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ARCTEACT

The sacranent variously known as the Iord's
Supper, the Holy Tucharist, or the Ioly Coununion,
was probably the most hotly debated tonic in the
eixteenth century, Not only did Catholics and
Protecstanis take opposins~ stands, bLut the Protes-
tants thenmcelves divided on this issue, ‘'izrtin
Tuther was one of the central fi-ures in this three
way dispute, In 1520 he pudbliched a denunciation
of the Catholic view of the sacrzment and proposed
a reformed doctrine in its places Put a few years
later Tuther's own view of the sacranent cane under
attack by more radical reformers who felt th:t he
had not gone far enough in this particular reform,.
The first of there wns Juther's former colleague
Andreas Corlstadte, The attock wes later tniien up
by Ulrich Zwin~1i, the leader of the Iefornstion in
Cwitzerlend, Tuther virorously defended his view
a~ainst both of thece attacks 1in a series of poleni-
cal treatises. In 1529 s meeting was sarronred te-
tween 7wirrli and Tuther at ‘arburz in an attempt
to resolve the dispute., The differences were found
to be irreconcilatle, and the breach in the ranls
of the Protestants renning unclosed to this day,

TLuthor's thourhts on the cacranent were
long and complicated, and it is impossible to sum-

mari~e his pocition irtelliribly in a few rertances.



Ve can only mention a few of the n2jor issues in-
volved, A4cainct the “atholic Church Tuther 1) arsued
that both the dbread and the wire muzt te civen to
the communicante according to the titlical acczunt
of tre instituvtion of the scacrament, 2) rojected the
doctring of trunsubstantiation, but retzired helief
in the rea2l rrecence of the t2dy and tlood of Christ
in the bresd nnd wire, and 3) rzjected the dactrine
of the sacrifice of the Mass, but 1lrcirted that in
the sacrerent forsiveness of sirs 18 granted throush
faith in tre words of institution: "Thie ia 7y
body erd blood, ~ivan and shed for you for the
renicrion of sing,” Azainct the sttacks of Carl-
stadt and 7vingli, who both irsisted that the soc-
ronent 1s ci-nly a epymbolic2l neal irn comnmenoration
of Crrist's death, Tuller had to dofend hig belief
in the Real Precence erd his accociation of the
forrivenege of eing with the sacramant,

Put Tuther'e vritinrss on the Tord's Tupper
off~rr the trictorisn much nmore thsn ei—ly the do-
lireation of ore particular th29locicsl position,
They ere, in the author's opinion, 2n evcellent
source for paining a broad, general idea of the
content and method of Tuther's thoughte This is due
to the fact that in developins and dei:nding kis
doctine of the Tord's Jupper Tuther juctified his

stand in ternms of other important elem=nts in his



thought, In fact, there is probably no other body
of writings in Tuther's whole output in which go
many elements of his thoucht have been gathered
torether irto one context, Come of the major ise
suves involved are hls doctrire of Jjuctification,
his conceprt of the VYord of God, his attitude toward
the relation of the world of materiasl thincs to
the world of the spirit, and his attitude toward
the role of reason in reli-ion. Therefors the
author's purpose in this thesis 18 not only %o
tell vhot Tuther's position on the Lord's Cupper
wan, but to tell rhr he toolx that position, in the
hone that the reader will como away with a bronder

understaniing of Luther ss a relisious thinier,
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n .ay 24 1007, Frother ~artin Luther, juct
recently ordairod to the priecthood, celztratad his
first 'nss in tre A . ~ustinian Cloicter at “rf.rt.
Thirteen yeoars Jater Tuthtsr pubtlicly denounced the
doctrire accordirs to vwvhich that first acs had bLeen
calabratel, anl put forward a different doclrine
vhich 1lsbellad that first ase ar offencre a 1irnct
501 ibvio:cly a funiarertal charge ral taten place
in tte intorvenin-~ ye=rs, for the plouvc 2ni conservative
Catrnlic of 1,77 bkad by 15°C tecome a "T.theran,” a
heratic in the eyes of the Church vhich hal trsined
hime In order to urderctar? what Luthoer wrota 1p 19270
corcern'rm the ‘agg v~ ghall firet have to vrnigretond
the rature of tiat f.ndansrstal chsivve which took
place rears earlizsr in his mind,

Tn Y2y 15C1 ' uther mstric latad at the
Univarsgity of “rfurt, tatins his Fach:lor of Artg
deyree ir feptenber 1902, a:d ric aster of irts in
Jenaary 1%0%, The ulti=nte ~o3l .f uther'e :rt.dlec
=ag, accordir~- to kis fath r'e wich, a deiree in law,

Put Tuther's nwn personal incliration wne to-urd the
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if ever a mornkt zot to roaven bty Fils rmorlery it waz
I, All my lLrothere in the monarct ry ' o ‘rew -2 will
t.aar m2 2ute If I ha? kept on ary lori-r, I ghould
have kill=2d - yrelf with vi-ile, rroyeres, readin~, ond
other worke™ Duf 811 this @14 not trinc ubtier the
ersurnnce 4hazt ke had won a graclous Gode Inttend
Tutrer telis us Liat }is eorly y-onre in the moncstery
rero 8 veriod of violest irtarral ctru-~le a-d profound

hanuiness trow Lt shout ty hio failure to win Cod's
FTaCCe

The raot of Tutler's protlem, s ke himecelf

later dia~roced it, was that he thou~h¢ that ha much
"ds erourh ty oltaln a rracinve God, Turter had teen
taustt that 1f a men dnes all thiat e ¢~7n —ithin his
own rabtur:l powers to turn toward God, Gzd =ill
unfailin-ly rs-a»d this ac ﬂeritorious3 and pour Ifis
geavines ~roce into maa's eoule Vit tre rub was this,
what did doing: all that ore could anourt to? Luther's
trachers in theolo-y at Yrfurt wcre followers of the
*=adern” or onirnalict echodle Tutker sgtutied the

wortrg of the Jowinnlict ~ncterg, ec;ecinlly ‘1illian

v

X
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oo, YIX, 104 Tranclation ta2n {ron 3121
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37‘heolo::icall:; defin~d as zoritn de goanrueg,
concrusus marit,
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cf “ccem and ris ctulent Gatriel Tlel, “Ttezz men
g extrava;ant elsire for tie porers of (he ' lan
wille Tutlor rrobably Yrnewe Yy locit Tbho follewiis

pa-ca o fronm Nicl:

.o hu-"n will cean love God &h)te all tkirrs
throv+h its omn nﬁ+u.ul povier e Tte cinnor
is nlico utle to re v Lhe uln rouces t
crace, becauce he is c*la to %eep fron
guaning and eontitairy einflol sels, Je3, &
huate gin 2rd t> will not to eine Ty the
rarcval of tre 1Impedizenis aul o, the «und
ctens torard uod nade ty his ov n freo wlll
Le cun ac uire the werilt 2 govria, tha

first orace in turnirg tn"0 \c it

‘e

Tritrer accepted t7is5 as a practical rejuire-ont,
Tefora he ¢2.13 vin God's ~race ho had to éo "»2ll

that ke could,"” vhich, accorldins to Fisl, neant
lovinsg God ehove all thirn-s thro:-h Rlg 2n roturnl
poerg a~? gt tha care tine willir+ rot to sin,
Tutter exgecte ! that throush coiritool diselzline e
rho»1d be atle to acrleve this, a convictlon vrich
war reinforced ty kis readin: of gecetic vritqrs 1ix
karna~d of Tlailrvaur, who in hic Yook Zn the Tove of
Toty move a deto2iled dascription of har one ¢ould,
throuh the effsrts of his o~n will, trancfora the

r2l, czoictic love of €e2lf ints th2 sure lovo of

Trunted 4in Sfchwiekert, pe 170
[ =S
“Teinrich Toohmer, _artin Tuthorg 00 t) Caforna-

tisr, trarc, Jokn ", NOLErsveln a.« Tlcouaole ae .o ert
(L {1quelnhia. 17435), De e iereaftar cited <8

th Ll T ,nwf-iv\ ;,11#3»\91\.
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Put, ¢to hia horror and dizmor, Tnthar alwnrg

hed tn eanfeer, mron gelf—eva~inatior, thnat he had
not fulfilled these re::iiramants, Trv as 2 mi-Ng,
re could not rid hinrelf of the cnnecioicness of the
will to ein:

"hen I ~as a monr, I balievad that 1t =ns
All up vith my salvatione “7ich tine 1L
exsarisnced the teantations of the rlesh,
trat is t> say, 8 number of evil desires,
such as an—ar, hatred, jcalousy, ia reornrd
to a trotrer, eics, & tried all kxir?s of
rerailicses 1 confessad Aaily, tut it mas of
n> avail; the covetouscrecs alwars returned,
Tris is the rearon w'y 1 coulld Tind no reace,
tug was prrpetinlly in tor-ent, thinkin-:
"You have contitted such and such a glne ¥Y2u
ro still the victla of Jenloucy erd
concvniceancey in vain yor bave joined tre
ordiere #1li your r02d norco ara urelesce”

ror ceould Tuiher honestly eay thet te truly loved
Z0d ~tove nll thirrs,

In the mona~tory ve had endu-h to e2t arld to
drink, btut the beart and conscierce euffered
pain and mnrtyrdon, and tre s.lilerin~s of the
goul are tre mnct painful, 1 was often
fri~ttened bty tre nane of Christy prd when I
loox~d upon Fim ard the Crose, I: gecund to
ma like unto a flash of lirttrin-, 'h,“ i'is
ra=e w:s mantion~d, 1 would ratk>r hav

FPeard tie dovil mantioned, for I believoi
trat I wouil have to do rood =orks until
Crriet ras rendered pracious to rme throuch
tram, 1In the convent 1 thou ht raitler of
marny nor of ¢the menlth of tmis vorld nor of
zwomong but my hanrt trentled nn4 wog a~itated
tlirikzin~ howm I =i-Ht rernder (23 foyvoralle 62
1t,7

Yunted ia ~cnva6‘9“t' Pe 173
7~jyg’ TIT, 17°7=303 trarslation Ln'aen fron
Uchrictert, pe lfﬁ.



Yharens Tuther's ~o0al had teen to acviavas
tte rorfect love of God, he achiasved ‘uet the
op-ocite, " 'ven trourh I 1lived an irregronchatle
1ife a =nsn+y, T founl mycelf & einnar hefare %04,
had 8 rreatly dicguieted connclance, ard c¢s5ull rnot
o*tain the c- rtainty thrat Tle waa propitiated vy ny
vorl:e of gatirfactione T 414 not love tre ri~hteous

3 'n the

God vro paniecrea einnerz, yea, ! hated Hin,*
t~cis of his a~parent inabtility ¢35 vin a ~raclious 5God
Tuther teran to curpect t¥st pertaue Ye vas not
nu-tered anon-~ the elect, btut awon- the ctarnally
d2~ned, Tt was rhen lre contenpla’ed this possibility
trat Tuther would reach the depths of hi=a despalr.9
Al11 thig sttention that re hove p;2id to

Tuther's epiritusl etru~~les ehould not te allowed
to i~plart the Li'ea that Tutrer's rears 4in tle
mornctary were ons urirterrupted cle~e of blacn
fecnalir, 'a was not allowed tirme for trat, Tuther's
ecclaci~ctical sup~riors, realir~ins ro% orly ris
urnuenal irtellactunl ~1ifts tut aled hirs noed for work
to knen tie nind occuplied, 413 tltoir best t, keep hin
btucye. farticularly did ther ur-e rin to gtuly the

5:

LGy XIV, 447,
gyoeh”er-”ﬁ*tin Tathar, pe 20




Tirle 2nd to corntinrue hir thedslo—iczl ctulies with

8 viem to takins his doctorate, l'ut thou-h sublued,
Tuther's old doutts remained, arnt vere eansily
reavalzened with full visor by a chance precare in
Cceripture or gone treolosicn2l work, Ut eventuslly
it was his study of the I'ible that liberated Lutker
£fron tis doutts ard fears, and pave kinm the certainty
of for-iveresz wvhich he £0 enrnectly eouitht,

In April 1511 Luther wae trargferred to the
Auvrustinian chapteor at ittertorz Iln order to join
the faculty of tre newly founled Unive:'sity of

itterborrse Thera ke to:k hic doctnrate of theslory
in Tetctor 1212, 2-d ianediatel; bepan to lacture on
tha Tidle, In ’fu—-uct 1513 Tuther te~2n a series of
lectures on the Te2l~mc which c¢ontinued throuch
Dctobar 1515, Yonrtime in the fell of 1514 ke was
preparine his comnentary on the revent;-firct isela

vhen he e¢nme scrocs the lonz {a-ili=zr words "In

Suctitia ta 11>sra me (Peliver me in thy ri-hteous-

nees.)“lo This both uvp et and confured Luther,
Teliversrce wng vhat his heart d-cirnd ~o2%, tut the

™~
luHoth the date arl the nu-bor of th2 :gala are
detatable. {'ince tre pacsa ¢ occurs in the thirt -
firet calm ng ~ell as the reventy-firct, it is
porrihle £ nt tho date s'oull e 1n-ed in tre rorins

of 1513, ~t which time Tuther wHruld have bteen pre;coring

ris rotes >n tre thirty-first iealmns I have here
ncconted tiha evidence adduced Yy chriabert for th
1nter A-tee Lnn Cchwilebart, ppe 727=2 o

7



ri-hteousress of 551 was a corc~ t vhich ke hategd,

for he pictured the rirhteous Go4 only &8s the judr-e

-

vho punicres einnvrc. Fe ve2¢ rot sccurtonrd to
aceociatir~ rirhteousnera vith deliv-rance, 'ut with
puricrnent, Tut 4t g5 hazrened that "ullor was
sinultanensly en1med in studyirn— tre epictle of
'aul to tre "oanngy 80d tris pacon e fron the reventye-
first !'salm c¢~1lled to tie mind ' oncne 1:17: "For
trerein /Toe, in the Gorpel/ is tre rirtteousness of
God revenled fron fsith t. faitht =e it ie rritten,
Tre Juet chnll 1live bty faith." It wac at thils crucial
point trat Tuther discoverel what b2 later dercrit -4
ne "t'e main poi-t of Christion éoctrine,” na ely

"thqat e are juctilied ty faith 'p Thrict, vithout

."11

ary vorzs of tre low iere is hie orn dererip-

tion of what took place:

T kad be-un o o o £2 lacture On the ifcalter

e o o 211 the rhile I mnz abeorhe? wit thro
prceiornte decire to et better acquainted
eith the anthor of Romnrg, 0t trat I did

rot gucceed, ne I hnad recolved, in penstrating
~are deeply intos tre £urhjret in -~y investiTa=
tion, ©ut T stuntled over tr: words (chanter
1:175 concarning "thoe ri-*teousnece of 03
revenled in tha Corcnel," Tor tre concept
"isd'a ri-ttooucress” wne repuleive to me,

as I wng accuctonnd t9 irt-~rrret it acenrding
to echolnstic thilossphly, ra~ely, 28 tre
"for-01 or active®™ rirhteoucness, in vhich God

Ii*or“s cf _~r*in Tutrer, ed, Tenry “yster Jacobtg,
transe Je Jo ichindel, A. T "o “telnheevcer et el., 6
vols, (‘hiladelpntia, 1715), V4 1%, l'ereafter cited

o8 T,.
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rroves hin elf rirhteous in that lle

puniches tha sinn~r 8s &n unrichtaous

nArEON o o o UNtily aftar doyg ard ni-hts

Of wrestlins vith the probtlen, G231 f.rally
took rity on n:y co that 1 wag able to
comprehe:-d the inrer connection betrern the
two extrascions, “The ri-hteousnass of God

ig revexled in the Goepel" 2ard ""he .juct
£hall live bty faith,” "hen 1 beran %o
ccupreherd tre "rirhteousness of Cod" throuvh
which the ri-hteous are raved by God's #race,
na:.elyg throuith faithy that the "rirhtecucness
of God" which ig rewvenled throurh the Gocnel
wag to te underctood in a pasceive esence in
vhich Gad throurh mergy fustifies =an /or
"maltes mon rizhteou9;73by fnith, ns it is
vritten, "Tre jurt shall live by faith," low
I f21¢t exactly as thou~h 1 h~4 bteen born
acain, ar4 I believed that I had enterad
laradire throurh wilely opened dooreede

T™his central doctrine in Tuther's relijsion
gnd th2olo~y 15 often desirnated by the brief Tatin

phrege g£21a fida, justification by faith elone, And

vhen Tuthsr said alone, »e mneant it with kic whole
reart, for re reacted coupletely azainct ris forzer
efforts to win God's grnce throuch good worke, This
rkad, alter all, been the way of despair for him., llo
even vent 5 far =s t3 d=ny that the hu-an vill con
=~rit anythipes throush its own patural poarerct

The true way to Christiarnity is this, that

a 7an 4o firct scinowled-e rPiw eolf by the

l-w, to te a sinner, and trat 1t is i-uoceible

for hin to do any ¢20d worrs Tor the l1nw

saith, "thou art an evil tree, and trorelore
all tiat thou thinkest, rfronlest, or doct, 13

i
(SRS k)

T IV, 447=447 tranclation talan from
Cchwiehert, Tire 255=225,

9.



s=ainst G0d," ('att. vii, 7). Thou csnct not
tﬁﬂﬂefﬁre decerve zrace b t-y rorks: which
if thou Mo abomt tr do, thou doutlect thy
offence: for rin~e thou1 art an evil tree, thou
canct rot but brir~> fort: evil fruits, thoat
iz t-> say, ~inve "For whateoever is ndt of
faitv, ic £in," (Tom. xive 73)s Vherefore
he thnt would do-serve prace by works moins
tefore faitl, @octr about to plears God with
girs, vHich ie nothin~ else but t» ! "ap sin
upon £in, £2 ~oc’t Jod,y ard ts oravoze Lis
vrath,13

~n ¢~rndot gpnronch Cod, tut 2od comc $2 ma-, llence,
gaye Tuther, man must ad-it that re can do nothin; to
furthar bin ovn s82lvatisr, tut can only trro~ hi-celf
upon tre m2rcy of God with f-~plicit faith ir God's
rea~ire of salvation, "For Zod haoth revenled unto ue
ty hiz word, that he will te unto us a msrciful father,
and with»sut our decerts (sa22in~ ve ¢on d2cerve nothrin:)
vill freely rive unto uvc re-iscion of eing, ri-hteour~
rec:, o0t 1ife evarlacting for “khrist hic Con's sake."lu
It is irpcortant to notice that in arrivirn at
this doctrine of ‘ustific~tion Tuther acconted the
a-tharity 0f tha Tikle over a~ainct the avthorit; of
the Thurc>, for tle Church'es pocition ers e-~photically

nnot ~~"¥a f1'a, Tuthar h2d read in ccon tho

uney-ivaocorle sccertion that Popes and councils c¢o:1d
b
Dy-rrin Tuther, 2 Conantars 28 fte Lonlie Foirtls
tn the Zalatinna 32], ed. I T1T5 T, "3teur, Tierse
andte (LOnton, 1i53), Pe 151.
14

Tri%., De 172,
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err and that only lcripture was infallitle,

I'orever Jccan elwaye gawvw ip the tzoachkirn s ol the

Church tihe corrcct irnterpretation of Ccripture,

Put Tuther's titter dicaproiptnment with the Thurch's

prescriptions for obtaining ~race paved the wvay for
nia to toie onrne ctep furtreor and place the Ritle

above the traditiors of the Church 22 th2 sole

authority in matters of doctrirne, lence haond in

4

i:

(97
[0}

ranil with gcla goes s2la scriptursa,

|

It was tris now understandin- of justification
wvhich =ade it irevitable that eoonzr or later Tutler
would have to attack the Catholic llaces ard for-ulate
a new doctrire, For Tuther eventunlly realized tlat
e wag in broic disarcreenent with thae whole cacranental

system of the medieval Church., The sacramerts vere

- - A -
the very rgican dletre of the medieval Church, for it

was tau~ht that the racraments, prop:rly adairistered

by priecsts of the Church, are necescsary to salvation,

Is

in as much as through them the berefits of Christ's

passion are medizted to mankind.10 Eut Twuther, with

W 7J -’ 1 l))’

-
heirrich Boehmer, Luthor in thn
Research, trans, Carl F, liuth, ore QA
DPe_Jo=Fhe

Q':.“Q"‘ﬁe A... iras Cun~a Tranlo~dre iii’ e Ql' ,[r'b.
l, I used tbe “rclish trancletion of t'e Vathers of
the Tn-lish Dominican rrovince, 3 vols. (2onzin er
Pros., lew Vork, 13453=1348),

Li~rt of Recent
~




1.

hie doetrire of juetiliestion by faith glon-», sltered

t>is arrancomer% conrletely in conctru-tins kig

the2lo~y. Tr pl-ce »f tho czcornmentes gpa indicnersibla

veticlos of srnce Tuther put t1o "ing-d 5% 053," "Apd
*herafaore r=n i3 accounted risrteous by virtie of

th 1

3

the “ord,"17 Tt ie the Ytord throuch which

?
,J-

Falvation is mediated to mankird, Tuther's mature
carcent nf the sacraments was nart ard rarcel of his
concent of salvatisn throush fasth in the Vord, "In
ordar thnt there le a sacrananrt, the-e is re-uired
arove &11 thin—¢c a word of divir: promice, vicreby
faith may ha trained."13 This word of pronise, when
added to a divirely inctituted vieihla sgicr,
corstitutes a trie sacrament, Tuther felt that only

tro of the cevan Roman Catholice facramente, tantisn

)
-L"'T""" b 4

LT, ST, ppe 1420=%D, The torn "m>"4 of Gad,"
in Tm'her s vee ¢of 1t, is rot juite s iuple 28 it
apnears abt firet lances Tor ne d:

0
14 rot ncan sinply

the writien wezl: of the Bible or the SpOEL TOrCS

£ the sermone hilip ‘atson expleirs it as £o51lavs:
"Crrist and the ”Vrd are viruual’" irnterchaafeavle
tarms for Luther. Tyven thourh ke oftern uscs tie

tora "lord of God" as trhourh referrin: cinply to
feripture or the words of the Crrictian preacker,
Inther's wenriny alveys roes deeper than tiet, "*:
him, tlie ¥ord is 81?3“8 fundanertally Chrict, even
when rhe docs ot ex:llﬂitly B3Y BO o o ¢ <22 croastirely
worlc, vhather vritten or spo’en, ere f.r hin rathber
trhe veniclas or nodia of the D1v1nc, creavi
vhich Cod adiregcos Liwreldf dirccily arnd
to v Tt Cod le (adl  in Intermo

“...* ”
f"" i RS B T s AR 5
anlaeer Gn iR Cooer oniluledl sl
—————
P
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el I, 255



and the Tord's Cunrver, £fulfil1led these reqguiire-cnts,
Rut we have segn trhat the foundatiors of
Lutrer's reforac were alraa 1aid in 1%1%. ™ore
was a £iy y2ar lapse balor~ ke ronounced hic doctrine
of tre Tord's Tupper, The ervplannti~n iz ~i=ply that
it took Tuther zeverel raears £o pursiue all tre inplie-
cations »f th2 Zdoctrine he had stunhled upon, e rad
to o aeten by shep, continuin~ hig study ~f t»2 Tible,
overcozin~ and replacinr one by onn the doctrines to
vhich he had been thorou~hly devoted all Lis life,
The open trea's with the Catholic Church ter-an =hen
Tuther precuned to attac” the secle of indul:iences
with the poetiny of th2 rinety~five treces ian Cctobe
1517, Trom tris point on Luther found hinrelf under
attack, end in defending himself he was forced to
fully reelize and reveal that he vas challenzin;z the
whole of medieval Catholicism, root and brarche At
the Leipzix Disputation in July 1513 John Te's,
defendinpg the papal poeition, maneuvered Tuthcr
irto declarin- that the peracyr was of recent and
human orisin end that popes and courcils rot only
cculd, but 4id indeed err, and err sariovslye.

Over arainct trece Tuther cited the suthority of

Ceripture ard would not be refuted except fron Jeripture,

In cthicy words Le doclared Finself a2 heratic and




invited excom-unic-tion,

mut 1770, the year in which Tather published
kis ralor e2rly wor™e oHn the Tord's furnpor, voeo the
gacimiyy yoor in Yie braat vith Fomn, Thiz wes the
year ir which Tutrer reached frll —zturity a2z =2
reformzr, pttliskir~ ro lesc than ten m2ior warks
eftrar Jivectly or indlrectly attackins tra teachin's
of tre Toman Catboslie Church, re:zlsecin~ then »ith a

vhole new theolnry founted upon gola fils 2-d g0la

cerivtrra, The moot fanous of these vorts are the

immortal trio An Zpom Tett-r t9 t'a Chrictian

20 ~ y 21
Tho Tracdom tre Chrictian “an, and

I"?h 51 1.tl‘.' [}

of
The Pabrlorian CGaptivity of the Church &2

To far ve lrave reviswed rcther hostily the
evperiences ard theological presurnogitiosnsg vhich
underlie Tuther's doctrine of the 'ord's fuprer, RPut

gince thils docirire waes first put forvard in thre

pracesg of attackips the Catholic doctrine of the ass,

v

t is time that we concsider what tre Catholic poeitiosn
wag, In the Catholic Crurch the Koly Tucharist is the
chief sacrament ard i3 the focsl point ol the litur—-icel

worship of the Church. The chief benefit or grace of

t'is sacranent {s personnl union vith Christ by virbue
“YTride, II, 55-154,
2lr44,, II, 295-374,
9'*- v b Lt I d
2.1.1 '.74’."1 LY I -9 LG)"’;.) )90



te real presernce of t12 body ond tlood of Clrict
* a3 m~m.

in the ccnrecratead elewents of brend 2nd vine, e
Nenl Tresance oceurs throc~h a ~iraculotas nrocess

moawn s grancubotantiaiiosa, which ern b effacte

onl; Yy a duly ordained pri-ct,
nroattincan over e elewmnta the vords P ineritution,
omMis 4z mr by Thie i~ the chalins In oy

-

L ] ]
rlo02," the sudbrtznces of t-231 a-@ wire nre thereupon
chrrrad dnty &l true hod- and Fisod of Chrlict,
althsu~h th2 outward sri~arangags, ~r acclente, of

brea® ard wirna 2re gti1ll porceived by the consen <’

St2-~in~ directly from triz 1it-ral dboli-f in
tte RNeal Tresance, thy vracticr ~rew up, and was
dormaticnlly fixed hy the Counctl of tLonstance (1415),
of sivie~ the laity the gacrement unler the £recies of
tr2ad only, in ordar "to avoid certnin dn--erg and
2o

egcandals, ona of which Thomn~s Aguinac hzd described

eg th2 accidental gpillin~ of so~e ~f Chrict's blood.27

da!'r)nry Peroivw-nw’ Mha TAnrecen ne (’qk‘kr\]jn 7\,-\,.....,3’
trans, "0Y e Deferrary (T Toireo 1 1557, sccte ile
Pareafter cited g Der zin, Te cﬂction nuﬂbsrs rather
th=n para pumhers are -iven, (Thic ic 8 coHlle2ctinn of
officiwl Catholic Fources and bearg tha "7 mnri*ntv“" of
t\c 2rcttishop of “achin-ton, ) fa2 alsy Thoaw g % juinac
Symma Thenla~ica 111, ve 73, rrte 4,

Ct‘Cﬂ?an?P. s:ctse 474y 430,

251nid,, secte. 430, 632,

Jey f@Ct, 576,

"homig Agiiinag Surma Thesloc~ica iii, & 20,

"

e



Bowevar, this was rot viewmed «s ary deprivation
aince it wHs believad that the vhole Yoy and blood
of ¢hriet verea cntira uniler each spec:ies.s""3
Tince the eff2ct o t7is cacranwcrnt i3 union
with Chris®; n> nana wha is cnrpclous of ~orfal sin
mny receivae it, for no one =hd ha- an attacharrt

-~
toverds mortal £in ¢c3n te vnited with Chrictg, ”

ir
the obctacla of wmortal sin is vrecent, it must dbe
re-0ved in thoe Facranent of Tenanca rnrior tn recelving
trhe “uchariet, Yren no obstacle ie present the coroce

or effret of tis racranent, 1ive trnt of All sacramants,

ic conferred ev conara an~rn’'n, that ie, the sacranent

W
o

cauees rrac? by its orn oparation,
Tut the “ucherist is rot only a sgncrarent, it
is alen a epacrifice, Lt th2 hivh poirt »f the asc tre
pri2ct takes tho concecratod elencnts snd o fers the
body ard blodd of Christ es a egscrifice to God, thus
repeatin~ in & mystical way the sacrifice of Calvary.
Tris sacrifice benafits not only thore ~ho particirate

directly, but it can aleo te offer2i on belhalfl of »>trerc,

. ~
3

-

- tre faithful in vurcatorye. God 1z a_ renced

.,.J-

incl

ty tbis eacrifice, n-3 the punichrent due to ein is

<l e

“Tenzincer, cectse 75,

27 27128 Aquinas Cuntn Thoolomica 1ii, T. 73, Arte 4,
T ’ T

)v

13,, 111, Te 50, £rte 2; T4 52, ‘Pte 1,




17.

reaitsed accoHrrdine 4o ths measure of tha devotion

£ those far 1o it i offered. t

e AT tha Cass, wAs we2 o0 e woaret
crrrurtiones ¥n 're Ti=story »f Chkricstendin. %2 turn
row to con~ider his atbtack rpon i% arnd tlro doctrine

vrhich ke put in {ts place,

‘51?‘.4.& iii' Ne 7}. irt, 5! 7

‘&/J.\A..
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Mlthousn Tuther firct puklicsted his ncture
doctrire on the Iord's Tupper in 1020, e had
already publicted an extend~d treatmont of the
eacranent in Teceabrr 1517 entitled . Treatice

Concorrir= tha V]lsccad Fncrnﬁeﬂt.l Tauther uvn’ertonk

to =rite tris treatice, tn gaid, "becn:re there are
89 mory troutled and distreceed ores o o o who do
rot row vhat the holy sacramernts, full cf all rrace,
ar2, nor row ti ure then o o o 82 con3lately ~re tre
kol sacra~erts obocured and withdr-wn fro us ty
trte taackin~ of Mﬂr.'g T~1ie certninl; ko3 2n
o-~inous rin~, 82d on tk~? bosls of it orno nmi~-ht
expect to find 1n t™>1c treatice a thoroush attack on
Catholic do-ma ornd a hi-hly ori-irzl intercrztation
of the sacra~ent, BRut it is tod early for that,
Tuther £t111 concidnre himeelf toa 15yal a Catholic
to launch a full ccale attacik, an? his on doctrine
of tto socraent is still far from -ature,

Tubt consarvativa ard im-aturas thou © this

tr:ontice ic, 7e ¢2r read bat-22n the lires and percelve

the aneral dlrection which Tautrer's thou Bt w111 ta'e

i'Tull title: A Treati-na Tarce-rte - tha Tlececad
Sacramant of tha 07 arl Troe Pole 50 Chelcty ond
Contacpin Lo e S arl 001Gy - sy iy Se=ole

]

“uoted in inid,, 1T, 7.



ghortly in th2 ‘uture. Perhaps the mist striking
thins here is that Tather nowhere —entionc the
sacrifice of the lass, This can only mzan that ha
kad slready abandoned that do~na, or he w2.14
certainly have mantiosned it in a work written
especially to exrlain tha: sacrarent, This 18 s
eiznificart commentary on hor far Luther hes already
sone toward breakin~ with the “oman Church, for no
writer thorsu-hly devoted to> the Cathollic doirrma could
poesibly have avoided mentioning tihe aoet siznificant
doctrirne in t»e Catholle do7ma of the sacranent,

“n the otrer hand, Luthar vory clearly
emphagizcs his teliaf that in this sacrazent "all

n’

deprnrds on faith, “hatever btlescings the sacraaent
kag to offer c~=n be received only in faith; without
faith the sacrament is niytrinze In his forthconing
worzs on the sacranent Tuther places the doc‘rine of
the sacrifice of the ‘ass in stronrmest contrast to hiag
own doctrine of justificatiosn by faith alone, ro octing
the form2r tecaucs it is inconsistent with ti> latior.
F'ence from tha very beginrning a principal
point of emrhecis in Tuther's doctrine of tha sacraqert
is that of fait»s Fut the ot ject of that Ilaith ic not

yet clearly d=2{in2d., “he problen ig tbast Tub er Aocs

>Thid., IT, 25; ef. II, 2, 1.



not cone %o the point and build a doctrire of the
sacra~ert bazed on tha ceripturel accaunt of the
sacrar:ntal inctitution, 23 he does in kis later
=orire, t'2zrhaps he vas not yet prapared in his own
oind to do 9., 4t eny rate, his attention here i3
riven over to an sspect »f tha sacranarnt which is
certainly inportant, but rhe~ tak:n in tha li-ht
of his mature doctrine, only secondarily so.

In this treatice Tuther eeas the significance

of the eacrament 28 eom nni>; we would say in Fnr-lish

S Suniiiy

"eomtunion” nr "fellovehip." The sacranent estadlishes
a conrunion amanm Chrict and all sainte in hoaven and
on earth, in vhich all anvieties, nfflictions, and sinc
are srared by ell in conmone This tha believer is
tan~rt to rely on the morits of Clricrt, to derive
eomfort fron eommvinion with otrer Christiens, ard to
l2t bis heart =0 out in love to his fullo~s, IHance the
benefit of the sacrament ie caid to be strongthened
Taith ard mutual love. Thre bresd ari wine of tte
gacra~ent cyvholizs this fellowrhipe Jurit 28 the bread
is ¢onorsed of manyv orains fuced into »ne lozaf, and
Juet az tha =ary drops of vire loce their form nrd
becoma ons cup, 89 c£hould all Christians T2 vrited in

the church of C}“rist.4

14
e

"Thid., IT, 10-17.
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Tuther vives another exsmpls »f tris
eymbolicam vhi~-h not only; illustratas th2 above
voint, but introluces a praoblaen of itz o=n, Christ
"rave Eilz true natural flech, in tre tread, ard His
natural ard true blood, in the wine, that Ha mnixtg
give us a roally perfect sacrave-t or gsirne. ¥For
just 88 the bresd i=s chareced into His tree naturnl
body ard the wine irto Lis true natural blsod, eo
truly are e alsos ‘lrawn ard chanpred into the spir-itual
oody, that is, into the {ellowship of Chrict and all
saints o o« ."5 o we sea that frot the very berinning
the real presence of Christ's tod; and blood is an
integral part of Tuther's doctrine of the sacranrent,
Luther's statencnt here that the bread and wine are
"chanred™ into the body and blood of Christ indicates
that Luthar etill acknorle?res tho doctrins of
trangutetantiatior, Two thin ¢, however, indicate
that tris actnowled~onqert is only formale Firct of
all, he spes™s of the body and blood &s bains “in the
br-ed" and "in the wine," vhich is hardly the proper
way to explnrin the process of trarsubctantistion,
fecondly, vhen the guestions zre raiced: " here do tha
bread and vine renain when thoy are char~:d i-to iriegt'e

flesh? and, Mow can the whole Chrict be co-pretrarded in

| =l
/Tﬁi‘., 1T, 12, The ternm "spiritual boly of Christ”
equl

is ivalert to "the church,"



euch a sn2ll portion of tread?, Tuthor ansrers:

" hot doas 15 matter? It is cnourh to know that it
ic 2 divine eisn, in which Chriest’s flech end blood
are triuly present—=how and vrere, wve leave to ﬁim.”s
To Tauther evidently does rob 2% very nuch ztore by
the subtletice involved in th2 doctrins of
trancubotsntiatiorn, Fle pogition with re-ard to the
T'eal PVrezence and transubstantiatlon will tecomne
clearer later,

Strarrely enosuch, it wos the leazt irportant
part of ¢t is treatise which caused tiie rsatest
conmotion vhen it was publiched, lLuther cug-eats,
almost in paessiny, that a caneral Church courcil
shnnld restore communion in both kinds to the laity
in order that they ni-ht have the racred eign in its
cntirety.7 It is rard for thre no’ern reader to
vnderstand what a scandal this waz tn ardent guprorters
of tho papacy unless he bears in mind trat con~unisn
in one kin? had beaen dorraticelly fixed ty the Courcil
of Conctance,s a1 that appeals to a men2ral courncil

vithout tlin perriecion of thoe pope ksed teen rpeccificelly

P2

N3
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condemnad ghortly tefore Tauther's time.” ‘oreover,
the Pohemian heretic John Iug had tausht and
practiced communior in both kinls, o by the
process of guilt ty association, Tuther was charred

with being a Hussite.lo

If tre papal party had
krnowr what was to coma from Tuther's pen in less
than a year they perhape would have bcen less
concerned about tris point snd more concerned about
Luther's attitude toward the sacrifice of the "lass

and transubstantiation,

Luther CTtates Eis Tosition

“bere ere tvy treatices involved 4in Luther's
earlicet statenent of his mature doctrine of thre
sacramert, The first of these is tle Treatice on

the New Testanert, That Is, Tre I'oly .ass (August,

1520).11 Tiie is a rather guiet a:d constructive
statemert of Tuther's newly-found understardinz

of the sacramente MBetter known, ard much =ore

?;g;g., sect. 717,

lonotter of Duke George of Saxony to tre “lactor
Predericlk, 27 December 1519, MISS, XIX, 450-451,

1lgrn, T, 287-326, Both in this treatice and in
the ;ﬂhll%ﬂii? ¢ v Luther uses the term “lass"
meaning simp e celebration of the Tord's Supper,
Pven after they had discarded the Catholic dogma,

the Tautheran Churches kept "Mass" for man; yrars
before they mgave up the term,

{40
N
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wfard nore of the otiere as a sacranent,
ar foma L€ nd gacranent save whore thoere icg
a éirect divine prormise, exercisinzs our faith.
‘@ can have nd iatorco.awse wabh God o elecpb vy
the word of iim proricir=, and by tte aith
of man ann iving the prozives. AU ansthor tine
you shaLl henr nora about thelr f2r1l>s of the
£ovan s2 *1~0ﬁtr 11
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™ull tit1e° A Prelude ﬂn t-n Tobkwlnnian Cacbindty
vy Chamely Oy TI, Loo-293%
Zpzlatin, ceourt chaplain to the Tlactor
erd intinate fri~ed of Tulhar,

wilag ©133 qunted and trancluted in LT,




But Imth2r alco had a more iuomedint2 occarion for
vritir~s, 2t leacst with recard for tha cection ol the

treatice dealins with tke 'ass, "ot only ha:dl the

publication of the Treatice Torconnirs the Clocr2d
Cacrarert caured a furor when putlliched, hut 1t
drewr a formal resly fron tre (atholic cide, vritten
ty th2 Teipziz Tranciscan, fursuct 21ve1l3, whon
Tuthor referred to ns "the Teipzi~s jacknss."ls
Alveld deferded co~~unior in ore ird only, and
with cuch vi~or that Tuther kad to reply. "Jor vhen
I purlichod ry treatise on the Tucharist /I5137,
clure to the common usave, teirt in ro wise concerred
with the quostion of the ricght or wron~ of the papacye
Put row, challenwed and attacked, ray, forcibly
thruet ints the arena, I rhall freely epealr my =nird,
let 21l the popists lauch or weep tog;et-her."l6

Tuther discusses the "Cacranent of t'2 Dread®
under thrree headints, correspondin:s to the tihree
“eap ivities of tre sacrament in Toman Catholic du-mas
the withholdin~ ~f the cup fron tre laity;

.

trancucstartiationy ard the doctrine »I the lasz &s

a ood work and a sacrifice,

vIeF, X3Ta, 299
vy r'!" Ana ?”b AR

v ..r" IT’ 178.
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T3 aua Lpnoie, sée K“u, If f’?.

U!) \1

15,
de cs
1

P

Je



Communion in Roth “inds

Tn 1519 Tutrer hd eonterted hincell with

- 2 &1 4~ oA 3 -, =%
geu~~nobin~ tha rectoraticn cf communisn in both
3 ] -~ - s 3 PR N T waverm Héeten
“dnte Top tra loity, Mow he iz sub Lo yrove Yekok

-

A n-d deepatic o dery toth tino t£o tie
s -~
oftry ard 1ot thic is not 4n the pover of ony

‘. - L L -
ar=21, ~uzh lrzcs 28 ary

am2 ar gouncile"*’ Tuther's

e

vhole ¢nse ir b-~ced on gn appeal to the escrirtural
$nesitutiosne “atthewr, lark, Luke and Fcul 2ll

rocard trat Crris+ cave toth kinis €5 all FRino

n this

}-’-

disciplec, Therefore, £ty 13 otha--ice

(38

!
n
’

sacra~ent 18 tn cha~re tha incltituticn o
ard "if w2 it one institvti-n Hf Ckoizst 6o bs
char~ed, we ~nze all his lavre irvslid , o+ « “nr a

sin "o erce tion, ~zneci2lly in tl: Ueripturer,
invalidntsrs tha ~19le " ¥yrth r»wnre2, Chrict com wnide
"Drink yc 211 o7 1t." To if all er2 tH édrin:, it is
i7nisue try withihald th» cip froom thooa »r2 decire 1t.
Fat " hnt earrices tra -ost rol hi <ith T8 o o Aﬁays
Tutr o/ eard 1nite docides me is this, Christ says:
'This ig =y bhlsod, vhich iz ghed for you mu! for muny

$or the re~iecian of sinc,' lera =a cee very plainly

that this blooud 1ie ~iver &> all trho-» »r whace #ins

12



it vas chked.s Tut wro will dere to gay it was not
ehed for the 181t3°"1)

Tubher no lonrer hngs eny res _cct far the
tradition and le~islation of the Church 1linitingz
comuni»n to orne kXind?, becauce it ic sbvious to
hia t»at the Church's poeition hnc ro btacis in
fcriptvre, {0 he is characteristically inii-nant
at th2 oft reyeated charce that thoce vwio incisct on

co1-unir~ in both *inls (ec.ch 28 the NRoheniars and
0

Ny

the “ree’s Cotholics) are schis-stics 9 baretics,

Come hither then, ye popicsk flatterers, one
and a'l! Fall to arnd defend ourcelves
a~ainet the char-e of godlescnesc, tyranny,
lese-n2jesty e@iainzt the Cos.ely and the
crima of slanderip~ your brethren,--ye that
decry es hereticc those w0 vill rot be
wice after the vaporin-s of your own Lrainc,
in tte face of euch patent and stent words
of Tceriptures, If &ny are to te called
heretices and schisratics, it i3 rot the
Foheniane nor the tresi's, for tley take
their stand upon the Cospel; but youi Fomnne
are the heretics ard roﬂlﬁss scr¢"~°tice,
for you presuze upon your oxn fictions and
fly in the face of the clear scriptures of
Gode Dlarry thet ctroke, if yoa cand?l

Prt Tuther will not recomnacrd that comnunion
in btk ¥irdo be forced upon pouple, becsica (hic

voull onl; offerd ten’er connciercese o Jozg not

feel that there is a risgorous and irrevocatle conrand

naa,, 11, 172,

~
e\

Jee Nonzinrter, cect. 570
o]
e v, 17, 174,



to commune in on» or teo Xinie, but trat »on shonld
bte free to chao 2 tha manner of tr~ oririnal
inctitutisn AL trey wiche "hey &9 rot cin vho use
only th2 one kind, "but thoy ein vho forbid the riving
nf boath ¥ir?3s t» cuch = derire to exercicr this frea

ril1."7¢

Tre Fecal ‘recence
The cecond captivity »f the cacra-ent,
trans. bctartiation, "is leces ~ricvous 85 far 2s tre

coracinree is coyncerned, yet the v ry ~ravect d-n:or

threatens the Tan vho would attacks it o ."2)

Althourh transvbetantiation had boon mnde the officinl
ds-ma of the Chi-ch by the F urth Tmteran Council in
171%, ‘uther einply denies tho porer of a courcil to
maze nayw doctvine asd poce on o a8 deceription of how
he crme to rolect the Tonar Cathonlic A~rra,

Y2ers a~+y vhen I wags Jdelvin: int> rerolostie
theslory, the “ardinal of Carbrasr@F cave me
food for thourht, ir kis coyvwesnts ¢n the
fourth boak o the Cantences /57 Uetrr Tontard7,
‘here ke arueg with 'reat acunen that to
rold ¢hnt real bread ard real wine, 2rt nog
tt=iv accidents orl:, nor» -recent on tiz
alter, ic mch mmor2 probatla =»n? renires
fewer unnec~e~ar mir-scles--1¢ only the
Chureh hnd not decreed otherwicre, -hen I
learned vhet church it vaa that bod decreed

el . .

ﬂ7rl. 13.’ II’ ?P)" j, ®

ikl *}-‘ id LX) IT 'Y 137 [ ]
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reed rot be believed, becaure 1t raz no clesr vaorvan

in

thige-nimely tre Church of Thoans [Tiuinng/,

ie2ey 0Of Arictotle—=I waved tol'~r, ard

after floating in a o2 o7 dount, at lct
foun? rasrt [or =y eorscliarees i L alove
vieve—na aly, thnt 1t ic real bread ond
ronl "'.*"", 1"9 vhich Thrist's rorl

hR Pl BPNPER BN e |
X L& B

*lood are precsent, not otherwico and not
les~ rnﬂll" than hey proume t2 b fle cnooe

rder treir acciderts.<d

nsubstantiation ig merely an cpinion, or

Ccripture, Tuther c¢oss not g2 s> far as to

catemorie~1ly reject trancwistartiastion, but snys:

aga b2 chonges,

per~it every man to hold eithar of thace viow

"y ore concern at precent is to remove

all scruples of conccience, €2 that no one mzy fear to

becone ullty of heresy if re should bolieve in the

precence of reel bread and real wine on the nltoer,

that everyony ury foel at literty to ponder, Lold o

belizve eitler one view or the other, without

endanz2rins kiz nivation,

viow,

-~

n <

2nd

nd

Mut Tatter thirite he hag rood prounis for hils

fnct 1myorsont is thicz, t'nt "no vinlerco i

done to thz2 vords of Cod, « Jhut thoy ars to be

to

retained in their eimplest meanins vher-ver poscitle,

to te understood in threir pram-ntical a:-

]

Al -1 Tl <y
forbtides o o o DPhoroiore

Ty I, 1833 efe Leinhold Dceber~y fewiaio 't

Tiobo-y of “Actri“‘°, tJ,nQ. Crawleﬂ e I

urless tre contaxt plainly
Al

tho ¥

VGiT,

( l‘f I] ; th ’ lCh. . 1 //‘- ) [ LL [ .-'05'-2'..3'-.»

Fereafter clt@d -9 eohﬁrr.
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“PornL, I, 190-137,
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i~ an atsurd -ind uzheard of jumslin: with - >rds, to
vnler La-d 'oread' to ni:nn Ythe form, or accidsnls
of tread,' ~.&d ' ire' to miuan 'tz fo.ry, or

acziarntz of wine.'"'7 Tha tixt 2ntions Loth treal

they are toth tilere in their culstantlal roalizy,

~4
4
0O
vy
0
[B]
1
o
Lo
D]
H
s
0
(O

a2l oblaction t9o trancubetantiation
is that it strairnes tra ~eanin: of ¢ 2 toxt, vwhile
TYil1ly's view r-~s the advarita-e t'as it sllo-z toth
bhroad ond wire, a1 flech and bload to te zrecert in
corforanrce with tha t-xt,

To 1lluctrate tis visw Tu'btor uces tha farous
exanple of fir2 ard iron. "Nut vy c531d not Ihrict
irclu’e Tiz Loy in tre subchoncs of the bkr-al juet
as vell ag in % acci=nts? The tv93 s.lrctarcces »f
fire 21 iron are o nminsl21 4in the heat:d iron that
>very part 1o voth irnn and fire. 'Ly c¢92214 not -—uch
rather Chrict's tody ta & s eontalrcd in cvery rort

23

of thae cuvotarco 0f the trezd?" Tat Tutror zleco

~ - f - » g g PRRE p
uces 8 - ch mov2 eisnificant, tut rovaor guota2a

s

1luctration, dra-n Tron t»e bhurman=divinn r2tra of

2lmni4,, II, 137=120.
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51,

Therefore it is with the s2crament even as

it is with ‘'krist, Is crdor tat Ll 3oinesd
1y d-ell in iim, 1% 1o rot reces nry Liat
tive tven n-ture bhe Lraorcuhosturtiated ard the
S01re=d be cornta2insd unier 1tu &8s 01xertﬂ; at
both raturec are tisre ir (lielr entirety,

2rd it ie truly said *"Thles nan ie God," and
Phie God 1 cen . 6 WM ven €9, in ordar
that the rez2l boly ﬂn‘ th2 rez2l tlood of
Ohrirt mnr be recent ip the gacranart, it

is not naczccocary that the bread 2ni wine te
tranchotartizted ard Jhrist corntrined urnder
tr=2ir accidentg; but both recain there

tO "’th. ° )}

This whnle dicciceion precerts a difficult

crahlan of intornratation,  The Toviralish doctrine

to which Tuther Vire soy2-ls ie rovwn og conebretantiation.
Theraefore gcholars rithout ru-her have conclv.ed that
Tuther's doctrine of ti'a 23l .recence is corncubstantia-
tiore Tut this conclucisn €2Hul? not ha dravrn,

. - -9
>

72 muet brar in oind Toabk

Ao

£2 in

<

rl

Lér]
L)
o

(v

ra’aciing the doctrire of trarzubstontiatione, s he

seas it, ‘cri ture temchres that it iz real bread ani

J
'3
[
r
ot

vire in vhich th2 Lo’y an? klond of Ch ~rae prers2nt.
Thug transuh-taentiatioson in Twtrer's view i3 a schol-stic

stication unwarrant:d by Jeripture, for it i-cicts

~J
D
,,4
‘.J-
@]

ira*t aftar the consecration t*» sutctarncaz of bread n-nd
»in2 r9 lon=2pr re-sin, Conzubetantiation, or
hand, acgerts tihat ba'» real bread and ~ince, ard Chrisl's

Yoy znl "1lood 2ore recent ‘n t o cacraronte hus, to




conaain

evary bi

trn

3

sube

place, o

the nnture of cubstance 2rd vsrioue
t

arders fell t» hair-oplittir- discuseions

. ~ ey - e - _ - 1
atbormnote £o nenstrate ol £0

1 doctrin-

fut ap~r% from thics, consubstantiation is

t as »bjoction~hble a doctr

ine =g

tantiatisn., M rancubstantiation is an

to exnisin "ho=" the Seal Presence takoes

un‘ed uron cne caet Hf assunntions about

(M2nlict) Concubhetantistion inevitably

the snam2 thin~ b=t i¢ bace vpon a

of accunptisne sbant actter ((9-innlist),

of
mo3ec of presence

to evplair the s-nser in rhich

F [N -
tiation tate

Toitrer irs rob bpo ex lain how thre

Fe wnea

()
.
wd
’—l

opuoesct ir 2n

erlain the woriti

“hen one as'tady rthere vas God belsre hasven

wag created? Ct. ‘v~ stine answ-r2d: TI2
wags in himelf. “Then anoihor ac 24 me tie

same 1estion, T caid:
hell for =uch ille, presumpbu: us
21.d inwicitive spirits as you.?

Ve w-s buildine
fluttrin

God'a
will; but

True, wve must teach, as vo
inco~vr~hensirle =ns

ay, of

urnrearchnila

50
31.
Theolay

.
e
]

ila~h ”ho nEoNn Lorr

fzevber~, II, 204-?05.
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to aim at its perfect co-usratensisn is
danrarous work, wherein ve stumnle, fall,
ard bre2ak our necks, 32

Tutlhor's attitude tovward thka "ho=" of the

)

cal rrezence is just the same:

“hy @o ve mnot put by =uch idle curissity,
and ¢lir~ eiply to the word of Clhrist,
willin+ t» re»ain in i-rorance »f wvhat ler
tzkes rlace, ard contert with this, that

t@o peal bnd - of Chrigst is prae-ent by virtue
of the worde? Or ie it necescary to
comprehard the -nrnner of the diving voriins
in every detail?33

For m7 part, if I canrnot fatkon how the

trcad is the tody of Chrliot, I vwill tole

mv reaedn captive to the otziience of Thriet,

a» clin~in=» simply to Fis word, firnly

beliave rot only that the body of Chrict is

in tte bregd, tut tl~t the btrzad is the body
of Christ,>%

Poctrinally, then, 211 Tuthar wichea to
majirtein is the ohjective fact of the Renl Frercence.
He oft2n ures prepositions lize "in" and "with" to
evpress this, but these must not te interrreted =s
fndicatint a phycical evplarntlon of what talen place,
£t verst puch exnlanntions ~re iqnious ard et best
they are tesi’e Lhe roints Moth trans- hetantietion
and consubictartintion ar2 arnanls to lurin reacon;g

they toth ara bhared vpor echolastic conceptiorn of

rubetarea vhich are purely ratioral and rot bidtlical,

2
I idey De 7

-

x>
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Tie artifacts of hunman reason simply: may not ba ret
forth as bdiniings dorma, feripture ddo05 not define
the mode of presence, so Tuthe~ insists that 16 nust
forevor ramain an ovnen gquessiin, voa thouta
con-ubetantiation dosz rno vinlence to th: eganze of
Teriptare, ifs finor workinss cea no nor> L pooved
from that soarce then cin those ol btroass’ Lantlation,
“hen an aathor wizhiss $2 docuz:ias U2
acsertiosn that Tuchaer taa~ht consuostantiaciom he
ueually quone - trh2 pasca~e in which Tather uses the
11luctration f£r3a fire 8} irone It ig true shat vhen
this vascaa i3z 1if4~? froar 163 conbacs 1t a-pqrars to
denote a rather mechanical viow of tv2 Jeal I'r
on TLuthsr's part. “ut note how tentative is Luther's
conclu=ion fronr bthis illustratlon, bsin~ phraced in
the fora of a guastion: "Thy could not Chrizt's body

he thua contz21ined in every part of tho substnn-e of

ol
3

the treai?" The real ey to Luathar's doctr ic the
other illustrating frot tha Anal nasare of Chrict,

Ilare there iz o hentative coarcluaionn, Tt a poacitive
any una1ivoecnl statemant trat "it i3 with the
gacramert even as it is with Chrint,” The twro raturas,
huran ard 2ivine, ar> both precent in t°» one nerson
Christe F:re it is rot a queseticn 8 "how," hut ci=mply

8 percerntion by faith of rhat Sod in Lis onnipoterce



has 4on2, It 4e not a philosophical lormulation,
tut 8 reli-lous mystery, 4&nl that iz exactly
Tutheor's attitude toward the Tn3l Frecenca, IV is
g8 wyctery of Cod's pover not to te urderctossd or
exrlaired by the humarn in‘aell:ct.35

Trhug w2 gee that Tutber vwas reully only
concorred with 1'a1f tha doctrire of consubctantiaticn,
namely that helf —hich declares th2 rezlity of the
presence of Christ's hody =2nd tlood in tr2 tread ard
wine, o=itiiny trat port of tha theory which explains
"how" t'4is can tame pl-ace. To the test of this
vriter's knowxladze, "uthor never once uced tre tera
"coneudbrtantiation” 4in a discussisn of his doctrine
of the Teal Precerce, Therefore, if one wichaes to
latel Tutrer's Aonctrinre, it muct einm;ly ba called the
Resl PFrecences Toyon? the fact of that precence there

i8 notrin~ =an e¢arn know or compreherd 1in thr motter,

~o fap we Iave besn discuesing only cecondary
icsies within tha f2neral area of Tatiter's doctirine
of tke sacrament, ieithsr tha irsicharnce on c¢3vunion

in both *inds ror rpeculati ns on tr= el iresence

o

’bThe intimate connaction betreen "uther's
conc~itions of thio nature »f Christ 221 *io rofure of
the Tcal iresence is of recurrir: ingortarce in hic
sacravertal thourht, Ve chall —eet it 2 +in in tho
cranter on Tuther's conllict with Ywin-1i,



e¥xplein ~hat the Mass is in its ecsence, Luther
gives us this evplarnstion in his dlscuceion o the
third captivity of tre cacranart, the ddctrine that
tha *oss 17 a 993 wor't and a sacrifice, vhich Tuthar
calla "thot —oct wicved abuse of al.l.")"J Tuthor
fircst ou*linte ~Yat be thirks is tht2 only woceible
édoctrine ol tin lUass, ~rd then roes An td denonsirate
thiat tha Catlolic doctrine is uttzrly at odds with
this doctrini, Aa »a thall so2on see, Tathar's

axpoeition of kils doctrire of th2 "asns i3 re

s
=
€y

rothin~ else than an essay on Juetificotisn by fafith,
puat forra»3d in a ¢pncial a»d linitad th ~1:ical
contoxt.

e ey to» tha proper underctonding
of the “ass ie tle prap-r unterrianlting of t'e =ords

. viich 1t wmas inctituted, 7o properly und - rotard

the .ars ve wuct Ifirst put aside all osutrarl thin s,
"voactarrte, ornarente, chants, prayors, orsons,
canilas," ard "tirn our eyac anl bhaaprts elaply (o tie
ipstitution of Christ ani to this alos2, and s2% nou bt

k2{~pra uz tut t'> vory word of Christ, b vrich he

irnstitrted tic gacrament, -nla it purloct, an? comnittaqd

it to use _or in thnt -ord, 27 ir fral o —ard ey
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into eliact,
hat
bequnthﬂd us therein by Jhrict:
a ‘r:at, eternal a-d uacya
na“ely tre for-iveress of 211 «ine
wordg plalrly etate, "Ihis is the

new 2ternal tecta*ent in y bloo%,
cred for you -3 Ior mos 7y {or the

2f gine" A8 thau h he =za2id: ".

in to. words I uroaice z:d be ue
tormivenass of all thy cin ard ~to
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it nara 18 a proning, as bas bs
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37

that the2 first step in our sa2lvation is
faith, which clin~s t52 tma word cf the
prorice ma'a by Godl, “ho without a-y effort
on our rart, in fres a~d unnerited nercy
~ak%ecs a te~innin- and offers us th2 word of
Jis proulcal.43

To rearly all cf ris ;ronices Cod hrs eddod
a si~n "a= a mark or m2mdrial of Hirn pronicae," to
r2i»1 =8 of it a~1 ~ore forciblry to2 hold vs to it,
Yionh knd Yie reoinbo =rd Alrohas vnag slven tho glin
of cireu~cieirr, “wven worldly terta-erts lave cnonls
and rotnries ~nrig to m3’-e than auth“ntic.44 "Trng
aleo t» tre maec, trat crotn of gll U'ie pronires, lo
adds lie body ard blood in the tread and wine, n: a
~a~orial ei-r of t¥ie «-reat sronice; as il snys, 'This
32 in re~e-trarce of me.'”45 Pop "1t is receccary and
rrofitatle Jor uvs to reme "tor Vimy mhoreby ve rre
etrern~thered in f-it>y confir-ed in kope ardl mnde
ari-nt in lore."/ Anl ag oftan ~o e ue thocse £ins

2

wa rene-~her Tol's lar-ecs ard love, a2»7 praica ard glve

47

thar's for tre~,

v R . o 3 - 5 I
Fath:r'ec ovn wonds, t o wnris

Ty gumarize in
27 Yo ecacra-ent a2are ag followre:

Mrat, th? testator v!'o mn'tes tho tactanert,
Christe I2coni, tt» heirz to whon the

NDreaal T, 127-107,
Mhoeg, 1o, po3y I, 301,
“5-44,, 11, 257,

I, 300,

, .
‘7'&.44., I74 1072,



tectamont is bequeathod, w2 Chrictians,

T™hird, tho tertarert itcelf, tre words of

Chrie* o o ¢« ¥ourthr, t'a seal or tokes-,

the escrament, bread ard wine, ard under

trem PFis true bod: and blond « o o “iftr,

the tieque~thod hleesins vhich th: words

ci-nify, nomely, tre ro-icsion of cin end

eterral life. fixt:, tr~o obli - ntion,

remeThrance o o o which ve chould ohecerve

for Chrict, t» wit, that ve preach this

Jilz love ard rrace, henr ard meditate upon

ity by 1t Yo incited erd prece-ved unto

lova ard hope in 7iim o o M990

Tince the "'age is a testaart in which the
for~ivornesc of cine 18 rromised ~nd realed with a
eisn, 1% neceecarily follos whot is the bect
pren~ration for ite " ithoot & ubht, 4t is given to
thon that nzed and deeslre it, Tut wh> reeds
for~iveress of eins and Cod's :'racxe more trnon Jucot
t''e~a poor ~iserubls conacicorces that sre driven and
toraarted ty their sinc, are afraid of Goid's ar-r
tudmmenty of éeath and hell, ear-d Tould te ~led to
btave a rracious 7nd ard desire notlirs nore greatly”
. 4-
"hece arz truly thoy vho are vell-prorared for -ces.” )

Tha receivins orman for thi- forslvererc is
faithe There ic 8 direct lin~. hetwean tr2 rromice of
Gnd ard tre falth of th2 individual, Thic ldez, as
Luthar points out rer~, ras d2firit> ivplicntio-o for

Catholic confeccion:

T3 - .
Trid., T, 301-307.
Re

44, 1, 324,

40,



A1,

To 1if you would receive this sscrament and
testanent worthily, sea to it that you
brin~ for ard these livinz words of (hrist,
rely thercon with a stron~ f2itl:, and dezire
what Chrict has therein nronised youi  then
it »ill b2 civen rou, tnov you srae worghy
and vell prepared o o oo

For this reason, I have s2id, over; thin~
depornds upon the vords of this cacrar-ent,
vhich ara the words of Christ, and which we
V@rllf ehould set in purs 5o1d and preceiosus

3

etonnz, ard keep nonlin- more iﬂ?:tly
thO“e the eyes of the l.oart, L;Jb £aith te
evercinsed t“nr~*y. Tet mzother e, fost,
o to confescior, prepare hizcelfl for (he
maar and the sacrament as re willes T3 thou
the same, but krow that it i~ pure fo01i'c-
vor's gand celf deception, 1f rou doy not eet
before youa the words of tre testarernt and 51
arouse y2irself to heliere ani dasire ther,

-

It is i=portant to notica that Tt

e
~

H

clearly
distinmiches Yebween vord and cograwsni, that is
tetuesn thy proaise of Cod and its exieraul £ir'n,

Fot only does e dictlngulsh between tha, btub Le
rates thom oas to tielr relutive iuportarnce,

is the

t

ina are the
1_.‘I‘C9 A J‘ "')'.'.'CI'
o ¢

In the meug, tle word of Clris
tecstanent, and tle bread and ©
cucraiotte ¢l 2o there is a
in ithe word Lg n in the sin, rore is
rrester pover in the te"”nC‘r han in th
sacranerty for a man can n have ard vre the
vord, o Lestzrent, :kart iru. the ©in, or
racrarent, ?’11""9 eore Taint fAurveotine,
Tarnd troun ot eaten,”  Tob vlhal Coos one
believe cave the rord of rroni~a? Ther .fore
I ¢sn hol® mag:r everydaay, yea, every hour,
for I can set the words cf Christ bLefore «e,
ard «Ltl thoa relrech ance gtlren-tien ¥
faith, ac often e8 I ¢h ﬁ)ﬁﬂ.Df

[ S
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To understard why Tuttor caszs this

(24

asscrtion it muct te renectered thzt re wac writins
-

©

at a tine ~ren he dail; ewpected t: t» exec:m.uricrt:d
fro- the Civrche Ye trus comforts hincelf ty eaying
that tra fruits of tre i'acs will rnot be éeried kin
even thou~h he i3 donied accecs to the ci-ns in tre
litur-ical adrinictration »f t»o gacrenerte ut also
it 1s 8 =»:4 polsnical arcumert, eashnsizing tiat it
ie faith in the :ord of t:0d vhich sles tie sacra-ent
that it is; it i5 of no benefit ty virtue of its

ohicct’ve aldnini-tration, that 1s, ex oners crarato,

Put this acsertion that faith alore suffices

r=cea a serious gquestion, ard Tuth:r articipates it.

"'tat rnced is trere then to obsgerva -wass iln tle ¢ urcheg?

I arcver: It is tr:e, such falt: 1s ecrourh, ard truly
acconrlighes everythinz, but how coull you think of
this fait™ o+ o o Bacravent and tectane-t 1f 1t were
not visibly adminiztered in cortain dcci~-nated plsces
ard church 8 o« o o loreover, since God h=s so ordered
t' 1a sacramert, we must not desplise 1it, but raceive

it vith grect revererce, rraisa a-3d gratitude," There
iz al2> th> edvanta:a tha!t vh2n the -»=bkars f the
cnrra~wtisn cone tarethor arnd oubtwaril - hold the
enerznent they ercoura~2 one an»iv»r a ! move cne

N . C.a
grat~2p to ar incrnecs o7 faith.”

44,0 T, T10-300,



Thore arcwers are accoptatle,y but Luther
keg a better core still, "The chief reason for

N

outverdl, lollinr rass is tho o ord of God,y vidch
one car ¢o vwibh .ubl o o o" Tullhar is referring

erecific-11. &to tre functicn L tiec cacra-cnt ec
vart of ti» yrezcchint o8 the Jogpele JLrict enl
"This d0 in rereclrarce of wes” /33 Uts :aul g2
in I Core 11:25: "2c oft cc je eat tric tread e

ch &xd proclain tle

o

grin't this cuvp y2o £.:31ll pre

G:22th of the Tord until Ye come,"

In tiese paccages [uther continueg/ you eed

how iho nac¢e wss irctituted o5 presch an

praisce Chrict, to blori*y tig sullerin-c end

all iz grace and vod3recs, that we -~
noved to love liimy, hope and telieve in K

no

d:

o
o

rd

a
te

.
Loy

end thic, in 8dditi-n to this ‘ord or sarnun,

reccive an outward ¢i-n, that is, the
cacra~esrt, to the ¢nd 4 at cur roith,
vide! with end coniirrel bty Jdivine

wOTGS

ard ecirrs, vay b2 etron- a 2inct all sin,

a.

gufferir~, death grnd lLell anl everythin

that is a nairet use And but for f‘} rronachinsg
ituted

of the Uord Le woeuwld never cor: love insth

the mnoe, e is nmove c>>ce“r~= aboub e tard
than gbout the cign or 1.~ preaciin- ou h
o Yo roltlin- bus “n ev J1oration o0 Lo owarig
o Chrict rten lie n,u isutes the waors and BAYE
"Triz {n Uy tof;, “hig iz =7 blox?, ote.”

Tut e ko vrele C:s;el tut »n ex:laration of
his teotnrernt’t Chrict Yoo coprehonded tha
viiole “uep2l in a8 ghort runory vwitl thoe words
of Lttiz tectamert or gacrnent. “cpr the wvhale
Jogpel ds8 rothirs Lutbt a procla-ublion «f 7

nd tr2 miverece cof 811 circ or

ue thocuk tre eulferircg o8 hrict o
ga-¢ tlips trz words of G 1o Ltogtasert c
“g va 18V coen. st

N



44,

I% 45 for ¢t2iz rracun that thy trantiszs froyn vrich

2 Treatica on Vv oo Tackaearntl Tho! Yoo he T15)

- ————

- . . -ty
crfe o in Tubboar¥s rind the 0o ora esusted,

e

“utboer lawrches e stitact on the dockrine ttal tlo

JRORCIN I 3 - X o - - PR ) 4. . A — 3 WY A »
with rroct onersy and ¢ pleta 1ae’s o0 Qlploancye

praice of 731 in tho etiol thins in the acxy vrernce
it folloms "that vhen =2 vre, Yo7, O re: tre "acs
withaut Yo »ords or tecta-ent, a 4 125% onl, to the
g~cra‘art ond ciop, we d3 ot aven halfl keap the
T188, JOor sacratient without tasto 20y 15 keo, iny
tho cacs ~ilh ot the Jjevwel, quite an urejaal
goparatinn and division."?” Uut t'is, Tuticr clorces,

1¢ precisely +rat the 7oman Catrolic thaoldy inng Lave

Cinle
That viich is th- principol o:d ehidiof tlin,
ra-ely, “hn ‘Stﬁ”“”t 8= topd Af rrarira,
iz not treated vy one LF 07N e Toitelie
ﬂ”nalﬂ~lff”?; t”“? they boave orlitoratad
feity st flo vhola po or 0F the nasce ut
the recnd rert of tha rwon,==tle £in, or
greris ernty~=thia nlone do th>r diccuss, yet
in ruch o ronnne ‘hat '‘ara o Lthey to-ch
rot faits tut their pre nratisi an’ a-nrn
o - - T Sayans L - M -
nnpebny partici-ationg an! frultoy o0 U sush
TRhica vers tha “nees, vrtil t :; hav? fallen
P .
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t> babdblinsz of tranrubstantiation and
endl2aec other metaphysical :uibdhles, ard
havae 3astroyed tha pro’2r unlerctaniin of
both sacranant arl tectanment, altonether
abolishel faith, a=d caus:q Christ's paople
o Farot -Ciesy GO w e 37

Th2re are stron: words axd perhazs unfair, but Tuthor

feels vory ctronrly aboubt th? iecce »f faith apd

-

s ) a2 2 1Y

Tt follows of necessityx vtere falth and
the Vord or promice of God decline or ere
ne~lected, that there arise in thair ;lace
works and a false, presumptuscsus trust in
tham, Por where there ies no promire of
God thers is no faithe " here there is no
faith, there everyone presunptudsusly unler-
tazes to batter hinself by means of woris,
and %3 ma-e kimnself vell-plenein~ to od,
“han this happens, false security and
presunption arise therefrom, as thou-h m:n
ware well-rleasing to God bocauce of his
ovn WOri<Se

0 the Catholie theologians, btecaucse they do
not hezed the Vord of God resardins the sacrament,
have nade of it a meritorious work, vhore'y man does
honor to Godes Zut, £ays Tuther, if it 1z true "that
the mase is nolhin~ elge than a testament and sacrament,
in which God pledzas Himcelf to us and gives us crace
and mercy, I think it is not fittirs thot we chould
make & ~203 wor% or merit out of it, For a tectanent
is not beneficium ageeptun, ged datun;58 it docs not

DBIpid., IT, 204,
571p18.4 I, 307,308,

Is@., Nnot a benefit sccepted by Gol, but one
conferred by him,




derive be.efit {rom us, but brins u bcnelite Vho
bas evar Lhenrd Llist he vro recoives ar. irleritance
3925 8 =00 wurk? o o o Divewise in L2 mngo ve
eive Christ nothin~y tut nnly t ke froa Tin o & ."5)
Inceporably bound up vith tris 4s Tutler's
ettack on tre sacrifice of tre 'asz, 7Tt licra ve
must distin-ulsh tetween wihst Tull-r gsys in the

Traatica on e raw Tozxtomarg and whet Ye curys in Tha

s s

Pavxlorian Cantivity, In the earlier wor: Luatler

contradiction to the truse nature of the asa, trat is,
a ri-m a-d 231 of God's tectanent of formiverens,

Tut heve "Tmther olowg hla erceantinl concotvation in

a valisnt attem-t o 9377 the traditional toeminolosy
acceptall? by redefining it, TJo Tuathear ¢ n declare
that tre 1dea of sucriflic>» 1s not irrelavant in the
cass 1 1t ds uze? pronerlye

“hat sacrifices *r2n are wva to offer?
Murselveg, a-d all that we have, with
conntnnt uyraver, 85 va2 pgav: "M will lLe
done 9n earth as in heaven," 7 ero¥rr wae
ara to :ield oursalves L) the will o8 Cod,
that ile wayv do with ua wiat e will,
accardinz to Vis ova las .eurc; in ad?ition,
wa ara to Hfap Uin prn1? a=d thaiig lvire
with cur vhole reavt, fo» Lis wno eanhile,
sueet mrace and ~ercy, wrich he “'f ryniced
and ~ive~ us in this cacriart,?

sl 1, 13

s



Put we 4o not present this eracrifllce of ourselveg,
our prayers and praise "tefore vod in our own jerson,
but wa are to 1lnyv §{t on Christ nnd let II'm rresent
it,"” for h2 18 our =ediator and intercescor in
Heaven, Thug "ve learn that ve do not offer Chrict
g8 a gacrifice, tut *hat Christ offers ue, 2ni in

thia way 4t ie verr~iarible, yoa, -ven profitatle, to

call “ke mpgs a egacrifice .“”1

Murcuipe this 4dea further Tubther brin-s in
a staterent of his doctrine of the priecthood of

all teliav-rsa:
For a1l thoce vho have the falth that Clhirist
is a pricct for tY=~ in heaven refora “od,
and vho lay on Him thelr vpra-ereg ~nd .ralice,
thair nred ard treir vhole selver, nnrd
precent tremn throu-h Hia, rot d~ubtin—- thrat
o Eoeg thie very thin , ard oflere Hiwrelf
for the,e ¢ o these tae t+2 rcacra-ert and
toatamert o o« o 88 & £irn of 211 thie, ard
o not dourt 'rat 8ll r£in .8 trerehy
for~iven, trat God bas hrecome treipr rracinus
Father and that evarlactin- 11fe 4is rrer-ared
far them,

#11 rech,y thken, vherever th2» ray bo, ara
true prisccts, ohmarve tia —ass ari-ht ard
alro ohtain ty it what thoy d2cire, ¥or
£21th =t do everyvthin-, 1t a3lonr 1s thHho
true wriactly »ffice an! pernits n» ore
elce to tawe ita :11l-ce, ' Fersfors all
Chrictinns arc pricste o o o2

Tut bty the tine he writes Tha P-h-ln-inn

Cantiriby Tu'tep hag loet hise vi1lir ross to rei-teroiret

S

n‘i ".. I' 315"0
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S -." ii (X' I' 31’:’.

L7



the word "secrifice™ and demanis its conplota
exclusion from tha doctrine of th~ ass., "FoOr unless
ve hold fazt t5 the truth, that tre ~ace is the
pronice or testanent of Christ, -2 tha words clearly
2y, vwe £hall lo:a the whole Gospel and 211 our
conforte D2t us perait nothir~ t5 prevail amninst
these "orda, even thou-h ar an:sel fron heaven should

trach otherwicse, For there is nothinzT sald in then

w33

of a work or a sacrifice.

Cince the llase 12 not a w.rk or a sacrifice
offered to God, but G>3's prowmise receoiv:d in faith,
Tather calls it a

manifest and wiczed error to offer or aprly
magees for eina, for saticiactions, for the
dead, ~r for any necaescity whatsocver of
one's »n Hv of others 4, 4+ 4 'O can
receive or annly, in b2half of 2nothcor, the
rromize of Zod, wvhich de~rrdg t*:» rercoHral
faith of evary individusl? « ¢« « ‘“here
thore iz a Qivina prorice avery on2 nuet
etand u;on his ovn feat, every ona's perconcl
faith is demarded, cvery ore will ive an
account for hiqcelf ard =1ill1l benr bkis own
b ~den o o o

'uthz2r baz rw stated *ia orn pocition on
the ace anl alcd male ris cace a-alinet tha Cathollc
doctrine., Throu hout the whole grorent=tisn ‘he
@omin~nt thomes have basn juctific-tion tr fatith

]

alone a-1' dom~ed oprocition tH tvna pri~ttodirnarc of

g g
W . ~
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~
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wWOrige, (o v2 would e rather gurprised 1f in The

Rahylanis~ Centivity Luthar 414 rot conclude with

a reiteration of ris bacle position:s

This testament of Christ is the on=2 rema*y

e~ninct sins, pnast, preront ard futurs, if

vou tu% clinm to it v itk unwaverlrs falith

#nd bilieve that wrat the words cf the

te°t°w-nt declere is freely ~rarted to you,

fat if 3o do not telieve £t ir, yom1 will

n'ver, novhere, ard by n> wor -9 or elifcris

of your »>™n, fird peace of circciences :Or

faith melone cets the conccience at rTeace,

ard urtelief alone Yeens thae conceicrce

trou-leds 2

T™hisg ic essentially the doctrire «hich Tuthoar
adhered to throu~hout his 1l1fe, /¢ lznow, of cource,
that tris doctrire was virorously atiacked,
rarticularly by otrer ra2for-ers, Fut eu-e of Tuther's
rreatest vorks -ere written in its deferee, ard re
novar retreatnad - ¢omnronicsed on 8 ginle in_or'ant
pointe Fte was, hov:ver, forced to n2re fully exrlniin
kimrelf on mary points a2d irnevitally he furth
developzd ard deepenad some of kig conceots,

Yis ig especially true in U2 ratior of the

"2l irenercas The wonlest poart I Tuf to's Jdouctrine

a8 of 1920 4 the role ke assimre t> tho | .2l (rescnce,

Tuther clenrly distinruighes retwern mord and ci-n in
the sacracrte Te power of the sacra orbt recides in
th2 pronice of Zod, exuresced in the wordse The

[3

gi

“5

e

sy Lb? bread nrd =wine, to2ther rvith the trus VoAy

Y

V243, T, 219,
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and btlool of Christ, ar- in.srtant orly in oo far
as thory cirnify or esall to mind the promia2 and mova
tha recipient t» falthfil acceptance of it. Trae,
the preceaze of Tlirist's boly an® tlsod ntes b s
ay are irciu'ed vhan Tuthaer
acceortg that etrictly spen’tin~ tFa i n ¢cnn Ye dire
withouts The evile-t coneluncion Irs=m this iz ! ag
az et "uittor hoz found no sirnificarce Tor tlin Taal
ireeence per re, It haz not yet occured to hin that
ther~a mi-*+%t Yo a closer relationckip botween the

ord 5f God nd the present Chrict than that of
~ronire to cicn, Concizration of thresge ~atter- is

forced uvnon Tuther by hic attackers, e ohall

presently examine these attscks ant Uk2 ans.ers Lich

57 e



Carlctadtts Attoel:

g
i*inn to

rotent opnor

Tunver cave not froa the

tra
attoe’ ¢c~me fronm

Ardreas Carletadt, in

r-for~-=r, Ulrich “win~li, too%

vhat Taither rad deo

and fello chi» tecane

fct for Tuth r

bin

can'e of the refor ers the

[ 5 Y
Tuthor

seribed a8 a2 sacrz

o
<

c'rire
Catwolics, hut
‘e orn forwer colle~-ue,
1524, Tat: cwics

tro attnc’r, and
ment ¢f love

tra2 ot jact of a titanic

bitter feud, ceontinu ' n- urabnted until the " arhur-

Collo my of 1527,

In the ecrlizct dn;g of t&

tefors, Tuthor and

Carletadt vas

Univareity of "ittonb-r:-

ceremnoniesz in =nich

in tho2lo7ye Tarlntad

mors radical s irit t@
ard zvent ally hecana

of "ig attac:

Tarlacte

- 3.9
nuu'.,-,(’,'l‘. o

tan Tuihor

-

a Dafor—=ntion ard

g% warn ¢ln. ¢l azc-ciated,

sernlior coll2a—ug at tra

anrd presilded ¢t tre

rranted hie Auctorate

wan ovor ty Tuthor'z

rariner a3 the

rrovnd t te far

cver drennad of bein-,

Tuther's bitsere arevy as a 1t

rec.

o - (' ey
aF the Jord's [ pror.

doctoinn

1.



The troukla beman in 1971 +hilz Tutrer wos
in hifin~ at tre Yartbur~ (ay 1771- arch 10227,
Doerdins Tuthar'e abcence Tarletadt ascu-od the
leadarchip of tv: reform move-art in citteriere ard
bacrn £ incibe and corfure ¢ pen: 1y =it ger1:ns
in »hick ro édecried clerical eclitacy, the nsny anld
the uco of rithal and imarec, In ti2 mott~r ol tue
ase le vert €3 Tor as to ¢aclare that Mela pnortoles
only 5 t¥» btreadl, sins."l on Crrist-c lve 1701,
carlctndt officistad abs lloly Yucharict vithous
rriratly veotmrrte, ard encouraed t'o laity tO cone
to tnua altar ar? holp thencelvac “irvectl, %> tle
rraad ard vipn2, 1t rkould te re-ethorad thot thece
thir s vare £14d ard dore before pesrple rho vere
etill immers=1 in Catholic foras ard docirin g, anl
w~ho rirs*t tharafors tale cerious offense. lora2over,
tha penpln wora not e$ well ernH>u h irriructed in
tha Fefar~ation th-olay to punrl thas g aineth the
poscitle econclusion that the Izformatisn concisted
"nly in desocratin~ cvery rit al and do-mn 2ver
age ciated ith t+n Ponpn Church,

Yhen "uther loarrned of t'o rennral radicallisn
nf Carlstadt's roforn nescures ko doaciled to ret.rn

tn Yitsanhoarr, Anin- en in e:ite o o lector

-~

I7"uc>t:ed in Schwisbert, p. &5



-

"rndericit's ordor tn the corntrary, Unon arrcivnl
Tuthoer Im->lia'ely preacted a serins of ei-ht
cermons aninct Carlcotads's excecres,” reostoring

anity 2-3 ealn to the eltuatlsne, In his =ctions

m

ard chatarunnta Carlatadt hd one mueh furthiar thern

thot ko laity chould hove acceos t2 both the bread
22 tre wins if

ay decired 1%, ko cortainly did

3t T-vor forelirns 16 vpon trom unler poin of sin,
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ori~inal form, mitk the exco tion that t» rac-ar2s

refrrrin- to tha gacrifice =7 the lzeo vere omitted,
;aes in Cer-on and in toth wind: vac "rntroduced only
rodunlly, <ver o parlo? of earc,

T, e - I - 2 N oy oy . 3 2. [ -~ -
Jugulnr regcetion foreed Carletadt to lsave

Titlerersrs Yo suva oup Yic pooltlon at the Urivorslity

tock a pastorate in the penerrt vills ¢ o8 Tlra~uerde

ArAd ho-ar to yublish bis views on rali-i:r, Carl~tni

2" ‘.‘o:::ﬂ' II’ ;;~";'.4-’..'5.
3?9r a diprucgisn »f 11t r=iecxl chan 28 in thra
Tutheran "efor+watisn, see {chwi lLerty ppe H.:3=0L7 "
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writinrs on the Lord's Supper, which appeared in
1524, are arythins but nodels of cozent reasoning
and religious profundity, yet the arzuments adduced
mere sufficiently convincing on the surface to force
Tather to reply.4

Like Tu*her, Carlstadt constructed his
doctrine of the sacrament in harmony with the b-eic
prenices of his rolirions Central in Carlstedt's
relicious thou~ht wag the idca that "spiritual
crowth o ¢ ¢ meant growins in likeness unto Christ
throusch denial and reflection., i'an would have to
becone thorou~hly parmeated with God's will before
he could obtain the *'heavenly conposure,' the
Christian's ultinate virtue."5 In the matter of
Justification Carlstadt wrote: "To acknowledre
Christ's obedicnce, or to understand the will of
Christ ¢ ¢ ¢ 18 our justification, and purifics the

0"6

heart and forcives guilt . . Thus Carlstadt mates

of the Lord's Cupper a me+orial mesl in which man

the works of Carlstadt under consideration here
are: Dialo oder Gespréchbiichlein von de
ﬁggulgcﬁ%n a%gbﬁgaacﬁbn Lisgbrauch des Hog wﬂrdéﬁ§n
sacraments Jesu 8 Iﬁugus% or Teptember 1. ’
%iﬁs, X, 2312-2750; and Von dem widerchristliche
¥igzbrauch des Herrn Prod und Relch (Feptember TEgh).
:.' BT o QE-IO v

5Cchwiebort, Pe 543
X OIS T

re ‘.




acktnowled ;25 an! renanbers the fact that Thrics

ave his bady and blond on the crossze it Corletadt
ircists thng this reme~trance is mdre than a mere
callin =to-nind:

Thkis reventrance is an orient and loving
vny of aczrawled~in - the ta‘f and tlood

of Zrrist. Ill0o ona can rene-her “hut which
he %~2 not acitnowled; ed e o o his
acknowledrent of the ¢ rrerderz? bo,J of
Crrict ar~! hig shed bloo‘ is the chie

rzason vhich chould =ove one to take the
Tord's Tuppere But there you meet trie

care that you 70 not maue rere flash out

of Christ's body ard tlou: 'y viich 1s of ro
proiit. You muct hold teflore your eyes and
urferctand in the depthc of your re ~t the
creat invisible love, the Pa“eru“ rdant
obedisrce, th2 perfact inhoc>nc° of “hrirk,
and the like. Then y»2u are ;uctified and
cet free from cins o o o b of the
actnDWIofﬂ‘ent o Crhrilst rrovg the

re-e “tranc2 of Chrigct, which is not a crude,
colé and deca"ir ramentrance, but a frech,
pac cisnate and ﬂowerf'l re euuratice, nbich
with jor estrews and hislly trezsuree the
currerdered toldy of Trriet, «~ives tharo e

for it, 8ul is ashaned of all that which is
arainrct Christ « « « Therefore we should
melitate on tha Lord, and in tre do s of
our heart re-enber ard undersiond that Tirist
rave bis Loldy into deat @:3d shed Lis blood,
irrocertl:, out ol great love g4 iﬁcoiynreble
obciience.?

Tre recescary corsllaries of tlis docirine
anournt to a direct attack on Tuthar'c dicirvine of the
cacrar>nte Carlstadt vehewortly deniss that forcive~
recr of sins iz ¢5 lte sHau~ht in the sacrarent, To
tesch that tle sacrarent formives eins 1o uct os

foolish as the C~tmolle doctrire trat Uhriest ic doily

‘T4, ¥T, 97792,
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offer:d for eirns 1n the sacrific2> »f the luss,
Ceripture teaches that Chriet died on the cros to
earn man's for:-ivenes< once and for alle It no-lLere
geays that Chrict for-ives sins in the sacrarernt, .oOr
if it were poscible that Christ could forsive eins

in tre gacranent, it would necesrarily [ollow, a j:cs
Carlstadt, that lis death on th:e cross vwes not
geufficicrt for mun's redemption. The lord's Zuprer
is 8 ~emovial contamplation of the past sacrifice,
not a repetition of it. "Christ says: !y blood is
cred for tre forrivencss of sins. low I ask /cays
Carlstadt/: 1Is the blood shed in the sacrazent, or
on the cross?"8

"ith egqual e~phasis Carlstadt denies the

F2al Tresence, TFirst of 8ll, it is impossitle for

8]

hrist's ratural tody, ss it hun~ on tle ecroiss, to
be contaired in such ~ gmall 2iece of bread.a The
R2al Presence 1is alsos irmposcibvle boecauca Thrict

ascended bto31ly into heaven, arnd kas rot promized to

o -
con? dovn to te in the sacraﬂent.l iuvrthornmore,

Crrist tareht that "the flesh profiteth nostin-, nil

T™hi4,, 7¥, 150-101.

Mhid,, i, 2313-12,
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1im ¢ - ivae s .owthias in

2

£0 ve should rot expuct

)

o}
the pacransnt wh ch iz of ro profit. "

nig sceertion notu w1ty roguires Jarleludt
to explain the words “this is my tody” in coe
mann2r ¥h1i27 will rul> out a literal interpretation
that th2 tread is Christ's body:

“or a lon~ tiwe T bava robt b.oen abla to
diccover how it could te pocritle for the
bread to became the body of Crrist, I have
alveoys corsidered it in this way, that “lrist
poirted to his body and then said: This is
my bol.,y wvhich is viveon for youe TFor Christ
3:d ot roint to the bread; nor did re s-ealt
truss This bread is ny boﬁy, vhich is ~iven
for you, Butbt tho-e who say thag the bread
is the body spnul to suilt thorelves znd lie
o » o Listen: Jesus took ths bread, jave
trkang t>» God, troze it, rave it to his
disciples, awd said that they should eat it
in reme~brarce of him, 1lie placed in the
midet of ki3 words the bagis znd manner of
t:ig re~e:brance, nnvely trat in euch a
mann@r his disciples should re=2:rber that ho
~ave hin body for thenmeld

In otler vordc, the words "tbvisc is my bodn®
wgre odie2d to “fefina tho 9% ject of the renentrance,
rpot toy i-7ic=te that the hread is th2 bods,

Carlctadt further er ues, on the tasis of the
Croek torty, tha% the words canrot ~ean "this bread is
=y tody." IFe clai=n that in the words ol in-tit:stion,
tr2 “reek vord for "this" (tontoa=Cerwon dss), since
it is router, c-nnot reler t> the word for "bread,"
which 45 masculine, tut only to tha word far "body,"

)

<L S, X, 2332
‘fbide, YY, 2375,

\1

~3



1
- w

which 45 2lco neutere In othier words, Carlotadt

clzimg 'hat ~han Chrint sald, "This is ~y Yody,”
Croplt mer-nr ratii~es thalb e vos peferving, not
£ thz bread, but to kinmr-1lf, as 2 catbt -t tha tatle,

T'erce trs literel zcaning of (ke vords of inctitution,
14

Carlestadt believes, dirsnroves tle Teal Fresence,

Tuther Pefsnds the "eal Fresence

Tuther wus dis=2p ointed ard e-hitter-d at tle
defection of Y4~ former colleazic, "Ir. Anireac
Carletz2dt hos fallen agway from ve, ard mor:over
become ~ur worest enevy o+ o o Fe preter’s te wants to
purify ths sacra~ent, but hac an entirely ¢differont
thir=~ in minl, ra-ely, to destroy tkz2 2rtire tooching
of the Tomrel 4 o o Y curring maripulatiosn of
?cripture."ls Indeed, Tuther is convirced that

Carlstadt bPns ba2econ? rotrin~ leca tian an i-ctrurment

15

of Tetan for tries purpoce, Tuther's ra2ply to
Carlstaldt'’e attac’t eppenred in Jarnary 1925 under the
title: A-ndinct thz Usavenlw fpopheots, Corcerznince the

1% e ,
TR3,, Y¥, 2302-2775,
154 -
- -}1—}.’ .‘.;.’ 1 ®
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writoe a reply or? thus incu~ci-ata

N o~ -~ A DR Y 3 oyt
the =mast Alcpute hatronon

immelf nA Tather avyar

AN

e Tord's Cunser,
™., 4 o~ Tem 3
s thin~a gre 2t ztalte in the dispute with

Carlctadt:  the Ta2al resence, en? thr dactrine that

the pacra2—-ent i 4o npow tagé~mernt. Therons in his

~ n -~ 1 -~ ~ £
writin~g 2-2inct $ha Cathollie lnse Tather hald Jully
*%x7l2in21 hie doetrina thnt the mon iz thoe rpom
- [N - " . ~
trobamarny, n rravad 1% Yo Yio on egatianfaction fron

varyins erolanations of the Renl Precconca. It row
tha dretrine 4t-21lf 42 under attack, ard in tihis
treatize Tu*k2~ ia foreet to derata a diepronartionnte

amount of srnace to a defsnrne of that d~cirine on tre

‘

1 "4Asr Afe Pimlicehon Ppoanh :?-nn’ v(\'\ .’n(ﬂ'\q—‘nr!'

e — R = ——e—— TIYITTTA
e,y 1D =TT, In hogeuor 1.al,y vooils carlsbait
vog ctill exercicirn- personal leadorc™ip over the
refora wyvo-ant in “itrenber~, a ~rmn of vell lfous
rodicnle from tha tvn of 7vici-ml grrive? in ittt her -,
som12 21 them clnired t5 have had fao~ilian .~r*ﬁ“°at13““
»ith 751, Frce t*2 rane nIlenver )y fropiets,”  larlitadt'e
dycirirca b~ furd ernnsush in c»nHn- An mith thare of the
"rrorhote" trad Tatier clnoced him 2mon~ then in tla

A

titla of *vign ~nrite

I



tasis of his uncerstoiiin, -{ (lLe sz.propriate texts.

Tuthoer's belief ic the Heal ’racernce i3
rrounied in ob:iiznca to the authority of Lceripturs,
which for him guperceles auy rational cornsilarations
of »»osibilitye To at the outcet ke ctates his
tazgic principle of biblicsl interpratation:" herever
Uoly Tcrizture ectablicshes sonetliin: to be believed,
one chould nst strsy from the meaning of the words
ag thoy read, nor from the order in vhich they =tand,
urnlesc 2n express article »>f faith forces a difierexnt
meanins H>r ordering of the words."” To Tuther's mind
there 1s no article of faith to contradict the
literal implication of the words of institution that
the tread is the body of Chrizt, heice man is bound
to balieve it.18

Tuther zuits frankly adrits tiat froa the
point of view of reason alone it would te much easier
not to b2lisve in the Y23l resence, tut will not
allow reason to detersine tha moaning of f?criy‘cure.l3
In 1524 Tather had written:

I freely confess that if Carlstadt or any

other could hrave convinced re five ycars

ago that there was rnothins in the sacranment

save bread and wine, he would hrave done me

a creat service, I was sorely tempted on

this poirt, and wrestled with ryczlf and
strove to believe that it was so, for I suw

18mpia., xx, 213-214.
lgIbia.’ JCX’ CO).

60.



that I could therety sive t»n hardeoct rap

to the pannacye I read trontices Uy tro men
who did not so torture the ori of God in
their own imapinatione.<C i(ut I aa bourd, I
carnot believe as they doj tis tevt is too
powerful and vill not 1ot it-21{ L2 rronched
froa the plain scrse Uy arguasnbe~

Por Tutler, then, th2 clesr ard obvisus

~2anip~ 5f the words "this is oy Lody” in their
nt-x%t iz "thisg tread iz ny todye" Tuther Lo only
contenmps and scora for Carlstedt's ascertion to tho
cortrary on tre bosis of toatn, Eo sarcactically
deriles Cerlstadt for anpsrently not knowin~ either
Greek or G2rman rrammsre Luthar pointc out that
Fautn in Greewy 1likxe €28 in German, is com orly uced
83 an ind2finits pronoun to indicnta nulacts
roarardloes of rendar, Since th: “n=lich lanmua-e
is no>t inflected lixe Creek ond Gerran, ve shall
hava $5 loaave Tuther'a German 1lluctrations untranclated
in the followinT passarmae):
In th? Gorman tonrmva it is tn2 norwal custon
of the languaga, vhen w2 indicate an oblect
rhich 18 before us, 0 indicate 4% and call

it a 423, even thou'h tre ‘hin~ it:elf ic a
der or a 2i>. Just the eaus 2c vhen I caye

-~
YTt 4~ mot cactaln 9 whon 4Lz stataras pefors,
"o o0 knovw f%ﬂ lata in 1972 Eutk3r rax 2 trontice bty
tia Tutchran, Tornaliuz ihnius, iz whiech thy wards of
inctitution vere irterproted eymbolically and the Heal
rresencad denioed,

2lrysnan £ tha Chrirsiang 4f Ttpagehin~, Sago~hor
17, ““4, frecerved Tamith and Ubarlos e Jagobs trans,

qn\} e‘l Ty a«'a TAarwacnAanAsran a- -\? TVan Cantasenarary
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Tng ict DU e o o 279 ict di2 rau
o o o P% ‘e n“nq o thao chjgn ~m-oor iﬂ qunﬁyw.
The Greek lanrus«e doas tha gcarn vith its

tonto, o that it rpeals of the bread, vhen
nﬁicates it ard roys: ﬂ"e ist mei

Teib /This is my bod 7, vrich iz riven for
you; here I ¢all to ¥witneca all t'.5s2 who
know Oreeix,

-3

5"
LAY

“urthermare, Tuth2~ poir‘c out, Ttriet, in
relerrinr to tre wiro, used tzic celfzane totns and
gsaid: "This cup 1is t': new testoment in v blond,"

ere touty cpecificnll. modifics "coun," vl conrot

Taithar =328 even further g»3 incicts that
if Chriest had not besn ep2nkin~ =of the bread, the
text »o0uld be co-.ietely sencaleesss

@or becaure Chpist tava t%@ kread in his
hands, givas thanke, bre <3 it, ~lves it to
his discinleg and gars “‘a-n and eat,"
arnd ina2d84iately th arezafiar ravs, without
anythin- intervorinr, "ipic 10 my bolzy,"
the style =ri rxﬁura1 o“dnr 2T ¢t words
re1uire that P2 te speain: 2f the trond
which k2 toolr in his ranie, Alairidbuted ond
coman‘ed to te enten, ?tiﬂﬂvise theo
disciples who h2ard him w2ul? not have
undarztond him, for their e os ~usct hLave
bezn on his randes as he tou't the trend,
broe 416 and pacse? it aros "?; and their
e=r~ gk bqrn hanrd tre "\rﬂz vich he
epnte duriny the distributinre. 't tg s2id
no othan wards during tho 4 Lot»ibhetion than
these: “rhis is my baly," etc.<4

[

e
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If Christ wera referrin: to hisc »wn tody, "he wvould
have to eay: tak2, eat, for I say t> you that lrere
eits my tody, which is given for you ¢ o " Tut
tvia a2’tes Juet aborutl as much sense "am i a percon
ware to offer ansthar a drint ard say: Ta'e and
drinik, here I sit, Jack with ths red ponts."25 Ly
ghould Christ hand out tread and wine and comaanl to
eat and drir%, if lle 18 orly tellirz that [lis body
will soon be ~iven irto Jeath? If Carlstadt's
vareion is true, the bread and v~ine are rot only
unrecereary, tut 2lso distracting.23

In his attack on tho Re=l ‘recence Carlstadt
had also trie”ly usad two arzurerts which Lutrer
arcwers with correspondin- brevit,. !lowever, we
ehould rcte them well btecruie tra iesues involved
will assume major importance in thz comin: stru-cle
with “win-lie The first one is tral Carlctzdt cail
hat Chriet acconled boiily *nts besven ond doot nLt
c: 1 datn fo te vodily in the sacrarent. Tatiher
thoucht this a childish ari-ument:

F'or vo d9 not say that he comre dsorn fron

hhaven or lezaves his ebole eaptye If tlis

rere B0, this genius Z}drlst ¢t/ would also

Fave to fay that God'c {fon k2d aleon left

hoavan vhan be beca @ ~an in his motheptc
237 « ¢« o Trhis foolish serius is moins

ol
“21b1d., X, 227,
®5r144,. ¥3, 228,
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around vith the childich notica that Crrict
travels up and dovn o 6 o 2 025 noOt
underrtand o o o that he érﬁri"* i” i“ 2l1
placos, ani, as Pa2ul caye: "f1 é uh.
1:73/," It is not riven &> us to iFV‘” 12

Pow it rarpens that oar bread boeosns ard iu
Thrist's b)‘” Mia “ord of Gnd iz trere

vhiich cars it- to tihas we clin~ ard belicve
1te~

Tha oth-r point iz that Carletadt arsucd that
tha pasea~e 'the flosh profiteth nothin-' proves

thgt tha Tpal Proscnce oL Chrizyts fleoch moull be

3

of ro benefit, Tuther replies that hore Chriet is
n>t talkirs o2t ris orn fl20F, but ahoud She fierh,
Le 4id rot say: "'y flech profitath nothir-," but
"Tha flech profiteth nottin-o" TFlzch and Thrict's
fl2sh ar2 tmoy diffarent thin-o. Concornin- i"ia o>wn
f1-ch Chriot e2id:  "Uy flech is mant inteed,"=o
Tut "'f1ach! hera m2ans cerral irt:llach, Till,
underctznin~ a1 gelf-conce2it, 25 Daul rars in Bon,

F15: '70 b2 carnclly ~inded /Tlricohlin: ~acinrat/

27
in death.'“‘) Irn thiec sense "flesh" 13 c:rtalnly o»f
ro proafit, tut it 4s blocphamdiue >y gay thie of

Christ's fl2ch, f3r "h2 ie overy-tors prolit-b
w30
[ ]

(o2

-

[#)
-

»herever 2 i

vt it 35 not sifficiort £oar Taubr-r to

27 wr - t9r
zb;g .y Ky 277

?315kn 5155,
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d2~0lich Crrlotsdt's doctrinne Bo muct corefrlly

errlain the ~rounl’s upon which hic orn docirine
ctandze lic grounds are exegetical, deriv:? fron

kic unisretaniing o7 fovr major texte viich are

"
RITCRER VIEY

concern®? with the s=z2cer

o)

ka first text iec that part of L3 varis of
inctitution vhich partain to tr2 wize, o5 rocorled
ty ITmle 2-d Daul: "This cup i th2 vew testirent 4n
=y blood, which is shed for Jou."”

m™his verce of Tnke and Paul 43 tri-hte
than the -un ar? mi~htier than thun? er.
Trst of all, no onme can deny that ‘o
‘r*”;7 ereas of tha cun, becauce he snyot
his Is the cun.” ecordly, it rroclain
~i~htily that he calls ‘he cup "th: new
tactanent."” Tut it is not poscibla that
te cup chould e a pow tectaent ty mcans
of, an? far the ra'te of, mcra wira, Teloved,
vhat elce ic tha "new t\ut""ﬂ"t" ttan
for-iverers of cine ard life evorloctineg,
earre? er us by Chrict”™ o o If tre cun

.

[ ]
is t5 be a new tescianent, tlors smust ba
camattir~ 4n apd vith it vvickh has Lhe rane
val nrg tra raw tegtaneort, If that 1is pot
Thrist's blood, as be s23g, "in 7wy blooxi,”

t 11 =e what it is tren, 2

Thisz cun is 8 now tesiarcrt e o o Loczie of
tha facb that o o @ é:%rist'¢7 t1lo>3 is there
e + o “hoever, Sherefore rocoivez the cun,
axd thore r ccivos tre tlead of ' rics, sﬁcd
for ug, recelves th2 rew testaent, thst is,
the for~ i"nrc"ﬁ of sinz ornd 1ife cvorlactin -,
“herofore, eaye "uw hor, cipe? Srece vonds
ernlicltly tonch a renl precerce of L1>21 In tha
“TTule 22:7C03 I Core 11:75,
“5? hadakal 1y ~ry
Bl X BRAREK | C_7).
o

»
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vine, it rust als> be assum2d that the words "this
is my body,” thouch they are less evplicit, refer
to the bvread and indicate a similar real presence
of the body in the bread, %V het do I care stout
Carlstadt’s dreams, mockeries or slandeors? T see
here clear, plain, powerful wordec of Cod, w'ich
force me to confess that Christ's body and tlood
are in the eccrament. « ¢ ¢ !'ow Christ is broucht
into the sncranent « ¢« ¢« I do not knowsy dbut I know
full well that the ¥ord of Cod cannot lie, which
here eays that Crrist's body ani btlood are in tle

34

cacramont ™ To Carletzadt, ond to =11 othrers wiio

doutt that the Teal Presconce 1s poceible, Tuther
a~ain offers his illustrations from fire snd iror,
anrd the dunl nature of Cbrist.BS
Tha other three texts are sls> fron Paul,
"he firct of thecs Tuther thirks 1=z absolute proof
of Yis poesition:
""te cun of tleesin~ v ich we blecs, is it
rot ths communion of th2 blood of Chrict?
The bread wrich we bhrer’s, is it not the

commnion of tho body of Chricst”" 305 This
voree is really, I thin%k, 8 thunder-ax

upon the heads of Dr. Carlstadt end ell hi:

mobe This verse han also been tle life=

H
23

Thid., XX, 234,
Thid,, TX, 255-756.

361 Cor', 10:16
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civiny radecire of =y henrt in ~r tenptz2tion

ovor tiris cacravent, an? il ve b2d ns o 2r

versns th*n triz, v8 coul]d still cufflcliertly
3

ctrern; %hon &ll conveisnces vith ity end
poverfully refute all op-ositi~n o o 27
!

Do you ronr, my dear trot'2or? Thsa btren

vhieh iz brolken, or dictributsd in irdiviionl
piccery 4% i~y 1: in, 1% 1z, (k2 ego78) the
e ”r*'“ S AT £Yn hoow or oreick, Tub vloG

If 57 €O~ urion of the bl oF Thriet? T%
¢can te rothin- @lce thaen thot 211 thore wro
t”ke thoiv in?ividial pieca ol *road, tave

the toly <2 Christ in tis c2iee

Iuthcr fiadc further prosf io th: vorce:
"*hocozver c£hall eat t'is tread, ard 2rirt thic cup

of tte Tord, urworthily, chnll te cuilty of th2 boly

g

2nd 1003 o7 Lha Lord."39 "Tre n=atur>y 2rd o tyle of

Ca. i ~ . ¥ ia o

ctr
Ly

larzua-e," eays ILuther, "rejuire that eack on- who
eate unworthily ic suillty of t'z2t vhich ke eats,”
If ona2 eatc the trrend ard drinke the wine unwortlily
ard 1is therehy cuilty cf the tod; and tlood of the
Tord, 1t £0llo- = that tre body end Ylosd muck te in
thre tread and rine,"O

T™e f£irnal vers: whiceh Iutler tuo%tes io: "o
trat eateth and drir’eth urworthily, cuateth ard
frinteth dnrration to himeelf, ro% dicce-rin; the

Tord's body, nl “are Lutter interpretc aul's

2710, ¥R, 735

30 r.A’
‘Tb<4.. /’X. ?37.

3)1 Core 11:27.
40 rron xu, 2nz,

411 core 11:27,

57



neenine es follows: "l'e who ects ord drinks
urworthily Jjrstly desorves judrmen' or purnictnert,
for =ith bhis vnmeortry eatinc ard cdrir’zing Lia does
rot o« o o Giscern tre body of CThrict, :ut precceds
ard trcats vith the Ioré's bread ani vine s thou ot
it vere rere treal arnd wire, eveon thouh it is tie
Iord's body ani Llood."ug

“ut Carlcstadt kad not 4-nored thece rnarac2sg
from "gul, Ye t2d irterproted them in accordance
rith his erphacis on ree~trance, lie escid:
"Zommunion corcicts in tris, that no ore chould
2rinx the “ord's cuvp, excert hin wro understands why
Chrict hze shed hie tlood; 8nd out of gr-oot love ord
tran-fulrecs and srdent rememtrence he ghould drirk
of the Tord's cup, which iz not drun' 2 a tlesesin-

43

rithout the ¢om union of the Torde" ioreover,

unworthy eatirz, Corlstadt said, concisted ir entin;

44

witbout the rezcmorance of Christ, Snd finolly,

"not discerninc" tYe Iord's boly, becave “not properly

. 45
ackrowled~inc" tihe TLord's body. ~

In other worde, Tarlctadt 23?3 ecvorything

correctel with the Inrd's fu_ rer interrcl ard epiritual,

Lo vener .-
‘ .»H-L' :"sc';' 2""‘5‘2"4.

431’1—44 vy Awe?
L l\le g A.‘n' Clile
), T——

Hraa,, X¥, 103,
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45n1a., ¥, 107-103,
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Lovinz acnovled~ent ard pacelnate re e-dronce

are thinr~c which ta’ze place within th opirit of

mnne, uNlter 3in 4vrn dofends the Toel ireccrca 08

an objectlive, corpsral reallt,, oulsr i7lc Vlo g irit
) -

of nane Toxlstadt is on:, he faorye, "tho mnlec

+D . . .
outrae? ard eornorile o e ™t the chiel toxt in
yweztion rara:e

"The bhread rtich w2 breakx is the enmrunion
of the btcldy of Chrict o o " [0r the
tr=3%in~ aof the bread iz cortainly an
outrard, cor;oral thinzxy ro 2sne e~n deny
that ¢« ¢ « Pow c2n the outwnrd dbreaking
ard entint of bread te a epiritual con uvnion,
as I'r, larlstadt esays? Iote th~t also the
unwerthy and the uncodly, 1lie Judns
Incariot snd ceveral Corirtriars (1 Core.
11), performed this breakint and eatin; of
bread. Th2-e zercons have tha ¢oanunion
oi tha u>cy of Chrict, ard »nxvriate of it
) o beara the unavaid~hle conclucion
i= *“°t Dnal Asec rot here £na- of the
epiritunl cow-union, which the rodly slone
have o » « Dut rather of 2 corpar al’
corunlon, which, Jjust lite rl? b::eking
of thre bread, 13 sharaed by bot» thr ~0dly
gnd tre un-2dly.*

In othor words, this comnrunion iz eorpioral, becauce

Taul &9 strongly enphaclizes that thone vho have no
spiritual communion with Christ at all, the unvworthy,

not only rec2ive *he toidy and klood of Chrict in the

sacranert, but incur guilt and ju?lsrnent thereby,

r—
“+D --w—
TWid,, X7, 237,
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For Tauther, the ascertion that this iz a
corporal communion is in noy way cortralietsd by the
/1‘}: .

Thils verca of Faul's now stan?s 11ty a rock
anl ass2ris with force that all thore vhn
breac thiz bread, o2t it snd receive 1it,
rec2ive alsd the hody aof Christ and [arts'e
of 4t. /nd that cannst la spiritunl, »e is
eaid, r2 1t must be corver~l o o o it On
t.e ona hapd, tVis cornoral c¢om union cannot
ba vieivle or perceptitlzy oltivorvire ro
bread vould remain, n tr2 other kand, it
canrn% ba mere bready othzrviae it wH:ld
rat ha a corparal com-urion af th> bady of
Chrict, but of the bread onlv. ”hnﬁﬂf\ra,
erevar the bro~n braed ic, thore oust
alro tha dody of Christ he wresont cor.orlly,
even tRoua h invicibly 42

gP

fact that it takns place irvisibly or imparcep!

3

A11 thie strecs on the corpsraliiy ol thra
T241 Trezencnh oz rimply Tuthar's athenct b
counsoract Tarlstadt's Yspiritualizins," whiceh
ireYted da2nial of the T2al Irasarc? altsrethor,
Rut very chortly “win-1i vill read tore paes wvith
thoipr emnbazias on tha eorporality of tha a3l Presnonce,

take up his pern in protent, and forca Tuthor arain to

defand, and further to explaln his positinn,

Tuthar Dafends the Wew Testament

Tver avainet Carlstadt's meal of remanirance
Tuther haes $o 2e0fond his doctrine of tho rocrocnt

c CGod'es tarbanert of for~iveresse Fer2? tha bh-scic
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Chri -t wag ~an's »arfect evanrnls or rratotrne.

Justifiaation consicted 4n peorfectl undercsaniing

-

and conf rmin~ 4o Chrietls exyanpl-, Taxtbo-te vioe

f Chriety 23 Pa 2x5:12i02 1t in a 1ot ~r to the

clorey of “trascburs, waa raticnlly diffarent:

(>]

Q

L]

I b2 vour preachers, doar bretrren, 69
12nve Tuthar and Carlstadt, an? poiry onl:
to Chriss, and not ag Carls*ads docs, only
to t2 vore of Chrict, aril ths exa-x12 of
Crhri .+, vhich wnag tha 1lonct wart of Liz
mar'ty in vwhich P2 is lie oYbor caintr, tut
to Chrizt as tha cift of Goly or =5 Poul
gaya, tre strer-th of G4, wisdyy a-d
ri-kieousnirs ard canctificatiosm and
reda=ptinn Tiven unto UB ¢ o oF

W

In fact, tr2 icsve in disyute is roally trat

2 £y

Juctification ty foitr verc.cs tha ri ktesuscners

Pr, Corletadt's theslocy /Tlaime Tutvor/
amounts to nothinr more than %3 ¢2ach Fo-

w2 ghoull follow aft:r Christ, 8nil =ntas

of Chriet only an exarrle ard ¢om~and-r,
from wbom nothin~ is learn~® 2veent worn,
e prither Xkaows nor toachten Christ 23 our
trrasure and God's ift, out of which rocults
falt>, which is the hishest thin-; unl
precty 9 emhelligh and to ohocure all thris
with thagse words: "ardent acinowlad moent
paccionzte re~me-hrarce,” and the lile, 4n
therelsra vory nicely fallz osuce arnin frona
foith to worhs o o o

S
"l nith=Tomenmondenca, IT, 279,

50« ~ - 2137.
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Taplstadt Ymatez of Tlrict's worls a clesr comoond

. .
n» moHra thas coroand 508

Sute

ard l=wy “hich dAnas patt
tid us t5 rone ke oan? ze'inoleldsqs bl 03 in
additisn ~xly thie ac'irorlad-ment nothin~ -or2 than
."51

" evafora,” Tather corcivics, "if I,
accordirs to Jorletadtian doctrina, practicx
ranxhravea ard selinnslnd-mert of Ch-irt with sceh
arlor and eayavite, tlat 7 grant Llonl an' bira? to
a ericn ver ity 16 092l all te mothin- nnl a
complote wacka, Uar thara vould rta serel
monk ard vapley it no AfE or Tod's ford o 6

“ensohrares ig indeced an L-t2-ral part of the

Tnrletadt'e
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praschin~ rnd ~roclainir - o0 Chrizt's 22uth of vhieh
Tanl gn2ate, Y e chould roanch of hiny, wion te onidy
Ly graramonty 8,4 ~voclalic t'e To~ w1l it oridae to
etren—thon thit™, not 1.t it rnd 4211y it  thoushis

in th» hea-i 273 e a o0F vt ut ol such re emirance,
AR5 “re (27 lotndb Ar2n-g,"

Carigctadt r23 incirted that - et that
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calvation ral:? ous Tutherts dA-ctrine
forriveness of sins wno ~iven in tha
Fad as much 23 e€alled Teatror a »ma»nict
his pocition, Tuther's reply 1o ronll
~l:2 Yian on eloyuent rectatagnt and
of the ductriva already puabt forxwarl in
f}v! t—‘h., ‘n.-. Msf&-q.annb ”‘_(’ l"h\«,, ﬂq‘~0v1 «n!n

T mmbemes  wn v w b e e e ea -— - >

Rut hara thy precertation is adactetl t

pole=ical eituatinsn, Tuther's o'n abtt
Catholic %octirina of the gncrifica of
tezn, in efl~ect, an insintorce tlaf t
cacrifice mns eboonaN Yy guffsiont ard
ranetiti-n, V% a-ninst Cuarlstads Tut

won in th-

present,  "Docauvrne the boldy and Llonz
recescary to thosa =ho still trave sine
it is fore true at ha 13 river 5
althou~r thisg event hagc alrealy kapreon
1t is rot <ictributed to me, 1t is (5
if 1t pever Ionnaencd o0 72 4 e ."54
™2 effzcetive link tetvesn tha

y {trist worea ~iven and corue
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a thousand tim2s, it would 811 b2 ir voln il tre

ord of God did not come, distribula it, bLestow 1t

upon ne, an? eay: This ehall Lo thinz, t2-2 it and

w55

kav2 it for thine »wn, Thecoforz, "Thrist hoso
placed the rorer and mi-hrt of his panscion in tre

gacrament, that we misht draw noa- oA £12d 1t in

that very place, accordins to tha declaratinsn o>f the

3

wordg, 'thiz 1s my bold;, miven {»rr vou for the

Thua Tuthert's doctrine 0% 4ra gnera-ont iz

tte now t-oclhinment 4s prodicote: action

(¢}
$"ll

RS
J
¥
n
lase
[
'—’0

totwron i earrine o7 Ooroivences in oreral, and

the d'atritutioson of thnt €£orn~iverces to 1ndividualsse

e treoet of tho forsiveress of sins in two
vaysde irct of g8ll, in v st nunper 1t 4c
ohta‘nrd and earr:7; sccon?ly, in wr-g
mapner it in Sisirithuted sxd Loctomed, 1%
i3 true, Choist earn 4 1t on tha crore, kut
ra2a did not distritate or i t

i
erogne 1o th2 Toprdls Munn
he2 d@3d not earn ity bhut he
And civen it in U ab very
ford, as in tio {ogpel, vl
e o o DInw if T »ich t5 Lav

Jorciven, I must rot rin to U

trere T vonlAd find forrivencss not ye

digtrihuted o o o Dut ratl > I murt 0 to

tha rncrn*owt or tha Onornel, mhera I find

the vord, which &lstributer, boztors, offers

a~d «ives to ne the for-lvaress sn on tro
S AT N apeh g

~rorre lereilire Lutiior

2 o ok
eorrvactly thalt vhaedever oo a conecisrce
toabled Tooedn el sk Lra gsacreoent

. '
p-i ge2't confort, roat “ron the btzild end
mirc, nor freom tho Loy ard Llood of Thrist,

cr

s .7 H o ~r
I‘-)“-'.. hd. g c./“.
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tile, X7y 2716



but rather from the ‘ord which in the

ercranant offers, bestows and cives the

tody and blood of Clirist, as it wus given

and ehed for us.~s

511 of trisc is einn»ly a reascertion tla
God's "ord ig "tre povwer, the nature, and tle wnhole

arce” of the sacrarent.53 e fird also that

G

t
the dictinctinn betwsen "ord 2nd sin ic still
mairtained, only the ord bein of uncordibiocnal
impartances "Tor if only tread arnd wine vere there,
as they say, but still the words vere there: 'tale,
this is my body, iziven for jou /. . . for the
reiission of =ing/' ektc., Ly virtue of these sane
words the forrivenaes of sins ~0uld be in the

59

sacrament,"”” "o Tather ctill wishes it to be
understood that the central el

of the sacramert is nof the “eal “recence, bub tre
bectoral of the forriveness of sing throu-h the orad

of

]

(&5

0l o

But in this traatice Trather has add2d to his
earlizr dzclaration that the ord bectows the
for-iveness of sins the similsr declaratina that the

“ord also "offers, bestoxg ond rives the hody and

tlood of Christ, as it wags riven and shad for us.”

57 hid., ¥X, 275,

58?9@ above p. 37, note 3%7.

53 vra, ¥x, 276,

75






vhat then is th2 relationchiyp batireon tie tegtoral

of the forciveress of sius aud tho Lest.val of the

Y

body an? blond of Christ? ~e r»acall Gi-1 Ia Lis

Ciccvos 2 ¢f the words "this cup ‘s L e o

tectaront in ~y Llood," “ulher apnarertly ey irtecs
the two: "wicoovep , ., 4 reccives ‘1 cun, and
th~r2 recnive: Lho blood of Chrici, <he? for uoc,
recelves tre rev tagtecerg, ttat ic, re farcivene
58
. T o e L A te: Y@ con
of eing ond Iil¢ everlactivg,! Thils is rearcely

rore than a roocine thourht, bLut ors ~hich could

pertang Justiflied in conjecturir- £ 0t in the Yack

v e Fe ¢crn Creve the gicxifterree o0 'l n gocore on
ard *hoe Tl receree in tre gacroiernt ints Lose
Xird ¢f L lnoral, ircensrabtlic pralalliontip, wlilc!

can ecconlick thic te v21ll raturcll; ctrer-tlcon

Tn the lon~ rony foodret trs Uesvarly

Drort~te 313 rot gettle anythir-, Actu~ll,, s ve
D &/ (9

crall e~0y "utier ven pot rearly o succeccful in

-
Y e 8bove, p, A5, note 3%,
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Tarletadt's vicms or tha Tord'y Cuweoir had
rot fallon entlircly on Joaf eare, fur (hiire war
ol re who s fre orprivirs at anl roris ely Lie ea e
conc’ simo ab ep . ronlintely tha coue time, OYief
g7y~ *these ~ag Ulrich Trin~li, leal r© of the
Leforotion in “-its-rland. Upon rez=dir; ore of
Carlctsdt's worte on the Tord's Cupwr Toin 1i
vreata:  "Carlctaodt's weenin does ros dioglouce

l ¢ . ¢ but rYis words e
e nl Y

5 ¢ Al - 3 R} v - LI N | “ A - h ]

win il ves leased wilh Carletadt'c ductrino, bu
- -~ v . o2 re 4 1 > 3 N

rot viti: Lis ¢loon lulce Uwircll -ile it his

Yis mabture doztioing of the sacrzant in his Tasion
”
2 [ alttew FPan " outeraibly a personal la2iter to

" ey - ey 1 s .
cdwin~li kad poal Carlcotadi's
-L(-\_m‘--\‘ - '.ﬁ,.?\~..- -!(\:1 b4

- e - - R . X
CeConC=na,id bthe cuutence o1 Lo
""‘"Hr" Tieb Yo, cee al ave 1.5,

Julde, XVIL, 1712-72, Dated 15 lovener 1L04,
pUbi¢wu3& in "acent 1775, The e'itiss uUiea nere ic
s2rmen translation of the corimineal ILautin texte



a Lutheran pretor, but which was widely circulated

anrd eventually publiched, Fe restated th- g2me views
3

in his Com=ontary on Trns ord ©olce Tali~di

S S etv . Gdr v ¢ & - A

it liched two montts efter the spuearsnce Hf Zuther's

Ar~inrct the T'esvan)y Pronbete, Althoush Luther is

not mentisrned b ngee in elther vwor™, ~uch cf ~in-li's

ercunent ic olviously directed axnirct Tuther's
doctrine of the Tord's Supper,

Tt is no% surpricins that thece two “eforners
fy'nd1 thrroalvee in fundamental dicvarr2ensnt on majinr
thenlozicnl issaez, for they cnre “rom antlrely
diffzrent rockrowndz. Zminsli, althou~h a rpriest,
vag never a mont nor a dockor »f thenlo~-, Fis
eiucntion var nredosnminzntly hunanictic, rroundied
firmly in the classics rathar *han in scholasticisn,
Thus he wns alwaya rmore of A rationalist azd less of
a nvstic tinn Luther., He was rever th2 Catlslie's
Catholic tnat t*2 youn~ Luther waz, and congejuently
ha ¢2naprally deported farther €ron Catholic dnetrine
and nractice in his reform than 4id ths escentially
concervative Tuther, Ani hile each r~for-ar

r2co~nized the Fibhle as thae snle anthority in

5 R TP

Clir nce Lovin cller, cd.,
tha “7””"*“7r’““~“ 0f illdraish Todnl
10 )y Vole iiie HGLCHLL2D Cilod &5 L y1avtany,
Orisinal Tsmtdin »A3%%an nubliched in “urchi 1,20



relicion, th2ir interpretationrs diverzed on important
igcuecs becsuse their presuppositions were different,
as ve crall soon ree,

Re that as it 1ay, the fundaqental thaslozicel
differences between Luther and "min~1li are f2r rore
subtle than tre differences tetveen Tutlier and
Carlstadt, or retween Tuther an? the “oman Church,
“winsli's doctrine of Justificntion was 2lso
Justification bty feith alones Lt the larburcg

Colloquy (1%23) Luther and Zwingli declare? their

other major doctrinal points.4 Cnly on the Tord's

fu ner did they fail of complete sccord, Tut thre
disagreement was eincere, and fourded upon real ard
fundamental differences, which unier the circurnst-onces
proved incapable of cowpromise or reconciliation,

'@ sball now examine those differences,

“win~li's attitude toward the Teal Precsence
is 8t the ront of ris rhole interpretntion of the
Tord's Tupnere !'e inclsts that the Feazl Precence
iz contradict2ad Y recassn, experizrnea, ard f2ith
itcelfe Te doncs not bhesitate to ooz "ilow can ib
ra that ;ou gho13 e ¢o pelled t5 telicve that vhich
¥ou canrot ceoe tn te possible?"5 Trh@ evidence of

4‘Eee tl.e '~rrur~ Artic

)
v

] :’ "'T."'T, :‘:“"JII. 1’3-;';."’43.

<

~

[~
“Cemmentary, pe 215,
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our own cences tells ua trat the ezl rocence

cannot be Twirn~1li re.jects trarsubctantistion as
follows:
If he /[Crrict/ 1s pracent liternlly and
eszentia2lly in tha fl:sh, then in the
fl:sh re is torn apart and percecptitly

Tocticzted o 6 It is evilent, threr, that
the fl-:zh 1s not there literally ard
¢corpairillys Tor if it rere, its macs and
substance would ta r>rc91veu, ar? would be
vrecoed with tle teeth o « ¢ In! cince we
Ao rst cxperi-nce or perczive ary such
precence, it follors that the wordgs of
Chriz%t cannot refer €9 physical flech and
blyod,

To for “inzgll Chriet's boldy is eitihier prosent
prrceptibly or rot at all. There iz no midAdle

sround, Thverefore te will notb allow Tulter to ta’e

the ward "is" literally but yet den, transubntaniiation,

"If -e take the word 'is' literally o o o then
necacsarily the substance »f btreed bhng to be charoed
cHh™plately into that of fle'h., ‘'ub that aecans that
tha trrad iz no lonser thaera:. Therefore it is
irpoesitle t9 raintain that the trea2d renaing, hut
that in or under the bread th2 flech is eaten., lotice
how utterly unreasonable this josition iz,
Trerefore "winsll trints it iz a coiplete

contradiction in ter s t5 makte tle Teal lr

(]
143
o
HAd
[¢]
[¢4]
[\¥]
]

G, ¥. Promiler, ed. and trars., “in-li ond
PuT’i*Nnv vol. NUIV of m%n TAhrare o  ~riztian
1CS zTonJon, 1953), o0 12 ToeATs TLoor (1523),
““- i\’“?)’, pre 1:0-101, " iereaitor ciboq a8

“winrl{ and T~ullincar,

81.



article ~f faith:

Tet us se2e now ‘Te writes/ how finsly

trese thin~s fit tomether: Py falth ve
believe that tie bodily e-d convitle [lesh
of "hrict ic Yere 'recort, "y faith

thir~s quite ra2mnte from gence are *~lieved,
vt 2ll bodily thinrs are ego entirsly tiincs
~f eence that unlzec they are p=2rceived kb
cense thay are roat bodily. "herefare, to
believe ard to rerceive Ly sense are
ersertially differerts “te-rva, tharefl=re,
vhat a -onstrosity of epeech this ie: 1
belisve that I eat the sensible and bodily
flesh, *or if it is bodily, there is no
need of faith, for it is perceived by sence
e « o« ©On the othar hand, if your eatins is
a natter of belief, the thinz you telieve
carnot he sensible or todily + o« ¢ In
short, faith does not compel serse to confess
trhat it perceives what it does rot poereceive,
tut it “raws ng to the irvieitle_and fixes
all our hopes on that /Tleb, 11:17, Tor it
drelleth not amidst the sensible arid

tolily, and hath nothins in common t%crvrith.7

411 thie of covrrce deriss the assumption underlyin-~

both the Catholic 2nd Tutheran doctriner of the

“eal Presence, namely, that outwsrd sersitle forme,

gsuch 8s bread ard wipre, can e media of the Divire,
*sreover, on the basis of the abov> ar-u~ents,

7winrll lzaves him-elf orly two rpossible alt:rretives

in interpretin~ the tevt, "This is my body." First,

it can be taken 1itorally, which, as Twin~1i sces

o}
o]
]

it, means accertinz transgubctantiation in the crulest
poscibl: for~, "For if the 'ias' is tn be talen

literally, then ve =ust eat the bodry of Crrist with

7

Commentary,  ppe 213?}14.




its flach, bLornes, veino, rorfves, 2-row ord othor

vivhore which T 111 f=rbhe-r to mention: four CHd
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in%o tr2 d:zfonre of tie gy-tolicsl intorgoesztation of
b2 gccraqert, Lo dooo rot Oollow Corlesedt'e lead

in irtoerprestin. €12 vords ol inctitution, Lub rojocts
Carletadi's ta-zarin- ~its toubtn cn {12 €372 roun’s

R e . [ P4 R 1 Lol R H O
iU LUUICTe Zwin+1li {ocusos ric atiecntivn on

e word "is." He volnts 2ut thet fceripgbiore 1v full
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thi2 wmeanine io obviosucly rob litersl, cope i li,
but the word "ir" or its relsted forae shoulld e
inteprrote? ae "ol -mifiec,” Coinc i trar s CRic o is

87wingli and Bullinger, p. 199.
oMIss, XVII, 1521-22.

t
sincli theows hin €1l vholelearta1ly
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8lso the real =e¢aninc of tha words "this is ny
tody:" "'Take and eat, this sipsnifies my body,
which 1s given fr you,' Theref .re t-is is cortainly
the meanipec: ‘'Take end eat, for this, vkick I now
comnand you to do, will sicnify to you, or ke a
commemoration of, my bodv, which is row civen for
yous for he inmadiately thareaftar addeds 'this do
in renewbrance of me.'"10

Thus, likte Carlstadt, Zwin~li makes of the
Lord's Supper si=nply a memorial ceremony, etrippinz
from 1t i1ts traditional role as 2 means of grace.
Fe thinxs that the clear intention of Christ in
institutin~ the sacraments was simply to l=ave

11l

beiiind a cercenony in manory of his cdeath, 'his
ceremony c¢2n in no way be gaid to dispense the
forcoiveness of sins, eithor in tle Catholic or
Lutheran definition of tha process, TFor this i3 tre
property only of the death of Christ, which is
eternally sufficient for the sins of tha faithful,
The sacrament merely symbolizes or calls to mind that

19
hist rie sacrifice,”"

In fact, for 7winzli, the real
purpose of the sacrament is not to sr-nt so27e toon to

the individual, but to serve as a corporata ceremony

mn’id. [ XVII’ 1522"’23.

11,44, ¥vII, 1527,

}irbia., XVII, 1527; ¥¥, 441, note 23 Comsartopy,
Pe 270
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of thacksgiving ard confession of feith:

Tince this meal of the T.crd o o o hag been

inctitrted in order thst =e ghoull re-c-ber

Christ's death, which tre suffcred for uc, it

is clear that it is a =i n vherely thoce

vho trurt in Chrict's death and tlood

vitness tefore their brethrea that they

have such faith,l

Vhen in the thanksgiving, in conpany with

the cornsrre~ation, you partake »f tre twd

elerents of bread and wine, all th~t you

do is to corfess publicly_theat ;ou balieve

in the Lord Jesus Crrict.l%

The chief cornerstone of Zwingll's defence
of ris cymholical interpretation of the words of
ipstitution is the passage: "It is the epirit that
quickaneth, the flesh profiteth rothin: (Jorn 5:53)."
Like Carlstadt, re interprets t"is pascare as
referrin~ to Christ's flerh, Thie entithecsis
betveen "flesh" and "epirit" in 7.ingli'e wind is
but a more snecific corollary of his ascertion of the
inco=zpatability of thin-:z of serse with rattasre of
f+ithe The exact origin of Uwin~li's rationalistic
otiections to the Real Presence is not certzin, btut
it ecems only reasonable t» ascume that tie cuauce
lies somevhere in his humanistic tr=2inins. One
comnentator gug-acts that "perisps the ravival in

kumanicn of the clagrsicz2l duality of soul and tody,

Yren, xviz, 1523,

14794ne11 and Pullincer, p. 1973 Com-entors,
Pe 2N,




derivin: fron “rptisn, led 7winsli to Lis
position."15 At any rate, “win:-li gives a ratier
thorourh expocition of his interpretation of the
toxt "ithe flech profitceth nothin—," alon . with

tho contert in vhich 4t occurs (Jshn 5:22=35),
dev2lopins tho hi~shly sirnificant srcunert tlat
participation in the substance of the tody and

b102d8 of Christ is totally irrelesvant to the
Christiar faith, Fere, btriefly, iz that interpreta-
tion:

"he croxd which had witnesced Chrisct's
feediny of the five thoucand came geexin; hin :
efter he had departed from them, Jerceivin- that
they sousht kim tecsuse trelr tesllies had teen
filled, Chiricst took the opportunity to toach then
of spirituzl food and spiritual eatirn:: YI am the
bread of 1life: ke that cometh to me chall never

hun~er; and te trat believeth on m3 shall never

1

)" Ty thils, says Twingli,

L

wm

thirst. (John G:3%5
Christ meant that thoce who cone to Christ, or truct
in kim, will never as2in suffer t'e "hwurzer of
despalir o o o for all tiioce who truct in Hia are
8lr~ady certain that thay are Goli's childran « o o

bacauwse they have within thenselves the pledse, the

I/L 'ril Co Pichardocon, 7win~1i and Craa-cr on
the Tuchupiet (‘vur ton, Ille, 1.%.,y De il




{pirit, trrou;kh vhkich trer lrnow trat they bhave teen

recorciled vitr Cod thrnuph Gnd o o Clrict
clearly indic tod Irn vhat rmaprer he is tre focd

0% the goul viar he egaid: "Verlil;, verily T ocoy
urt: rou, h2 that believeth on m2 hath evaclasting
life, John G:47)e T &xm the 1livin- »read vhich
came down fron reaver., If any -&n ect cf tris
breal, he shnll live forever: and® tho treal trat
I ~111 ~ive is ny flesh, which I vill lve for thro
1ife of th2 world (Jokn 6:21." lere 7rin~li

paraphrasec Christ's words as follome:

"The tread of which I now preach ic nothing
else than that oy flesh, vhich yout cee lers

prerent, vill re given for the 1ife of the

Torld o ¢ o« In trhat I an cecrifice? for the

world I shall be the fond of tr2 aoul,
thirourh which you obtain your hope and
Yaennaa certaln of the roere: of God o o »
o the bread, that iz, tre food of the
soul, vhich I have pronised, is my fleshy
rot, as you thinlr, as it lives and

assoclates with you, bubt in 83 far as it is

gacrificed for tie 1life of th* vorld o o o
01 tresa words el 47, r'1 we clearly
learn that Chr;et*s *leOh ic the fyo0d and
hone of the human soul only in s> far gae
it is slain f{or us,

‘E

Therefore, says “wingli, th~ pascare: "xcept

yo eat the [lesh of the Ton of amsu, and drire%k his

blood, ye have no 1life in yo:1 (John 3:53)" is a

metaphorical puassase in vhich Christ sjantes "eating”

with "belleving,”

E7e
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For thooe viio eut hiére Cdo not eat in a

Pty sical nﬁnnar, and thqt mhich i eaten

is zot the bk)u*, vhich e 2y a1c to Lhe

£enscs8 . o « That vhich man p““CequG ith
t ¢ cencas ueI\A‘s Uy thie or wnp ol ecnle,
Tut sinca one's resbers (or orzans of cense?)
bave hvtllﬁf to 1roduce here, (us ratier
svarything occurs in“araly, what ic tle
r.eCLS‘ibJ. or L)l’ . L.AL-; su.ut & b’“"v Ui
substance in so far 55 it is a sitastance?
Topr Crrict is rnot the food of the eivl in
Such a mann=r o « ¢ tud rat o2 in £o uar os
22 kwe leen slain aceordii - Lo Lis Lollly
natvra o ¢ o ‘hoever, th2r-fore, tr' btz in
Clrisy vio died for him, is already iuvnrﬂlv
strencuhcned by Chrict's boly anrd blood, .‘nd
if he <14 not Lrued in Chri *" decat!, vhot
crester 0921 than the noarioh“e't 2 troe
Loy vonld recult fro- the incistaice upon
eatinzg Christ corporal’"? Sor 1t remains

~— by

forever tru2 that "that viicli is Lorn of the
fla5h is flesh," and furtrer, "thit vhist

is born of tle Tpirit is opirit /Joln 5:;7."
ThLerefore hrist int:nds hzre a ¢piritluai
extirs e I7 we ¢2 not Lelieve that hLe
has diad qnl ghed bis blao for us ve crall
bave no _ife. rurtier, il we ent hie {logh,
that i¢,y telieve that hh died for vz, and
drink kis blsod, ttat is, firxly teli-ve
that ris blood vas shed for ve, thon ‘hrict
ig in ve and re are in him cotn G:iS 7, Tut
is Chriczt corporelly pres in anyoae? Of

o 0

couree not, Then vrx do ve wWr&EnTLg €
the eatirg of the tody? Yor one eutv his
body wion ore telieves tiiat he cdied Ior us,.

“wirrli thin¥s that if it could be muintoired

that trer2 vae ary spirituel tverelit ip the corporal

prriicipation in Chriet's tcly, it woeld zlco have

to te maintained that there are tvo vays ¢f szlvation,

orne by fei

o

9,

try &nd ore by corpeorally estirn; Chricet's

vhich ic avcurd, Muwrthermore, Thrist said:

"Tor the dbread of God is he which c¢ometh down fron



heaven, ard giveth life unt» tre world. [Jobn ~133/."
"But Christ's body &id rot come dorn fron haaven,

but vas born in the body of the Vir-'in o « « Chricst
rives 147e to the world in so far as lHe ie Tnad and

3}
L]

=t

[

the fon of Col, ro%t as f1l

[3+]

Tut, "vinvtli concludacs, tke Je & vho heard
Crrict —dstaerly took Christ's vords literally, and

wer@ horrificd ard offended beceura they suproced him

.

to *e com~andin: the literal eatin: of hic flech. To

Y

correct thic miztalen impression Christ saicd:

"It is *re epirit that quic? ‘reth, the flesh
profiteth nothinx: the words that I spenk
untn you, they are spirit, and they are
life « o " ihat could lLave been ore
ewphatically stated in order to overthrow
a1l the fables about the corjiorsl and
ecger.tial tody of Chrict in tre secras-ent
than thie: "the flesh protfiteth nothin~"?
But shall ve now gey that Christ rzave
csomethdn vhich is of no protit: Fsr from
ittt . . « Tor ve will hold before them
PeCay Lutlwﬁ‘{] th:is word 8 e ehiz2ld and
ayt: Ceace {rsm this your earnsl visdon,
or "the flesh profiteth rotbin—e" hat

s rrofitahkle tkan Arewers lhat which
cllove: "the vords which I epeak unto
na, they are spirit and tr-y are life,"
rat worés: ".hoso eateth ny flech ard
drin-eth my blood bath etornzl life /Jokn
&1 cL?o" vhat kind of flech? Phat zind of
tlood? ot that vhich has bodily humors,
ror that vhich has vei-It, bul that which
we acknowledse in our reart t> be a pladre
of ouvr salvation, because oi tiuo f2ct Llat
it hns teen elain upon the crces for us,
If we tellevoe these words end tarbor then
in our reart, they brinz us eternal life,
For ve ere justifiad by faith alone,1o

AL e

£, XVII, 1513-1512,

2D



To make hir care even more corvinecin-,
?wins-1i, li%e Carletacdt, screerts the impossibility
of tlre Renl) Precerce on the baris of Chrict's

bodily ascencion irto henver. Lork 10110 readg

"Fe wng received up irtc heaven, anrd sai dovn et the
rizht rard of God." Ircenically, Trincli, the
ckenpicn of rmetaphsr in feripture, irriete that the
megnins of this passare was aticoclutely literal, Bt
it harmonized vell with Jvirrli's roneral view to
confire Chrirt's body to a local prererce in heaven,
Therefore, be srys, since it is not the property of
a todiy ts boe more than one place at once, tha
coryoral vresence of Christ in the sacrenment is

17

inposeible,

Ye have scen that 7winmli reiced the zave

izpues and used cop-rovimately +la cate armuments a

"

t
Carlstadt, Tuit we hava alco scen that he develeoped
his case in far rreataer datsil, ard vith graster
l:-ical ard exe~etical s%ill. ¥aually as imnortan
as "wingli's case against the poositility of the Tcal
Presarce was hia case amainst its desiralility. He

defended the propnocition that th2 Feal Presence is

entirsly Leside ti.e point in tre Chriztian relisicr,

1/

‘win=li and I3-1llincer, ppe £17=015,

20,
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Yore than that, it is absolutely opuoced ty
Zwin~sli's unierstanding of tie doactrine of
Justific=tion ty faith alnrre, TLuthar has rot had
to face such a challanme btafore, for his Ccotholice
oproncnts shared his belief irn tra “enl Freserce,
and Carlstsdt's attack had concentrated on othaer
igcues, If Zwingli's armunerts canrot be refuted,
Tuther's doctrine will fall, This is indeed a

serious challenge,

Tuther's Reply

There was a lapse of more than a year and a
balf between tre publication of Zwinsli's Commentary
and the appearance of TLuther's firct reply. lowever,
the interim was not a time of quiet, Theologlans
in Cermany and twitzerland were takinz sides in the
dispute and soon a veritable theologiczl war wes in
procress, For example, ir “eptember 1525, Joharrnes
Cecolampadius of Rasel, & close acsociate and
supporter cf “ringli, publisted a tract erntitled

Trug g4 Ze=l Y22rnine of tre fordg of thes Tord,

L

'This is 2y Body,* hoping to win the Tutheran cler:y
of Cwaotia over to the Zwinslian view of the sacranent,.
VWhereupon a group of fwabian pastors, unler the

lendership of Tohannes Brenz, replied w»it!: a tract



called the Cwabian Eynzranma, in which they
virorously defended Luther's view, o it wert,
with each cide trombarding the other with tracts
ard lettors, until 1t beca~e anparent that tle
gsacranent vhich both sidne aclnovle?~ed to te a
sytol of Thristian unity vras tre cource of a
bitter cleavace in the rans of thz2 reforners,
tieanrvhile toth sidez vere awaitin-~ a
definitive statemnent from Imther hiwcelf, Tut*rer's
d21ay was dine in part to the fact trat he was an
extre~ely tusy nnr, involved in the tac: of foundirg
g rcw church, 7ut 7ore important, ke was restudying
the fcriptural eviderce on the cacra-ent and
re-gxaninin~ his whole doctrinn in tiz 1i-%t of
7min~li's attacze Fhercin~ fron tris ctulr nore
c¢onvinced than cver of the eorrectnesce of his own
doctrira, Tutror Aefond2d 1t in threo trootie~g:

Sammnon Tongernin~ tha Tagrasant of tha Tads ant TInnd
Sa— L ]

el Chrirty Agnirct the Faratical fpirite (7all of

525)313  That Thaes Fords of Chrict: 'This ic v

—— bt

BoAdy' etcey Ttill Stand Firm Acainet ths Tonakical

Lo

Tepmon yon dﬂﬂ Tnagramert doa Teiboo nrd Flutes
i

== . ” - VT Ty
Crodetl wiior i3 ﬁ\*"“ =1h,-r. Ly 4y [flr=f20e
TEIR 11'C Toply vag yeroiimsaor- urd fhleianes flan
Pia Vmadd-t dpz t"f‘f?'l_’-':i :*r crhive Tupiorav e
iz [ooFrer | arch 15270, IbLu., Loy 1104=1123,

92,



Spirits (April 1527);19 and Concerninr the Tord's

D

Supper, A Confession (lMarch 1‘528).‘?O

Tather did not take Zwinrli'e attack on his
doctrine gracefully, In fact, in sonz passages 1t
is obvious trat his volatile temper rot the better
of him, Ilot only does he rage against Zwingli and
his follovers es servants of the davil ard hcretics.21
but even resorts to personal atuce, accusins “wingli,
for example, of theologizing "like a filthy old

sov.'22

Reprehensidble as such acrimony may e,
Luther was not without provocation, I% was paturally
a8 gallins end embittering experience for him to have
the doctrine he regarded as the hard-won truth fron
the Yord of God openly attacked, not by Fomanists,
which would have been understandable, but by other
reformers, The air of condescendins superiority
which 7winrli ternded to assume in his writin-s 4id

not soothe matters any, Furthermore Tmther was

I;Daaz diese Vorte Christi: ‘'das ist in Leib!'
tCey noch fes s%eﬁen wider die Dchwar
%Eﬁ?, YT, 760-89%, Zwingli's reply wes

2

2OVom Abendmahl Christi, Bekenntnisz, MISS, XX,
8941105, ZwIngEi'a rep[% was Antwort auf Luthers
%%%&ggﬁ%%gg vom Abendmahl Chris®l (Au-us® 1528),

oy 9 o
lurss, xx, 762-770.
221p1d., XX, 925,

— e —

Worte: as ist mein leichnam, ewiglich den alte
iInIf?en Finn haben werden (Tune 15'575, 1614,

93
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outrar~ed ty Jecolanpadius'! =adekint atsartion that
the Tutlierans worshipped a "balked tread 5od," and
wera "caralverous dovourers of Uod's floshk™ and

ol
"grillers »f “od's blood.""” rut Lur -ain interest
kera is not Tuther's riled termper, but the substsace

of his reply to IZwingli.

The "ord snd the Real Presence
Tuthar's cace for the Teal Fresence rosts

solely upon his litaral interpretatisn of th2 words
of institutione 1In the last chopter we evariined in
goma detall Luther's evegetical ar~unents for that

treatis

[y
&)

literal interpreotation., The title of h

of 1527, ~hat These "ords of Christ , o o Ztill

— -

“tand o o o 1ndicates that his ground re-sins the
same in his conflict with Zvinpli, as inleed it
does:

llere now stands the verse /TTlhis is oy
body' ctce/ and reads clearl; and
distinctly trat Chriet gives “is Lody to
eat vhkea e distributes the brezd., ULpon
that we take owr stand, and also believe
and teach tt'at ons eats Christ'’s tody
trily snd corporally in the Iord's Luj.per.
Eubt Low this tukes place, or in wist ussner
ke is in th: bread, we do not know, nor are
we S“ppO"Od to know Loomas b L:l‘PJJ t‘
cord of Goi, and "ot prescrite lin
n(.thOuu for himec o

“E"dcn revrddenen urd gebacienen Gott o o o
Gottorfleicchfrcsser und Cattesblut9&¢fnr " from
Tecola mraﬂi“"' n*vo”f sl Tartherg \orrunn Tun

=T ey
f wn'mn m'ull 1‘ev1C~L‘ [y

¢ 2
lux.. L sle

f‘i’T‘\.i‘.' ')"X' 777' Cf 7;/.




hActually it is entirely rsatural for Tuth:r
to accept thie literal meaning of the toxt as procf
because doing so harmonizes conzleszly rith his
doctrire of th2 "iord of God.," For Inihrer, tre
Yord is much mcre than sizply the Rible, F ic &Hhs
activea will of God, Th:g tre Tord nct orl;r laclarac

-

the Z:ca3l .rosencc, bub alzo cauces ite This hno

been inplicit irn Tather's thoushy cince Ye firct
state? his doctrine of the Lord's Turpar, Tut in

tr2ze later works 4t iz rors ¢lenrl; cxtrezc2?, To

v

11luetrate w2t ho maang Tutter refers %o tha
doctrine of the virein birthe

Hsow dnes '‘=r, his wother, heco-e ~r2-nant?
e [he knowsno nary and lher Liody is
1nviolafe- yet a trua, patirel child oith
flech and blood is counceived in Liar body

o o o 52w% doeg this come ak~ut? Tho

nneel Gatriel brincs the ¥ords '"iBehold,
thou chalt conceive_in thy womh, ard tring
forth a son" etc. Juuke 1:31/ o o o lere
no onm can deny trat 4he povar codmes throuch
the TYorde 4And just ac one canrct dony that
sha is nnde prormant t'“J“j“ the Yord, a»d
o one l'novs how it hagppenrs, it is t're gnne
Fare /Tn the Tord's Ou; 25, For ng £oon as

gk
Chrizé esys: "this i my %o@y,“ Iia Loﬁy is
there torou=h the A

And thae norar of the
Poly Upirit, 3a3ln 55:3 L‘ “or h, rpnie end
it =ns cone:7. TL tire Yord is rot thore,
it ie rerae iread; but if the ~ords nre sdied
th it, th ﬂv bri" ritky thom Lot to wihich
they r:imr

)
30
%)

In the 1iastituticn of the2 cacratent Jhxict

conended:s Ythice do in remcxbronce of e,

SOIbil., XX, P41=742; cf. X7, 50=331,

D
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argues that Christ referred not only to the
ceremony of eating and drinkinz, but also to the
consgeration of the bread acd wine, thus binding
him:elf to be precsent wherever Chrictians celebrate
the eacrament.26 Therefore, "he is truly there
vhenever we cpeak the words /of inetitution/ over
the bread 4 ."27 To Zringli's objection that
tris is notkir~ btut a resurrection of the Roanish
prieathood,28 Luther replies trat this is not =o
because ;roper consecration depends enlelr upon the
power of the “ord and is not dependent in any way
upon tke sacerdotal character of the ministrnnt.29

For Luther's own conscience no more proof
is necessary, nor ie& any more convincing proof

possibles Eut his vwhkole position is seriocusly

challen~ed by Zwirsli'e ersument thet the true mearing

of the wordc of institution is not literal, tut
metaphorical, If thic ig true, then Luther's
doctrine cannot stand, becouse it would necessarily
follow th;t the words "this is my body" were not
intended to indicste a rsal pres=znce, and God's vord

doc8 not accomplish that which it dose not irtend,

26rp44,, XX, 920,
27Ibides XX, P41
26rpaa., XX, 1121,

ZgIbid. - n. 918.



Thepefor:, Tuther's principal torlk in trece trree

trzatices musct be to refute Twinrli's sr-umonts for

the —etarhoricnl interpratation, ard marstal 2ll the

eviience poccitle in esup-ort of the 1liteoral

internretation,

itility of the Tezl frecscnce
7o Verin vitk, Zather ie not imyresced by

Z-in~11'c cvservation that "is" orten nouns

"signifies" in fceripturce "everybody knows thlat."

Tt =urt e rroved berond any doubt thai tlc words
"t is is my Uody™ ere sleo a wetaphor ard gorvok
o ta'en 1lite “3113.51 Tuttesr $hin'ze that Twinsli

tae faillal to do thic, ard Yz will rot n?-it tle

retorhorical interpzretaticon tecnuce Ye thinks thrat

the vreriecec upen vhich it rests are foleoe.
"wir-11 hntd cited Chrict's sseencicn into
Yeoven to =it at the risht bkond of God ss proof

that the courporal pregence of Christ's boldy ord

blocd in the sreramert ia iwnocoi®™las  Ths underly

ing

gocumpticn 1= thot esince 4t 42 robt the rr rorty of a

body to te in ove thrn one plece &t a ti-ec, “hris

3

hody connaf s ni uitaresusly in Yonvon ol in the

::{_! -
““iuther to Crecory Cncel, 5 Tovenber 1906,
nith-’ﬂ”"c”“*"*"*”’, IT, 242,

NN

creer hlats r 3-.
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ir.finite nunbter of places on earth vrhaerce the
gacra~anrt is bocln: celebrnted, Luther re-~ards

this armunent as nothinis Lut a cheapy reduction of

4

"
relisrisus =yctery to the linlts of human reasone "
ney

ow can we @ caortain,” e asks, "that it is rot

possible for a bady to he cimultoreosucly Ir broven

. = -t d 1] o £ %, [T B ey ~ b}
ard I $va Terdta Dupper throusr Yhae novere 08 €0,
-~ - (ol - ~ . v .o ]
cinco Cod's pover haa noither -eaturs nor linit,

- 5 O - -t AT . .~ Y- 2
and Anes trin-s whicli reason cannst ennrolond, but

P - h B4 e n ... 4 &
mact ei»pls b2 ballaved ATE~r all, "wit

\N

rathinT shall be Lnmmassidbla (Tuke 1:272),"7

Troxa this point of view Zwirr~li's obiection
i3 both irrelevant ard impious. There is »n roum
far doubt that Cod can caine tha situltarnesus

yreronce of Christ in henven and in the sucrament,

P
<

toirm a marter polealcict Tauther reallzes that

to meke Y1z caesa esnvirnelns te muet sormabow damonstrat

th> pleusihility of such a parad-xlcal occ. rance.
Fe gsee’rs &5 &5 this by tarnins tha tablen on Poin~li
and arcuisns it the fact thnt Corict clits eb Lhe

ri-ht hand of Cod 4in Yanven cuprorntes rather 'hon

opronres tra literal mennine of tie vords Af irstitution.

“rin1i'a error, Luthar charyes, is that he

kas nale tha ri -kt hand of God a particular plcoce or

D g - e
. P. i‘{i' [ A/LX' 7)3.
3

Broaa,, w, 7%=735,

—~
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location, to which Chrict's boaly is conf{in:d. Ti:is

ecoamg ¢hildish to Tather: "If ve =arc toy ssk then

[Tees the “win-liarg/ w2t thnoy c21l tha ri-ht rend
of Tod vshera Christ eite, T suspoet thoy =201l éronn

un 2 chor - live the one we ar2 accuttornel %o
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Pathar in g #91%an cromn, erractly ac the articts:
raint i4%, ) Tu'rer gocerte to tt~ contrary that
erintrra tesches us thaf trg ri~t 4 kard - f Cod is
ro% 8 partictular plece where 8 bU.dy can or ghould
re, 11e a ~0ll¢n thron:, but rather i4% dis the
o~rinotence of God," which is po% confirebla %o a

.

articular place, tut is cmripreseont, *“ret ico,

-3

[xd

otallr reecont in 8ll places at (Lo see Lima,

oven in *ho e-nlles* leaf or a tree, &8 tle uplolding
ard eni-ntin~ f2rce of Ghe uriverres dArcr - Tithor's
prodfs fron Seripture are tre folloving: "Tor all
trere trir s hath mire hord uade (Tsaich £3:2)
""hitter ¢'ull I o fron thy epirit? + &+ « 10 I

ta-e the win s ~f tha roprin~ ar? duell in the
utterrosct purts of the gea, even there ¢
kand lead me and thy ri-ht band hold e (Tealm 133

?-10)3" "2 is rot far from every one of uc: for

Trid,, ¥X, 200,



in kia we live, and rove, and have our being
(fcta 17:27=-23)3" and "An I not a God at hand,
saith the Tord, and rot a God far off ¢« ¢« ¢« 21
- = ) ~ - ~ "55
not £ill heaven and earth? (Jer., 23:23=°4)
Considerin: this much estalblished, Tuller
proceeds to turn "winzli's own evilence a:xainct hims

They [Teee the Zwinvliarz/ adnit that Crrict
ig at tho ri-rt hand of God, arnl thin! tiay
thereby estsbliched that he is not in trse
Tord's EUW“GE “ris is incleed the dreadful
sword of the Fiﬁnt Goliath which tth are
trandichin~, Tut vhat if we -era2 Uo tale
fron you-~ this vary eword, with wiich you
wish to prove that Crrist cannot be in tlre
Tord's fuppery cut off your heads, anil prove
with that doctrine *that riz bolr can bte
there® "nuld you not corsider this a deecd
worthy of Tavid? ‘ell then, licten to thc.
Thrist's tody 1s at the ri ht bard of G Gy
that iz adaitteld T'ut the ri-ht hend of
Gol 1is evarywhere, ac you muct adnit fron
our previous denonstratione “raraiora it
is cortoinly in the tread end wins on the
table as well, iinw tha boly and tlond of
Chrict must be precesrt vheorever the ri-ht
hand of G0od 1s o & o “rat £31lows froa
tris? It follo-z that if Chrict h+d naver
s2id nor estahlished tho vords "Tris is ny
bﬁfy" in the Tord's Tupper, the «mornds
hriest clts at the ri bt hand of 91 vould
revertheless prave th»at it ic poz . ibls for
Yig hody an1 £1203 t2 be thore e o o~

“ow2vor, this vthole argunrrt is toagsed on the
assumptian, irherent in Tuther's Christolo v, that

Chrict's Yody 1s exenpt from linit~tion in ¢ nce,

4
JH

201142 ey Xy T0M=T07,
L ore *uthwr abruptly choarerg t9 direct ed’'recs
S onnon~nts,

CTIT, N7, T10=T11,.
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and is atle to be omniurecent 1like the ri-ht hand of
Gode “ne of the cardinal tenets of Luther's theolo~y
iz tvnt tvo distinet naturee, bPu-ar -#rd Jivine, oro
united in the one person Jrsus Christ, These two
natures iz Chricst are &0 ¢loc-ly united in thke ono
person tkat they sre inreparables "The humen nazture

is nore closecly joine ' with God thon »ur sin vwitll

-

W

(o8

our flech, y2a, more clorely thn~n body snd oul."
Trus Christ, thou~h truly man, is also truly God:

It is our belief, /Tuther stateg/, ns the
{criptures teach us, that our Lord Jesus
Christ is genuinely, truly, 8nd ecsentially
God, end that God dwells in hin totally erd
corporally, as Ct, Paul says in Col, 2:2
"i{n hin dwelleth the fuvllnecse of the (odhend
0dily"/y ard therefore that apnrt fron
Chrict thera is absolutely no God or Fivinity.
As he kimself says in John 14:3-10: "Fhilip,
he that rath sean me hath sezn the Father .
e o Believest thou pot thst I am in the
Tather, cnd the Father in me®3)

Trerefore, Luther arrues, since tho two
natures are ircenarably united in Chrict, vherever
n2 rature 18 present, the other rature must 2lco e

prosent:

—
VA e
7-Thid,, XX, 252,

-

39m14., 73, £03. Here the Chrictocentrisa of
TLuthar's thaslory is clearly in evi‘ence. [llis bnric
position ig that there is ro projer kmowled-e of 04
apart from tre wan Crhrist, ani t.at God is not to
te found evcept in the hunanity of Chriest, Tor an
evcellent treatmcnt of this issus ces Vatson, ot
Cod ba Coi, chapse 3 and 4,



you nust also gay: Chrict the -an is aled
heres And if you were to poirnt out a rlace
vhere God is, andl not the mas, then the
persan would already be divided, beceauce I
could than ray with truth: liere is God,
wvho 1s not mar, and never was mane Lut
e 2f that Sod for mel o o o 10, Ty donr
fallow, whercver you place God before ne,
there you nust 8lso place tie hunarity of
Chrict; since they havae becone one person,
thoy cannot be gennrated or dividad fron
ona anothor ¢ ¢ » *

herever you can cay: Hore is Ced, there

T™us, since God is omnipresent, tre hunarity of
Chriet i1z alcd omnipresent, "We believe,” Tuther
declares, "that Jesus Chricst 1is placed over ell
creatures accordinz to his humanity « ¢« ¢ 2and fills
all thin's o & o lie has everythins in his hand and
is everywheras precent."41 Cince Chricst's boly 1s
paculiar ia that 1t is supernaturally Jjoired with
God, sni cince thoere is ro God apart from the nan

Jesus Christ, th2 ordinary, finite lizitations of

A0yLss., XX, 051,
flrhia,, o, 712,

It )

wy .



.ol
a body cannot hinler this omnipresence.q“

If Tutker's arcunents for the omnipracence
Crrict are accepted, Le has proved trat Christ
can be In riany places at once and tharcfors tha
the Geal I'recence 1s poyseivle, However, even if
one accented all of Zuther's ar~usiants hoere witiout
qurstion, all that 1= yrov:d 1c a kind of

.

¢ omniprecence of Christ in ell places:

de
o]

jol)
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3
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o

gtone, fire, witer, brcad, wine or wiat have you.

'..4

To this t;pe of yUracence TLuther attachcs ro egpo
eacranental sirsrificance. Tor th2 gacranc-tal
presence gomethin- adlditional is rejuired, nonely,
the %ord, "It ic ons thins if G>d is theore, srnd

another thin~ 4f h2 ig there for yous For b2 is

(‘\‘

there for you when Ye zdds his Vord tievctoy, btinds

“cfhiA., X4y, 2%1le In otler contexts Iuther
expressed tris sa—e position renriin~ the ;erson

of Chrict in tar-c of thoe ancien (fi“‘h contury,

soce {eecbury, I, 251 ffe) doctrine of “:a en--unicntis

F3iamate=, dhat is, the commuricti-n H7 the
atirioubes of each nature in Chrict t2 the othere Ly
this no-ns it is arcued, for exnmnle, ti .. the

gufferin~s ar3 death of tle human rature are conmunicated

ta tre Adivine rature, /And Tuther armuce, on tre2 cane
basis, thnat tre onnipresence of th" divire noature is
contuniczated tHy the hunnan ratare, Se2 UV, WOII,
2°5=2 0 It 1s alco worth nothin: t‘at Tutler's
Crrictolory was rot devnloped as a rec.:l% of his
epeculations on the Feal I'resence, tut that his
nocition on tre Tieal Fresence vas tallen hacavee of
kis Christols~y, vhich wag a sepnrase srd earlier
develorment, see SFchwicbert, p. 772



himself by it and says: Here thou shalt find me,
If you have this Word, then you can certainly grasp
him and hove him o ¢« " It is the Lord's Cupper
which Chrict rac appointed as the =mcans of
continuously revealinz himself to markinrd, as he
pronised in the words "thies is my body « o o this
1s ny blood."*?

Thus, vhere Zwingli eaphasized the
remoteness of Christ's humanity from hunan affairs
by virtus of his ascension into heaven, Luther
enphasizes the immanence of Christ and his continued
personal prescnce and comnunion with the faithful bi
nzand of the sacrament. This is a vastly conforting

thousht for Tuther, 21n4 he is not willing to have

(=0

Zmin~1i rationalize it away.

Zwinzli had also argued thabt Christ's body
and bload are not truly present in the sacrarnent
hezause n> such presenca is psrcecived by the sonses,
Herea th2 underlyirs ascurption is that there is

nnly one possiltle way for Christ's boly to be
present, nazaely, in a perceptiblz, conprehensible
manner. ~nce a~ain Luthzr charges %win~li wish

settiny limits to God's omnipotence, and feels

ﬂIbido‘ XX’ 81"4“815; cf. 743.

44Ib'ld., XX, 743, 817; cf. Luther's renarks on

the ascension in his sernon for Ascension Day, 1523,
Ibid,, XI, 240-941,

104,



called upon to denonctrate that Crrist's presence

need not necceccerily be perceptiblo,
Perivin~ bie ar—-u~ent fron Tccan ard Eiel,47

Tuther distinsulshz2s three poecible types of

presence: g¢ircu-ceriptive or local, definitive,

and repletive, Circunscriptive precerce refers to
a local, comprehersitle, quantitative, purely
cpatial relationchip, such as wine in a flaskte This
mode of precence is attributed to Christ's body
durinz tis earthly 1ife, Repnletive presence refers

to a superratural, incomprelensible presonce in all

rlacec, otherwice 'nown as oanirrecence,s This node
is attributed to Christ by virtue of tiz divirity
But it ig th~ definitive mode tvl:lch pertains to the
presence in the bread:

A thins ie prosernt defi-itive, ircomprehensibly,
if the thin~ or baiy is 1ot nresent
co-prrerencsibly, ard is rot mecasured accordins
to the crnace of the place wrere it is, but
can occupy a creat d?al oI £npaca v only a
little cnace. In this way, they fT.e. Occan
and Fie£7 82y, an~els and chrito are precent
at various placas- for in tris woy an nrrel
or a devil con b2 in an entira house ur cityg
morcover he con be in a roon, 8 btox or a rot,
yea, even in a nutetell « ¢« o Thisc Lo whnatbt I
cﬁll irnco-prehencitle precences for ma cnnnot
coanrehord or meacure it, as w» rcacure
kodies, Tut it 15 neverthelec: fresont.

In t%ig way Chrict is said t0 have cone [orth out

of tra gealed tonb »ard passed throub clooed daors

e
‘Can Cesborm, IT, 204=20543 I35, note 1,



to the disciplec, loz2ving the etone and wood
uncharced althoush beins truly precevt in thon.
It is in tric same 1incooprehereitle way, Tutler

gccerts, that Chri.t is precent in the Tord's

This discuseion does not atiain the save
level as Tuther's speculatiosns on tho person of
C riet and the ri-vt harl of God, yet it serves well
to clarify Tuther's attitude tovard tle nature of
the Neal PYreserce, He is especially anxious rot
to rave ary notion »f 8 locsl, quantitative precence
cr limitation of Thrist in tro bread ascociated vwith
ris doctrinc. It is recessary for him to explain
this carefully eince his ovn frejuently used
evpression "in the bread" can eacily be intorpreted
to mean such a local, quartitative presence, like
straw in a sack or tread in a tacket, Luther
disclnins any such view, insistin: that by ucin; the
word "in" he orly irntends to confess ris belief that
Chrict i1s present in tre sacraﬂent.47 7re vrecence
1tcelf is definitive, trat is irecs-prehsngidle,

non-guantitative, unsecasuratle, not limited ty the

o
~
O
o
4

place in vhkich tle presence occurs. Chrict!

[l

;"v'-,v:tr, X, 47=T4T.
7rp1a,, ¥, 211, 827, 233
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gehould not be trousht of es8 precsent in the s2ve waoy
that bread is in a basiet or siraw in a sack, but
sinilar to the way that a einsl: volc2 is totally
present in the ears of each p2rion in th: auiz
or a sconic landscape is entirely precent in the

49

eryes of each boholder.

Closely relatzd to the atove protviza is
Twin:1i's arument thet Luther cznrot tatze the
word "is" litarally and stiil maintailn that bread
renains, 1ther Christ's tody is jresent or tha
bread is presert, thoy carnot e tozether in the
care plece st the sa~e time, ILuther =i ht vell
answer thic by re-enphacizin: that if a thin- is
present defiritively it does rnot affact tre ctatus
of the place in vhich it is precent, as vlan the
etone ar? tle vood romained urcharned when Chrict

ead he treats the

pto
T3
(5
&

rasred trhroush them, rut
proLlan geparately, ard with a rather rore orisiral
arcunernt,

Luther fully realizes t'e difficulty involved

’_I

in »is belief that both bread &arnld thz voly of Curist

are precent in the egacranent:

187,



It is in‘eed true, ord ro one c~n deny that
tvro distinct eccenc e”)o cann>t ta on2 ecsonce.
Tor exarple, trat vhich is an ass cannot te
an ox; that which is 8 man cannot be ctone

or v001 o o ¢ 0w if ™2 co-a to tre Tord's
Temner vith such on unlersia~iin~ our reasson
is offended; for here it /our r2acoz/ finds
trat bread nzd tody, twd ciletinct esnerces,
are spo"?n of as on2 thin- or e°°e"ce in
thece words: "This is ~y body. fore recacon
cshakes itc bead na-d caye: Indeed! 1t is
neittor poesidble nor deciratle trat bread
chould te a b> >dyg if 1t is tread 1t is bhread,
if it is a ©old. it ic a kody, ona or the
other, wvhichever you wich,

In the face of this dile-ma, Luther observes,
tmo positions rave conmmonly been talzen, The 10771
Cstholic th2olo~inns agceune that since the body of
Christ is8 rrecent the cuhcstance »f tread c=nnot he,
and ta'se refus> in tre gophisticntiors of the
dactirine of trarsubstantiation, 2n the other hand
reformers 1i%e "vincli azcune that sirce bread is
obvioucly precert the bodr of Christ chnnst dbe, ard,

in defiance of the ord of God, throw out the

:-4

doctrire of the “eal Precsence altoret Tach of

thece pocitinns is in 1ts owrn way <ore rational than
Luther's, in that each on2 circumverts tre lorical

impasse of trestin~ twon ecsencec as one.

[

0The German word here is dﬁe recen
nurher of poesible translatinnc: ecs
entity, existarce, or subs tanve. 1t e
the context that Tuther mears ciaply o
vhich hac an independient exictencec. [lie is ﬂﬁt dnaling
wit» the pbilo*anhical catarorios of creencs of oube
stance cuch ~=s they are found in scholwﬁtic “}iloso,hj
(ee7ey in the doctrire of transuhctantintisn),

t»irn~ or hein



Put Tutker is not orc to bta inti=idated by
a paradox if he thirks the 'ord of God reguires 1it,
"3 holds with the one pzriy that Chrict's boly is
truly present, arnd vith tte othoer party that the
tread is also present, "And thrrefore," he declarce,
"I *ol1ld, ezainct all reason a:d acuta loric, that
tvo distinct escences nay indeed be one ecsence and
be referred tH as such o o «" But Luther insists
that the truth of Lis position can be densnutrated
froa the articles of faith snd the Bibla:

The lofty erticle cf faith concerninz the

Holy Trinity teaches us to believe and to

cpe~x of the Tather, lon, ard the IMoly Ghoset

as trhree distinct perconsi n2vertheless,

each one 18 the sole God « o o« If, here,

the urity of nature and esrence can cauce

distinct pereonc neverthelese t> be spolien

of as one and the sane thin- or on2 escence,

then it must certoinly not be contrary to

“cripture or ary article of faith that two

distinct thin sy like bread snd boly, be

epoken of as one 2nd the 1132 thin-, or

one ecssence.
This unity Luthor calls pstursl unity becsucre the
three persons sre all one rature,

Zuther glco offers the by now faailiar

ex~ mple of the person of Christ: ™I point to the

I

man Chriest and eay: This is thre Ton of God, or this
ran 1s thz2 ‘on of God, ilere it is not necercory
that tre huranity dicappear or be dectroyed in order
tiat the word 'this' refer to God anl not tke man,

as the sophists ira~ine c¢oncornirnT the broad in the

139,
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eacramenty nevertheless nan and God are much more
different, more widely seperated, and -ore contrary
to one anotrer than bresd and hody o « " Thic
unity Iuther calls perconal unity becauce tha two
natures sre one person.

Tuther offers yet anothor exa-ple which he
thinks comes even closer to 1llustrating liis
conception of the Neal Trecence, "The evancelists
write that the Holy Ghoat came upora Chrict in the

river Jordan in te for- of a dove /Toin 1:327. e
63y o o o that if one points to the dove he can
ri~htly and propz2rly say: This is the Holy Ghostg
for the reason that the two distinct e:csences,
fpirit and dove, are 1in some facshion one and the
gsame escence o o o This unity Tuther calls forrnal
unity becnausz the Holy Ghost choge to reveal hinacelf
in this perticular forn,

Luther concludes that in the 1lirht of all
this evid-'nce it is perfectly proper to speak of a
"sacraental urnity" between tlie hread and thse boly
of Chrict, similar to the unity betwean tre dove and
tre Moly Ghoste "For it 1s no lon-er ordinar; bread
in tha oven, but fleshebread or dody-bread, that 1s,
btread which has tecome one thin~, one sacrancontal

essence with the body of Christ, The samne 1is also



true of ths wine in the chslic3 4, « o for it is no
lorger mere wine froa the cellar, bubt blood-wine,
that is, wine which has becone ore sacramental
escence with the blood of Christ."sl

"ith reference to this concert Luther can
eolve the protlem of whether or not the body of
Christ is ectuzlly chew2d by the teeth,

Thercsfore it is by all mears proper for one
to point to the bread and say: This is
Crhrist'e body; end wkoever sces th:e bLreead
secs the body of Christy the eame as wlen
Joln s~ys that he saw the lloly Ghost wvhen
he saw the dove, as we have heard, Therefore
it is 8lso correct to say that whoever
handles this bread handles the dbody of
Christ, whoever eats tiis bread eats the
body of Christ, ani whoever presces this
btread with his teeth or tonrue precses the
body of Christ with his teeth or tonguey

and yet it rensirs forever true trat no one
sees, handles, eets or chews the body of
Christ in the same way thet one vicibly sees
ard chews other fleshe Tut whatever is done
to the bread is properly attributed to tre
body of Christ by virtue of the sacrarental
uni t:,’ .

The New Testament and the Real Presence
The question still renains: vwhat is the
benefit of the Teal Presence for the recipient? This
question must be answered in terms of Tuther's
concept of the blessing of the sacrawent itrelf. In

Hm. s XXy 1027-35,

52 id., XX, 1032, lNote the similarity of tris
last statement to the conception of tre ¢omiunicatio

;g%ggiggg in the person of Christ. Cee atove, p. 103,
notve B

111.



the nidst of all this theolosgizir; on the Tcal
’resence one almost formats that the centrsl thene

of Tuther's eacramental doctrine is tlat th: Tord's
Suvpper is tre new testament of the forgivencss of
sinse “win~1li attack:-d this concept on identicsally
the came erounds as did Carlstadt, claiiin: that the
deat of Christ alone is tne mcens of man's
redo~ption, not the sacramert as vell, Tuther's

reply 1s identically the same as that direct=d ar-airct

Carlstadt, thouch somevhat more scrimonicus:
The blind and ravir- ~enius does not_liiow
that ---itun Christi /Thrist's morit/ and
ddat~isutio roritl /Jtre distridutioan of the
rarit/qre two different thin-s, but nires
then torsz2ther like a filthy old esow, Chriet
meriteqd and cainnd the forciveness of sins
for us snce ard for all on tie cross; but
Ye distributes this wherever he ig, at a2ll
times and in 8ll places, as Tuke writes in
chapter 24:46=47: "7hisg it iz written, and
thus it behoved Christ to suffer, and to
rises fron the dead the third day (which is
kis merit), and that repentance ard
remission of sins should te preached in
bis nama (which is the distribution »f tis

of sins 18 in th2 lord's {upn2r « « « not
btecause Christ merits or ~sins the Ior:ivencc
of sins there, but becaurs of the -ord,
throu~rh which he distritutes saon7 us _the
forcivencss of eing already won « o o

ct

!ow we are once arain faced with the gquection:

2

it

[

what exactly is the relationship betwecn the bene

—v‘-‘
()

of the sacrn-ert, the forriveness of cins, and th

112.



2al Prescnce? Tather's ori-inal answer to tlis
guestinn was that the body and tlood of Christ
ar? a geal or sin ol the fur~-iveness which 1is
ranted Gurzu.h Taith dn the Yord. This conceyt
etill re.ains: "llere my Lord hos given ce Fis

oy an?! ©lood in bresd ard wine to ead aut to drink

and to Tave as .y own, uhareby T =2m coartata that

eins ara for-iven, and that I an free fron death

and hell, have et:rnal life, &1 a chiil .I God and

an rair o0 hedvene t L1a to sexl t1lis that I & to
<A "54 Ie . -~

the sacraseat, Ory to express 1t in znotrer w»sy,
the body and blool of Thrist, throu ' which the
forriveness of sins was won on tha crags, are Ly
thalr presence in the sacrazent, the tost pocoilhle
evilence that tho2 prouise in thae orl i3 iniced true,
and therefore faith in the promics is strengthened.

Ttub thils original concept hns 1ow becn
de2penzde In ric writin-s arainst v 2 Catholic Church
Luther was overwhelnin 1y concernad wit: ectstliching
that only faith in the '0-d of God Lrin 3 ToHruilvertess
to moan, with th: resultd that in ris early sacranental
¢ritin's ‘u'her drew a charp anl ;cmewhat arxtilicial
distinction batween Lhe word of pronice aad tla

sacranert or si~n, which incluv?zs tho Lsd; and blood

‘Thid., ¥, 751. Ttalics =ine,

D e
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of Chriet. In his zeal t9 enphasize th2 inmportance

5f th2 'ord Tuther rent s0 far 2z to assert thet if

abteslutely necessary the eln coul?! be done without

if only thz "ord remained., Ctrictly epenliin- this

roeition ronnins unchanced, becaure Luther rever

abardons his teliefl in Juctification Ly faith alorne.
llorever, the enphacsis has changed ¢omletel;« The

swaep nials of toth the exictence and the value

in~ &

D

of the Teal Tresence by Carlstadt and “win-=li lLave

forced Tuther to turn his argusent sround and to

emphasize not the distinction between "ord and

sacratent, but their integrsl and intinsle ¢onr-ction,

Ve firct noted this chift of emphasis in

Tuther's reply to Tarlstsdt, vhere, in comrenting

upon the Lucan-Taulira taxt ""hie cvp is the rew

tectament in ny blood (TLuke 22:2C3 I Cor. 11:25),"

he reemed to egquate the reception of Christ's tlood
with the reception of the new testament, that ig, the
for~ivencss of sins.55 ™his idea is carried over
into the dicspute with Zwin~li, srd the eguation is

unmistakable, Acain comnentins on the atove

mentiored verse, Tuther says:

Iaow where are all thoce who prete idly that
the forrmivernzce of s=ins rct in tire
gacranent? COt, Paul end Tuke say that the
rew tostoment is in the Tord's {upper . .

e If the ner testament is in the Iori's

o =
Zee gdbove, p. 75
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Surper, <0 mucsk the for~iverasc ofrcins,
spirit, orace, life ard colvatisn,ow

For the new testanent 1s tro promise, yea,
much "ﬂ*n, the ~ift of ;ror2 gnd the
ov*i nags of gins o o o For althoush
reenp /ot v1ri7 ic a corporal thin~,
n»vert::lb-s, bocauce it 18 on: eacro wontal
thin~ —ith the blood of 7hrict, or vith the
now testament, 1t is justly c2lled a now
toctame-t, or, that tlood to vhich one =azy
roint and say: 4his 1s a r2v tectenont
thiz 15 the blood of Chrict , . . [In tre
crme way that the dove was the Poly Chost/,
Therafore, vhoever drin'c fro- *“*” e p
truly dArin-s ths btload of Christ, and fra
for~iyeregs of eine or the sririt of rhris t,
which are talken in ard with the CUD o o o

Therefores, £ the ®lood of Chrict is ejuated
vith th2 pow testavert, and the rew tactn-ent is
equated with the forriveness of e¢ire, then the
presence of the body ard vlood of Chriet in th
sacra~ent is tha livins preserce of that vhich is

the forriveness ¢f sins. Thus, while it still ray

o]

roparly be s2id that the Feal Precence is the eirmn
or ecal of tle forslveness of sins in the sacrament,
it may also properly be said that the esimn itcelf
is the thin~ sirnified,

Tuther sums this whole ariument vp in terms
of his doctrins of the “ord, describin; the interw
relation of the varionus parts of the sacrament in

one of the moegt interestin: pasgsares in Lig vritin g

FAS BPE
- va—;: 0 XA\' 1071‘

%7144, ¥, 1057



o» the sagramaent:

Tnerelore behold whut a Deautilul aad
wondrous thirr this is, how ever; thinz is
iaterdependent 2nd i3 one cacranental
esrence, The words are the first thin-~,
for withoub the words tia rvread anil tre
wina moul be nothinm, Turther, without
th2 tread and winz the holy ar* tlood o;
Christ would rot te there, Vithout th
bnixr ard tlood of Chrick% the new tesin ‘“nt
vould not te there, ‘ithout the new
teastancnt tha for<ivencecs of sins would not
be there, ithout the for.iveness of eins
life and salvation would not te tlzare.
Thus firct of 8ll the Yord evbraces the
btread end wino in the sacrarente reqai and
wine e~brace the body and blood of Christ,
The tody and hlood of Clirict emtrnce the new
testament, The new testarsrt ebraces thre
farzivencas of sins, The formivences of
sins enbraces 1life and salvation, Bchold,
tre words of tre Zord's Luapper offer and
cive u; &ll tihis, and we pgrasp it try
f*it“.

Flech and fpirit

Fut grainst all Luther's arcuments for the
benefit of tho Teal Presence “winsli hos answered
that "the flosh profiteth nothing." Thic mcans, he
arrues, trat Christ's toly is not in tke sacranment

taecsuse God d4o»

1)}

rot give man something which is

"~
da

(4

(/

rrofitable for hime Iuther's regly 1is that
the precrare does n2% rafer to Christ's boly at all,

trercfore does not canbtradict tre doctiriae o

£
2
;-)‘

the 221 Treznrca.

[
/’3 s ‘ ,} b lr\71 -~
il e g drasy ~ -;C‘
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L% the baeis of the dispute zre cHonflicting
definitiorns of the toaras "llesh" end "spirit.," In
"zinzii's mind there waz an antithesie hetvwzen
material thints arnd the invisible world of azirit
end faith., Ee unierctond the contrent betwesn
flosh ard spirit in thie serses 2:t for Latrer the
53
77 means that 211 motorisl

thins are intrineically good.oo Therefore, thers

doctrine cf ecroation

is no neces:ary contrast between mauterial and
epiritual trhin o, dut rather matcvial thinrs any well

~
be the vetriclee of the :;::lrit:.‘“1

In fact, Iather
arcueg, God alwaye deals with mean in eamn vicitle,
perceptikle tachion, 28 in th» poreon o Jecus Thrist,
who was God ircoarnate, in the written and spoken
Wword, wkich tell man abrut Crhrist, and -1lso in the
ecacranent, vhere Christ continuss to revesl himcelfl
62
perconally to the faithfule
Therefore Tuther understands the contrast
tetween flegh ard spirit differently thazn did Zwiasli,
It is Tuther's urdarstandiny that wherever in

feripture flesh 1o contrasived with epirit the intent

o

e
27nand God saw everythins that e hed nnle, an
benold it was very mo0d." Gen., 1:71,

-
Lyl ::T.n:- }rv" ?I Qe
21 .
Tricey Ll g &7 0
e .. -
Y12, 7y 833, 513, 822-083.
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is to controct orizincl sin, or "the ¢l3 Adux,"
2

ndt in g9 £or as 1t 1 matorial.s

Twerrthin-g thet ctemg from the 0ly Choct
is called spirit, spiritual, arnd a spiritual
shins, no natier how cosrpoesly oubtvard, or
visible it mny bej on tre obther hanl, every-
thipn~ that ctemz f£roa the natvral pryer of
tha flesh, apart froa tle 9pirit,7is flech
L_l:isck7 nd cornal L lelc Lely B
mattar 1nmaLﬂ an r

i

q’\V'l 1»1 -.r\“r e~ « L.

NN O ) -l (3 a
intellact flzosh, end in “alatians S:2
ramtars herecy, rate, ernv,, ctce mmant the
works of the flesh, even t e
€2lnse ore entirccly invard

Thug flazl ic reoademned in co Jze oo 3% iz cinlol,

“hat ecmactly did {hrist man, thon, vhon ke

v esree that all the

in t>¥2 chapher to eatinc refer to

3
[¢:]
]
@
'3
w
>
o
I
%
9]
-

spirituel catin;, ur faith, Toth agrce that many of

=9 19 LN s o [P RN . 3 1 e 1N
tho dingizles wa2r2 offand2d 28 Christ's words ronauce

ey uziarstosd hia o he teachin- that troo munt

S

1ite-211r ca3t “ iz flach ip 4h2 <3a2 —ar that cne

mould ent © ¢ oo a Bubzhor ghon., Fut fron this

Y - -~ B ,. ~ .
volal on tho intorprotations diveorrm:,

P2hid., ki, 839-840,

4. .
Tei., YV, 244,

e
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“wminsil interpreted “the flesh proTiteth
rothingi" as a statenent by Chriet thaot tis fl:zch is

of ro pro’it if euzten in the erule bclc:. L manrmor

- ~

o

inaincd bty ooz vho wers orfenided. Tikc2, in
Twingli'z alndy corporal enting of Cnrict's Undy in
the esacra it w.g nececsarily 4ba ou: troe of
canribalistic eatin: agc trot ina-innd Y tioc2 vto
wera offe-cd-d, ha inzichted that thic text dilsproves
the Teal Presonce and roguires a mesaphorical
interpretation of tha words "thi- ic ny Loly."
2ut Tutnor polnte out tret Thrict éi1 npot

cay spaciiic ily "=y flesh profiteth »otin-," cut
einply "the flesh profiteth nothin o7 Ha insicts,

rerefore, thnt Christ is not here referrin- to kis
oa flac~, tut ropealting in genaral vz 2f the
contreat hetwe:n flech and enlrit oo d2linyd abuia,
Tloarefore, vaen Christ sald "the flech prollteth
rothing,"” wiat ke was doing waes condeopin: tle
carnal undierctaniing 28 thoce who understoxd hin bo
Le teaching e canplbalictic eatiay of his [leshy,
instead of understanding his words in a spiritual

sense, referring to the spiritual eating of his

flesh, which is faith.

ny

GO g -~ y
g3, YV 901025,
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P ntagy ,r~°ssa»» n

IS

e Mirigoe? tznch~367 covecors~ing the
/oTritual/ eatin- of bis flesk, ard
veoorenrt- fanls with b Ainhinction o7
the disciples wio henar t-ils tiachir-,
Cymy Y fiadg crrunl, ooy ondiritaal, end
in verse 55 he pronourc e this Jud-nt:

' -

a

Yv
spirist “hat ~ivaez lite, " In a
i

:-i: ],\:: 4'~7:~;:':.iy~~ ‘ ]‘v\— rsl ‘\:’ ‘f-::;v)\ .':’,
words ere soirit and life," ¥Yini an T2an
rahhine slo tvnn *ri-: "I vk Yrve
eoiritual disciples {or -y wordsy carrsl
dinatalag will rab r'o, for thzr ere discinl

of tho flnéd and rot of my worusy vut tlie

flezh poofiteth phllhidins aud lea’s then
2sir2y.” ror Just as tie eoirit is tis
wo=A orl tenachin~, 2 Floch urt ‘1‘*3

Ye tres word zni teaching of the flec

Toannfora ks Voajrig M that Ln tis Ty

PUPI SN

end tcaching, zives 1life; and "flesh,”
1z, %hc word ~nd fenchin- of the flesh,

Mprofitellh nothiny o o o703

To he surz, tie typ2 of eating i-nzincd Uy Chric

hearers w2uld te of po profit, but in Tuther's

trhis type of carrnibalistic eatins hears not tla

t .~
e

3
that

sind

faintest rese~tlance to the corjoral eatins of Christ

in the sacramrent. Therefore he sces nothiny in

tire

whole of Jorn 6 to contradict the literal ~caninz

of the words "this is my bvody."

Tuther carnnt understand how 7win;;li c2n refer

the passnre "tho flesh profiteth not*ins" to Christ's

6. ] . . 3
“In John $:51t "I an the 1livinz breud which ca-

Aavm fram heaven: {f err man eat of this hread,
¢1all live for every and tlLe¢ bread $hat I will

ha
~ive

Is my flesh, which I will =ive for the 1lifc of the

.- T Y "

PRV & LJC
0
PR .
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flosh and etill profess to ta%e egeriously Trrict's
incarnation, death, recurrection or ascension, all
of vhich ~ere acconplistced in tle flesb.69 Trin-li
would answer that Thrist's flesh ig profitable if
criritunlly eater, that ie, il opre telicves that it
vag rivenr into death for nan's rele ptilon, dut rot
if eaten c¢orrporally in the sacrazent,

Rut T msl: é?ﬁys Tuther, aidireccing the
"win~liarg/: T T were to eat Chrict's
flech corporally in the Lord'e {upper in
such a way that I ate 1t ¢rniritually at the
sare time, would you pot adnit to ~e tiat
“hrist's body is very ruch profitahle in
the Tord's ‘ur“°r° RFut how cnan this be?
Trie 1s how it can bee: T vill eat his

body cornorally with th~ lread arnd at the
same timz? beli~ve in my hr2rt that it 1is
the body which is given for me for the
for~iveness of sirs « o « vhich is vhat you
yourselves cn1ll spiritual eatin-, 1If th
eriritual eatinm ia there tiern the corpoHrsl
eatinz can do no harm, tut on the contrary
mucet also be profitable for the esare of

the spiritual eating.70

The corporsl eatirs indeed would be unprofiteble if

-

trat vere all there is to the Tord's Tupper, btut:

“hen hava you over hoagrd fron us that we
eat, or teach =2:_ one to ezt, the Lord'sg
“upp2r in rfuch n =2y that there is orly an
outward, corror-1 eatin~ of the tody of
Ttrist? Pave we not tau~rt in many bools
that there ere two thin-s to obgerve in the
Tord's Cupper? ©2ne is the hichest ant moct
necessary, the words: "Tnke, eat, thic is
ny body" etce. The other ies the sacrezent
or the corporal sating of the body of
Christ ¢ ¢« ¢ 2And kave e3id furth:r that to
eat the sacrament corpora2lly without theee
words, or without t-is spiritual eating, is

Srv14., X¥, 827-578,
70mv1a,, 7, 829-930.
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not only rot profitadble, tut alsn harwuful,

as aul says in I Cor., 11:27: ":hoco~ver

shall eat thic bread unworthily shall be

guilty of the to?y of the Lord.,"71
Thus Tauther is here actually dealin~ with the furmiliar
concepts of :ord anl gacranent in terns of sniritual
and corposral eatin-s And once a-rin Lis eanphacis
is or t%e intimate conraction tetween tre two parts
of the gacranent, Reca:re 7:1in-1i made spiritual
and corporal eatirT writlletical »o find Tuther
anrrily; deaandir~: "'hat devil has comnanded you to
geperate the “ord from tre body of Chrict in the
Tord's Cupper /7/ o o ."72

Tut not content einply with the re-ative
arcgunent that "the flesh profiteth pothinz" does
not apply to Christ's flech, Tuther arsues that
Chrict's bo'y is per ge a thins f great profit, and
furtheranore that its reception in the sacrament
produces an effzct upon tlhe body of the recipient.
7Zvingli had reasoned thaot even if Christ's body were
eaten in the sacrament, rothin~ more would result
tran the rnourirshnant of the flesh, bocaune "that
which ic born of the flesh is flasr, and th=t vi:ich
ic b rn of the spirit is spirit (John 3:%)." Rut,

Luther argues, the doctrine of the virgin birth

lryi4,, X%, 830-331.
72 rp1a,, ¥y, Su2-844,



teaches us that Chrict was concelved by the iloly
Ghost and torn of the Vircln iar;e. Trerelore hils
flech proporly beleornss urder tle Yeading of "tiat
vhich ig born of ire Epirit" rether thon “that
which is born of iho fleshe" Peceure of tris,
Christ': flesh is c¢istinct from rll othoer flask in
tant it in sp:'u:'it:11t’.1.73S It is "en lmperisrable,
immortal, incorruptitle floch ¢ « « Cod is In tiis
fleoety it ir a Cod-flesh, & SEpirit-fles
Therefore, to ezt thils irperichadls fond is
much Cifferent than to est ordinar:, perichntle
food, "PYeorichatlo food ie cnarged into the body
of him who ca%s it; this foo23, on ti= otrer Lard,
c-an~ g tre body +f him who eate L% izt 1t-elf, ard
nat-eg his body live itcelf, spiritusl, living,
eternal o, o «" Thue, when Christ's 100y is eaten
in tre cacrament, tra btody of the reci-lent is
transforned ardl beco~ws lite tre body of Christ,
spiritusl, boly, corlirmed in the honre of the
resurrection of ti:e dsad anl eternal 1lifa,

That happens in this enting /Tuther continuveg/,

if I mar vse a crude exanple, 1is the game
s 1f a wolf were to eat s sheep, and the

P Tod,, Xv, seo-id,

n. -
T ivaa,, 1y, H57-363.



sheep was so powerful a food that it
transformed the wolf end made a sheep out
of it, Thus when we cat Chrict'e flesh
corporally and gpirituslly, the food is
go powerful that it charrmes us intc itcelf,
end ma%es spiritual, holy, livinz xzin out
of carnal, sinful, mortal men . . o’
Rut even thoush the blessins of the Te2l Frescnce
is8 here dcscribed in terms of an effect upon the
body, the benefit is still seen t> depend upon the
spiritual eatinc, or faith. For the body e¢annot by
itcelf even know that it recelves thils spiritual
food, but thre heart must grasp the words of promise:

"This 1s my body, iiven for you.”76

o

FTurthermore,
the sacrament without the %ord, or corporal eating
without gpiritual eating amounts to the sin of
unworthy eatinr, as luther has explained before.77
This conception of an effzct of the Real
Precence upon the body of the recipient, an inference
not drzwn in Tuther's earlier writin's, is obviously

well sulted to the controversy with Zwinsli, dbut for

Luther it ras only a secondary importance, In the

Larre Catechicn (1527) Tuther leaves it out altogether,

concentratiny inctesad entirely upon his ori:inal

conceptisn of the forciveness of sins proclained

through the Word snd sealed by the presence of Christ:
;%;_., XX, 844-845. In this argument Luther 1s
following closely the reasoning of the ancient Church

Pather Irenseus, see XISS, XX, 861-863,
%1vi4., 1%, 831, 837.
77pid., XX, 871-872.
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ow we cone to the power end tles-inr for
which the sacramert was inctituted, which
is the most imporiant part of it, in order
that »e may know what ve there sbould seek
and receive., This is clear from the
aforementioned word:: This is my body and
tlood, riven and ched for you for the
ro~iszion of sins. In other words, wve o
to the sacrament in order thsat we there
receive tYis tressure, in end thronu;h which
va rec~ive the for—ivenees of eins, I[low
82? IPecauce tlere stand tle words which
rive 1t to us. “or he cnmmands me to eat
erd drin't in order that it be nine, &nd a
source of blessin~ for me as a certain
Flad~e erd s£iin, yea even the very tlerseing
itcelf, which his b2en established for me
ecairst my sine, dzath and 8ll misfortune,’3

Trus, apart from this one concession to
polemical necesgity, Luther's baczic view of the
Lord's Supper, as originally stated in 152C, hus
remsinzd fundamentally unchanged, In tle cource of
beins defended azainest attack much has been
explained, clarified, refined ard deepencd, btut
the lez3irn- icdeas remaln the same: "Tre Vord
declares God's testanent of ttre for - iveness of
sinﬂ, trhe real presernce of Chrict seale the testaaent,
brin~s with it the assurance of the forsiveness of

sirs, and gtrenstrens faith in thre pronirce,

Fostecript on the XNarburgz Uolloquy

ith the publication of kis Corcerrpin~ the Tordi's

Su

3

ery, A Confegcion, the development of Tuther's

S1v1d., X, 127-133.

~J



126,

doctrine of the Tord's Supper was completed, He
coneidercd this his finel ond definitive statenent
on the su.b,ject,79 and so it 1s, Ve find no statenent
thereafter wrich reprecents any esdvence in this
particular phase of his thourlt, In the followirg
year (l=-4 October 1522) tuther and 7vingli came face
to face at the LXarburg Colloquy to debate the issue
of the Lord's Cfupper in person, This very important
debate has not been treated in tris study for the
reason that the issucs raised and the arguments uced
on both sides were the sane as thLose in the written
phase of the dispute, and therefore constitute no
sirnificant addition to the material already

covered.go

79;914., XX, 896,

See Walther Koehler, "Dae Marburger Religions-
gesprich 1529; Versuch oinor Rekonstruktion,”

Schr;fteg 5] V§§e§g oformatiogsgeschighte,
nS s He fir. ’ PZig, 9

PP- 33-
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BPIBLICGRATIICAL X273

Prinary Courcess
Tre prircipal sources for this thecis were
the writincs of Tuther himeself, Ore edition ured

wag Yorls of ortin Ivtrer, ed. Henry Kyster Jacobs,

trans, Je Jeo Schindel, A, T, ¥, Cteinkseurer, et, al.,
6 vols, (Fhiladelphia, 1215), comnonly known as the
Thiladelyshia Tditions Tre small ecope of this
edition severely limits 1ts valus for recearche The

other elition was Tr, ’nrtin Tutrors CH--t1ichae Fetrifa

2n, ed, Johann Georg Valch, reve G, "toc'hardt, &,
¥, T8hler, et, &8l., 23 vols, (Taint Touis, 1231~
121C). ¥nown as the ft. Touis 7dition, this is a
revicion of the ori~inal Talch edition publicked in
Falle, Gernany from 1740-1751. Althouch the selece
- tion is larre, this edition does not include all of
Tuther's known works, especially those diccovered
seince the middle of the eighteenth century, Eut
the materials deslinz with his doctrine of the Tord's
Supper ere completes The definitive edition is now

De linntin Tutheons Verke, kxriticobs focomrtone~nta,

samiesbun

ede Jo Tse Fe Hnako, et. al,, over eizhty voluncs

to date, with more in preparstion (Veinmar, 13523 ff.).
Fowever, the author did not have access to this edi-
tion during the preparation of this thesis,

Luthert's writiners on the Tord's Cupper



are divided r-uchly into two periods: the earlier
writings in vhich his doctrine was first statsad in
opposition to the Tonan Catholic loctrine, and tk
12ter writin~s in which the doctrine was defended
arainst the attacks of Carlstadt ard Twingli, “The

earlier works are availatle in Fnzlish in the Thil-

e elphia “dition: 1) A Trestise Concorriny the

Rlescad Cacremernt of the Holy and True Rody of

Christ and Concerning the Drotherhoods (Leceuber
1519), vol, II, S5=31, This i3 Luther's first
extended treatment of the sacrament, in which his
mature position has not yet been doveloped, 2)

Treatice on the lew Tectament, That Ic, The Holy

!‘:B”g (%ugu:lt 1520). vol, I’ 287"326. Tuther's
firet statement of his asture positione 3) 4

Drelu?a on itz Iabylonian Captivity of the Church
(Zctotsr 1520), vol. II, 165-293, ILuther's attack

upon the whole Catholic sacramental cycten, re-
peatinsg and expandinzg the position statzd in the

Treatice on the low Toctanent,

But the later works are aveilatle only in
Germane, All of theon are printed in volure X of

the Tt, Touis "ditinsn: 1) ¥ider 342 hiq-lischen

Prophaten, vom Cacrament (January 157°5), ppe 120=

237, This is Tuther's reply to Carlstadt, con-
centratinz on his exe~esis of all the Pitlical

texbs pertairing to the sacrsasnte 2) Termon von




dem S£acranment des Leites und Elutes Ch;isti gider
die Schwirmmeister (Fall of 1526), ppe 734=753,

Iuther's brief first reply to Zwincli, emphacizing
alhercnce to ths literal meanirg ol tke vords of

institution., 3) Drnez diece Tortsg Chricti: 'das

ict mein Jeld' ebtce,y noch foct stehen wider die
rchdrnreister (April 1527), ppe 752-833. Luther's

cecond reply to T"wingli, in which he insists that

the doctrine of the Lacrament shiould not te reluced

to the linmits of huaman reacon, and deferds the

plausibility of his pnsition on theologicz2l groundis,

4) Yom fbendwehl Christi, Zekenntnisz (“arch 1523),
Ppe £5%=11C5, Luther's flnzl sumnation of his

Fucheristic thought, containing three parts: a)
his firal ancwers to all thone who oproce his doce=
trire, bt) a re-excnination of all the important
Tucliaristic texts, and ¢) a gereral corfescsion of
bis faithe In his irascible o0ld are Tuther took
one firal blast &t his sacramental opponents in

his Zurzes Felenntriecz vom Foili-en Tacra~ont viler

die Cchwlirmop (Teptember 1544), St. fouls Tdition,
Yy 1754=1721, ICince this work is noted more for
its venom than for ary advance in theslo y it has
not been coruidered in this study,

Precerved Inlth and Charles ", Jacobls,

trans, 8nd eds., Iuther's Corresporisnce ard ott-r

Corbnmnavnpy Tottang, 2 volz, (Thiladalphia, 1713-

122,



313) provi?ses 2 vell e2lzetaed an? wall trancletzd
ccllectison ¢f Tuther's letters, n2 of Tuther's
favoritzs anong his omn worke, =zrd an evc-llent

meneral introduction to hig theolory is 1} Joanen-

tary on Ty Plts Tedetla to tra Cnlationg, ed,
- cupwey ’

i

Philip £, “atson, trans. ancn. (Zondan, 1253).

Ay T ey . U R
Fuch T omoon Zerr, Trey @€dey L Iompend of "ubkopts

Ti:e 51y (Thiladelphia, 13%3) iz a collection of

L e =

exceruts frun Tnilich trorclations of Tuthar's
wvorks arran-el wler various headinse, intended

as an introduction to the reformer's thoeoslo~y,

oy the "oman Catholic goecition on the enc-

raunnt the fo11loving eourc2s vwere ucel: Penry

Teuwin~ery "ha Coavrees of Catholic Da~mn, trans,

oy Jo Deferrari (Ut. louis, 1957), a chronoio-ical
arran enent of excerpts from the papul decretals
and decrees of the Church councilsy and Thonas

Aguinag, Tuma Traoln—ica, transe, Fa'hers of tha
] — ]

“neilieh Dominican Province, 3 vols, (Denzin-or
Tros., Jew Yori, 1347),

The urefulness of the Cte Touls Fiition of
Iuther's works is conciderably enhanced by the fact
that it alco contains the mojor woriis cf Carlcotoit
cnd Zwincli pertainings to the sacrnnertnl contro-
versyes Carlstadt's two main works on the cacra-

ment are found in volume ¥XX: Dinalo-us odgr Ce-

errichbilichlein voan dom rrevlichen abeBtticeheon




iszhrauch d28 hochwiiréizen Cacraments cJecu Christi
(Ausust 1524), ppe 2312-23593 and Von den wider-

chriatliichan 4 ~mhranch dae Horrn Brad und Heleh
L ]

(“eptember 15°4), pp. 92-109,

Tre author's discuccion of 7minrli's Aoc-
trine of the Tuclrarict is bared pri-arily up-n
three of the reform-r's works: 1) Prief an

“atthiug Llhar (larch 1525), £t. Louis Zditinn,

VI, 1512=1529, (This is a Geruan trancla’ion of
the ~rizrirel Tatin text). Twirgli's firct cstate-

unent of his mature doctrines 2) Coamontoty on Trus

gnd Falca Teli~ion (Yarch 1525), trars. I nry PTretle,

vole III of The Latin Vorls and the Correcpondcence

of Yuldreich Zwingll, ed. Clerence ievin Heller

(Philadelphia, 1923)3 the Tucharictic portions of
the text ere on pne 173=2332, 1In this work Zuincli
attaclks 1ndirectly the position taken by Luther in

iddep die Fim~liccron Pronhoten, 3) 2n th2 Iordtn

“unner (Tebruary 1925), in G, V. Bromiley, ed. and

trans,, 7xin~11 zni Pullir~er, vol, XIIV of The

Tibtrary of Chrictinn Claccics (Lordon, 1953), pre

175=238, This was nnt one of trhe works wiich fi-ured
prominently in the dispute with Tuther, but it is
an evc~llent statensnt of Twirngli's r~eneral posie-

tions In addition to these worlks, volune XX of the

Cte Touis Tlition offers Zwingli's replies to Tutlcer's

treatises of 100G=27-22, see pp. 11M=1473,

131.






An excellent reconstruction of the dobetes
at the ‘erburg Colloquy, baced on eyewitress accounts,
jis found 4in ¥Yaltrer Xoehler, "Tas larturrer Lee=
lictonscespriich 15235 Versuch einer Rekonstruktion,”
fchriften des Vereins fiir Reformations~ecchichte,

Johroaneg LTVIII, Heft 1 (Fre 148), (Leipzig, 1923),

DPPe 7-%8.

Ceconlury Corices:
The standued trenatient ol ¢ Teformntion

-

period 4z npow Varold J, Griom, The Pzformation T
1600-37650 (Tew York, 19%4). Not tho leasst valuable

feature of thic tosk 4g Grina's exc:llent titlio-
fiaplye 4 well writloen, popular account of tle

heformation is Toland ¥, Bainton, Tha “oformation

Of the dwteanth Century (Boston, 1952),

Frnest G. Cchwilelert, Zuthor and Iis

Time Tha Beforantion from 8 llaw Parenective
83 3

{(Caint Touis, 1250) is, in the aubthor's orinion,
the trest tionraphy of Iuther avollatls, It is

gy pauhstic in trestucnt, and comprehaonelve in
ccono, covering nall acpects of Tutrer's 1if2 and
the movemenrt which he led, chwilebert's treatqent
ot th» theoloricnal iscues fnvolved, inciutin- *hat
of the Tord's Tupper, is particulsrly «r0d, Ters
monunental in ccope, but an evirensly well written

account of Tuther's reli-ious develnprient 415 T3land

4

Pl 0f artin TobVver
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M, Bainton, Fore T [+epd;



(Fashville, 1950). Heinrich Boebmer, Luther in
the Iight of Recent Nesearch, trans. Carl F. Nuth,
Jr. (New York, 191G), has an exczllent treatrment of
the influences which transformed the youns monk
into a reformer, The same author's jlartin Luther:
Road to Reformation, trans. John ¥, Doberstein and
Theodore G. Tappert (Philadelphia, 1346), covers
TIuther's 1ife down to 1521, emrhasizing the steps
in his gradual brea's with Rome. The be:st biogra-
phy of Zwingli is still Samuel Yacauley Jackson,
Huldreich Zwincldis The Reformer of Germén Switze

erland (New York, 1901), but a newer treatacnt is
badly needed.

One of the finest interpretations of TLuther's
theolo~y has been written by an Enslicsh lethodist
scholar, Ihilip . Watson, Let God Be God! An In-

terpretation of the Theology of iLartin Luther (Phila-
delphia, 1950), There is probably no better intro-

duction for the interested bercinner, Cyril C,
Richardson, Zwinzli and Cranmer on the Fucharist
(Evanston, Ill,, 1343) has an excellent summary of
Zwini1i's position and an analycis of the philo-
soprhical presuppositions which underlie it. Al-
vays a rcliable source for tre history of Christion

doctrine is Peinhold feebere, Text-Book of the

—

History of Doctrines, trans, Charles T. Hoy, 2

vols, (Grand TNapids, Vich., 1952).

133,






154,

Followinm is a list of scvoerzl brief essays
on Tuther'a view of tre Tord's Tupper by specialists
in Lutheran theolosy. Althoush none of tlea is a
comprehensive historical treatment, each contri-
buted to the author's undzarstanding of one or mrhre
of the cpecific issues covered in this thesis.

Paul Althaus, "Tuthers Abendmahlslehre,"” Luther-

Jahrbuch: Jahrbuch der Luthor Gecellschaft, Jahre

rang XI, 1929, ppe. 2-42, William H, Baar, "Luther's

’

Sacramental Thousht," The Lutheran Cuarterly, II

(Foremrer 1250), 414-425, Conrad Barsendoff, "The
Tutheran View of the Lord's Supper,” The Luthoran
Guarterly, IV (Ausust 1352), 278-2%,., Ruben Josef=-

son, "The Lutheran View of the Tord's fuppar,™ in

This Is The Church, ed. Anders Nygren, trans Carl
L I

Ce. Rasmussen (Philadelphia, 1352), ppe 255=-267.
Jaroglav Pelikan, "lNeclected Aspects of Tuther's
Doctrine of the Lord's Supper,” essay delivered at
the thirtieth annual convention of the English
District of the Tutherar Church-lis=souri Synod.
Published in the proceedings of the convention
(Concordia Putlishin; House, £t. Louis, 1957) op.
12-33,






