls t he  Nazi  
Holocaust the greatest s i n g l e  crime i n  h i s t o r y  and 
s a y s  tha t  "The ',Jewish P r o b l e m h a s  central  t o  h i s  
[ ~ i t l e r ' s ]  whale view of h i s t o r y ,  p s l i t i c a X  ph i lo s -  
ophy, and programme of a c t i o n ,  Next t o  the prov i -  
s i o n  of space and r a w  materials f ox  the German 
Master-race, the  d e s t r u c t i o n  of t h e  Jewish ' b a c i l -  
Bud  and its home in Esashvik Russia was t h e  pr-imary 
purpose of t h e  war."lo6 

To Hi t le r ,  J ewry  and Bo%shevism were one of and 
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t h e  same problem. Where N i c o l a i  Lenin be l i eved  
i n  a h i s t o r i c a l  de te rmina t ion  H i t l e r  be l i eved  
t h a t  a b i o l o g i c a l  determinism was t h e  key t o  t h e  
f u t u r e  we l f a r e  of t h e  German Volk. He f i r m l y  be- 
l i eved  tha t  the c l eans ing  of t h e  poison of Jewish 
blood i n  Germany was t h e  f i r s t  necessary  s t e p  
toxard t h e  c r e a t i o n  of a  new master  r a c e  and mas- 
te r  power* 

P a u l  ~ohnson's documentation of t h e  Holocaust 
and ~ i t l e r ' s  r a c i a l  po l i cy  i s  d e t a i l e d  and compre- 
hens ive .  No mention whatever is  made of any r o l e  
of I f a r t i n  L u t h e r  i n  t h e  development of H i t l e r ' s  
p o l i c y .  W i l l i a m  S h i r e r ,  on t h e  con t r a ry ,  was con- 
t e n t  w i t h  h i s  own unfounded and undocumented assump- 
t i o n  t h a t  Mart in  Luther  was a t  t h e  r o o t  of ~ i t l e r ' s  
racism,  

Johnson 's  a p p r a i s a l  of t h e  s i x t y  yea r s  covered 
i n  his s tudy  t a k e s  i n t o  account the  r i s e  of ter- 
r o r i s m  and t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  of p r i n c i p l e s  of s o c i a l  
engineer ing  on a s c a l e  beyond comprehension. 
Hitler's extermina t ion  of s i x  m i l l i o n  Jews i s  t h e  
w o r s t  exanlple because i t  took p l a c e  i n  a  C h r i s t i a n  
nation. Under t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  t e r r o r i s m  of t h e  
present  cen tury  m i l l i o n s  more were t o  d i e  under 
the  s o c i a l  engineer ing  of S t a l i n ,  Mao-Tse-tung, 
Paul  P o t ,  and o t h e r s .  Pau l  Johnson says  i n  summary: 

By the 1 3 8 0 ' ~ ~  s t a t e  a c t i o n  had been respon- 
sible f a r  t h e  v i o l e n t  o r  unna tu ra l  dea th  of 
over 100 m i l l i o n  people ,  more perhaps t han  
i t  had succeeded i n  des t roy ing  during t h e  
whole of iluman h i s t o r y  up t o  1900e107 

I f  we were t roub led  by t h e  harshness  of ~ u t h e r ' s  
advice regard ing  t h e  Jews, we must remember that 
we l i v e  under a system t h a t  h a s  made p rov i s ion  f o r  
r e l i g i o u s  l i b e r t y  and a  p l u r a l i t y  of r e l i g i o n s .  
Luther  d i d  no t ,  

It i s  g r a t i f y i n g  t o  know, however, t h a t  Luther  
was a lone  among t h e  re formers  of t h e  s i x t e e n t h  

cen tury  of disavowing any u s e  o f  fo rce  i n  the  proc- 
lamation sf t h e  g o s p e l  o r  i n  d e a l i n g  with r e l i g i o u s  
dissenf:ers, C a l v j n  sent  Servetu~2 -to s take  for 
denying the T r i n i t y ,  The Zwinglians dromed Ana- 
baptHsz h e r e t i c s ,  Tudsw ru l e r s  i n  an en l i gh t ened  
England sen2 a thousand dissenters ,  bo%h Ca tho l i c  
and P r o t e s t a n t ,  to t h e i r  dea th ,  And a l l  t h i s  is  
t o  s a y  no th ing  of t h e  Woman C a t h o l i c  crusades, 
the French massacre of S t e  Bartholornew, and t h e  
Spanish I n q u i s i t i o n ,  

L u t h e r ' s  L a s t  Bolemic --- ---- ---- 

Ear ly  i n  h i s  career Martin Lu the r  had hoped 
tha t  the  doctrinal dif ferences  growing ou t  of h i s  
reforwing a c t h r i t y  m i g h t  be resolved by a general 
counc i l  of .%he church. The L e i p z i g  Dellate of 1519, 
however, had the  e f fec t  af shaking h i s  confidence 
i n  t h i s  kind of s o l u t i o n  of r e l i g i o u s  ques t i ons .  
The d i scus s ion  of khe case of John Buss made Luther  
s ee  t h a t  counciil-s co-csld, and isydeec! had, erred i n  
the p a s t .  I n  s p i t e  of t ha t  knbwledge he cont inued 
to hope t h a t  a  wxlne i l  might give h i m  an opportun- 
i t y  t o  t e s t i f y  t o  the t r u t h  be fo re  such a forum, 

By 1536 the k a k i d o s e s y e  of p o l i t i c a l  reSa tJons  
I n  Europe had. so f a r  ad jus t ed  i t s e l f  as t o  enable 
Char les  V and the  pope t o  agree on the  c a l l i n g  of 
a counci l  ts comlvene i n  %.lantua i n  1534 k%en t h a t  
dec i s ion  w a s  made t h e  Sa;:on El-ector ,  John Freder ick ,  
c o m i s s i o n e d  Luther  t o  produce an  o u ~ l i n e  of t h e  
d o c t r i n e s  on which Lutherans of t h e  Smalcald League 
could make no concessions t o  t h e  Cathol ic  p a r t y  
w i t h i n  t h e  empire, The r e s u l t  was the Smalcald - 
A r t i c l e s  of Luther ,  later incorpora ted  into t h e  -- 
Book of Concord. As matters developed, John Fred- 
-.-_B_"__n_P-_9_______ 

e r i c k  refused t o  par t ic ipate  I n  the  cacnci l  even 
though Luther  and t h e  Wittenberg theo log ians  were 
prepared ~o risk t h e i r  l i ves  f o r  t h e  sake of the 
tes t imony they might make. The counc:il, though 
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formally convoked, d id  not  convene. P o l i t i c a l  
issues, un re l a t ed  t o  t h e  s t ance  of the  Lutherans, 
forced t h e  cance l l a t ion  s f  al.1 p lans  f o r  t h e  
se s s ions  

Several proposals  followed f o r  the  convening of 
another  counci l .  S a t i s f a c t o r y  e o n d i t i s n s  prevai led  
i n  1542 and Pope Paul 111 convoked a  counci l  t o  
meet a t  Trent ,  The se s s ions  began on 1 3  December, 
1545, and went on through f i t s  and s t a r t s  u n t i l  
1563, a period of e ighteen  years .  It was t o  prove 
a remarkable success and t o  provide a d d i t i o n a l  evi- 
dence of the enormous impact of ~ u t h e r ' s  influence 
on western c u l t u r e *  

The f i r s t  yea r s  of t h e  @suncP% of Trent  were a 
shambles, French and Spanish bishops upposed one 
another  so  b i t t e r l y  t h a t  i t  appeared t h e  counci l  
would end i n  t o t a l  d i s a r r a y .  The S s e i e t y  of Jesus 
saved t h e  day f o r  t h e  Roman Ca tho l i c  Church by res- 
cu ing  t h e  counci l  from premature d i s s o l u t i o n .  Two 
J e s u i t  theologians,  Lainez and Salmeron, superbly 
competent i n  t h e i r  working backstage t o  assuage t h e  
quarre ls  and harmonize t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  between t h e  
c o n f l i c t i n g  French and Spanish p a r t i e s  t h e  counc i l  
was even tua l ly  brought to a mutual_ly s a t i s f a c t o r y  
conc lus ion ,  Laincz and Salmeron f u r t h e r  assured 
t h a t  the  canons and decrees  s f  t h e  counci l  were 
v a l i d a t e d  by a papal  decree,  Benedictus Deus. The 
a u t h o r i t y  of t h e  canons and decrees were thus  made 
t o  rest on the  papal  decree,  and no t  an the authsr -  
ity s f  the  counci l  i t s e l f .  

The long-range outcome of the Council of Trent 
was such a s  would have de l igh ted  ~ u t h e r ' s  arch-foe, 
&he Duke of A lbe r t ine  Saxony, H e  had sturdily 
cal led f o ~ :  a reform of t h e  church wi thout  sur render  
of the f ~ ~ n d a m e n t a l  d o c t r i n e s  s f  R ~ m a n  Catholicism. 
P r e c i s e l y  that. was t h e  achievement of the Council 
of Trentn The reform decrees  cleansed the  Ca tho l i c  
Church t o  the degree  t h a t  i t  became, and has re- 
mained, a respec ted  denomination wi th in  the family 

of C h r i s t i a n  churches, The unnudered  thousands 
who g r e e t  and venera te  John Paul 1% i n  hi.s v i s i t a -  
t i o n s  of h i s  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  pa r i sh  i s  testimony 
enough t o  t h a t ,  

W e  have seen t h a t  t h e  foundering CsuneiL of 
Trent  was l i t e r a l l y  saved by t w o  of the c h a r t e r  
members of t h e  Socie ty  sf Jesus, Another sf them, 
Francis  Xavier,  inaugurated the  greatest  mission- 
a r y  movement s i n c e  Gregary t h e  Great a t  the  end sf 
t h e  6 th  century,  Ansther of the  J e s u i t s ,  Bgnatius 
Loyola, t h e  founder and leader of the  Socie ty  s f  
J e sus ,  enlarged on t h e  c a t e c h e t i e a l  p r i n c i p l e s  s f  
Martin Luther t o  e s t a b l i s h  t h e  greatest  in t e rna -  
tional. educat ional  system of a l l  t i m e ,  Not f o r  
nothing were t h e  J e s u i t s  k n o w  a s  shock t roops  of 
t h e  papacy, 

The approach of the  Council of Trent  had put  
John Frederick,  the  l e a d e r  of t h e  Smalcald League 
i n t o  a panic,  Who could have knom, a t  t h a t  t ime, 
what t h e  r d i g i o u s ,  p o l i t i c a l ,  o r  even t h e  m i l i t a r y  
outcome of t h e  counci l  might be? %he elector's 
response t o  the u n c e r t a i n t i e s  confront ing  h i m  was 
t o  t u r n  t o  h i s  heavy a r t i l l e r y ,  t h e  pen of Mart in 
Luther.  The Reformer w a s  comiss isaed t o  w r i t e  a  
t r e a t i s e  designed t o  m i t i g a t e ,  i f  no t  t o  overawe, 
t h e  Eorces t h a t  seemed t o  threaten t h e  Reformation 
and t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  t h a t  suppsrted i t ,  

Luther accepted t h e  challenge and wrote a t r e a -  
t i s e  designed ts blow t h e  papacy i n t o  ob l iv ion ,  
Against The Roman Papacy, An I n s t i t u t i o n  of The 
Devil was not  mere defamation, though t h e r e  w a s  
much defamation i n  i t .  Nor was it only an e f f o r t  
t o  expose t h e  f a l l a c i e s  behind papa l  c laims.  Much 
more than t h a t ,  i t  was a serious e f f o r t  t o  expound 
t h e  t r u e  essence and na tu re  of t h e  Holy C h r i s t i a n  
Church aga ins t  t h e  f a l s e  assumptions of t h e  Council. 
of Trent ,  

Luther ' s  a r s e n a l  of argument was S c r i p t u r e  and 
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t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  church. The t r e a t i s e ,  over  a 

hundred pages i n  t h e  Engl i sh  t r a n s l a t i o n  of t h e  
American e d i t i o p .  i nc ludes  more than  two hundred 
citations from the B ib l e  and many r e f e r e n c e s  t o  
t h e  documents and h i s t o r y  of t h e  a n c i e n t  and t h e  
medieval church. The e d i t o r  of t h e  t r e a t i s e  i n  
the American e d i t i o n  o u t l i n e s  t h e  essay  as f o l l o  

I. Whether it i s  t r u e  t h a t  t h e  pope i s  supreme 
l o r d  over Christendom, counc i l s ,  ange l s ,  
and every th ing  e l s e ;  

2. Whether i t  i s  t r u e  t h a t  no one can depose 
h i m ;  

3. Whether i t  i s  t r u e  t h a t  h e  brought  t h e  
r e i g n  of t h e  Roman Empire from t h e  Greeks 
t o  the Germans, t h a t  i s ,  whether German 
emperors could r e c e i v e  t h e  t i t l e  " ~ o l y  
Roman Emperor of t h e  German  ati ion" only  
f r o m  t h e  pope--a f i c t i o n  f o s t e r e d  by t h e  
popes  s i n c e  t h e  co rona t ion  of Char les  t h e  
Great by Leo III i n  800. 108 

Luther  spent  very l i t t l e  t ime on t h e  l as t  two 
p a r t s .  H e  may have run  ou t  of steam. H i s  s t r e n g t h  
w a s  reserved  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  p a r t .  He knew h e  had 

only a b r i e f  t enu re  on l i f e .  Though h e  had a t t a c k e d  

t h e  pope through more than  twenty y e a r s  of c e a s e l e s s  
w r i t i n g ,  preaching,  and t each ing  h e  f e l t  t h a t  i t  was 
now necessary  t o  g ive  h i s  very  b e s t  and most vigo- 
rous  e f f o r t  t o  t h i s  l a s t  a t tempt  t o  des t roy  t h e  
ant i -Chri-s t .  The f a l s e  c la ims  of t h e  papacy, h e  
thought ,  were w e l l  summarized i n  t h e  formal  state- 
ment of Pope Nicholas  L I T ,  1058-1061: 

The Roman church h a s  founded and i n s t i t u t e d  
a l l  churches,  be they p a t r i a r c h a t e s ,  arch-  
b i s h o p r i c s ,  primates, o r  of whatever d ign i -  
t a r i e s  o r  o r d e r s  they a r e .  But i t ,  t h e  Roman 
see ,  was i n s t i t u t e d  and set on t h e  rock of 
newborn f a i t h  s o l e l y  by him who gave P e t e r ,  
t h e  keybearer  of e t e r n a l  l i f e  t h e  power and 

a u t h o r i t y  over  both e a r t h l y  and heavenly 
kingdoms. Thus t h e  Roman church was no t  . 
i n s t i t u t e d  by any e a r t h l y  verd ic t ,  bu t  by 
t h e  word, through which heaven and e a r t h  
and a14 t h e  elements  were created, It h a s  
i ts  p r i v i l e g e  from him who e s t a b l i s h e d  i t ,  
Hence t h e r e  i s  no doubt t h a t  wlioever t a k e s  
away a r i g h t  from o the r  churches does  wrong, 
bu t  whoever t a k e s  away t h e  p r i v i l e g e s  of t h e  
Roman church, which t h e  supreme head of a l l  
churches h a s  g iven  i t ,  f a l l s  i n t o  heresy ;  
and Just as t h e  former should be rebuked 
a s  a wrongdoer, s o  t h e  l a t t e r  should be  
rebuked as a h e r e t i c .  lo9 

Against  t h i s  Luther  marshal led a91  h i s  knswl- 
edge of S c r i p t u r e ,  h i s  comprehensive read ing  of 
t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  church, and h i s  unique g i f t s  of 
r h e t o r i c  and scho la r sh ip .  Contrary t o  t h e  c la im 
of t h e  d i v i n e  o r i g i n  of t h e  papacy, Luther  s a i d  
t h e r e  w a s  a t ime when t h e r e  was none and e v i l  men 
concocted the f a l l a c y  of papal  a u t h o r i t y :  

For they  d id  no t  beg in  t h i s  loathesome 
papacy i n  ignorance o r  weakness; they  knew 
q u i t e  w e l l  t h a t  t h e i r  p redecessors  --Ste 
Gregory, Pe l ag ius ,  Corne l ius ,  Fabian and 
many o t h e r  ho ly  b i shops  s f  t h e  church-- 
never  p r a c t i c e d  such a h o r r o r ,  a s  dec l a r ed  
above. They knew w e l l  that S t .  Cyprian, 
Augustine,  H i l a r y ,  Mart in ,  Ambrose, Diony- 
s i u s ,  and many o t h e r  ho ly  b i shops  i n  a l l  
t h e  world had known nothing of t h e  papacy, 
had no t  been s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  Roman church. 
They knew we l l  t h a t  the f o u r  g r e a t  councils--  
Nicea, Cons tan t inople ,  Ephesus, Chalcedon-- 
and many o t h e r  counc i l s  had never  acknowl- 
edged such a  papal h o r r o r ,  

Oh, what more s h a l l  I say?  They knew well-- 
and s t i l l  know well-- t h a t  t h e  whole of Chris-  
tendom i n  t h e  world h a s  no sovere igns ,  except  
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s o l e l y  our Savior  J e s u s  C h r i s t .  The Son of 

God, whom S t .  Paul  c a l l s  t h e  head of h i s  
body, which i s  a l l  ~ h r i s t e n d o m .  11° 

W e  have a v iv id  example of ~ u t h e r ' s  a n g r i e s t  
polemical  s t y l e  i n  t h e  fol lowing c h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n  
of t h e  pope. 

H e  i s  the  head of t h e  accursed church of a l l  
t h e  worst  scoundre ls  on e a r t h ,  a  v i c a r  of 
t h e  d e v i l ,  an enemy of God, an adversary  of 
C h r i s t ,  a des t roye r  of C h r i s t ' s  churches; 
a t eache r  of l i e s ,  blasphemies,  and ido la -  
t r i e s ;  an a rch  church t h i e f  and church rob- 
ber of the  keys and a l l  t h e  goods of both 
t h e  church and t h e  temporal l o r d s ;  a  b r o t h e l  
keeper over a l l  b r o t h e l  keepers  and a l l  ver-  
min, even t h a t  which cannot be named; an  
a n t i c k r i s t ,  a man of s i n  and a  c h i l d  of per- 
d i t i o n  [2 Thess.  2 , 3 ] ,  a  t r u e  werewolf. 
Whoever does no t  want t o  b e l i e v e  t h i s  may 
keep on r i d i n g  with h i s  god, t h e  pope; I ,  
a q u a l i f i e d  t eache r  and preacher  i n  t h e  
church of C h r i s t  r e spons ib l e  f o r  t e l l i n  
t h e  t r u t h ,  have herewith done my sha re ,  

L u t h e r ' s  argument i n  t h i s  p o r t i o n  of t h e  essay  
i s  presen ted  i n  t h e  l onges t  s i n g l e  s e c t i o n  of t h e  
t r e a t i s e ,  about s i x t y  percent  o f  t h e  whole. H i s  
r easoning ,  given t h e  assumption t h a t  God's Word i s  
t ru t l r ,  is  unas sa i l ab l e .  Hever the less  w e  mst 
grant  t h a t  h i s  p r e s e n t a t i o n  is  marred by o u t b u r s t s  
which seem coa r se ly  vu lga r .  A review of h i s  devel- 
opment a s  a c o n t r o v e r s i a l i s t  may h e l p  u s  understand 
h i s  poleariPcaJ. s t y l e .  

As i s  wel l  known, Luther  was brought up i n  t h e  
home of rough-hewn peasants .  H i s  l a t e r  r e s idence  
i n  a monastic c e l l  gave him none of t h e  re f inements  
of cou r t  l i f e  o r  t h e  p o l i s h  of a s s o c i a t i o n  wi th  
i n t e l l e c ~ u a l s ,  H e  s a i d  of h imse l f :  

I was born t o  go t o  war and give b a t t l e  t o  
s e c t s  and d e v i l s .  That i s  why my books 
a r e  stormy and war l i ke ,  I have to r o o t  
o u t  t h e  stumps and clumps, break away t h e  
t ho rns  and brambles. I a m  t h e  g r e a t  f e l l e r  
of f o r e s t s  who must clear t h e  land  and 
l e v e l  i t .  But Master P h i l i p  [Melanchthon] 
comes s o f t l y  and n e a t l y ,  tills the p l a n t s ,  
sows and waters  wi th  p l ea su re ,  as God has  
abundantly g iven  him t h e  t a l e n t s .  112 

Commenting on Psalm 119, 53, "Horror h a t h  taken 
upon me because of t h e  wicked t h a t  fo r sake  thy  
l a w , "  Melanchthon s a i d  t o  Luther ,  "You have t h a t  
same kind of wrath w i t h i n  you. It i s  a h e r o i c  
v i r t u e  . "3 

Luther  o f t e n  admi t ted  h i s  s h o r t  temper and h i s  
wra th fu l  n a t u r e ,  but  w a s  q u i t e  ready t o  u s e  i t  t o  
s e rve  h i s  purposes.  Anger c l e a r e d  h i s  head, he  
s a i d ,  and pu t  an edge on h i s  w r i t i n g .  Edwards says:  

The harshness  of Lu the r ' s  l a t e r  polemics w a s  
no t  a  new element i n  h i s  work and thought .  
H i s  polemics were angry and abus ive  from t h e  
beginning. By h i s  own admission he  was an  
angry man. Anger w a s  h i s  s p e c i a l  s i n .  But 
anger  could a l s o  be necessary  and proper .  
I t  helped him, he s a i d ,  t o  w r i t e  w e l l ,  t o  
pray and preach.  'Anger r e f r e s h e s  a l l  my 
blood, sharpens my mind, and d r i v e s  away 
temptat ion.  ' 1 1 4  

Anger was r e a l l y  i n  t h e  n a t u r e  of h i s  work a s  a  
b i b l i c a l  s c h o l a r .  H e  knew J e s u s '  angry denuncia- 
t i o n  of t h e  Pha r i s ee s  (Matthew 231, John t h e  Bap- 
t i s t ' s  sca th ing  denuncia t ion  of s i n  (Matthew 21, 
and t h e  p rophe t i c  exec ra t i ons  of Hosea 1-3, and 
Ezekia l  23,  which Luther  r a t h e r  u n c h a r a c t e r i s t i -  
c a l l y  s a i d  w a s  w r i t t e n  "almost t oo  coarsely."115 

I n  1983, t h e  yea r  of t h e  observance of t h e  
500th anniversary  of Lu the r ' s  b i r t h ,  many c r i t i c a l  
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r e f e r e n c e s  were made t o  t h e  v u l g a r i t y  and coarse-  
ne s s  of the  exp re s s ions  of t h e  ~ e f o r m e r ' s  l a s t  
years. A number of well-meaning apo log ie s  have 
been made i n  h i s  b e h a l f ,  Judgments have been 
based, r e g r e t a b l y ,  on t h e  s o c i a l  convent ions of 
our  own t i m e  with a t hough t l e s s  d i s r e g a r d  f o r  t h e  
convent ions of t h e  age i n  which Luther  d id  h i s  
work. 

A s  w e  have observed, L u t h e r ' s  f i n a l  polemic 
a g a i n s t  the papacy was based on s u b s t a n t i v e  argu- 
ment from S c r i p t u r e  and church h i s t o r y .  I n  o rde r  

t o  make h i s  p r e s e n t a t i o n  e f f e c t i v e  Luther  de l ib -  
e ra te ly  engaged i n  r a i l e r y  designed t o  r i d i c u l e  
the pope and make an a b s u r d i t y  of h i s  o f f i c e .  The 

pope i s  referred t o  a s  t h e  most heLPish f a t h e r ,  
the damned A n t i c h r i s t ,  a de spe ra t e  scoundre l ,  an 
ass-pope and, i n  view of t h e  moral h o r r o r s  of t h e  
c i t y  of Rome,  a s  a b r o t h e l  keeper  and t h e  pope of 
Sodornites, 

Even more shocking t o  the  s e n s i b i l i t i e s  of 
twen t i e th  cen tury  C h r i s t i a n s  i s  L u t h e r ' s  f r equen t  
r e f e r ences  t o  t h e  exc re to ry  f u n c t i o n  i n  h i s  e f f o r t  
t o  demean t h e  pope. These r e f e r e n c e s  shock us .  
They d i d  no t  shock L u t h e r ' s  gene ra t i on ,  The ma t t e r  
of l o c a l  I.i.ngu-isti, convent ions i s  i l l u s t r a t e d  i n  
the  au thor"  o m  pe r sona l  exper ience ,  H i s  f o r b e a r s ,  

s t u r d y  Norwegian peasan t s  i n  America used their 
mother-tongue f o r  t h r e e  gene ra t i ons .  They f e l t  
q u i t e  comfortable  i n  t h e i r  u se  of t h e  Norwegian 
e q u i v a l e n t  of t h e  Engl i sh  col loguiaPism f o r  excre- 
ment. They never used t h e  same word when they 
spoke Eng l i sh ,  

W e  dare n o t  f o r g e t  or ignore  ~ u t h e r ' s  pa s s iona t e  
concern f o r  t h e  t r u t h  of t h e  gospe l  and h i s  angry 
abhorrence  of anyth ing  t h a t  m i l i t a t e d  a g a i n s t  i t .  
M e  cons idered  i t  a p p r o p r i a t e  t o  u s e  t h e  f i l t h i e s t  
examples and i l l u s t r a t i o n s  t o  convey h i s  rage  
a g a i n s t  t h e  teaching  of opponents who d i s t o r t e d  and 

opposed t h e  gospe l .  H i s  contemporar ies  accepted 
h i s  s c a t o l o g i c a l  r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  what they were, 
a d e l i b e r a t e  r h e t o r i c a l  t a c t i c  eiilployed t o  convince 
people  of t h e  v a l i d i t y  of h i s  t h e o l o g i c a l  opposi- 
t i o n  t o  t h o s e  whom. he ca l l ed  'fencmies" of t h e  gos- 
p e l .  H i s  contemporaries took no offence. Edwards 
sees ~ u t h e v h  r h e t o r i c  i n  these terms: 

While there was s t i l l  need f o r  educa t ion  i n  
the  tenets  of t h e  P r o t e s t a n t  Zai th ,  s t r e s s  
was now placed on t h e  deepening of b e l i e f s  
a l r eady  he ld .  I t  was t ime t o  r a l l y  t h e  
t r aops ,  t o  whip up pas s ions  f o r  t h e  b a t t l e s  
ahead. This  s t a g e  i n  t h e  movement's h i s t o r y  
w a s  w e l l  served by L u t h e r ' s  apoca lyp t i c  
v i s i o n  of the  c l i m a c t i c  s ~ r u g g l e  between t h e  
t r u e  and the  fa lse  church, between t h e  f o l -  
lowers  of C h r i s t  and t h e  minions of Satan. 
H i s  h igh ly  charged r h e t o r i c  and L i b e r a l  
abuse of opponents proved u s e f u l  t o  the  move- 
ment 's  leaders  and r e a s s u r i n g  t o  i t s  follow- 
ers. Such were t h e  t rea . t ises  circumstances 
c a l l e d  f o r .  Such were t h e  t r e a t i s e s  t h a t  
Luther  d e l i v e r e d ,  $16 

John Frederick,  t h e  E lec to r  of Saxony, who had 
commissioned Lu the r ' s  l a s t  polemic, Against  T h e  - --- Roman Papacy, An I n s t i t u t i o n  of The Devi l ,  sup- --- 
por ted  t h e  Reformer's t r ea t i se  a g a i n s t  a l l  c r i t i c s .  - - -  - 
We s a i d  t h a t  Luther: 

.... has a special s p i r i t  t h a t  does not  a l l ow  
him t o  be moderate i n  t h i s  matter o r  o the r -  
wise [and] that without  doubt  [he]  would n o t  
have used t h e s e  bad words  without s p e c i a l  
reasons.  For t h i s  reason, too,  he w a s  spe- 
c i a l l y  awakened aga ins t  the papacy t o  c a s t  
i t  t o  t h e  ground. It is also n o t  h i s  in ten-  
t i o n  to convert t h e  papacy, which is a l s o  
not  p o s s i b l e ;  therefore  f o r  him good words 
are not  necessary. it i s  h i s  f i x e d  i n t e n t i o n  
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t o  so d i s p l a y  t h e  papacy tha t  everyone 
becomes aware of t h e  abomination of t h e  
papacy and knows how t o  defend himself 
against i t .  117 

It i s  easy t o  demonstrate  t h a t  ~ u t h e r ' s  con- 
temporaries, Eck, Emser, Murner, Cochlaeus, and 
o t h e r s  employed vulgar ism no l e s s  than  Luther.  
These were l e s s e r  men whose s c h o l a r l y  competence 
was in fe r ior  t o  t h a t  of t h e  Reformew. It i s  sur-  
p r i s i n g  t h a t  Mart in  Luther  should have been out- 
done i n  t h i s  regard  by t h e  honored i n t e l l e c t u a l .  
and ~ a n o n i z e d  s a i n t ,  S i r  Thomas Move of England. 
H i s  career was b r i e f l y  reviewed i n  our  preface.  
Two new p u b l i c a t i o n s ,  a biography of I9orell8 and 
a compendium of More's works l l9  give u s  f r e s h  in- 
s i g h t s  i n t o  More's c a r e e r  as a c o n t r o v e r s i a l i s t  
and provide,  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t ime, an Engl i sh  trans- 
l a t i o n  of t h e  anonymous a t t a c k  on Mart in  Luther .  

Luther's d o c t r i n a l  essay ,  - 
i i v i t y .  had prompted a respo  . 
When Luther  answered t h e  k ing ,  t h e  Engl i sh  mounted 
a three-level response t o  t h e  Reformer's a t t a c k  on 
t h e  sacramental sys tem of t h e  Roman Cathol ic  church. 
It w a s  agreed t h a t  t h e  k ing  would keep his s i l e n c e  
a f te r  w r i t i n g  a l e t t e r  of p r o t e s t  t o  t h e  Saxon 
e lec tors ,  Second, Bishop John F i s h e r  was t o  w r i t e  
a learner: t r e a t i s e  a g a i n s t  Luther .  This  F i s h e r  
d i d  in a sermon. preached on 1 2  May, 1521. While 
paying t r i b u t e  t o  L u t h e r ' s  l e a r n i n g  and t h e  appar- 
e n t  p u r i t y  of h i s  l i f e ,  F isher  denounced him f o r  
Iris p r i d e ,  the s i n  of L u c i f e r ,  which v i t i a t e d  a l l  a 

his v i r t u e s  and had l e d  him t o  s e t  up h i s  persona l  
op in ion  against  t h e  weight of the  a u t h o r i t y  of t h e  
pope, the church, and a l l  l e a rned  a u t h o r i t i e s .  120 
I n  f u t u r e  p u b l i c a t i o n s  F i she r  denounced h e r e t i c s  
w i t h  d i g n i t y  and r e s t r a i n t  wi thout  s a c r i f i c i n g  h i s  
intellectual i n t e g r i t y ,  

The t h i r d  hevgl of response  t o  Luther agreed on 
i n  Engl-artd was to be a book by Thomas More which 

would r i d i c u l e  Luther  atld make him t h e  laughing 
s t o c k  of Chr i s t i an  England, Nore carrjCd n u t  h i s  
mission by gub l t sh ing  a beak i n  which h e  "a t tacked  
t h e  Lutherans h y s t e r i c a l l y  and meanly i n  a  way 
which degraded him [i"lore] both i n t e l l e c t u a l l y  and 
moral ly .  1 2 1  The book was w r i t t e n  i n  La t in .  More 
must have had some seesrvations about the  book be- 
cause he concealed h i s  part i n  its w r i t i n g  by h i d -  
ing  behind a  pseudonym, W i l l i a m  Ross, It conformed 
with  t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  of t h e  Engl i sh  e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  
a u t h o r i t i e s  t h a t  s t i p u l a t e d  tha t  t h e  reformers:  
"Must be fought  and defeated by every available 
means, and t h a t  all means would be j u s t i f i e d  by 
t h e  end f o r  which he would employ them."122 
Accordingly, More was prepared t o  l i e  unscruDu- 
l o u s l y  i n  the interests of the  Cathol-ic Church. 
Ridley observes t h a t  "More's A n s w e r  t o  Luther  i s  
more obscene than anyth ing  ~uJFher eve r  wro te ,  bu t  
no o t h e r  s i x t e e n t h  cen tury  p o l e m i c i s t ,  e i ther  on 
t h e  Cathol ic  o r  P r o t e s t a n t  s i d e ,  sank t o  the  depths  
which More reached i n  t h i s  work...   ore's Answer 
t o  Luther r eads  l i k e  the  s c r i b b l i n g s  of a d i r t y -  
minded school boy on a lavatory wall, "123 

We have seen how h a r s h l y  L u t h e r  handled t h e  
pope. Thomas More could b e  even more s c u r r i l o u s  
i n  f l a y i n g  Luther .  A f e w  c i t a t i o n s  from The - Response To  Lu the r  give us a vivid p i c t u r e  o f  t h e  
n a t u r e  of 16 th  century polemical  w r i t i n g .  

O Satan ,  Sa tan ,  how nluch more hones t l y  even 
you t r e a t  the  S c r i p t u r e  than your d i s c i p l e  
Lu the r?  ... Exu l t ,  Satan,  you have t h e  kind 
of d i s c i p l e  %?ha makes even the words of 
C h r i s t  doubtful, 24 

Luther .  The very person i n  whose pen t h e r e  
i s  noth ing  bu t  calumnies ,  l i e s ,  and decep- 
t i o n ;  i n  whose spirit there i s  nothing bu t  
venom, bombast and ill will; r-iho conceives 
nothing i n  h i s  mind h u t  f o l l y ,  madness and 
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v a n i t y ;  who h a s  no th ing  i n  h i s  mind bu t  
f a i r i e s ,  f i l t h ,  and dung, wi th  which h e  
p l a y s  the  buffoon more f u l l y  and impurely 
than any buffoon.. . He h a s  devoted him- 
s e l f  t o t a l l y  t o  h e l l ,  and h a s  p e r s i s t e d  
i n  schism..  . I25 

Luther  ' surpassed magpies i n  c h a t t e r ,  pimps 
in w i c k e h e s s ,  p r o s t i t u t e s  i n  obsceni ty ,  
and all. buffoons i n  buf foonery , . ,  The most 
absurd d regs  of impiety,  of cr imes,  of 
f i l t h ,  should be c a l l e d  Lutherans.  ' 126 

More suggested t h e  fol lowing e p i t a p h  f o r  Luther :  

H i m  who once s tood a g a i n s t  heaven, who hu r l ed  
curses even a t  t h e  ho ly  f a t h e r s ,  who scorned 
the  laws of men and a l l  laws and wished t o  
live by no counsel ,  bu t  thought himself  f r e e  
t o  do as much a s  h e  p leased ,  and h e l d  no th ing  
sacred, nothing p ious ,  him t h i s  smal l  urn  
conceals, tu rned  t o  a shes ,  Luther ,  H e  
dwells i n  Ta r t a r ean  shade f o r  h i s  s i n s .  I27  

Conclusion -- 

Martin L u t h e r  d i ed  e a r l y  on t h e  morning of 
18 February, 1546, undiminished by Thomas More and 
all o the r  d e t r a c t o r s .  Given the convent ions of 
the 20th cen tury  and a s e n s i t i v i t y  towards t h e  s i n  
of racism we may have some r e g r e t s  about  ~ u t h e r ' s  
counsel  a g a i n s t  t h e  Jews and h i s  e a r t h y  v i g o r  of 
expression.  Whatever f a i l i n g s  he had, and he freely . 
a d m i t t e d  t h a t  they were many, h e  kept  h i s  i n t e g r i t y  
t o  the  end. H i s  u se  of hyperbole  w a s  f r equen t  and 
h i s  exaggera t ions  o f t e n  outrageous,  but  he never  
knowingly l i e d  about h i s  opponents o r  h i d  behind 
f i c ~ i ~ . i o u s  names. H i s  l i f e t i m e  comi tmen t  was t o  
God's Word, t o  l e a r n  t o  know it, and t o  t each  it 

e f f e c t i v e l y  . his hundred volu~nes of publ ished* 
works ari. h i s  epitaph, 

We now know, as he d i d  no t ,  t h a t  the  Jewish 
peop le  w~uld no t  be persuaded t h a t  Jesus of Naza- 
r e t h  was t he i r  Messiah. W e  know t h a t  t h e  Council  
of Trent rrFormed and sus t a ined  t h e  Roman papacy. 
I*ie also know t h a t  Lu the r ' s  p r i n c i p l e  of t h e  r i g h t  
of p r i v a t e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of S c r i p t u r e ,  and i ts  
c o r o l l a r y ,  t h e  s e p a r a t i o n  of church and s t a t e ,  h a s  
become an enduring outcome o f  t he  Reformation. 
It i s  a cons ide rab l e  legacy. To t h e  Lutherans,  
the  Reformer's p r i n c i p a l  l e g a t e e s ,  Luther  l e f t  
h i s  Bib le  t r a n s l a t i o n ,  t h e  Catechisms, ,and t h e  
incomparabl.2 q u a l i t y  of h i s  i n s t r u c t i o n  i n  God's 
Word, 
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