LUTHERAN THEOLOGICAL REVIEW

Vol. 2, No. 1 SUMMER 1984

TABLE OF CONTENTS

INTRODUGTION .ottt e e

THE DIVINE CALL OF SEMINARY AND COLLEGE INSTRUCTORS
ByOrville C.Walz .. ... e 1

SOME THEOLOGICAL ASPECTS OF THE METAETHICS OF
THOMAS AQUINAS
By Frank Morgret ... ... ... i 33

BOOK REVIEW: ‘
THE WORD BECOMING FLESH An Introduction to the
Origin, Purpose and Meaning of the Old Testament,
by Horace D. Hummel
ReviewedbyJohnR.Wilch ....... ... ... . ... .. ..., 51

BOOK REVIEW:
MELANCHTHONS BRIEFWECHSEL. KRITISCHE UND
KOMMENTIERTE GESAMTAUSGABE. Ed. Heinz Scheible

\ Reviewed by LowellC.Green ............cccouiiiinunenan. 59




LUTHERAN THEOLQGICAL REVIEW is published semi-annually by
Concordia Lutheran Theological Seminary, St. Catharines, Ontario.
The periodical exists for the discussion of theological issues within
the frame of reference of Confessional Lutheranism, but views
represented are not necessarily those of the seminary faculty.

Editor: Roger J. Humann

Assistant: Lorraine Bogusat

Changes of address, paid subscriptions and other business matters
should be sent to CONCORDIA LUTHERAN THEOLOGICAL
SEMINARY, P.O. Box 1117, St. Catharines, Ontario, Canada

L2R 7A3.

Annual Subscription Rate: $5.00



Lutheran Theological Review
(Summer 1984) 2:1:i

INTRODUCTION

No, LTR was not exactly an ektroma, “‘one whose birth was like a
miscartiage,” but the birth process has been somewhat more prolonged than
originally anticipated. Faculty and staff changes, inexperience, seminary building
programme — all have played their part in delaying publication. Thus, our second
issue of LTR shall become Volume 2, Number 1. All subscriptions that have been
received over the past several months will begin with this issue. Fortunately, much
of the material for Vol. 2, No. 2 is already on hand.

We welcome the recognition we received in the editorial section of the
Concordia Journal (March, 1984), in particular the extended comments taking ex-
ception to some aspects of our review article on Lutheran Worshsp. The stimulation
of such dialogue is one of the reasons for a journal such as this. Unfortunately, we
are unable to publish ‘‘Part Two” of the review. Perhaps it is just as well since
Lutheran Worship is now so generally accepted and so widely used throughout the
church as to make further critique passé.

We present, therefore, LTR, Vol. 2, No. 1 in the hope that we can continue to
make a scholarly contribution and stimulate reaction and dialogue — and with the
promise that Vol. 2, No. 2 will not be so long in coming.
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THE DIVINE CALL OF SEMINARY AND COLLEGE INSTRUCTORS

Orville C. Walz

The office of the public ministry, as established in the New Testament, is of
divine origin. For Lutheran parish pastors and Christian day school teachers there is
today little disagreement within The Lutheran Church — Missouri Synod on the
divinity of their calls. However, in ministries outside of the local parish there is con-
siderable question and debate regarding the divinity of the call. Does an individual
sent by a church body to a foreign mission field have a divine call? Do instructors at
Concordia Lutheran Theological Seminaty have a divine call? Do faculty members
at Concordia College have a divine call?

Statement of the Problem

The major purpose of this study is to find an answer to the question: Does the
full-time church worker, called and employed by an entity other than a local con-
gregation, possess a divine call? In answering this question major emphasis will be
placed on Lutheran Church—Missouri Synod seminaty and college instructors.

In reaching a solution to the problem, the following major topics will be
discussed in this study: 1) a brief background of the divine call, on the basis of the
New Testament, the Lutheran Confessions, and Lutheran scholarship to the present
time; 2) the origin of the call, from a human viewpoint; 3) the concept of a
specialized call and specialized function; 4) the question of temporary calls or
appointments for professors; then 5) summary statements of the study will be listed;
and 6) conclusions of the project will be stated.
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I. Brief Background of the Divine Call

Holy Scripture

“In Old Testament times God called prophets immediately, and He gave the
prophets specific instructions on what He wanted accomplished. In New Testament
times the coming of the Messiah ended the Old Testament prophet’s work, John
the Baptist being the last of the Old Testament prophets. In the New Testament
there is little information given regarding a precise definition of the nature of the
church’s ministry. Instead, the New Testament, and the Apostle Paul exemplifies
this New Testament approach, is concerned with the results, the effects, of whatever
happens when ministry occurs. Consequently, trends have developed and new
shapes and ditections of ministry emerged from time to time. Those developments
affected the ways in which the ministry of today occurs.!

In a 1973 document the Commission on Theology and Church Relations
(CTCR) pointed out that in Holy Sctipture we do not find words of institution for
the ministty on the order of the words of institution for Christian Baptism and the
Lord’s Supper.? This tends to frustrate us, because as rational human beings we
would like to see the institution of the public ministry delineated in precise, clear
words, such as we have for the Sacraments. Stephen Schmidt summarized this fact
by stating: ‘“The New Testament does not clearly define the office of ministry.
Rather, the ministry of the New Testament setves out of a relationship to Christ,
and this service is to the Gospel, to proclaim the new age begun in Jesus.”’?

While the New Testament is not as precise and clear as we might wish, C.F.W.
Walther pointed out in one of his theses on church ministry that the office of the
public ministry is required of the church until judgment day. Thesis III stated:

'James J. Pragman, *‘The Ministry of the Lutheran Teacher — Emerging Trends in the Church,”” presenta-
tion at Northwest District Lutheran Teachers Conference, Kennewick, Washington, October 22-24, 1980, p. 8.

2Commission on Theology and Church Relations, ““The Ministry in its Relation to the Christian Church, As
Seen on the Basis of Holy Scripture and the Lutheran Confessions with Applications to Specific Problems of the
Church in our Time,”” The Lutheran Church — Missouri Synod, March, 1973, p. 6.

*Stephen A. Schmidt, ‘“The Future of the Lutheran Teacher,”” Lutheran Education, Sept. 1973, p. 4.
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““The ministty of preaching is not an arbitrary office, but its character is such that
the Church has been commanded to establish it and is ordinarily bound to it till the
end of days.”’¢ Walther used Matthew 28:19-20, the Great Commission, as the
proof text for this thesis. He pointed out how the command of Christ to the apostles
was a ministry established forever, which means the church has to establish this
public ministry of preaching forever.

In Romans 12:6-9a, Paul wrote of the diversity of the work to be done for
Christ, and in I Corinthians 14:40 he emphasized that all of this work within the
church must be done in or with good order. The fact that the ministry functioned
distributively in the Early Church, and that the ecclesiz possessed the right to
delegate duties, leads to the conclusion that while the public ministry is divinely in-
stituted, the form which the ministry assumes in any given generation, or any given
situation, should be determined by the ecc/esiz, which has complete liberty in the
matter. H. G. Brueggemann said:

‘c

. the ecclesiz may include in its ministerium such
officers as its changing circumstances require, and even as the
Early Church had Apostles, prophets, teachers, deacons, elders,
etc., so the needs of the contemporary Church may be met by
missionaries, synodical officials, pastots, patish teachers,
superintendents, vicars, stewardship secretaries, college pro-
fessors, deaconesses, etc. All belong to the ministty of the
Church.”’

The matter of a missionary not serving a single congregation, or serving
numerous small groups of Christians, or of a seminaty professor not being called by
a local congregation is a concern to many. Elmer J. Moeller, however, held up

William Dallmann, W. H. T. Dau, and Theodore Engelder, ed., Walther and the Church (St. Louis:
Concordia Publishing House, 1938), p. 73.

*H. G. Brueggemann, ““The Public Ministry in the Apostolic Age,”” Concordia Theological Monthly, Feb.
1951, pp. 97-98. )
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Timothy as an example of 2 New Testament minister who apparently did not serve a,
single congregation. Timothy assisted in Paul’s Apostleship by doing the work of an
evangelist, Il Timothy 4:5, who had entered his dukonia, v. 5; Acts 16:3; with the
laying on of the hands of the presbytety, I Timothy 4:14. Yet, there is no evidence
that Timothy served a single congregation as its own private servant of the Word, to
the exclusion of other congregations. He had received his diskonia mediately, yet
did not serve specifically the local congregation or congregations in which he had
entered his work.®

Jesus Christ instituted the office of the public ministry, but He did not set up
permanent church positions or offices. Instead, the church from time to time
established the particular offices within the overall office of the public ministry
which at that time were most helpful in spreading the Gospel. A.C. Stellhorn
expanded on this concept:

Since Christ has not instituted any permanent church posi-
tions or offices, not even the pastorate, as we know it today, it
follows that all our church positions or offices, including the
pastorate, have been through all the centuries since the time of
the early Christian Church, and are today, established as to
scope and form in Christian liberty, as needed or found useful
to perform the divinely instituted office of the public ministry.

Although, however, our present church positions are not
prescribed in Scrfprure, but established by the Church in order
to carry out God’s command to ‘‘teach all nations’” and to
“‘preach the Gospel to evety creature,”” these church positions
must not be classed as- man-made, but as God’s institutions
through the Church, by virtue of their being established
according to God’s will and command, or by virtue of their
being branches of the one office (the general ministry) which
Christ instituted.

®Elmer J. Moeller, **Concerning the Ministry of the Church,” Concordia Theological Monthly, June 1951,
p. 391.
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For example: Scripture says absolutely nothing about the
office of a professor at an institution of the Church. Yert,
Walther does not hesitate to say that it is not a ‘‘human
arrangement,”’ but that such a professorship is ‘‘a holy, divine
office, @ branch of the office once instituted and established by
Christ on earth in the presentation of the keys of the kingdom
of heaven.”’’

John W. Klotz felt that today many tend to get hung up on the autonomy of
the local congretation in the matter of divine calls.® Richard J. Schultz said that in
Ephesians 4 the office of teaching in the church is divine, and the pastoral office
includes teaching.” A.H. Senske summarized the tensions in this area:

Education has undergone great changes. The early Chris-
tians did not envision today’s Lutheran school system as an ef-
fective way of carrying out the church’s mission. Not only have
the educational systems and methods undergone change, but
in recent years the need for more specialized personnel in many
facets of learning has accelerated. As personnel needs have
changed within the educational programs of the church, so
have the procedures for calling and contracting personnel into
the church’s educational ministries. These gradual changes are
basically a result of suggestions and needs expressed by con-
gregations and schools. There are those, however, who feel the
calendar should be turned back so that the personnel pro-
cedures operative many years ago could again become reality.
Thus, tension exists in this part of the church’s ministry. '

"A. C. Stellhotn, *‘The Lutheran Teacher’s Position in the Ministry of the Congregation,” mimeograph,
pp. 4-5.

“Personal interview with John W. Klotz, 22 January 1981.

"Petsonal interview with Richard J. Schultz, 28 January 1981.

""Al H. Senske. “‘Procedures for Calling and Contracting Personnel,” Lutheran Education, (November-
December, 1978). pp. 76-77.
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Selected New Testament passages on the teaching of Scripture on the doctrine
of the divine call are found in Appendix A of this study.

The Lutheran Confessions

The manner in which Lutherans viewed the ministry and ordination in their
relation to the church was most clearly set forth in the Treatzse on the Power and
Primacy of the Pope, adopted at Smalcald in 1537, and intended as a supplement to
the Augsburg Confession. The Treatise insisted, first of all, that the right to call and
ordain ministets belonged, not to the hierarchy, but to the church.

When the regular bishops become enemies of the Gospel,
and are unwilling to administer otdination, the churches retain
the right to ordain for themselves. For wherever the church
exists, the right to administer the Gospel also exists. Wherefore
it is necessary for the church to retain the right of calling, elect-
ing and ordaining ministers.''

The CTCR went on to point out, however, that Holy Scripture and the
Lutheran Confessions do not teach that this ministry must have one form, but rather
shows that various functions of the ministry may be performed by various men. Ac-
cording to their functions they may be called elders, bishops, evangelists, pastors, or
teachers. The church distributes the various functions included in the Gospel
ministry among a greater or smaller number of persons, according to need and cir-
cumstances. She may find it necessary at times to increase the number of “‘offices”
within the one office of the ministry, in order that all functions necessary for the
performance of this office may be adequately carried out. At other times, she may
find it expedient to abolish some “‘offices” and commit the functions of the office
of the ministry to fewer people. !

"Theodore G. Tappert. ed.. The Book of Concord (Philadelphia: Muhlenberg Press. 1959), p. 332.

“Commission on Theology and Church Relations. p. 9.
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certain individuals, so the congregation, a body of believets, may also delegate the
selection or election of a minister to a single man or to a body of men. Thus it
happened that there was a time when the state appointed o called the ministers by
the tacit consent of the congregations. It happens today when in our church a con-
gregation or group of congregations delegate that power to a body of men. If such a
body then appoints, elects, or calls in the name of a congregation, as its agent, such
a call in reality comes from the congregation itself, and if from the congregation, it
comes from God who has commanded the congregation to establish the ministry for
the public preaching of the Word and administration of the sacraments in its midst.
Bruening stated:

How about a call to a2 mission field where thete is no con-
gregation? In what way is such a call divine? By what right does
the college of presidents assign a man to such a field? It must be
borne in mind that any Christian has the full authority to go to
such a mission field of his own accord and preach the Gospel by
virtue of the fact that all Christians ate priests. However, when
such a missionary acts in the name of a synod, a group of con-
gregations, such a missionary must have a call from the synod in
whose name he works. That such a call eventually comes from
the congregation is seen if we bear in mind the manner in
which such mission work is done. Such a call also, because it
ultimately is authorized by the congregation, is valid and conse-
quently divine in the wider sense.?’

P.F. Koehneke pointed out that as Christians, either existing as a congregation,
of as a combination of congregations (synodical district or synod) we have the right
and the duty to call competent persons for missionary activity. Such a call is not a
human call, but a divine call, and they who have received and accepted it have
recetved and accepted a divine call as well as they who have been called for pastoral

Y Bruening, pp. 51-52.
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4. The form which the ministry assumes in any given generation, or any given
situation, should be determined by the ecclesia, which has complete liberty in the
matter.

5. In New Testament times ministets did not always serve only one parish at a
time, as shown by the example of Timothy's concurrent ministry to several con-
gregations.

6. Forms meant little to Luther. He accepted any form of church government
and any order of service that gave the spoken Gospel a chance to succeed.

7. The ministry of the Word is the one divinely instituted office, and the
pastorate of a local congregation is one branch of that ministry. Other branches in-
clude the Christian day school teacher, the seminary and college professor, the
deaconess, etc.

Origin of the Divine Call

1. All divine calls originate with the Holy Spirit. From a human standpoint,
divine calls can originate in the local congregation, or local congregations can join
hands as a larger group (district or synod) to call labourers into the public ministry.

2. Christ gave the power of the Office of the Keys to the church (fota ecclesia
or universa ecclesia), to all believers, not only specifically to believers organized in
local congregations. Luther did not require it as essential that the local congregation
be immediately active in the election of a called servant.

3. Seminary and college professors differ from parish pastors in that they do
not serve as overseers (episkopoi).

Specialized Functions and a Divine Call

1. There is only one divine office, established by God, to which one can be
called. Seminary and college professorships are involved in the same call as received
by patish pastors. The only difference is one of specialized function. This specialized
function does not raise the importance of their call above that of the parish pastor,
nor does it lower their calling below that of the parish pastor.
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the pastor as episkopos, the other ecclesiastical officers as
helpers. What is important is that each one prove to be a good
diakonos tou theou, that he make full proof of his dizbonia.
For whatever public office in the Church one holds, pastor,
parochial school teacher, professor, synodical official, the words
of our Shepherd and Bishop must be branded into our con-
sciousness so that no pride of flesh or coveting of the esteem of
men nor “‘eyesetvice’’ may ever blur or dim them. %

% Mocller, p. 410.
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SOME THEOLOGICAL ASPECTS OF THE
'METAETHICS OF THOMAS AQUINAS!

Frank Morgret

Introduction

Metaethics, as Kai Nielson writes, is “‘about the uses or meanings of normative
cthical statements, utterances, or terms, about the logical status of moral claims,
about the nature of moral argument, or about what constitutes morality.”’? Thus,
metaethics is concerned with, among other things, the presuppositions of ethical
systems;

While it is philosophers who most commonly speak in terms of metaethics, the
study of the presuppositions of ethical systems can be of great value also to the
theologian, especially in the areas of apologetics and polemics.

Every ethical system operates with presuppositions. For example, the Lutheran
cthicist approaches the task of making an ethical judgment firmly believing the
truth of such metaethical statements as ‘“The grass withereth, the flower fadeth: but
the Word of our God shall stand forever’” (Isa. 40:8), and *‘By grace ate ye saved
through faith; and that not of yourselves: it is the gift of God: not of works, lest any
man should boast. For we are His wotkmanship, created in Christ Jesus unto good
works, which God hath before ordained that we should walk in them’ (Eph.
2:8-10). Naturally, ethicists from other backgrounds approach the ethical task
bringing other bundles of presuppositions.

By examining an ethicist’s metaethics, one can better understand precisely how

'With gratitude 1 acknowledge the instruction and guidance of George Robbert, Harold Johnson, and
Richard Klann. Their patience and gencrosity are as exemplaty as their scholarship, and they have been of im-
measurable help to me in my studies of medieval thought.

*Kai Nielson, *‘Ethics, Problems of,”” The Encyclopedia of Philosophy.
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Volitional Activities

Thomas divided all actions of human beings into two categories. One of these
categoties can be considered to consist of unconscious and, hence, nonvolitional ac-
tions. The other category consists of conscious, volitional, and free actions.*

An action that is unconscious (and thus nonvolitional) Thomas called an aczus
hominis.5 Thus scratching done without attention, absentmindedly stroking one’s
beard, or mindlessly tapping one’s fingers would appropriately be included in this
categoty, as well as such nonvolitional biological functions as the beating of the
heart or the digestion of food.

Thomas would have considered it nonsense to attempt an ethical evaluation of
an actus hominis. He held this view because he held. that for an act to be either
cthical or unethical it must be freely chosen. Thomas taught that if humanity does
not have freedom of choice, ‘“‘counsels, exhortations, precepts, prohibitions,
rewards, and punishments would be pointless.”’® Thomas wrote,

Without doubt it must be said that man has free choice. Faith
demands that we hold this position, since without free choice
one could not merit or demerit, or be justly rewarded ot
punished. There are clear indications of this if one considers the
occasions when man appears to choose one thing freely and re-
ject another. Finally, reason, too, demands that we hold this
position. . . .7

However, if one is to choose an action, then one must be conscious of the
possibility of acting or refraining from acting. Since an actus hominis is, by defini-
tion, an unconscious act, it cannot have been freely chosen, and, thus, is not a fit

*F. C. Copleston, Aguinas (Hatmoundsworth, Middlesex, England: Penguin Books, 1955), pp. 193-94. See
also Ralph Mclnety, Ezhica Thomistica (Washington, D. C.: The Catholic University of Ametica Press, 1982),

p.- 1.
> Thomas Aquinas, Suzma theologica, lallae, 1, 1.

¢ Thomas Aquinas, Summa theologica, la, 83, 1.
" Thomas Aquinas, De veritate, 24, 1.
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subject for ethical consideration. .

An action that is conscious and freely chosen Thomas called an actus bumzmz
This is an action of a human gz human, that is, human acts that are specifically (in
the Aristotelian sense of “‘specifically’’) human, acts of a human in virtue of the fact
that he is a rational animal. .

Thomas stressed the rational aspect of free choice. He did not deny the func-
tion of the will in directing actions, but he emphasized that the will is informed by
reason. He wrote,

If anyone performs an act of courage for the love of God, the
act is materially an act of courage, but formally an act of charity.
Now it is clear that reason precedes the will in some way.

. Therefore, the act by which the will tends to something
proposcd as good by the reason is materially an act of the will,
but formally an act of reason. . . .*

Free will (iberum arbitrium) or, more accurately, free choice, is identical to the

“will in Thomas’s system of thought.” It is not to be considered as some intermediate
faculty operating between the reason and the will. Aqumas wrote, ‘‘. . . free choice
is the will itself. However, free choice does not name the will absolutcly, but in rela-
tion to one of its acts, that is, choice.”’1° Thus, Zberum arbitrium is the will, guided
by reason, considered in the act of making a choice or judgment. As Aquinas wrote,

- The potency by which we judge freely is not to be understood as
that by which we judge simply, which is reason, but rather as
the potency which accounts for the liberty in judging, that is,
the will.}!

Thomas Aquinas, Summa- theologica, Tallae, 13, .1.
Copleston, p. 195.

Thomas Aquinas, De veritate, 24, 6.

" Ibid.
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Reason and free will are able to a certain extent to live on out-
wardly decent life; but to be botn anew, and to obtain inwardly
another heart, mind, and disposition, this only the Holy Ghost
effects. !

This assessment of the human will is also echoed in the writings of present-day
Lutheran theologians. Richard Klann writes, ‘‘Man has no free will 2 spiritual
matters precisely because he stands in revolt against the source of divine freedom —
God.”’ 4

Third, Thomas’s model of man is rational and rationally chooses the good in
the light of the natural law. This theory contradicts the Biblical view of man on
several counts. Scripture denies rationality, in the sense that Thomas uses the term,
to the atheist.®* Moreover, for Thomas, rationality is an innate power within a man
that, when put to use, develops discernment and, with the aid of memory, wisdom.
This wisdom, in turn, chooses that which is rational and good. However, this is not
what the Scripture says. On the contrary, man, far from seeking true blessedness
through the application of his rational powers (unaided by revelation), instead turns
away from God and the blessedness that God would freely give him.4

Fourth, Thomas’s metaethics requite that his ethics be strongly teleological in
their otientation, while Scripture describes ethics as being aetiological in orienta-
tion. The Lutheran ethicist believes that justification is a necessary presupposition of
Christian ethics. Only a good tree can bring forth good fruit. %

It is necessary to add a further caution in regard to Thomas’s metaethics. The
possibility exists that should one follow the metaethical reasoning of Thomas he will

"The Formula of Concord, Thorough Declaration, II, 26.

“Richard Klann, ““The Christian View of Man”’ in What, Then, Is Man? ed. Paul Meehl (St. Louis: Con-
cordia Publishing House, 1958), pp. 58-59.

43 *“The fool hath said in his heart, There is no God”’ (Ps. 14:1).
Mt 15:19; 1 Cor. 2:14; Eph. 4:18; Ps. 111:10.

M. 7:17-18. See also The Aungsburg Confession, V1 and The Small Catechism, 1, as well as The Smalcald
Articles, 111, XI1I1.
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taken that “‘Qoheleth is . . . not a cynic, but a realist,”” and that his main point is
pitted ‘‘against any claim . . . to be able to discern God’s ultimate purposes, even to
venture beyond the sure word of tevelation to any de faczo replacement of faith with
reason’’ (p. 534).

After a sound theological emphasis on divine providence and evidence for anti-
Semitic persecution in Esther (pp. 543-9), the author proceeds to a fine discussion of
apocalyptic, both canonical and extra-canonical (pp. 550-9), and then to a stellar
rebuttal of critical arguments and a healthy consetvative alternative for Daniel (pp.
559-71) — his interpretation of the ‘‘seventy sevens’’ of Daniel 9, agreeing with
Kliefoth, Keil and Leupold, desetves special mention (pp. 582-9).

Although we could easily devote several times as much space as this in briefly
enumerating the ‘‘good news’’ items, let us here break off the accolades for a look
at the other side of the coin.

The “‘bad news’’ begins already before you crack open the book: the title itself
proclaims ‘‘the Logos incarnandus of the Old Testament, the preexistent Christ in
His many manifestations’’ (p. 18). Throughout the tome, one is confronted with
typological interpretations (defended, pp. 16-18). Then one stumbles over a fre-
quent use of ““Sacramental’’ in the sense of the ultimate meaning ‘‘in, with, and
under’’ the event or external history (e.g., p. 17). Confusion arises as past salvation
events are seen as having been actualized (re-presented, contemporized) in the
rituals (e.g., p. 72). But the statement that dispels any doubts as to whete this all
can lead is: ‘‘a genuinely Lutheran Biblical theology might better organize itself
around the concept of glory than covenant’” (p. 29). Rather than jump to conclu-
sions, let us hope that Dr. Hummel will have the occasion to present a more
thorough apology for his theological position than is clearly to be derived from this
book. |

“‘Sacramental,”” like any term, may of course be employed in a derived sense.
It is used to describe the holistic, intrinsic unity of external and internal exhibited in
the three complexes of the physical and spiritual, the ritual and ethical, and expia-
tion and holiness (p. 84). However, since ‘‘sacrament’’ and ‘‘sacramental’’ have a












Lutheran Theological Review
(Summer 1984) 2:1:59-60

MELANCHTHONS BRIEFWECHSEL.
KRITISCHE UND KOMMENTIERTE GESAMTAUSGABE.

Im Auftrag der Heidelberger Akademie der Wissenschaften. Ed. Heinz Scheible.
Stuttgart-Bad Cannstatt: Frommann-Holzboog, 1977ff. Vol. 1: Regesten 1-1109
(1514-1530), 1977. 456 pp. DM 195.00. Vol. 2: Regestern 1110-2335 (1531-1539),

1978. Vol. 3: Regester 2336-3420 (1540-1543), 1979.
Review by Lowell C. Green

The appearance of this new series of volumes is one of the most important con-
tributions to research into Philipp Melanchthon, Martin Luther, and the Lutheran
Confessions of the twentieth century. It is understandable that Melanchton has been
overshadowed by Luther. Nevertheless, the neglect of soutce materials dealing with
‘Melanchthon has seriously hindered Reformation studies as a whole. Thetefore, the
appearance of the new Melanchthons Briefwechsel (MBW) is exceedingly important
to theologians, historians, and philologians.

The project is under the capable editorship of Dr. Heinz Scheible. Sponsored
by the Heidelberg Academy of the Sciences, this monumental reference tool is to
reach about 80 volumes. It consists of these five parts:

I. The Regesta, 7 volumes;

II. The Register or Indices, 2 or 3 volumes;

III. The Catalog of Manuscripts, 2 or 3 volumes;

IV. The Edition of the Letters, 35 volumes;

V. The Commentary on the Letters, about 35 volumes.
Since past editions of the letters are seriously inadequate, it was decided to start with
the Regests, which are chronologically arranged listings of the documents with short
descriptions of their contents, their location as manuscripts or printed sources, and
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references to scholarly essays or books. The fitst ten volumes of the Corpus Refor-
matorum (CR), published 1834-1842, presented some 7000 letters; unfortunately,
the editing did not conform to later standards, several thousand letters were omit-
ted, and over 19 per cent of the letters were erroneously dated. Therefore, it seemed
important to publish the Regests at the beginning of the project.

The historical commentaries provided by Scheible are very important. One of
the problems in interpreting Melanchthon’s letters stems from his use of cryptic
words and pseudonyms, a practice he followed to secure privacy because some of his
letters fell into the hands of people who sold them or published them. Thus, A.B.
Carlstadt was called Alphabetum, King Ferdinand was Antiochus, Luther was
disguised under Arcesilas, Isiacus, ot Pericles noster, and the learned Julius Pflugk as
Lévius. Cities were likewise concealed under such epithets as Ephrata for Wit-
tenberg, Corona for Liibeck, Troia for Schweinfurth, and Prutenus for Prussia. (See
the List in CR 10:317-324).

An example of the usefulness of this new reference work will be seen when we
turn to numbers 874-1083 in vol. 1, which shed much light on the Diet of
Augsburg in 1530 (1: 371-446), the meeting at Schmalkalden in 1537 (2: 290-315)
or the colloquy at Regensburg in 1541, whete he met Calvin, Bucer, and Contarini
(3: 146-194). In each case, the letters or documents themselves are thoroughly
documented, helpful historical and theological data are supplied, and important
bibliographical references to the secondary literature are given.

MBW, as evidenced in the first three volumes, leaves little to be desired. One
can only thank the editor and the publisher, and wish that the undertaking may
proceed as auspiciously as possible. This work will be indispensable to all serious
scholars in Reformation history, in the history of the Protestant and Roman Catholic
churches, and in Christian humanism and the development of modern education.
Therefore, it should be acquired by all individuals or libraties which profess an in-
terest in these areas.
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