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Th~ Mercusburg Sot:let has b 
(hur(h as the Body of l hr ' ,e,e n formed to uphold the {on(ept of the 
orpmc. devetopmental a~~' ~~an lle llcal, Reformed . Ca tholic, ApOStOlic. 
( <<'cds is " 'IInnses 10 it s f h nneclJOnal. It aHums the ecumen'c;1i 
Irom which all cthN ~c t s f ~' t and the [ucharisl as the Iuurilical act ° ",orshlp alld ser~i ce emanate. 
The Society pursues colltem h . 
W't h," Ihe COnlnt cJ M porary t eotoSY In the ChuT(h and the world 
Socicly prO"ides oppo ercersburg Theolosy. tn ef feUHl~ ;1 5 purpose Ihe 
inle«'5ted in Mer{erSb~~un~t.~es for f~tJow s hip and study lor persons 
engages hi the Ilubli{at'o~ of eO,togy. sponsors an annuat {On'·OC3 11 on. 
correspondcnc~ .. mo h art Icles and books. s rllilula tes research a nd 
Sacramtnls and ~cum;~I'SC ot~rs on tOPICS of rheology. litu rgy. Ihe m. 

"'he N~ "" M~,cUSb"r9 R~vi ' , 
Ihf annual con'oullo ~"" 1$ dcslgned 10 publish Iht proceed,ngs of 
Iht aims and 'nlcrests n""h" ell as other arti cles on suoJects p<!rUnent 10 

t ~ Soclel}' 

I __ ~_-

From the Editor 

Let me begin wi th an appeal to our readers to submit papers on the 
general subject of Mercersburg for publication in The Ne ll' Mercersburg 
RCI';e"'? If you begin to see 311100 fami liar names on the masthead. quile 
truthfu lly. i(5 because thoughtful writers have been shy to submit 
manuS(: ripls for publication. It' s lillC Ihal 3 quality paper isn' t used. 
especially in the spring edition . where we alc not constrained by our 
requircmcm to publish the papers from the preceding convocation. To 
insue the variety and qual ity of our joumal. we need you to research the 
subject of Mercersburg and related topics and submit your manuscripts. 
Also encourage writers act ively doing research in re lated areas. who arc 
not Inemb<::rs of the society. to submit papers. 

The Society welcomes insights into ministry. especially provided by the 
renowned Gennan theologian. Karl Barth . Joseph Tomilia. IlI"s paper. 
Called By GraC('. examines the topic of Chri st ian vocation in Barth and 
so invi tes us into the world of the Gospel. We arc reminded by Barth that 
leaving the secular world to enter the world of the Gospel requi res 
sacrifice and the like lihood of hardship. So. hope becomes constituent o f 
Christian life. and soteriology becomes the key to understanding that life 
as it manifests itself in Christian voc:.tion . 

Our re:lders will remember that last year"s convocation ct:lebrnted the 
lieidclberg Catechism. and the published papers created enthusiast ic 
responses. Wonderful questions were E-mailed to me. and perhaps our 
authors reccived similar inquires. In my int roduction of tha t issue. I 
melllioned the stonn of controversy surrounding Nevin·s benign and 
useful resuscitation of the revered ~ymbol. Some of you have written to 
mc. curious of the circumstances and outcome o f that coutroversy. Hence. 
1 offer you the paper ··First Signs of Contention : The Controversy OWl' 
Nevin·s Re\'ival of the Heidelberg Catech ism in the Gennau Re fonned 
Church" by way explanation of what occurred , It is likely that you will 
not find surprising. Nevin's recogni tion of the hand o f Melanchthon in 
the Catechism. Nowhere have I found a more thorough or bener 
description of that handiwork than in thc third paper published here. by 
the eminent theologian Bard Thompson. 

··Melanchthon and the Gennan Re fon ned Church·' is an outstanding 
example of thoughtfu l and meticulous research. SOiling through 
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hundreds o~. manuscripts. Thomp~n ~ieces together. as if putting 
together a JIgsaw puzzle. the f.,bnc (mnuences) of the Heidelberg 
Catechism. And when I say meticulolls. please note that there are 159 
footnotes! It' s exciting reading. eSpe<:ially for those you in the United 
Church ofChnSi. interested in your denominational lineage. 

Finally. long.time society and board member. Joseph Bassett. provides 
our second segue for this issue from the previous one. Dr. Griffin 's 
autumn 2003 review of Theodore Trost's new book (2002) illuminated 
the contributions of Douglas Horton to the UCC. Bassett fans the flame s 
of passionate ecumenical research. bringing to our attention the volume 
by Elsabeth Slaughter Hilke. memioning "\orton and nest ling him 
among noted ecumenical leaders. Once again. this is a IIIIISI read 
for history buffs interested in the roots oflhe UCC! 
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CALLED By GRACE: ELUCIDATING AND ApPROPRIATING 

THE DOCTRINE OF VOCATION IN KARL BARTH'S 

CHURCH DOGMATICS 

John Tamilio, Itt 

Introduction 

To speak about mnustry in the theology of Karl Barth-be it lay or 
ordained. Barth docs not distinguish--is to speak about soleriology. 
Tradi tional doctrines of salvat ion are often constructed on two pillars: 
justification and sanct ification. In Ihe first volume of TIle Chri5li(l1l 
S/QI)': A N(lrr(lfil'c IIIICI'PI'C/lllioll of Christi(lll Doctrille. reno"'led 
Uni ted Church of Christ theologian Gabrie l Fackre unpacks both tenns. 
In sum. Fache subscribes to the Pauline understanding of j ustification: 
"by grace you have been saved. and this is llOt your 0"1t doing: it is the 
gi ft of God:" Through grace, we enter a new. salvific re lationship with 
God. As Fackre wriles. 

Another way of speaking about this new relationship 10 God is 
jU.WijicatiOlI. To be justified is to receive the pardon offered by 
God on Golgotha. The dedarat ion of pardon to humanity now 
becomes the declaration of pardon to th is believer. justification 
by gmce th rough fa ith.! 

Sanctification. OIlT second pillar. is a lifelong process of being made 
holy- a process. like justi fi cation. in timately re lated to grace. "Grace is 
sWlctijimtioll as well asjllstijicatioll. the making of persons whole (holy) 
as well as declaring them forgiven:" There is. however. a third pillar on 
which soteriology rests. a pillar also related to grace: vocation. 

In Faith Sed.illg Ulltfers/(Illtfillg: An Introductioll to Christi(lll Theology. 
Presb)1erilm theologian Daniel L. Migliore illustrates how sotenology 

1 Epllesians 2:8. 
1 Gabriel Fackrc. n il! CI.ris/im. SIQry: II Norr"'i ... · Iml.'rprl.'/oliOl' of BI/sic 
Chris/illll /JOt:lri'll.'. Volume I. Third EdillOiI (Grand Rapids: William B. 
Ecrdmal1s " ublishing Company. 1996). 191 . 
) Ibid .. 194. 

n,,, N "'" Mel't'I"'sblll'g R~'l·ie .... No. 34 
3 



extends from the re<:eipt of grace to e<:clesial praxis. "God:' Migliore 
cOllteflds. "freely ele<:ts creatures to be partners in the mending of 
creation. EIe<:t iol1 is a call 1Iot to privi lege but to servicc:'4 For 
Migliore. salvation is connllllnai. current,. and co'~ nected to ~hc call to 
serve God in the service of others by bemg God S panner 11\ C hrist' s 
minist!)' of recOIlciliation. Migliore, as even he would claim. has not 
uncovered something new. The rOOls of this doct rine are found toward 
the end of Karl Barth's immense fourteen volume systematic theology: 

Chllrch [)Qgmolics. 

In volume JV.3.2 of the Dogmatics (entitled "The Doctrine of 
Reconciliation-), Barth devotes an entire section- two hundred 
substantive pages-to his defini tion of vocation. Vocation is often 
viewed as a human endeavor: work we do, be il altmislic or nOI. Banh, 
however. challenges us not onl)' 10 see vocation as the th ird pillar of 
salvation. but. along wilh justification and sanctification. as an act of 
grace. This mns counter to much contemporary theology, not to ment ion 
many misreadings of Barth. In the pages thaI follow, I will not onl)' 
explicate Barth's understanding of vocation as an act of grace, but will 
also illustrate how a reappropriatiou ofil can onl)' serve to bolster a fresh 
understanding of ecclesiolog)' aud soteriology. 

Barth's Theology of Vocation 

Barth divides paragraph seventy-one ("The Vocation of Man") in volume 
!V.J.2 into six sub·sections: 

I. Man in the Light of Life 

2. The Even! of Vocation 

3. The Goal of Vocation 

4. The Christian as Witness 

5. The Christian in Affliction 

6. The Liberat iOll of the Christ ian 

'Daniel L. Migliore. Faith ~eel:'" U I . 
Tlwology (Grand Ra 'd . \\,'11' tg m erSIUmlmg: All Introduction /Q Christhlll 
183. pi S. 113m B. Eerdm3ns Publish ing Company. 1991). 

._----- Joseph Tomilio. III 

For the sake of time, I will focus on sub-sections fonr. five. and SIX . 

Furthennon:, one can argue, as I do, that the laner three sub-sections 
contain the crux of Barth's understanding of vocat ion. 

In §7 1..1 ' 'Thc Christian as Witness:' Barth begins by defin ing the 
Christian- a definition that is fundamental to our understanding of the 
argunu:nl that l."Ilsues. 

In all circumstal1ces ..... e understand by the Christian a man ..... hom 
Jesus Christ has called 10 attachment to .. lim self. to His 
discipleship and to living fellowship \\~th Himself, and WhOIll, as 
we finally say, He has bound and indeed conjoined with Himself. 
[n the power of the Holy Spirit it takes place and is the case Ihat 
he is in Christ and Christ in him. ' 

The Christ ian is one called bF Christ to be in re lat ionship wilh Him. It is 
not an endeavor on which one embarks by hisfher 0\\011 design. Hence, 
fro 111 the outset o f this segment of his discourse on vocat ion. Barth makes 
it clear thm the Christian's call comes from God. 

Afler defining the Christian. Barth logica lly mO\'es to a summation of 
vocation. He maintains Ihm 

the Ca ll of Jesns Christ is decisively an invitation and demand 
that the men to whom it comes should adopt a particular inward 
and outward line of action and conduct of which we have the 
basic fonn in the twofold command to love God and our 
neighbours ... And the Christ ian is the man who gladly accepts 
this invitatioll and demands as a binding Word of the Lord, and 
st irs himself to obey and to do justice to it. He is essentially a 
docr of the Word of Jesus Christ which cal ls him to a new order 
and orientation of his l;fe.6 

This 1110\'e is logical. because in Barth's system the call to serve is 
closel)' connected wi lh Christian identity. The individual is rooted in 
Christ,joil1l:d wi th Ihe Divine in a life of rcciprocal lo\"e, and charged 10 

share Ihat love with others. The great commandment. which Barth ci tes 
above. is for us to 10\'e God wholeheartedly and our neighbor as 
ourselves. Barth reflects this in his claim that the call fronl Christ not 

) Karl Barth. Cilllrr/, DogmatiN. \/01. tV.J.1: "The Doctrine of Reconciliation" 
(Edinburgh : T &: T Clark. I 962). ~~~. 
- Ibid ., ~S8-S59. 
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only uni tes the Christ ian with lesus. but "demands: ' to use Barth's word, 
that heishe enter a !ife of service, Here we haw the marriage of 
reception and actiol_both acts emanating from the Divine life. 

Let us not forget the ti tle of this subsection: "The Christian as Witness:' 
To accept the ull to ser.·e God in the service of others is an act of 
Christian witness. Barth explicates this by examining scriptural call 
narratives and by claiming that within these stories. as well as our own 
stories. is the charge to evangelize. Barth asserts that salvation is 
un i\'ersal-the Palldora 's box he opens without ever fully elucidating its 
contents. as many cri tics clainr-but this is not to excuse the Christian 
from the task of spreading the Good News. 

This. is many reSpe<:ts. leads us to the next sub-section : "The Christian in 
Affiiction." Banh argues thnt to be a Christian is to be amicted by th ree 
forces. The first is IIIi' world. Being counter·cultural. the Gospel often 
comes into conflict with the secular agenda. This inevi tably makes the 
Christian's task arduous. This is compounded by the fact thm the 
Christian brings affiiction on himsetrlllerselfby hislher 0"'1 witness: the 
second force. TIle Christian cannot escape God' s call to ,er.'e. for 'lhis 
would ~ a .denial or ~nuncimion of his vocm ion and would ineluctably 
carry \\'lIh It the forfeIture of the personal knowledge, experience mid 
assurance of salvation which dist inguishes him from other mcn ," ! 
Hence. as argu~d rro~n the outset of this anic le. ministry and soteriology 
~re ,mutually mciuSlI'e. The third forcc that arnicts the Christian, 
lromcally e l~ough. is hislher very relationship with Christ! This poilll is 
far more. dIfficult to explicate than the prCl' ious two. Thc Gospel 
message IS scandalous. It is the unprecedented story of thc onc who was 
oppressed by both God and the world. He is thc onc who was cmci fied. 
rose from the de~d. and lives as God's Word. The proclanlation of this 
messa~e, though l11escapable, is the pivotal source of amiction for fhose 
caJJed I11 tO fe llowship with him. 

~arth. however: does. not leave us despondent. He concl udes §71.5 with 
SIX further conSIderations. They are (with re lated page citations): 

I. To be a Christian in amict iol1 in the world is bener than 
being in the world nOl as a Christian. In other words, if 

, Ibid .. 626. 
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is beller to be a sheep sent out a1ll0ng the wolves than it 
is to be one ofthc wolves (641). 

2. Christ brings the Christian into affl iction. but it is 
purposeful: it IS for the sake of Christ and His namc 
(M I ). 

3. The Christian in amict ion moves toward a goal: the 
fu lfilled co\'enant of grace (642). 

4. The eschatological cnd, however, is present with the 
Christian in amict ion: it is not j ust something that is to 
come (643). 

5. The goal of the Christian in amiction is secured by the 
resurrected Christ (644·645). 

6. The being of the Christian in this sovereignty imparted 
to him by the crucified and resurrected Christ is 
demonstrated in hi s e:<crcisc of it (646). 

And there is stillmore hope yet to break forth. The clima:< of paragraph 
sevcnty-olle is entit led "111e Libera tion of the Christian." Here. Barth 
has brought us from an understanding of who we arc and the inevitablc 
suliclings thaI our calling affords us 10 a freedom found only in grace. 
After some introductory remarks. Barth offers us three fl/rlher 
subsections. (Barth scholars G.:orge Hunsinger and Horacc Allcn teach 
115 that ill rcading Barth one encountcrs all the twists, turns. and returns 
ofa Mozart symphony!) 

111e first subsection of §71.6 e:<plores three characteristics that are 
indispcnsablc for liberation. The first is thaI the revelation of God in 
Jesus Christ is by no mcans illusory: it is a tangible revelation that must 
be applied 10 cvery person's lifc. The second is that the witness must 
point everyone to the inescapable and impending judglncnt of God in 
Christ. Lastly. the Christian must ultimately witness to God's ')'es" to 
all creation. which frees the world from the sin in which it ensnares 
itself. Fackre. in the aforementioned text, illustrates s in as humanity 
saying "110"tO God's ')'es": as humanity shaking its fi st at the God who 
seeks 10 livc in covenant with us. From Barth' s perspecth'e, liberat ion 
begins by humanity embracing God's dcsire to overcome sin wi th grace. 

The Nell' Ah:r,'Usburg Rm'iCl" No. 34 
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The next unit IS more pragmatic. Here. Barth asks hOIl" docs fht' 
fiber(lfiQII of fiN! Chris/i(lll aClllally wke place? In his inevitable 
numerological style. Barth offers seven ans\~ers to th is question: 

I. The Christ ian is liberated ·'as he is dra\\11 out of 
soli tariness into fe llowship'· (664). 

2. The Christ ian is liberated as he is delivered ·'from the 
ocean of apparently unlimited possibilities by 
transference to Ihe rock of the one necessity which as 
such is his only possibi lity'· (665). 

3. The Christian is liberated in ··his tranSiUon from the 
forcible dominion of Ihings to the free telTitory of man 
and the hU11lal1 "" (666). 

4. The Christian is liberated due to '1he fact that he 110 

longer has to desire and demand. but he now Illay 
ret:eive·· the gifts of Christ (667). 

5. TIle Christian is liberated as ··he is delivered from 
il1decision and sct in act ion"" (669). 

6. The Christian is liberated as ··he no longer has to exist in 
a dialect ic of the moral and the immoral. but Illay now 
exist in a state of forgiveness and gmt itude:· In other 
words. he no longer lives under the Law but undcr the 
Gospel (670). 

7. And. last ly, the Christian's liberation is a move ··from 
an."(iety into pra)'er"" (671). 

II is her~ that we move into the third sub-sect ion of §71.6 in which Barth 
offers his readers four fina l poil11s of consideration. A street Comer 
pr~ach~r once asked H. Richard Niebuhr if he was sa\·ed. to which he 
said ... I "'(6 saved by what Christ did: I (1111 being saved right now: I 
shall. be ~ved "'"hen Ihe Kingdom Comes." I Nicbuhr·s response 
bea~t~ful1y l ll u~rnt es that salvation is a ContinUUIll. It is not just a prize 
awalflng Ihe falthfu l.at s.ome ethereal fin ish line. It is a past, present. and 
future ~\'en t. Sa lva~lOn IS. 11011' as well as Ihell. Th is is Barth ·s argument. 
He cI~ lIns ~ha~.lhe liberatIon. of t~e Christ ian. which is synonymous with 
salvat ion. IS an e\·ent whIch IS cOUlmencing and not in any sense 

I Fackre 189. 
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cOlliplete:.<) Barth·s second poilll is that salvation is communal : it is not 
just an indiv idual experience or goal. furthennore (point three), 
salvation is an indispe nsable part of one's vocation as a wi tness for 
Christ. Lastly-and here Barth's fourth point seems to be somewhat 
trivial- the liberation of the Christian is ·""Undoubtedly a theme which is 
particularly intcresting and stimulating for Christians. or for those who 
take it seriously:'lo 

In any event, the libemtion of the Christian is the hope that awaits those 
who Ih'e as wi tncsses for Christ and his Gospel. for those who live Jives 
of sacred toil. The three quest ions to which we must now tum. however. 
are: I. 1·low is Barth 's understanding of vocation both a net:essary 
complement to the traditional understanding of soteriology. 2. liow, 
along wi th justificntion and sanctifi<;ation, is vocation related to grace. 
and 3. How can voca tion be appropriated into a fresh understanding of 
min istry? 

COl1dusion 

In some respects. these quest ion s have already been answered. ' 11'1.' (Jrt' 

sOI'cd by gmcl! Ihrough fililh. as thc Apostle cla ims. All three 
mBnifeslatioli s of soteriology-jllstifica tion. sanctification. and 
vocation- are received by grace. Through Christ. God invites liS into a 
new, co\"cnant(ll rehltionship. A fundamental part of th is r<;latiOllship is 
th<; indiv idllal·s identificntioll and employment of hislher gills for 
ministry. I'aul illustratcs th is with his biological metaphor in I 
Corinthians 12. 

In this lengthy l>ericope. Paul explains thaI all the members of Christ"s 
Church arc like the d iverse parts of the human body. Ea<;h melll~r 
selves a unique purpose and oJ/the members are needed--no one bemg 
dispensable or more important than another-in order for the body to 
function as a healthy organism. And so it is witb Christ. Everyone 
called in to the body of Christ is endowed with s~ific ~ifts. Each 
indi\"idu:11 has the responsibility of fostering hlslher glft(S), once 
discentcd. for thc ul)building o f the Christian community and for the sake 
of the Gospel. Although the discem menl and employment 1110): be. a 
human endeavor. the gift is given by the grace of God. Our \·ocahon IS, 
front a Barthian perspective, preordained. 

• Barth 673. 
10 Ibid. 677. 
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And so we are to respond, We are called to be s~ecp among the 
. , ' s wiS( as serpeuts and as innocent as doves-III order to bring 

\\0 \cs-a . , . ,·e_ ., h 
h 

'
·ghl f Christ 's message of radical. me USI\'C. Iu<:fatmg ovc 10 I ose 

te l 0 ']] t: m"' who li\'c in darkness. It is inevi table that we ,\\'] .ace II ICll0n. This 
affiiclion. however. is but a segue to our hberatlon. NOlle of th is. 
howe,'cr. is our O .... Tl doing. It is the work of the One who calls us from 
ourselves into a relationship with his lh'ing Word. 11,;:; is salvarion: to 
be rescued from the world's agenda into the world orthe Gospel. into the 
world ofvoclltion. This may be Barth's message. but it is Goers doing_ 
and it is marvelous to our eyes! 
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FIRST SIGNS OF CONTENTION: THE 
CONTROVERSY OVER NEVIN'S REVIVAL OF THE 
HEIDELBERG CATECHISM IN THE GERMAN 
REFORMED CHURCH 

Unden [)eRie 

III"Bnt to begin by taking back ever SO s ligh tly, a hint o f implicat ion in 
l11y title. Conten1 ion o\'er the Heidelberg C lItec hism was not 
Men:ersburg' S first contro\·crsy. Much earlier Frederick Rauch had riled 
feathers with his all Genuan program at Merccrsburg Seminary, 
Offe11ding his colleague. Lewis Mayer. And Rauch em broilcd himself in 
another minor COmTO\'ersy wcll before Nevin ' s arri val at thc seminary. 
Rauch "'TOle in 1835-1 838, exposing what he bel ieved were a few of the 
Catcchism's divisi\'e e lements. one being the doclrine of predestination. 
a.nd th~ .other bcin~ the wa.y in whic~ C hrist was present i.n the 
EuchanShC elements. He received a surpnse response from the edito r of 
the L.lllhcrall ObJcn 'cr who vehemently argued aga in st him tha t 
AmenC3n Lutherans rejected any hint of "superstit ion" in the Eucharist. 
and uni formly subscribed to a Zwinglian vicw on the doctrine o f the 
Lord' s Supper.! The anic le caughl Rauch olT guard. but wamed Ihe 
fu1ure leaders of Ihe seminary that many A merican evangelicals had 
embrac~ Zwingli ' s t~eol ogy, without being conscious of the ir d l:p3rture 
from their O\\TI estabhshed and binding I;onfessions. 

Likewise Nevin we I] be~ , . ., . . , ,ore liS arnva a1 M ercersburg. was e mbl'O iled 
111 controversy (over abolition) at p'tt b S · S I S urg emmary. til l. as 

1 Frederick Rauch MGerman Ch .. M 
RrformetJ Chur I ' 1 (N ' .araclensllcs. II' ('dly M/!$$engl'r of liI(' Gl'f"mllll 
Rauch', ~,·t·,,"· , e\\. Senes). Nos. 19.23. 27.30. 35 &: 39 (1935-38). 

,,-. n. a OIlg II"lIh many r . 
Covered in mv '"(Ie . .aspects 0 Ihe Catech ism COntroversy are 
Universil)' t987. nnan tdea li sm III l'rolesl3111 Orthodoxy ... Diss. /\1cGi ll 

1 This was patentty wronll of Ihe Ob . . 
his mi sh~ndling th , d''''' sen'~r £ ednor. He called R.auch 10 lask for 

Illerence belween t d .. fair l"'OUgh Bot h·, t rans 3n con·subSlal1l13hon. ThaI WRS 
. I rea agenda "''liS to fl h . . • thaI Chri$! "'liS t , . re ule t e lradulonat LUlheran doclrme 

ru )' present In Ihe Eu II ' H . . . LlI1herans llad tong , ·., c arlst. e lIls1sled Ihal American 
l"ce con onned to a m'm . ,. . . _ . ooa 1St P0511101l On the Eucharist. 
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Mercersburg was 3 movement rife wi lh controversy. Ihe debate over the 
Heidelberg Catechism was an inaugural event. 

Having scltled the matter of when comrovcrsy first arrived 3\ 
Mercersburg. it rCr1l3ins the case that Nevin began his combative career 
in the Gcnnan Rcfonned Church pretty much over the issue of the 
Catechism. Still. he did it without the intent of angering anybody. Indeed. 
the reasons that led to Nevin's publishing material OIl the Heidelberg 
Catechism were perfectly reasonable. First of all. he was Ihe new leader 
or the Gcnllan Refomled seminar), (with Rauch bei.:oming sick and dying 
only 3 year after Nevin' s first art icle on the Catechism appeared­
December 9. 1840). and Nevin felt the need 10 immerse himself in his 
new denomination' s cemral confession. We can sunni se from the novel 
dire<: tion o f so much of Nevin 's theology that the Catechism reshaped his 
thinking in fundamental ways. In the Cate<:hism he discovcred a symbol 
of historic in tc rest. yet of current va lue and applicability. He was also 
awa re o f its potential therapeut ic value. address ing what some had 
described as the spiritual "mala isc" that had come upon the denomination. 

Evidence ofthatllla laise and certain leaders ' conviction that the solution 
might be fo und in thc Catcchism. appeared long before evcn Rauch. 
Emanuel Ge rhart'S historical llrtic!.:: on the Gennan Refonned Chun;:h 
points to a de terioT3tion within the denomination. which he later believed 
was d ue to ra tionalism. In his historic research he noted. again. even 
before the appearance of Rauch at Mercersburg. thaI the Maryland 
C lassis knew o f this deterioration and believed the Catechism might be 
an antidote. They petitioned the Splod to investigate whethe r the 
Heidelberg Catechism should be · .. he only book used in the instruct ion of 
youth and in the catcchetical c lass .. . :.J 
Further evidence is found in the Mt'sSI!IIger (Februa ry 4, 1843). where it 
was reported that the denominat ion had recently expericnced "gro"1h, 
zeal and revival"' by means of the reCO\'cl)' of the C:llechism. Also in 
Gerhart' s . "" Hold Fast the Fon n of Sound Words:" which was his 
inaugura l lIddress before Heidclberg Theological Seminary (1851 ). 
Gerhart praised the efforts of the Mercersburg theology in a iding the 

) Emanuc\ V. Gerharl . "The German Iteformed Chur~h: ' Mel"l: .. rsburg Re";I'lI', 

t4 ( 1867). pp. 206. 268. 274·5. 
'Gerhan. "Hotd FISC Ihe Form of Sound Words. ,. in At/dUlles a"d Essays 0/ 
Schaff. Nn·j". 111//1 "~Ie. (~ l eJ(:crsburg. Nov. t853). 
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. , . '" ,." ,",lcwcd interest in the Catechism and the benefi ts cnorIH1l3 Ion" " 

that followed from that interest. 

Finally. whi le man)' othl.'T churc~ lead~n had IUnloo to ,revivalism to 
resustilate Ih!.';r churches. Nevm believed the Catcclusm was the 
healthier choice. Along with that came a practical concem. Nevin was 
obligated to raise money in support of the seminal)'. It would ~ppcar that 
he lied his fund.raising efforts 10 the recovery of the old rauh and ils 
institutions. and that faith was the faith oflhe Heidelberg Catechism. 

Nevin titled his series "Essays On the Heidelberg Catechism." Initially 
the articles were met wilh great appreciation. Following a brief 
;nterruptiOl1. he returned to the essays in 1842. this time treating the topic 
of the Eucharist. specifically John Calvin-s doctrine of the Holy 
Communion, Unsuspectingly, he was puning in place ideas that would 
lead to deep divisions both inside and Olltside the denomination! 

Nevin was convinced and only slightly adjusted his conclusions later,l 
that tht teaching of the Lord's Supper in the Catechism was essent ially 
Call'in's, He used the teml "mystery" in speaking of the Holy Supper, 
along with the phrase "real prtsence" of Christ, I'le pointed Ollt that 
although Zwingli's view of the Eucharist had become ]Jopular among 
some in the GemJan Refonned Church ill America, Zwingli ' s view was 
essentially '''rationalistic and superficial." and was never accepted by the 
Refonned churches in Europe, FunhemlOre, he argued that the 
Cateehism taught that the believer was uni ted with the life of '1he 
Savior's glorified body," This union, said Nevin, allowed for the 
believtr's full participat ion in the "whole nature" of Chris\. even as much 
as sinful beings share in the nature and life of Adam through natural 
binh,6 

Nevin ~~ieved he was providing a corrective to the Zwinglian view that 
was gammg popularity, not just among the German Refonned Church, 
but ,a?loog other Protestant denominations, as well , He added Ihat the 
traditional viev.· he articulated was as much Luther'S as Cal\'in's, 

) There clearly was som~ ". I " . N .. . , ,-
. . ~ .0 U lOll In eVlll s tlunkmg and he reVised hiS 

pGSLilonS later. Perna" mo" "0' hi 'h' . . . ' _~ . . a y lor t IS paper, ongmallv Nevm belle""" 
the denunel31l0ll of the Ro 1\, . . . 
• . , man j ass was ongmal to Ihe le:OO;l . Nevin retl'lKted 

al POSition later on Still h' I' . . . ' 
d- Nt " IS ear leT View was used agamst hlln by hiS 
~,,~Ctor5, t 0 doubl he was ed'r. d' h· 

6 N ' " I Ie In t IS matter by Ursinus' eommentary), 
eVln, j rs.<e"ger, "Essays," p. 1373. 
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although the later held it in "a more ethereal form:,J Bu\. wamed Nev' 
we should not split hairs: both embraced real preSence, and this and :: 
other was the teaching o f the Si:dccnth-cetttury Refonners, 

Thus, Ihe teaching that would foment controversy over the Heidelberg 
Catechism appeared in 1842 with Nevin's e:oo;posc of the Catechism's 
view of the Lord's Supper, The first objection we hear of was a minor 
complainl. Nevin's colleague at the seminary, Professor Reid, beseeched 
Ihe church not to j udge Zwingli too harshly, Reid granted to Nevin all 
that he said in Ihool)', taking issue only over a single point: that Nevin 
cast Zwingli too strongly in the mtionaliSlic camp.' 

However, Ihi s small gale only hinted al the stonn ahead.9 The gale grew 
into a maelstrom in 184 7 with a series of publicat ions including: Nevin's 
Iract, History am' Gellius of IIU' Heidelberg Calechism, followed shortly 
thereafter with his in troduction to G,W. Williard's translation of the 
Genmm Commelll{/J), of Dr. Zaclt(II'i(IJ UrsinllS 011 Ihe Heidelberg 
Co/eel/ism ( 1852), Nevin ' s artie Ie "Zacharias Ursinus," also in 1852, and 
fmally his 1852 defense of his positions in "The Heidelberg Catechism" 
(Mercersburg Ren'ell', No. 4). In these articles we encounter Nevin in 
rull debate with his critics, led by the Dutch Refonned Iheologian, John 
W. Proudfit . 

Nevin' s Iract , Histon' ami Gellius of Ill(' Heidelberg C(IIechism, was 
essentially a summary and rei teration of his previous views, probably 
meant to be a handy compilation of the essay material for his readers. 
But with growing coneem over the teachings of Mercersburg among 
some American cvangelicals, a defense of Nevin 's position was required. 
That reply came on the heels of his articlc on Zacharias Ursin us. Here 
Ne\'in makes it dear that the Catechism is in full S)11lpathy with catholic 
tradit ion, arguing that it suppons "posili\'c" religion. 10 Nevin concl udes, 

' Calvinisls know il as tile betiever' s assem to Chri5\. 
' S. Reid, " Luther and Zwingli : Zwingli's Doctrine:' Jl'l'd~I' Ml'ssellgl'r of Ihe 
G,'rlll"" Rffo""'e(i C/"<I"('''. 7 (New Series). No. 43 (1842). p. 1418. 
9 It is prudem 10 keep apart the debates o\'er the Heidelberg Catechism nnd t,hc 
Rcrormed "iew of the Lord 's Supper as they are diSlinct issues and e\·cnts. Still, 
one can $CC how they intersect. . . 
It That brnnch of theology thatlreats the hiSloric record and cUSl.oms o~ rehgJ~ . 
This "'3S especially important to the idealist t h~ologlans, ~ncludtng 
Schlciermachcr and the philosopher, Hegel. 11 contrasts With Natural 1 hcology, 

11!1' New M,'rN.'rsb"rg R.n';"," No. 34 • " 



unlike so many theological diatribes: '.he ~.a tcchi sn~ i ~ not enmeshed and 
hence lost. in the "subtleties of Cal Villi sm. Rather 11 IS broader and 11101\' 
open to the message of Christian re ligion in general. 

Stil1. he regrets the problclu created by Ursinus when he foll owed Calvin 
on the matter of Chrisfs descent into hell. along with the uncharitable 
denunciation of the Roman Mass. Beyond these few infracl iolls. said 
Nevin. the Catcchism was an excellent example of catholic thinking. a 

generallv irenic and edi fying document. and cl"ltainly infused with the . " wisdom and faith of the genlle Mclanclhon. 

Proudfit's critical response came in the (onn of a review of Will iard's 
translation. Proudfit represented a 11I0\'ClnC111 arnong the facuity of the 
seminary of the Dutch Refomlcd Church (The Rcfonned Church ill 
America) in New BnLnswick, New Jersey, who were intent on resisting 
the teachings of Mercersburg. The same year in which Proudfit's review 
appeared, the facult)' was joined by a former leader in the Geml3n 
Refonned Church. Dr. Joseph Berg. Berg was an outspoken cri tic of the 
Mercersburg theology. As It new member of the facu lty, Berg continued 
his elTorts to criticize the teachings of Mercersburg. 1952 was also the 
year that the Synod of the Refomled Church in America suspended all 
concspondence between the two churches because of the Mercersburg 
theology as "beingessemial departures from the faith ... : .Il 
Proudfit's review was reall)' nothing other than an attack on Nevin. 
especially Nevin's sympathetic position in regard to the Roman Cathol ic 
Church. Secondl),. Proudfit rejC<:ted Nevin' s conclusion that the 
Cat~h.ism . .';;as ~ot concerned with the ',hom), dia lectic subtleties of 
Ca~VLIl1Sm. Sal~ P.roudfit. the Catechism was thoroughly Ca lvinistic. 
ThLrdl),: Pro~dfit 1Ll s.Lsted .that the so-called "mystical element"· reported 
by Nev1Ll neither eXIsted n\ the writers of the Catcchism nor in Calvin. 
And fmally. Proudfit argued that what Nevin was really up to with his 

oot more it concerns itstlf \\;th way in which religion bcnefi ts and endears itself 
to the Culture. 
:; Ncvin. '·Urs.inus:· pp. 501 -3. 

E.T. COTWIIl Digesl Of C~ . . . I 
R .f '. ~ "m /rlll/Wlla and S.·"tJ(/;CII/ Legis/mio" oj lhe 
eJo~med Clmrch III America (New York:I9(6) '586 

II John W Pro dfit "TI' . p. . 
C . U I, Ie Heidelberg Catechism and Dr Nevin ,. rev of Ihe 

ommemo,,· of Dr ZO("hori U . " . 
Re""rlt>n. . I P . . as r.flllUS 0" Ihe lIeic!dbl'rg Cmecllism. Biblical 

'" _ ..... (1'" rmctllmRfI'l'il!ll', 24 ( t852),pp. 108-119. 
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talk of "mystery," was to foist the SUperstil iolls o f Rome upon the 
denomination and other Protestants. l• 

Proudfit then turned to the sacmmental issue which he believed was at 
the cru."( of the matter. In doing so, he took aim at Nevill 's conclusion 
that the genera l irenic tone of the Catechism was damaged by the 
denunciation of the Roman Mass (Quest ion 80). In spite of Nevin's 
reminder that Question 80 was not included in Ihe fi rst and second 
editiolls of the Catechism. Proudfi t argued that il was an integral pan of 
the Catcehism.

u 
Ironically, Proudfit ci tes the earlier POSi lioll ofNev;n to 

I
• . 16 support Il S vIew. 

Nevin responded in an unusually concil iatory manner. Rather than attack 
and condemtl thc theologica l views of Proudfit and his supporters. he 
merely sought to explain Mercersburg's position and show how it was 
consistent .... 1th the history and trad it ion o f the Gennan Refonned Church 
(as if 10 sa)" "We are 1101 Ihe RCA! Historically we have our differences. 
will you disputc our heritage?") In this, we see Nevin present ing what he 
believed were essential differences between the denominat ions. 

Although extremely controversial. Nevin wasn't shy about starting \\1th 
Qucstion 80. From the very ~gitlning he revealed a prime objective, 
which was to soften I'rotestan t hmred of Rome. Here. agaill. Nevin is 
aggressive in holding a position sure to infuriate his critics. Thus. he 
contended tlwt Proudfit"s real problem wilh his position was that Nevin 
believed that the CatechisllI contai lled thc "mysTical e!t:ment" ' of catholic 
tradit ion, which led to Proudfit's objcction of his view that the Catechism 
was in full "'sympathy with the old t'(I(lwlic life of the church:·

11 

Nevin then set out to describ<: in which way the historic Refomled 
confession was is in closer hannony to the ancient catho lic tradition than 
to what Nevin called the "Puritan" theology now being embraced by 
Proudfit and others who had confused th is approach with the older, 
Reformed view. Furthennore. Nevin wanted 10 distinguish between the 
Refonned confession in its broadest sense and Ihe Heidelberg Catechism. 

" Ibid. 
OJ Nevin repons lilat it was inserted b)' Frederick later. 
.. Nevin. IUSllN)' ",,,I Genius of Ihe IIl'il/dberg COledll·sm. . 
I l John W. Nevin. "The Heidelberg Catechism:' IIfercer.<l",rg NI!l'II!I" , " (t 852) 
pp. 163- 16S. 
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h r~nnall Refonned and Dutch Refomlcd churches' 
and then separate t c U'O • 

confessions surroundill£ these Issues. 

r ""oudfit's "Puritan" inclinations. Nevin Sllid the 
As to the matter 0 n . _" ) . 

d ,. ),.d little in comlllon with the 1110re lIlU<Jcm 1 untan Refonllc conlcssLon 
. . h"eh he believed proceeded from the positIOn. w 1 

c)[lreme left of this priS1II31k SpC1:.t ~l1l: \he greatest possible 
L , . where the light of ChnSIl31l1ty shades off finally. rem.C \On. . 

Ih~u~ the fa~nl ~~oh.:t of Baptistic Independency. Into clear 
Umtanan negatlon. 

Nevin argued that this being the case. Ihe Heidclber~ Catechisl~l had no 
affinity with the Puritan system. Rather. the. Catechism ,was kill to tl~e 
.. ,) L",h,' ''' Confession both of which were "Ill felt orgamc origin u' . ..' .. 19 

connection with the past life or the thurch 111 liS ulllversal character. 

Nevin concluded lhal if a spectmm were drawn from left to right. the 
extreme right of ancienl Calholicism would be in connict ""i th Ihe 
extreme left. which would be modem Unitarianism. Said Nevin. and he 
is very harsh here and we know now. wrong. Unitarianism is by 
definition. liberal ami indifferent to doctrine. FUl1dmnemal1y.said Nevin, 
Unitarianism is rationalistic. It has no positive content for failh llIld 
doctrine. In contrasl. catholicity establ ishes faith and life Ihrough 
concrete dogma given in the foml of historical rel igion which. in Ihe 
fonn of absolute truth. is meant for universal applicat ion. 

Nevin placed the Dutch Refonned Church in the center of the spectrum. 
Nevin contented thaI. originally. it tended more toward the right. bul 
frequently dell)onst rated a telldency toward rationalism. Furthenllore. the 
currenl actions of the seminary professors from New I3runswick 
supported that tendency. 

Historically. Nevin argued. until lhe time of Dort. Ihe Dutch Refonued 
were in full agreement with the Eucharistic doctrines of the Helvet ic and 
French churches. all subscribed 10 by the Palat inate. Nor did they. prior 
to Dort. require submission by their churches to the Geneva doct rine of 
double predestination. :'O This is all demonstrative of a clear historic 
difference betv.'een the two dCllominaliolls. 

11 Nevin. "Heidelbtrg. ~ p. 165. 
19 Ibid. 
~ Ibid. pp_ 169·174. 
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Nevin ins isted that the Heidelberg Cate<:hism remain a core historic 
Refomlcd symbol lroe 10 its original context. and nOI forced into a 
Procrustean scheme which would skew it lowards rationalism and more 
recently toward II " Puritan'" posit ion. which preferred a non.confessional. 
illdependent Chrisliani ly. Wrole Nevin. the Heidelberg Catechism 

is primarily the leading standard symbol of the Gennan 
Refon lled Church. It is Calvinistic; but the force of this 
dist inct ion lies mainly in ils doctrine of the sacramenls; while of 
the subje<:t of the divine de<:rees, il falls in rather. as far as it goes, 
wit h the Melancthonian view. avoiding however the llIore knotty 
points of the matter aitogethcr. ll 

Nevin therefore concl uded that the Catechism is in S)1IC with the very 
spirit of the Gennan Refonned Church. which has always avoided the 
··higher" doctrines of Calvinism. and also those of the Belgic Confession 
and of Don. Nevin \\Totc. 

There is a difference here between the Dutch and Gennan 
churches, with all thei r close historical relationship. which it is 
very importanl always to bear in mind; a difference that grows 
main ly Ollt of another relat ionship 011 the Gennan side: that . 
namely. which Ihis bears a t the same lime to confessional . .-
Lutheramsm.--

In spite of Nevin 's attempts to salvage al least the cordiality ~ween Ih.e 
Dutch and Gemlan denominations. while ac lmowledgmg their 
distinctiveness. the New Brunswick professors would have none of it. Of 
course. this camc as no surprise. since Joseph Berg had al ready r~jectcd 
Nevin' S hi storical research. This is especially curious (no doubt It must 
have pained Nevin 10 no end), since his research had been dl~plic~ted and 
thus effect ively vindicated by 1948 by Ihe Gcnnan 11ISIonan and 
theologian J. H. A. Ebrard ' s /)(IS DogllW \"0111 Heifigf! /1 Abe~Il/III~h1I1"d 
seillf! Ger.fchic/lle. Vol. 2. Si llt il would appear thaI the hlston c tmth 
behind the similar but distinct. confessions was far less important to the 
Dutch Refonncd Church professors than was the perceived danger of the 
Merccrsburg theology. Ahhough they percei\'cd more Ihan OJ.le da~~er. 
onc danger overarched them all: (he hatred of Roman Catholic rehglOn 

and Mercersburg's softness on thaI score. 

~I Ibid. pp. 176. 
,; Ibid. p. 182. 
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A second attempt al reconciliation and revival o f ,the cCnlfal place orthe 
Catechism was behind Henry Harh:llIg.h "s 1857 Idea of II TerCentenary 
Celebration. which would include the Dutch Church (the Rcfo~ed 
ChuTth in America). Harbaugh"s proposal was endorsed and fonlJahzed 
b\' the Classis of Mercersburg in 1859. and a date was set to mark the 
three_hWldredth annin~l'S3ry since the elector Frederick put the 

Catechism into circulation ( I 563). 

Decades later. Bard Thompson reviewed the conlro\'eTSy lind studied in 
depth the sources orthe Heidel.berg Cal~h i sm . In 1953 h~ read a. paper 
(later publ ished in the Evangelical and Refonm~d Church s bulletm and 
now. again. in th is issue of TIre Nell' Mercersbllrg Re\'il'lf) that 
summarized the meticulous research that went into his doctoral 
dissertation. Ten rears later he published specifically on the Catechism 
and the Mercersburg theology ("The Catechislll and the Mercersburg 
Thoolosy").!) Thompson found that no individual theologian or single 
theological position was represented in the Catechislll. l·le painstakingly 
reviewed the mountain of Palat inate texts to come to h is conclusion. He 
discovered that 1I0t only Calvin and Melancthon, but John Laski, as we ll 
as others, made significant contributions to the Hcidelberg Catechism. 

Four years later, in 1967, a vahmble paper on the subject was published 
by Brian Gerrish called "The Lord's Supper in the Rcfonllcd 
Confessions:' H Gerrish confinned Nevin's conclusion that the 
Heidelberg Catechism " is not SO much anti-Calvinist ic as timidly 
Calvinistic:' Furthennore, he supported Nevin's idea that in tenns of its 
sacramental theo]ogy, it steered well away from Zwin1!l i toward the more 
mystical dimensions. However, aga inst Nevin, Ge;";sh believed that 
Zwingli's view (along wi th Bullinger) holds sway when it comes to the 
issue ofthe sacramental means.!' 

• 

Still . it .is remarkable h~w advanced Nevin's resea rch was on the topic of 
the Heidelberg Cat~'Ch lsm. He believed that if he was able 10 show the 
true historic character of the Catechism. and demonstrate that his fel low 
~~mbers of ~h e Gemlan Refon,ned Church were obligated to orient theiT 
allh accordmg 10 the CatechIsm. that the CUlTCnl tendencies towards 

" EsSil)3 Ou tlte Heidelberg Catechism R.V. ~'I oss, Jr. ed .. (Philadelphia: 
~niled Church Pre$S. 1963). pp. n-74. . 

II n:eoI~' Today, 23 (1967). pp. 224-243. 
Ib1d. p. AI. 
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rationalism and sectism might be reversed. However. the adamant hat red 
for anything Roman Catholic and the under lying fear that blind 
superstition was all that was behind the sacramental ·'mysteries." along 
with the obvious success of certa in revival methods. hampered his efforts, 
almost 10 Ihe point Ihal we might conclude that Nevin backed the wrong 
horse. Yet. today. benefi ting from hindsigh t. might we ask ourselves, 
i511 't the Heidelberg Catechism still the symbol and the embodiment of 
the faith we cherish today? And even if we don' t cheriSh the Catechism 
per se (nor use it in catechelical insIOlction). must nO! we not recognize 
its gell ius above so llluch of what constituted rel igion in Nevin's day. and 
st ill conslitutes religion in our own time? 

" 



MELANCHTHON AND THE GERMAN REFORMED 
CHURCH 

Bard Thompson 

Since men sometimes need to look b.1ck in order to sec ahead. hi sto ry is 
both a direc tional and a devotional enterprise. And s ince history 
directs. it is never amiss to sean::h the l"CI;:ords once again. seeking the 
\'ery Deep of our heritage. I therefore ask your con sidemtion of these 
theses: 1 (a) that there was a fourth "ism" in sixteclllh-cclllury 
Protestantisnl-Melanchthon ianism- having been more than a 
tendency but a d istinct doctrinal type and a distinct party: (b) that the 
German Reformed Church enlergt-d from a Melanchthonianism which 
was being crushed by orthodox Lutheranism: (c) that thc Gen nan 
Rcfonned Church therefore does not represent a trans it ion from 
Lutheranism to Calvinism. but frOIll Melanchthonianism to solllt·th ing less. 
something other than Cal\'in ism: (d) that we belong organically to both 
Gennan and Refomled Protestantism: and (e) Ihat. by chronology. Phi lip 
Melanchthon was our first Falher. 

MELANCHTHQN Al'\l) LlITHER 

fly birth. education and loyalty. Phi lip MelulIchlhon (Schwartzcrd. 1497-
1560) was a son of the Palat inate,~ As a protege of John Reuchlin. he was 
elected pr~fessor at. Wittenberg in his twenty-first year. Even then. he had 
the reputation of bemg ' unsurpassed amOllg the Gemlans" as a humanistic 
scholar,) Immediate ly Melanchthon fell under Luther'S spell and was 
swept along by the enthusiasm of the Luth era n mo ve ment. He 

, Being II summary of a doctoral disseruuioll. All Histol'icll! RCC(If/SlrllClioll 0/ 
Me!anc/llhollianism and 11>£ Gt R~ ~ ' Ch . I '. . mlltn <J~"It"U IIrch. Busft/ llpon Cmift sslOlU' 
o"d ,LJllIrgrelll. £\"I<II:11c<,. (Colwnbia University. 1953~ Here ,eprinted from the 
;1~jl8. 1953 ongmal p~ read 31 tile Spiritu.11 COIlfm..'OCC. CedarCresI College. PA. 

E mli'mJ':~R r.lbbshed in the l1e\\slener of the Theological Semina!)' of IIII' 
• vange ca ... ", eJQnned Chlnh. 

" Me/oneil/IrQn's 0r'era: Col'{ws R<'/ormatorllm. X. 255/f: XI. 1009: X. 260: 
1. 652ff 
J Ibid. I. 27. 34 
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lectures daily to 1'\\'0 thousand and "excclled all the .. -~.......,,, . L h 
d J

. J uuo,;,~~. ut er 
di rected stu enls to liS ~ctures on Matthew. cltptaining that "the lillIe 
Greek e\'~'l SII1P~Ss.cS me 111 th~'(}logy." ~ Mclanchthon readily retumed 11 
complimcms, exclaiming. "Martin is too great and wonderful for me tIC 
describe in words!H6 He was 1Ot.111y lost in die bus)lJeSS and erllhusiasm ~ 
Win<;."llbo.'!Y. To teach the Gospel took preccdl'nCC over health and mania ° 1 

Luther grew worried and finally managed to promote a marriage \~h 
Katherine Krapp. the mayor's daughter. And Mel anchthon had \0 admit 
!lwt she was 3 goddess. -

BuT suddenly Luther was gone! As he was returning from the Oie\ of 
Worms. the horsemen of Elector Frederick the Wise sped him a .... -ay from 
his enemies \0 scdusion in the Wanburg Castle. T1,Cfe. on May 12. 1521. 
Luther disP.11Chcd a commission to a lonely and pcrplext-d MelanehthOll in 
Witten!)!:rg: "Ta ke e ha rgc . , . Be a min ister o f the W ord ... 
Defend th e wal ls and towers of Jerusalelll."~ But. in Luther's absence 
CarlstoW saw rul nppot11Ulity ruld seized it. reducing the Roman Mass and 
encouraging the mobs to frenzied iconoclasm. 10 At Clui stmaSlime. 
1521. the Zwickau prophets amved wi th their doctrine of Enthusiasm. 
Wittenberg was in grave disorder and in hi s perplexity: Melanchthon sent 
an urgent Rlea to Spala tin: "A ssist me in this thing in w ha tever way 
you can." 1 Luther's rctum in March. 1522. put an cnd to the d isorder. 
But Melanchthon could nol forget the "insensitivity ruld bad manners" of his 
associates. I ! He would not be a party to such radicalism! Hence. 
MclanChthon begrul to retreat. The position he sought was on the fringe of 
the Church. which is no t an unusual place for humanists. Being tme to the 
humanist ideal. he would teach the classics inste:KI of theology. especially 
since CarlSladt and his ilk were so plainly bad mannered and ignoran t. In 
1522. he \Hote Spalatin his declaration of independence: "1 hear that Dr. 
Martin wants me to tum over Greek instnlClion to somoone e lse. I don 't 

4 Ibid. X. 301. ] 01. 
I De Welte. [ltlhers 8riefi'. I. 380. 
• Mt'iout'iIlIIOII.I' Ope,,!,: Cm~J/I" Rli Qrmlllor,ml, I. 264. 7. 
, Ibid. X . 193 : I . 26 S. 9. De Wene. Lmlters Brie/I!. fl. I. 
' Ibid. I. 478 : 418 . • De WeHe. Lmllt",s Brie/e. /I. I . 
'" Mclanchthons Opera; Corpus Refonnatonun. l. 466. 471. 491. 505. Cf.. A. 
L. RiChte r. Dil' M'lmgefisc/u'II Kirc/lellordmmg£n des secm:e!",UII 

{,altrhum/ut,· . 11.484.485. 
• A''''/(mcltlholJ)' Opera: Corp"$ He/ormotol'lI"'. I. 5 14. 

'. Ibid. I. 613: c/ . I , 576: II. 50. 
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wanllO do that. I .... ou ld rather I.!.ilc up theo logy. 
f"'~ I , • ..n 

llIany caliest teadk.'I'S 0 U'" C~'ISSICS. 

J\t.ELANCHTIIONIAA1SM 

This decisive reaction caused Melanchthon to bo:gin thinking and actin 
independently of Luther by 1525: run 011 thm b.1sis. he stepped back int th g 
theological circle. His independence fa st . became apparenl in J 52~-2 ~ 
when he pointedly snpponed E~smus agaLnst. Luther ill their debate upon 
free \\ill. In September. 152-1. Erasmus se1\1 IllS dcftnse of free will_De 
Libero Arbitrio-with a warm leiter. H O bviously pleased and 
impressed. n Melanchthon forwarded the book 10 Spalatin with this lIote: 

This subject. which is the most important in the ChriSlian 
religion. should be carefully examined. For thi s reasOll. I am glad 
that Erasmus has taken sides. For a lon g tillle. J have hoped that 
some careful perwn .... 'Ot!ld oppose Luther in this Ilmner. Erasmus is 
the mall or I am deceived. 16 

Indeed. Erasmus 11m the man! Aller 1525.11 Melanchthon was commined 
to S)ncrgism. insisting that ~God docs not work \\~ th man as a log. bL.t 
draws him in such a way that his 0\\11 will coope r:ncs.,,11 Hi s fOnllUla was 
this: "Grace precedes: the will foll ows. God dra ws: bUI he draws 
lonlyj lhe man who is willing. " lq This was a sensi tive point: in his last 
year;.. Melanchthon declared: 

I ha~e during and aller Luther's lifetime rejccted the Stoic and 
fo.lanlChae3Jl absurdity presented by Luthcr and others that all 
works. good and evil. ill all 111(.'11 . good :md evil. had 10 come about 
by necessity. It is obvious that such phrases are against the Word 
of God. hannful to all discipline. and blasphemous. ::O 

\) Ibid I " " 5. 
I' Ibid. I. 673. 
I' /bid. I 675 
'. Ibid. i. 637' " . Especially see th L . 
II Sac lis e OCI CommU/tf.'s of 1535 .' Ibid, RBI. 27 1 .27~ . 
" 0 . BOOk ojCol/cord I ")6'· Th L · · . Me/aile'" 0 . . - -. e I'JI':Jg I mt'I"lnt ( 1538). 

OIlS ~I~ra' CR .' ., 1558. . orplls cJorl//{J/orlllJJ IX, 768: Opinion oJ 

10 Ibid. IX. 766: Opinian of 1358. 

Bard Thompson 

In these fi rst. formative years of his indcpendencA 11 M- I I h I . ... . ...:I1IC1\ onaso 
begar~ 10 shape IllS 0\\11,' doctrine of the Lord's Supper. In 1527. he 
qncshoned Luther's doclnnc of the local prescncc and oml mand, _ " .11 

I · I ~ d 1 ... 3 100, 
tile fol owmg year. "e n ~n ~1~. the subtlt..1.ics of ubiquiry:ll alld in 1529. he 
wrote Occolarnpadms hIS cn l.lcisms of Ihe Swiss view. explaining that 
the Supper was a COrlUliunLon- koillollia-wilh the present Ch . 

·f l u fi St. 
not a oonlrllemorn\l~l 0 IIC absent Christ. In 1530. he became convinced 
I~al the Fathers dId not suppo.n, Lu~hcr's doctrine l' and. upon that 
di scovery. M,clanchtholl the tradltlonahst lmd 1\0 choice exct'P' 10 bn.:ak 
\\ith Lutht-r.·

6 
From the latter months of 1530 onward. hc becamc 

increasingly convinced that the cnlX of Ihe Supper was the communion of 
the person of O uist and the soul-a personal. efficacious.. substantial 
indwelling oflhe God-Man in the believer. Melanchthon's doctrine reached 
nl.1turilY by 1534-an IUldeveloped version of the so-called Refonncd 
doctrine of the Lord's Supper at least several years before Calvin's 
thoug.ht reached consistency.!l But. unlike Calvin. Melanchthon !;:IW no 
need to explain the mode of Christ's presence in the Supper. Hence. he did 
nOl belabor the necessity of fait h or the agency of the Holy Spirit: 
and he taughl that Chrisl was present l"I!scemibus (" to those who 
eat").!' whereas Calvin used credemihl/J ("10 those who belie\'efl

) . For. 
Mclanchthon was satisfi ed to proc laim thc facl of Christ's presence. 
anriblLling ilto His will to be with men. "Abide in me and I in yon.,, ~9 
The mOOc. Melanchthon was glad to accq>! as a mystery. 

This. then. is Melanchthonianism the doctrines of Synerg ism and the 

:l ln May. 1537. he \\' rot ~ Ihal "neither day nor nighl has passed for ten 
years Ihm 1 haven'l thoughl abolLl Ih;5 problem." /l1<'/"lIchlilolls 0Pf W : 

Corpus Rcjorml<lO,.lfm, III. 537. 
:: Ibil/. I. 913 : 11'. 964. Discussion 3t Torgau 
n Ibid. I. 948. Letter to Balthasar. 
:. Stuppcr;ch. "'Ie lanchlhons Werke ;n Auswah L I. 297- 300. 
:1 By v; rtue of Oecol aLl1p :ld;us' D i%glls ( 1530). 
u. Me/am'hl/wns Opt'ra: Cor"".,' R ej,,;·mill fll·"III. fl. 2 1 7 ( 10 I.. nl h er): 
11.824 (10 John Brenl. 1535). . 
;, By ;nn uencing " Iarlin Bucer. Melanchlhon may have indireclly [fl­

flutnctd Call'in's dOClrine of the Supper. Cf .. Chapler I. seclion C of the 
dissertalion. . d 
!I E.g .. in ArC X of the AlIg lISlIllI(l V/lri('IIl. Heppe. Bdl.'1II1111isd triftl.'II « 
ahl'rm('.fl"'lIischen Kin·/te fl . J.J6. 
" " , . ., I '·. 961 : RI'Sllo1lSiotoFred. , e (lItc/tIiJolls Opera: Corp"s Rt-.,or1lJ(l/OrlllJJ . .... 
J1I (1360). 
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Lord's S,nwvr I.\hich f..'ielanchtholl developed in (I(k/il ioll to a 
~"- . · ," d . , . . sacramental cullus and an elhlca an mY~ l lca .p.l<! ty w hich did 

nOI appreciate the craftsmanship of the dHllec.tr c131l bUI left Ihe 
mysteries of Christiani ty 10 be accepted gladly by fliit h . 

A QUESTION OF FRI.ENDSFJlP 

The logic of our discussion leads 10 the conclusion that Mclandnhon was 1101 
a Lmheran bUE a Melanchlhonian.l~ Hence. Lullll.:r and Melanchtholl "'ere 
friends no( because they agreed but in spite of the fact thai they disagreed. 
Their relationship was therefore fraught wit h tens ion . A hh ough 
basically a peaceable pefSOIl. Melanchthon was quile capable o f speakinA 
his mind. Bluntly. he called Luther's m .. "Cessilarianism an "absurdity, " 
AlrocissimulII Lli/her; SCI'JI/lI1II was the label he tied to one of Luther's 
polemics against!he Swiss. j He kepI on II,;tinfo to Erasmus!~ dedicated his 
books to Henry VIII~ and Albert of Maini (whom Luther called "the 
naught iest of boys") I I and in many similar respects maintained his 
independence. 

For his part. Luther generally managed to eontrol his capacity for anger and. 
in fact was sometimes exuberant in his praisc of Melanchthon.19 But he 
detected and was irri tated by Melallchthon's "soft-pedaling" of the 
AlIgsblwg COllfcssioll. «; Nor was he W1UII'ure of the Melanchthonians but 
referred to them as "Erasrnians. ,, 41 By 1537. he was thoroughly disgnUltled 
over Melanchthon's doctrine of the Supper and suggested to friends that 

~ C/. Ch. [[I orlhe diSStT1at ion. 
Melan~hthon profened \0 bI.' greatly mot ivated by ethical concern. C/. 

Md/mc/llhons D/IUIl ' Co R .I 1/2511525. . 'POI' r/ omlfllor"",. I. 722: Ictter 10 Camera"'u.l·. 

I: Making F . Hildebrandt's Mel/wehihow Alien or A/~I '? (Ca mbridge. 
1946) a r"1l1her doubl fu l enle ...... ri .~ . 
I I . ~ - . 

Melonch/hons 0 P' . C R.I 
Ibid. 1'. 4 75. ro. arpus e/ornl%rlllll . IX . 766 : VIII. 916. J 4 . 

l' lbid. V. 475. 
II Ibid. III. 68 . 
16 Ibid. II. 920 . 
II Ibid. II. 611. 
II 11': k r: 
)9 er e: LSchrtedfll(Weimllr A"sgobe ) IV .'" '''' 

Ih,d I' "" . , 'h " . . ...... 77. 10 ,. • u er s pralie oftheL 'C 
- I cannol lread so fi I • lK"/ ol/mllllll!S . 

., Melaol(:hlhons Oper:~ ~ y. DRe . ~ve l1 e. LIOIh ers Brie/e. II'. 17. 
. orl'uS t/OI"nl% rUn). III. 397. 

" Bard Thompsoll 

Ph·,Hp had gone Zwinglian. ~l A, , . h 
lines. t e fiiendship dissolved 

oomplctely. This is an example. 

[n 1544. Luthe r received a copy of the Cot.-..-. .. K' I d " 
, d 0 , "'&"" Irc ICnor nung which 

Melancht IOn an ucer lad prcp.1Ted. Luther could Ii d , . . d 111 not ling but fault s 
111e book dl nOl condemn the Swiss nor did '" .• . . . mention 'the oral 
recept ion of the true body and blood ,," And Buce ( f " . 1 ' 1 . roapeople l ) 
had ~\'T1 tten tie artie e on the ~ord's Supper." Luther was livid. From the 
pulpit. h;,. lashed ~ut agamst Bucer. the "Blabbenll0Uth" from 
Strasburg. And at hIS desk. he began to prepare a polelnic I A 
1544. Melanchthon informed Bllcer lhat . n ugust. 

our l)t'fides is about 10 thunder most violently on the Lord's 
Supper and he has wrinen 11 book. not yet published. in. which 
you and I arc beate n black and blue . . . I 3m ealm and wi ll 
not hesitate to escape th is penitentiary ifhe should attack me." 

It was neither the first 1I0r the last time that Mclanchthon contemplated 
exile." Meanwhile. as tension mOUllk'd the 3ll 'liOUS Elector lite rall,' ordered 
Luther "not to mention Phi lip Melanchthon by name in his book:"9 [n 
{);tober. 1544. tht'tC appe:lTi . .-d A SlIol"I COllfession on tile Holy Sacrament 
Agains t /II(! S (I(·NIIII (, lltarioll.l. Zwingli mid the SI11SS were called "liars. 
blasphemers. O\\lll-d by the devil and shot through by tlte del~I:" but Bncer and 
Melanchthon escaped ment ion. And a month later. in a complete reversal. 
Luther caut ioned his fo llowers not to believe the nlmor "that Philip c.­
Luther has yielded to the crazy error of the Satrnrnentarians.· 50 And so. the 
friendship was sound again. The observant person "~ ll discover that not 
only in this instance but generally it was Luther nOl Melanchthon who closed 
his C)l'S 10 the di 1li.-n.., "ICCS. 

TIlE RISE AND FALL OF TH E j\1[LANCIiTHON IAN PARTY 

.: Ibid, 111.427 : Chancellor Snick 10 the EJl.'i:lor. 
" R· h IC ler. Kirt"lu'IIo rdmmg ell. II. 30ff 
.. De Wette. Lmlters Brie/I'. 1'. 70S . 
~ Ibid . 1'. 670 __ McI:mchlhon 10 Luther. rCJlOrting progJe$s in Cologne. 
" Melallcht ho/l Opera: Corp III R'iQrlll/llorllm. V. 47S. 
s'hid. 1',474. 
, Ib id. VI . 860 : 'Tor fi ftee n years I have daily e~p&led expulsion and am 
~ill expecting il." 
5CI Ibid. 1'. 746 . 

De Weue. L"'hers Brie/ e . V. 697 . 
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G' !he definition of Mclanchthonianism- thc docI:rincs of S)TleTgiSI'll ~d 

h'\~'s Soon .... r. the sacramental cultus. and the ethical and 111)'5li<:al 
Ie -,'r . ' d d , 
piely developed by Malanch~lon and assocIate,s III cpcn en! y of L~lt~et 
and Calvin--one can deterrnmc the extent of lIS CUlTCllC y by eXam11l111g 
painstakingly the confessions ?nd lilUrg ics of SiXI':C.ll th -c.C ll lury 
Germany. learning what was bemg taught on t hese ui l ical ISSues. 
The results of such an enterprise prompt the followi ng historical 

- " recorlstruchOO. 

John Bugenhagen in troduced Meianchthonianisni to Pomerania in 
1535. when it spread rapidly th roughout northweste rn Ger11l 311y.!l 
The followin g year ( 1536). under the leadership o f John Brenz. the 
Swabian duchy of Wiirttcrnberg became Melanchthoninn. 'J Thence, it 
followed the Rhine northward into the Palat inate (1 55 4_ 56) s" and 
Zweibriicken. n Hesse began to yield as early as 1539: S6 from Hesse. 
Melandilhooianisrn penetrated Nassau.SJ Under Me lanch thon 's personal 
guidance. Cologne became Melanchthonian in 1543." Saxony itself 
succumbed to the force of t\\'0 explic it ly Melan chthonian creeds. 
RcjJn,ajo lI'illellMrgl'lIsis (15.15) and COIljeMio Saxollica (1551). '" And 
a shon lired Melanchthonianism began in Mecklenburg in 15 S2.~ 

" Cr.. ChapteT II or tbe dissertation. 
II cr .. Ihe Kirchenordnung of 1333: Richer. Kirchenordn ungen. l. 2-1 S.26O: 
I. 354: II . 56: ll. 219 ff.: 11 . 386 ff. 
II Cf.. Brenz's Cattthism of ! H6: Karl Buchrucker. Die NormalJ:.u/('chismen 
~er chris/lichen KirchI'll. pp. I-S. 

Cf .. the K,rchenQrdlllmgen or 1534. 1536: Richler. Kircilellm.d"''''gffll. 
II. 146/. 177 [ 

: Cf .. the Kirche"Qrd",,,,g of 1357: Richler. K irchello,·iln ling. II. 1.:1 6. 
30~fff the Cassel Kirc/u!lmrd""" g of 1539: Richter. Kirc!,em"·iI"''''g.,,,. I. 

" The Kird"",ordllilng .,," d f '5'6 -gm Q 0 (Rlchler. Kirchcllordmmgell . 
11. 400) Wffe reproductions r!he " -o -esslan Re/QrlllOfioll (1373) ;nd Ag .. 11110 
~11374 ): Ibid. II. 343. 393. 

Cf.. Archbishop Uermann' p. D ,- _ _ 
K· h 5 la e Iberatlo ( 1543): R,chler. 
, ,',',', '"h',hrdnuongen. 11. 30 ff. Cf .. De Wette. Luthers Bricfe. V. 670: cf.. 
~ nc on. pera:C R, V. 11 3. 

RIChler. Kird,~"ordlll",gell. ff. 81 CI" f . 'J-
8dellllmissch,.ifte" de,. all r I ' JJ. Icinrich Heppe. ,I' 
403/f. po es/(m"sc!)("11 Kirch ., D" lIIsch/","ls. pp. 

6O Cf .. theKirch""o,.dnu"go( I~P R' 
~ - : Ichler. Kirclle"ortl"lI11ge". II. 11 3Jj 
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Thus. from W il rttcmbe rg in the south to the 0 , h b _ 
I RI . U c order In the 

north '
h 

~~e A ~ne cou,ntry was dOlled with MelanChthonian 
strong 0 s. n every e eCtorate bordering 'h, B," - S fi _ - , p . IC ea. rom the 
Oalll sh PCll111SU a to russIa was Me lanchthon ian T ,h - ,_ . 0 IS 151 mus t be 
added the vcry c radle of the Reformation_Saxony. 

lhe Palalinatc offers a good example of the impact ofM"o. "h _ _ . . , ~,c I on13ll1sm 
whIch entered our s plT1ll~a l f~therland from neighboring Wiirttember . 
aud through the formau ve mfl uence of the Wiil1l"m.- ' g ' g 

~ ~ "" re Onner. 
J.ohn Bren~. Before 156.,. con~regatious worshipped according to a 
1,IUTlD' whIch was a reproductloll of the Wiirttenlberg rite of 1553.61 
children masten..-d a catechism wrillen by Brenz in 1536: to:! preach~rs 
conformed to Me lanchth on's £'m,m!ll (Jrdin(llulorlllll, a doctr inal 
statement which the Palatinate borrowed from the Mecklenburg 
Kircilellordllllllg o f 155 4:~) aud th e ent ire religious life of the land­
in church and school- was governed by Melanehtholl 's revis ion of 
the .4/1gsbllrg COIl/ession. knO"Tl as the Variato. (H 

The VaJ"iala
6J 

appeared in I S4O-a revision of the AII8sblirg COIl/essioll 
boldly undc rtaken by Melallchthon around 1536. 10 bring that classic 
evangelieal confession in to eonformi ty with MclanchthonianiSll), to 
allow both Synergism (Art. XVIII) and tbe Mclanchlhonian doctrine of 
the Supper (A rt . X) to have confessional status.6<i Under the guise of being 
an improved edi lion of the origillal Confession. the Vari(Ua eontributed 
to the \'ast spread of Melanchthonianism. In fact. the orthOOo." Lutherans 
were so asleep 10 the real significance of )I.ldanchthoo's revision that it went 
1l/1challcnged until 1561 . Some scholars believe that the original edit ion 
(1530) fell entirely out of print. Be that as it may. it is far less eloquent 
testimony to the supremacy of the VOl"i(l/(l than the fa ct the princes 
(among Ihcm Pa la tine Elector 0110 Henry) who signed the Frank/orl 

Recess in 1558. belicving they w .... re "clarifying" and "reaflinnillg" the 

~I D : h 
"-IC ter. K. irc/r I""ordUlmge ll.ll. 177 . 

. : Ibid, Cr. , Buchrucker. Nl>rmalklllf'.·his"' '''' . pp. 1-8-
OJ Md(/llChllll>ll 0 ""'(1: CR. X X II I. 1_ 1 03: Richler. Kirch~ItQrd"'mgen , 
/1,116. 
: So said Frederick III at Nalll11bllrg: A. Kluckhohn. Briefe. f. 158.ff . 

TeJ(l: Heppe. Die 8eki',IIIW isschrijte" der OllprQI~SIr""ische" KITche 
~~lIIschl(lll(ls. pp. 340.ff 

Ibid. p. 350: p. 346. 
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b C~"re$sio/l. ~1 actually subscribL-d to a consistently 
A IIg$ /1'8 " ,.. . th . 
Melanchthonian stateluent. and who. bclic\;:lg ey ",,-ere quotmg the 

b d 
t one of the Lord's Supper. used phrases taken from 

Augs tlrg (X: n h iM I h i ' "'I hth ' Loci ComlllulleS and ot er pure Y e ane t 10l1lan 
,.ellllC ons h' I . h 
statcments.69 No .,,,onder that in 1580,.1 e pnnccs W 10 met to SIgn t e 
Formula ojCollcord complained: " It IS no IOllg~ clear to liS Of to a Uf 
theologians whal is the ConfeSSiOn once offen:d to the Emperor at 

A ugsbllrg." 10 

Th Lutherans finall y awoke to the fa ct thaI there were tv.'o o11hodoxi~s 
in ~en\lany_Lulheranisl1l and ~e!anchthOnian isll.1. The l .at1 e~1 obvio~IS l y 
had to be repudiated. Hence. the ngld party ,of noel/IS l/J)l·~:I/S. d.cscn~ 
themselves as Gnesio Lutherans-"genume Lutherans - mtnnat mg 
that their opponents were not genuine. Moreover. they branded the 
Melanehlhonians Crypto Calvinists-"seeret Ca lvinists"-doing the 
double disservice of making Calvinism the diny name of sixtccnth­
eentury Germany, besides fal sely impugning the authentici ty of 
Melanchthonianism. about which there was nothing "secretly 
Calvinistic," Alld by the very nature of its cause. Gnesio Lutheranism 
became a rigidly onhodox llIovement. approaching scholasticism. 

In its twellty-first year of existellce. the V(/";(I/(I 11'(1.\ finally challenged at 
tile Colloquy of Naumburg. January-Febnlary, 156\. The meeting was 
prompted by rumors that the Palatinate. under Elector Fredcrick 111. was 
flirting \ .... ith Calvinism. Could it be. as thc now embittered John Brenz put 
it. l : that Cah~nism was lurkillg in tile V(lrioW'! Yes. so vigorously did 
Electors Frederick of the Pala tinate and Augustus of Saxony support 

.' Ibid. p. 563. 
"" bi/I, pp. 568-570. 
M Specifically: lhe Yadma. EXI/melt Orli;II(mdorlilU. Con/essio Sllxanica 
and the l.od Comnllmes ( 1535). 
10 , . , (lou wir noch IInse,'e Teologell wissen mogen, ,.."lches die n~chw 1/1111 

ei"nl/l' "bergebeue AIIgsbllrgisci>" Confession sci. Die fJi!ke""/llissci> .. ijrC" 
;',er £" .Imgelisch-Lillherisc/icn K irdle (Gullillgell. 1952). p . 7<16. 

~Iaclas. A~sdorf. Gallus. Wigand. Timann. Westphal. Hesshus were the 
chIef GnUlO Lutheran controversialists. Among the Mclanchthoniau 
leaders were Camerarius. Eber. Major. Pfeffinger. Peueer. Bugcuhagcn. 
~~enz became a Gnesio Lutheran in 1559. 

Brenz first entertamed this suspicion in conversations .... ;th John Laski at 
Stuttgart in 1556. Cf .. A. Kuyper. I. Las("/) OperIJ. fl. 722-730. 
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the Vori(lf(l-J that on February I. the evangelical . H· 
h

' I ~ d h prmecs SIgned an 
agreement ..... IC I a111nne t e AlIgsbllrg ConfeSSion of 1530 b dO ' 

, _" h ", .- I UI eltnltely 
reeogJll z~"U t e .. (/rtaW to u<: a t lorou,hl, accura t ~ . t ' • . . . " In erpretah on of 
the OTlgmal. T he baSIC reason for thIS decision w., (' th d ." . m eworsof 
the pnnce.s) because that clari fied COII/cssio". "hich was puhli!rod in 
1540 . . . IS to a 1III1ch greater degree in use in n .. , 'h h . " " •• __ •• d 
schools. The Nallmhw"J! RCPNII/Olt was an eloquenl testimony of the 
wide clITTeney of the VW·1t//(1 and. hence. Melanehthonian iS Ill . Naulllburg 
nevertheless foreshadowed the Formula o/Col/cord-· (1580) which solved 
dIe sa111e problelll th e p r ob lem of the two confession s and the two 
orthodoxics- in prec isely the opposite wa)'. It repudiated the 
VoriO{(l and thereby crushed Melanchthonianism. Those Mclanchthonian 
affiliates which refused to subscribe to the Formlll" formed a new 
doctrina l alliance 1u10\\11 as the Gennan Refonned Chureh. Fonh from 
dying Me1anchthonianis11l it arose. Its piet), and historical sensitivity 
were German. It cOllt inued to affirm the V(lri{/fa. It did not ca!1 
itself nor was it Calvinistic. for it recoiled from metaphys ical 
concept ions o f Ch r ist ian ity. and its doctrine did not pivot upon the 
decrell/lit Dei (lbsoili/llm. Yct. as a displaced persotl. it tunted to the 
Rcfonned churches. seeking their comfol1 and assistance against 
Lutheran orthodoxy. and often accepting elemcnts of their doctrine 
and worship. By 1614 . the Gcrll1an Refonned Church included Hesse. 
Nassau. Anhalt. Bremen and Brandenburg: but it s tarted in 
Heidelberg in 1563. Thus. we turn to that cris is in Heidelberg 
between Gnesio Lutheranis ll1 and Palatina te Me1anchthonianism. 
which produced the fi rs t of the Gemlan Refonned churches. 

THE CRJSIS IN HEIJ)[LKERG 

The first consistent l) rolestanl istn in Ihe Palatinate was 
Melanchlhon iall ism of the Wiirtte lllberg or Brentian type. which 
Qu o Henry introduced to l)falz.Neuburg in 1554 11 and then. as 

J) " I ,, '" uckhohn. Brie/I', I . 158 ff. . 
E~cept the Gnesio Lutheran l.calo\' John FredeTlek of S;I)(ony. \\110 ....-;IS 

Fred. Ill's son-in-13w " H . '.. I ' I , Kird,,'! [)e,./s('/,hmds. eppe. Die 8ek('mllmssc/irifi"11 der a IprQles/aI1/ISC lei 

ff" 583 ff 
Tc)(t: Die B.'J;el1"lIIuscilTifim 

hG~lil1gen. t952). pp. 735- 11 35. 
RiChter. Kircht'llordnnngen. II. 146 ff. 

n'e Ne .... Mercersburg Rt'l·it'''' No. 34 

E> 'angel uch-LUI ill.'ris('/II'/t Kirche 
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r to the Electoral Palatinate ill 155.6. In accordance to the 
EI.eclo . h ,( 1556 71 -<:105Cly fashIOned a ft e r the Greater 
Km"//f'IION /il lig oJ 19 __ I • d \V" 

, '" ',of I 553 -churches at WOT"'UP use untcmberg Will'ttcm rg n e " . h' 
, h ' 0115111100 Ihe Variola and Mclane Iholl S £ rallu!I! 

fonns. preac ers . fel " , d J h B ' 
~d' "--" .od • -~ general101I 0 m s\!atls reclle 0 n rcnz s ...,.- 11/(111<<<11 1111 • " 

C/llochum (1536): to 

Q. Whal is the Lord's Sup~e~? . 8. . . . 
A. It is a sacrament and divme lmhr=e/Che" In which OmS! 
truly and presently distributes his body and blood and assures liS 
thereby Ihal we ha \'c the forgiveness of sins and ctcmall ift . 

. 1' .-.., H In 1557. with Melallchthon's first-hand assIstance . . V Ito em)' 
reorganized the decrepit University of ':fcidclberg. an~ Ih~lS. by his 
diversified appointments. made theologIcal Con~lct mc"~t able. The 
Gnesio Lutheran 7.eatOl Tilcmlll1l1 Hesshus. was apg<'mted PreSident of the 
fa culty and General Superintendent in 153 7. ) Michael Diller. Ono 
Henry'S coun-preacher since 1543. upheld Melanchthonianism. And Pdcr 
Boquin . .... ito among others was appointed in 15 57. was a Calvinist. 
Having signed the signifi cant and Melanchlhonian Frallkfor/ Reccss on 
March 18. 1558.1' Ono Henry returned 10 Heidelberg to be confronted by 
the first outbreak betwCl:n Hesshus and the impetuous Rcfonll ed deacon. 
William Klebitz. As the baltic was joined between Gnesio Lutheranism and 
Melanchthonianism. dealh came providentially to Otto Henry on 
February 12. 1 559. 

The reign of Frederick III began in utmost confusion. The ]'alatinate 
was fi lled with religious refugees. whom Otlo Henry had in \·ited- a 
condi tion which distressed Melanchthon." Refugees and diversified 
theologians crcaled traffic in creeds--a situation made critical whct1 

,. Ibid. II. 177. 
" Ibid. I/. 13 1 IT. 
: Buchrucker. ~OI"ml~Aolet"his'mm. pp. 1-8. 

A term retamed III several (sacramental) questions of the Ht'idt'lbt'rg 
CIJlechism . ... g . ~6 6. 

" ~1.e la~chthons Opera: Corpus Reformatorum.lX. J41. 343. Camer.:uius. Vita 
!;lllhpPIl\.lelanchthonis. p. 371. 

~~ says the appointment was made \lith Melanchthoo's advice (1): Kirchen· 
Hmo,,~. p. 54. 

" Heppe. Die Bde.mmiuchrifien der UllpmfeSl(mlisc/'ell Kirche aelllsd,/IJ"ds. 
r;579. 

Melm.dllhoru O,'lCrlJ ' CD '" ' 44 ' 46 ' . . " . . : to Srenz: to Cameranus. 
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Hesshus suppressed I3renz'S C(~/ccllism in ~avor of Luther's. All parties 
t\\~Sled the A lIg.rhllrg COllje.is /OI, for theIr purpose. According I th 
offICial doctrine o~ Ih~ Supper. J6 ~.I~ri sl ~as preSent "with Ihe brea~ an: 
..... ine." Uesshus 1I1 s lsled upon 111. w llh. and under" the bread. His 
ardent supporte rs lIdded. "round and ro und" Ihe bread. To Ihat oth 
extreme. Klebitz insisted upon the necessity of faith_11 er 

While FI\.--dcrick allended the Diet of Augsburg in the summer of 1559 
Hesshus denounced Klebitz fr0111 the pUlpit as a devil. an Arian heretic: 
and a Sc/uriirm(!r: snatched the cup from Klebi tz's hand during the 
Lord 's Supper: excommunicated hi m 011 September 6 and ordered him 
expelled. Frede rick retumed to find chaos. Diller failed in a final peace 
effort . using the words "wilh the bread and wine." In exasperation. 
Frederick fi l\.--d I-Iesshus and KlebilZ on September 16 and sent secretary 
Stephan Cirler to seeul\: Melanchthon's advice. for he was indeed the 
spiritual father of the Palatinate. 

Melanchthon's Respollsio . . . (/(/ qllesliol/em de COlllrQl"(!rsia 
lIeidelbergensi.18 daled November I. 1559. said essenti311y three things: I) 
put aside all controvers ial fonnulas : 2) stress the Pauline words. "The 
bread which we bre:lk is the communion of the body of Christ:" and 3) 
e~ pl 3i n the meaning of "commun ion" (koil/ollie.) in tcnllS of 
"eonsociation with Ihe booy o f Christ ." Frederick caused Melanchthon's 
Res/XJI/sio to be published. sanctioned it as nonnative doctrinc.19 and. on 
August 12. 1560. decreed Ihal clergy must confon11 to it or vacate their 
pulpit s.'i'O 
Meanwhile John Brenz walched his grip on Palat inate affairs sl ip away 
and bel:ame aroused by rumors of Ctypto Cah·inism. On December 19. 
1559. at the S)' IOO of Stullgart . Brcnz led Wumelllbcrg back to 
Luthcmnism ruld issued a COl1ji.'SSiOIl (}I' Ihc Rltal Presencc. 1.I.ilich Illugl!t 
absolute ubiquity :lnd oml mruld l1catioll~1 The "decree of the Wiirttemberg 

- From the Greater Wiirttell1berg rite: Richter. Kirc/re/lOl"dmmgerr.lI. 137; 
~r- Struve. Kirc/'c,,· lIislorii'. p. 48. Oi !ler consistently used this form~ !a. 

See Klebitz's Tllt'uS de £"clwrislill. Apr. 4. 1559: Struve. Klrchrn· 
His/or ie. p. 78. • 
19 Melm.dllilons 0PI'''' : C D. IX. 960 ff. 
.. By a Kirchc/I·RlIIJI$ Or/lmmg of 1560. 

Struve. Kircilell.lfis/Qric. pp. 86.87: Ail ing. lIis/ario EcdesilU' PIII(lIinort. 
fr· 180 r. 

~I cppe. Die fmsleillmg /111(1 Ponbild""g (II'S L",h .. rlllllms mid die Airchlirhc" 
Bde1llllllis.Sclrl"ijleli desse!bt·" , '1.'.\' 1548- 15 76. pp. 60 jJ. 
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bbots~ (as Melrulchthon called the COl1fi'ssioll/: was widely discussed 
a • r thc backyard fences of the empire. To rescue his father-in-law from 
~~:h'inism." John Frederick of Saxony hUrTied to Heidelberg in June 
\560. with his Gnesio LutheTaI1 expertS. Duril1g the public diSPUlatio~ 
.... ttich followed (June 5-7).~' .Frederic.k was impressed b,x the way Peter 
Boquin defended the Calvmlst doctnne o~ the Supper and thereafier 
brought other Refomled spokesmen to Heidelberg. Gemlan SCholarship 
generally attributes Frederick's "cOl~version to C~I\: inism" 10 th is 
incident If so. be ..... as indeed a pecuhar sort of CalVInist. Two months 
afterward. be made confonnil)' to Mclanchthon's Nespol/s io binding upon 
all clerg)~ six months laler. he staunchly supported Ihe Varim(j at the 
Naumburg Colloquy: three years afterward (1563). he again 
ackno\\'ledged the AlIgsbllrg COI1fi'ssiol1 and the Frallkfort RCi";ess.

9
' Six 

years afieT\\'ard (1 566). he declartd to the princes and Emperor al 
Augsburg: "Whal men understand by Calvinism. I don' t know ... I 
have never read Calvin'S wril ings. ,,\l6 And sixteen years afterward. in his 
last \\;11 and testamenL he confessed solely to the AlIgsb/ll"g COlljession.·· 
We do not dare question the veracity of this he roic man's explicit 
affinnalions. The trulh is Ihal nei ther Frederick nor the Palatinale 
suddenly moved from this "i sm" 10 thaI " is m ." Rather. they were 
resiliC1l1 to Gnesio Lutheran pressure and moved so as to preserve what 
they could of the Mel31tchthonian heritage. 111C Heide/berg Calecllism itself 
was built upon this very resilienc)'.'It 

: Me/ollch/Irons (}pt-ro: CR, IX. 1036 . 
.. Co~plete texl: Struve: Kirchen-Histor;e pp 94-98 
'Il ~slng Klebilz's Tht s tJ : Struve: KirC"he,;. jffstorie p' 78 ' P 98 

KJuckholm. Brit 't I 450 .. . . . 
to ~" " 
91 Ibid. 1. 661-664 . 

.. ~~~~~" dB~~tnnF/IIiJ$chrifitn dtr rr/ornr ir/i'11 K ir che". pp. I _ I 8 . 
... 1 UJat red became a C 1 . . the Word f h ' . a vmlst when he substituted Ihe authoril), of 

or t e aUlhorlty of L Ih B " ' h Mt/onch/holl e . u cr . Ul Ih ls I S prec,sely w at 
Cour88ed In hi s Res . '" ', -' I plaad lliher's doctrine mdcr ' p OIISlO. AI MeltIIlduilOn d~1 I:"U)' 

to Ihe Word" and "bl h IheJlligJnent oflhe Word. sometimes finding il "conlrllry 
asp emou •. " Cf.. Operll. IX. 766. 

Bard Thompson 

.. _----

:. Kluckhohn. 8 ,·ie/e. I. 450. 
III S~ff. OIM·;mll.\· IIIKI Urs mlls. p. 483. Leiter of April 1-1 . 1563. 

Niese!. Ik.""", ' ,/... / . / ' 
K

. "'SSI Ir!ft.." ( II" KifI' ,,,.wn/III11>gI!IJ ... def rl!jornll rll!lI 
~r('ht. p . 139 . 

It.: Ibid 
II) Ibid' '. . 
IGI ~ff. OI .... ·illllll5 Imd Urs inl/S. p. -187. 
'01 Sud (01'/1115 D"cfrillll(, of Oavid Paresis.. Appendix. 

hoff. O/el"i(m JI5 1111 Urs imlS. p. 487. 
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fi .gh' Wriling to his patron. October 6. 1560. Ursinus confessed ,.. . .... , 
that he had accepted the S ..... iss posLllOIl 1~ evc?, partle,,- a~_/e 
Sacr(llllclIlis. de PrQl'jtkllli(l 1'1 Elec/lom! lXl. (Ie "lx:ro arblfno, de 
Tradilioll/bllS hI/maIlS ill Ecclesi(l, de (~iSCI"IIII(If! chriSlillC/e 
sel-eyi/alt.'o· lIence. the Ursinus who .eMIC to. HCldelbc,rg \~'as a ~'o.lIng 
man. unsett led in his thought. tillS doclnnal predlleclton divIded 
bem-een Wittenberg and Zurich. In Heidelberg. he labored upon th ree 
talcchisms.1ot Thc Larger pivols upon Peter Martyr's doctrine of 
the covenant: the SlIlallf.:r abandons dte covenant matrix ruld emphasizes 
~comrol1 " in the context of election: and the Heidelberg makes "COI11-
fort~ the contro ll ing idea. In these three. one source bel;;omes 
im,:reasingJy important, untiL in the Heidelberg Catechism. it leads all 
other sources-the particular type of CaJvinism taught by John Laski, 

As Superintendent of the refu~~ congre¥~tiolls. ill Lond?n. lhat unslUlg b.ut 
important n::fomleT. John Laski (a Lasco). pubhslloo a Rlrcilellol"{immg In 

1550-Forma (IC R{l/io. 1IO of which the liturgical and catcchet ical 
portions werc the detenninative sources of the Palatinate Liturgy and the 
Heidelbl'rg CatechislII. The message of all Laski's catechisms 11' . was 
"comfort."! !! He did indeed teach election. but simpl y as thc source of 
assurance. Decidedly did he reje<:t a limit .. -d atoncme nt III and frankl y 
stated that Calvin had wriHen "too harshly" on predestination. '"Is 
this not the spirit of the He idelberg Cmedlism? But how did Laski's 
tcachingsl1

! penetrate the Pala tinate? Laski had becn adviser to Otto 

'~l Sudhoff. Olc\'ianus lind Ur#mu. p. 9: Ursinus 10 Crnto of Cm.ftlheim .. 
,01 cr .. Ursi,,; Opera (ed .. Quirinus RcutCrj.l l. 
''''c(. Ch. IV, seclion D of thc dissertation. Cf .. A. Kuyper. Joannis (J Lusco 
Or.,ra. hols. (Amsterdam: "tuller.IS66). 
:: I Kuyper. a Lasco Opera. II. 1-277: Richter. K irdwnordlllmgeJl. [L 99 ff. 

Thert WCR three important catechisms. all of them based upon Laski·s Enu}.>" 
CQ/echism of I s.*: ( I) r. ticronius' London abridgment. 1550 (Opl'r/I. II. 127 if 
.J. (2) The ~ London edition. 1551 (Opcra. ]1. 341-475). (3 ) r.'licronius' 
seeond abndgment. known 35 the Emden CQl~'('hism of 1554 (Opera It 500-
543). . . 
' I! Sc . 
'4. ',',uesllons 124-127 in #2 (above): questioos 14. 24. 37 in It l: question 
_ 111 • 

::: Ope~a I. S03 and in 1n3ny OIher inSlances. especially in the Catechisms.. 
III Opera. 11.676: Laski to Bullinger. June 6. 1553. 

On the Lord's Supp" L k· .. . ' as I stressed obslgnallon (obsig""rir--lhe 
commumon of the body and blood of Christ is "sea led.~ Ct. Opera. I. 470. 571 . 
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. 15H' 116 hc vis ited Melanch tho n in Wiuen bcrg in 
lIen~'ll S t n," U" in~s was living and studying Wi lh Melanchtho n : his 
556 "IClt . 
I· grcgat ioll . having becn driven from Eng land d u rtng the 
refu~« cO,':ccut ion. sett led ncar Heidelbcrg in 1562. br in g ing w ith 
Manan pc . , . B , U . d 

h Laskian cll\cch, sm s and lt urgy. Ot l rStllus a n 
tbent t e . . , fi ". F· " , , . ,cottlmu1l1cated With t u:se re ugees. tna) . llC 
OI('\'llnll . ' d 

.d ,1<" thcologians I'cter Dathen us and Imman uel Tremel h us la 
Jlet e .. d . , . . . 
b«n closely associated wi th Laski 111 Lon o n pno r to t telr servIces III 

the Palatinatc. 

Of 129 quest ions in thc fI~ideiberg Catechislll. probably half ~~·ere taken 
fiom existing C:lIechCllca l \\orks. Of that number. mdepcndenl 
~1I' attributes at k':lst 35 questions to the catechis ms of John Laski: 
IIhereas not o,·cr tcn can positively be attributed to Calvin . no [n 
addition to mathemat ica l s uperiority. thc L ... skian catechisms cOlllributcd 
theformati\'c questiolls-ollcomfort ( L 2 L 26. 31. 53. 54). fa i th (2 1). 
~Ionement (37). church (54). creed. comma ndmcnts a n d Lord 's 
Prayer. The four questions (J. 3 1. 53. 54) wh ich tcach elect ion as a 
source of comfort were a ll suppl ied by the Laskian catech isills. 

Considering all f~ctors----on the one hand. the inward and myst ical p ie ty. 
Ihe Chr istologica l princ ipl e . the Lutheran structure. the re t icence 
toward the speculmi ve elcmcnt of reprobation and . on the othe r hand. 
the doctrine of elec tion subscrviclll to thc cont rolling idea of 
·comfort." it is appllTI!nt th at the Heidelberg CmechislII represents a 

,. 
111 Opt-ra, ll . 71S: Struvc. Kirdllm·HlSloril", p . 6j: Alting. Hi!ilOriCl. p. 171 . 
HIOptru. II. 733 . 
lit Ul3ini Optrll (cd. Remer ). I. S. 

I acknowledge btll somelimes conlest a Lang's Der Heide]berger 
K"~chi,m d · us an \'Ier \erwandte Kalechismcn: QUl.'llensthriften zur 
~hichlc des ]"rorestantisllIus. 1907. 

II ~~s~~ 1.2 1. 22. 26. 29. 3 1. 33. 84. 35. 37. 53. 54. 56. 66. 68. 69. 74. 
de·C· · ~-II3. IOI .102. 104 .1 08 . 11 9. 124_ Cahin (II' Cm,;chism(' de I"Egli se 
3dd~ ~~<"'I';', 15421: 27. 45. 46 . . 47 . 49. 70. 109. 11 0. To Calvin's lisi. Lang 
ISS-! ~ -.48 .. 88. 108. I allnbut.: 108 to # 14 of Ihl.' Emden Catechism of 
SllIal'ler C g asc.rtbes 21. 25. 27. 45. 56. 60. 86. 91. 117. ] 27 to Leo Juda's 
and 2. 52. ;~~c~~~m ~nd SO .. 90. 102.10 11III1iug.:r: 2? 10-1 . 106. 129 to B."cer 

. ]_S to Zcll. I 3ltTlbute 2 110 1#27 mlhe Emden Catechism 

n.e New Me,", b 
I t rs 1II"g R"r",,,, No. 34 17 
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union of what Nevin called "the MelanchthOnian cadence"I :1 and Laskian 

Calvini sm .I ~: 

DEfENSE or THE TRADITION 

Immediately the opponenls of Frederick's Calechism stepped forw~rd. 
Son-in-law 10hll Frederick of Saxony turned daughter agallls t 
father . 123 Emperor Maximilian . havillg found the Calechisll: ,~o be 
Zwinglian. threatened exclusion from Ihe Peace of AlIgsbllrg. - The 
princes of WilntemDcrg. ZweibrUcken. and Baden ch arged: "a 

d rnl:' A d. ' " ,.,"" .h"olo· .,1:6 seduclive alld damne error. II Ie re.. .. g lans 
agita ted. Frederick replied calmly (September 14. 1563): ·'There. I~ a s 
been no defection ... We acknowledge and embrace Ihe same dlvme 
Word. the IA/lgshllg?l Confossioll derived frolll it. the Apologr. and the 
F ~R "I! r(lllnJ',n ccess. 

Like the handv .. riting on the wall came the armouncement and agenda ror 
the forthooming Imperial Diet 10 be held in Augsburg. 1566: the second 
item on the agenda promised a discussion of "the destnlcti ve and 
corrupting sects."I!' Augsburg was to be Frcderick's WomlS. And his 
heroism before Emperor and princes would match that of Luther. He 
arrived in March 10 find Ihal he was alrcady being regarded as an 
aposlate. m On Apri l 17. he replied: "We sli ll abide by the .. . 
AlIgsbrwg COJifessioll and its A.pology and by thc Fl"(llIkjol"/ Recess . . . 
[This is the doclrinej which we still profess and cOlllmand 10 be regularly 
preached and L1Uglit in our church and schools.,,110 011 May 14. before Ihe 

lJI Nevin. ~ Zachari us Urs in us. ~ Merar.sbJlrg R('I ·i .. ,,·. 111 (Sepl.. 185 I ). -'90 

{{; And. of coursc. thc Cal vinist doctrine of the Supper which WlIS relatively 
compatible " ilh \he ~·telanch\honian doctrine. S}lIcrgisrn was complctcly 
abandoned. 
:~ Kl~c khohn. Bri~/t. I. 390 f.. 416. 440: Leners of 1<.lar. 30. July 7 & 21. 1563. 

IbId: I. 398. The Peact of AlIgsburg ( I ~5~) excluded all rel igions 01 he r than 
Calhohc and Lutheran. Cf .. Kidd. Dtxltnll'lliS if tIN.> COIHillel'ol Reformation p. 
, 6<. 

I;' Refming to Ihe S3CTlImenlal doctrine of Ihe Cmedrism. Kluckhohn. Brie/I.'. 
/, 399. 
1:6 Ibid. 1. 464 If. 
m Ibid. I, 4-'9-460. 
Ill /bid, I. 625/ 

:: ~e was not allo .... 'Cd to sign his name wi lh the E\'angclical princes. 
Kluckhohn Brie'e I 65' JJ F d . . Of ' ·. ~ . re eTlck to August us of Saxony. 
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Die!. Frederick WllS charg~'<I with gross innovations add ed 
on penalty of being deposed. n or er to recan1 

For a qU? r1 ~r.hour. h~ lIIeditat.ed: then returned to the Diet. followed by 
10lUi Casumr who earned dlC Bible and .L, AbC .< . . spoke: UI IIgs IIrg OJ!J.,.ssrOl~ Fnxlerick 

As far as rel igious matters are concerned I freel r. h 
I acknO\',·ledge.~s Master only Him who i~ King lrTI:!::Sa~daL~~d 
0: 10.T"dS ... I her.efore I cannot grant your Imperial Majesly 
1 e n \I 10 sland III place or my God and Saviour What men 
understand ~y Cal vlI\ism. I dou 't know. J can ~ ay wi th a 
clean con SC1ence Ihat I have never read Calvin's wri lin s. 
As to,. the agreem~nt ma~c at Frankfort [i.e_. Ihe Recess} andga~ 
10 the A~rgsbrll"g (ol/fi'~sr?,r that I SIgned at Naulnberg wilh the 
od.ler p!'oces-the maJon ty of whom are present today- in 
11115 filth I COnt inue fi rmly ... And I do nOl believe that 
Anyon~ call successfully show that I have done or acce led 
anythlllg t!Jat s tands opp~sed to that ~ollfess i on .. . liPany 
person- regardless of IllS ase. sta tion or class. O;:VC1l the 
1l\~lIlbI CSl-C~n Icach IHe somethmg better frOIll Holy S~rir.tu re. I 
wIll thank hlln fro.1lI the bottom of my heart : ... and lere at 
hand arc the SCriptures ... If. conlrary to illy expc<:tntions. 
my defense should be regarded as of no account. I shall take 
comfort in that which my Lord ,urd Saviour Jesus Chri st has 
promised to me and to a ll who believe: that whatsoever we lose 
~n earth for His name's sake. we shall receive 3 hlmdrcd fold in the 
life to come. 

111C pri nces were moved. Said Augustus of Saxony: Fril:. (III hisl 
fri;'l/Iner (Iellli wir alfe. IJ: 

Rumor had it thaI Bullinger had \\Tinen the Heidelberg Ca/echiSln And. 
indeed.. in 1565. Fn:dt.';ck had requested Bullinger 10 send a confession in 
support of his Calechism. W In reply. he received rlr .. Second Hdl·elic 
ConfeSSion (1562). III which he kept in reserve. apparently inlC1lding to 

III /bill.1. 66 1.664. Among Ihe princes. oTlly Philip or Hesse contiTlued to 
support Frederkk: bUI Philip ..... as 100 old 10 attend \he DieL 
IJ. KllIckhohn. Brif"/e. I. 622. The issue. however. remained U/lresolved. On 
May 23. Frederick was warned about the Calvinism and Zwinglianism in 
his sac ramenlal articles. The next day. he affirmed the AIIg,sbJlrg 
Cmrjl.'S!liun. again disc laimed kno ..... ledge or Calvinism. again challenged his 
~fonenn 10 illlprovc his dOClrine by scripture. Ibid. 1.677,(;82. 
t He was a lso in touch with Ca lvin. C f.. ibid. 1112. 1037 f 
IJ.I ,bid. 1112. 1039·1O~0. 

Ti,e N,'l'· Mercersblll"g Re";ew No. 34 39 



• 

, "f ' h ";~ces were successful in cxpell ing him !Tom the uSCll on y i e p,,,, , b I 
E 

"

", f;-tales Writill' frol11 A mberg. Novem er , 1566. \'ange I <:.:> • ,. · ,1. . L S ' "Th 
Frederick spiked with enthusiasm the rulllO~ ~f al lancc "1u, me \\1SS .e 

rt Ihal [ ha\'e had nly C",echis/ll and K I I'C he 11 0 I'd 111111 g prepared In 
repo .' d b f ,"d ,. "IH 
Zurich by Bullinger and his assoclRtes IS aI.1 open an a re a. '- Ie. 

Th ' ' 'ct \'e'"" lillIe historical basIS for the assumptIon th.1t the 
eTC IS. m a, .; . R' ' 

Genn.1Il Refonned Church had organic ties with the SWISS e,omlatlOn. 

Meanwhile, in a flurry of polemical tracls. theologians bus!ly attacked 
the Ctilechism. IJo Ursinus responded. sol11cti l11e~ appeah_IIJ? tOlJ7the 
AlIgsblirg COllfessioll 10 justifY elements o~ Palau.nate RehgH:~n. In 
fact. instead of suppressing the Melanchthoman hcntage, the. Heidelberg 
anthorities precisely kepI it in the publ ic [~ ind. !n 1566. for mstance .. an 
importall t catechelical aid was published m Heldelberg-. ~he Teodllllg 
of Ihe AlIgsbllrg COllfessioll. ils A{~/og)' ",,,I RepellllOl1 0/1(/ liIe 
Fnll/Vo,., Recess ollihe Socl'{/Illems. 

Freder ick's last will and tes tament-Christli,'lte COllfessioll (1577)­
W3S published the year after his death (Oclober 16. 1576). In addition 
to the Bible. the aged Eleclor eonfessed solely to the AlIgshllrg 
COIifess iOIl, dcmanding only Ihe frec:dolll to interpret it. 1J9 We are obliged 
to accept the testimony of th is heroic 111a11--l1mt the Palat inate RefOllnation 
of 1563 C.UlIlot be regarded as an apostasy frOI11 Gemlan Protestantism. 
but as all attempt to oppose the dogmatic orthodoxy of Gncsio Lutheranism in 
favor of the old evangelical or Mclanchthonianism consciousness. with its 
irenic approach to tlie Refonned chw-ches. 

THE EMERGENCE OF TIlE GERMAN REFORl\-iEl> CHURCH 

lbat \'el)' concem. shared by the displaced churches which refused 10 sign 
!he FOl'/Il11h, of COl/cor,' (1850). 1.1(1 became the matrix for a new doctrinal 

III Ibid. I. 726. 
", Cf.. (bid, I. 399. 
m E.g .• Gnm(lliC'iter BI'ri(-h/ "Onl IlI'i/igell Abem/III11!" . .. OilS eillhelliger Lellrt. 
dtr alltn reC'illglailbigell Chrisl/iC'i1l'1I Kilcite" amI allch der AltgasplIrgiSc/1I'1I 
C olljeuioll (1564) ; Ebrard. Dog"''' 1'(11' heiligen Abelldnwlt/, II. 618-63-1. 
:: Heppe. Di,e co'ifelliOI~elfe E~IIll'ic.1tmg. pp. 405·425 (te.~tJ. 
,00 Heppe, O,e 8dtnmmSJe-hrijtell Orr re/ormirlell Kire-hen. pp. 1·18. 

Anhalt. H~~. Nassau. the Wenerall. Pomerania. Holstein. SUilssbllrg, 
Frankfon: Worms. Numberg. Bremen. John Cisimir. who represented [he 
true SplTl \ of the Palatinate, refused to sign. Among others. Pomerania 
eventually subscribed. 

40 Bard Thompson 

')'PC. kno\, ' l as the Gcnllan Reformed Church 101 , ' h h ' . " . . . • urc commllk u 10 
evangehcal religIOn and therefore cornrnined in friend-L' " 

'

" •• L_ ",up 10 a 
evangc lea pm11cs III or u<:vond Gcnn3n)' Let thB AI".. C., ' 

. . • I.~ ." " ..... (11, OI1J<!SSIOIr 
(1578) dcscn bc th iS pohcy: -

After the separation from the Papacy look place. two doctrines 
... appeared. namely. the Augsburg. the first and oldest 
confession in the Gcnn3n Empire ... and then the doctrine or lbe 
other reformed churches outside Gennany a fe w years 
afte rward ... Since Phil ip Melanchthon. as a distinguished 
tcachl."T o f the Augsburg doctrine. maintained a firm Christian 
unil)' and love w ilh the teachers of the OIher rcrooned 
churches ... there should c;t( ist between these doctrines ... a 
more beautiful and \o\'cly hannony ... 1be AlIgshlirg 
COllfessioll was not writlcn that it should conlradi<;l the doctrine 
of the other rcfonned churches. but only popish errors ... And Ihe 
rcfonm:d churches attest in public writings that they. in accord 
with the AlIg~'hlll'g COl/fissiol/. submit to the same Word of God 
and understand it according to the intri nsic interpretat ion ... 
wh ich is explicitly establ ished in the Repelilion and other 
[Melanchthonianl writ ings.'H 

Here, then. a rc the marks of Ihe Gennan Refonned C hurch--thc appeal 
10 Melanchlhon as "the distinguiShed teacher of the Augsburw, 
doctrine:" the attempt 10 undercut the authent ici ty of Gncsio 
Lutheranism by describing Melanchthollianism as "the fi rsl and oldest" 
doctrine: and the warm proposal for doctrinal harmony wi th the 
Refo rmed churches on Ihe basis of-whal?-the VariOla. The N'ISS(1II 
COllfessioll affinlled !llT\,'C doctrinal norms- the Varia/a. the Apology 
and Melanchlhon's SlUOII COllfession'" And the doctrine of the Lord's "' " ', .. ' Supper was quoted from the Fnmkfol'l Recess. S I t not nllse mg. 

I" Practical factors also contributed to Wlity: intermarriage. the fact that 
I~eidelberg and Ilems assumed the leadership. Ihe "~de curre,ncy of the 
lI .. ide/berg C(IIechism. the work ofOtevianus. Dathcnus. and Ursmus. 
u: Heppe /Jek",,"',,;ssc-ilrijtell der reformirlt'li Kirch .. ". p .. riio' pp. 70 f. 
'" Dollbtl~ss the R"/Jeli/iQII intended was Melanchthon's S(UOII COIiftssion 
(1551) which was c ited as a doctrina l norm. 
'''' Heppe. Bt'kl'lllllll;SSc/lrijtell der I'eformirlCII Kirclltll. p. 71. 
" l Ibid. p. 80. Comp:lre: Heppe. Bf.'kelillmisscitrijtl!ll der (lllprOl. Kirche. p. 
570. 
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. someone has.. I"" that the Nassau COl1fi'ssioll 
therefore. to wnte. as d f: . I ?" 
"~ornp!etcd the introduction of the Refonnc 3111, 

_, "G I Refonncd ,onfessions apJX!ared. The AI/hair 
One after aIlvulcr. ule erlna! . f rd' U7 

. . }5SI) ffi ed the V(lriaw as the chIc nonn 0 octnne. 
Repel/llOll

h
' " . , "L~nn g"'''''ilioll ''' was republished against (what the 

In /584 I e ell I! ""rg y. 119 Th R fo 
Preface' calls) the Flocio-Brellliollische Hmif. ~ pro- conned 

C " ,
'95) -eo::lIIed the policy of cvangellc.11 hamlOny by Bremen OJlSellsm ~.' • 1 f 1 

, . bo h M 1 " lthonian and Refonned Doctnna nOnllS rom t Ie CI \mg t can , 15Q 11 1/ . 
All sbu, COlljessioll to the DcctI(Jes of Bulhnger: , 1;" eSS/illI 

C
' gig (1607) ~. L_" __ ' ''"'''\ the Variala and explicitly condemned (llee IIsm \\ .... """"" -,..... H II I . 

the "hard [predestinarian] tenll$ employed by ~Ihers. . . f he 
Brandenburg COlljf'ssioll (1614) an l10wlced the dral1ldall~ ~epudHl~101i of 

On . L ,h,ra lism in that imponant electorate. CCISIV/, aSSistance 
1'510 u , '" . p . C,', f having been given froll1 Heiddberg. • In hiS 0\~'T1 tIl·(lI.f'. Ollj(!SSIOII 0 

the same year. Elector John Sigismluld made exclUSive subscnpuollt 0 

the AlIgsbllrg COlifessioll which was prcsenll~ to the Emperor 
Charles V by the Protestant princes. and estat~s 111 the )'e~ r 1530. 
and afterwards significantly studied and Improved [1.1' .• the 
.. . ) w yarltl/(l . 

Each of these confessions brought to doctrinal reality the full significance 
of the name. "Gennan Reformo:d." 

CONCLUSION 

Such is the history of our first epoch. To what ideals docs this heritage 
coounit us? 

We are suited 10 be and cOll1mirtcd to be the matrix for unity between thc 
German and tho: Reformed brnnches of tile Refonn.1lion. Me lanchtholl was 
the first lil1k between the two eommWlions: 3Ild thc German Refonned 
ChtuCh. wherein Refonned doctrine was modified by the gelll(i//ichkeil of 

,'" GoOO. Origill 0/ lire RejlJrmed Clmrrlr ill Gl'rmm(l'. p. 258. 
W Heppe. DOf Bde"lI/llisscll~ifil'lI <fer ",:jormir/CII K in'h('/I, p. 23. 
'" I.e .. Aug$pllrgi.lcllu COIJjeS.lioIJ. der $elbeIJ AfJologid. (llld RI'fJl!lilioll. 
Dueh FrQ/lCtjOl'di.ld"m abscheids 11''1' "011 S(l(T(lml'lIIl' lJ. 
,., Heppe. Oil' cym/euiOllefle ElI(l1'kklung. p_ 409. 

1)0 Hep~. Dit Bekemlt"is.lrhrijitn der re/ormirfell K irchell. pp. 148 
III Ibid. pp. 247. 249. 
IS: Ibid. pp. 26].]83. Based lIpon Ihe COII/l.'ssi(JII 0/ IIII' ffl!idl.'lbl'rg 
TI,e%gi'lIIs (1607): Ibid. pp, 250-261. 
'1/ Ibid. p. 286. 

42 Bard Thompson 

• 

the Gent1an Refonnot ion. was or"~n ically related 10 c_,c Th . f . f '. e- UlJIj'. e 1I!I101l 0 the 
blllllches I~ a part 0 our constltlnH)Il. In 1817 and in 1934 \.','C were res sive 
to our hentagc. pon 

We arc committed to ecul1Icnicity and catholicity. None oflhe R , ' h 1 . conners 
looked Wit so IIlUC ~ yca~lIng. u~n the. Catholic Church and appeared to 
be so reluct.ant .to d~s?eheve 111 Its re\'lvification as Melanchthon. None 
had a more lremc Spin\. None worked harder for reunion. Friedrich Galle 
wrote that Melanchthon was neither the Peter nor the Paul but the John of 
the Refonnatiol1 . 1·le n:pTt.'SCI1too peace. Imity, eatholicity.l}l John Laski was 
II kindred spirit. who labored both 011 the conlinent and in Poland toward 
unitive Protestantism. m And was nOi the Wlion of German Bnd Refonned the 
first ACComplishment of Protestant l'Cumcoici ty? 

We are committed to evallgelical foilh . Melanchthon finnly believed Ihat 
the indislx:nsable corrclative of Tradition is Refonllat ion. For all his deep 
regard for cOl/sl/e/lido. he understood the necessity for abiding 
rcfonl1at i on.l~ It was a necessity which Frederick III lQlderstood and which 
I'hilip Schaffrecallcd "Protestantism runs through the entire history of the 
Church and will not cease till she is purged completely from all Wlgodly 
elements. "I H 

We tUC committed to llII clastic. relcvaJlttheological dcvelopment. looking 
townrd the reuniOIi of Christendom. Schaff remarked that Mel3llchtholl's 
theology was "in pcrpl'1u.11 1lIotion"ISl_flcxible and progressive. having been 
developed in public vicw. having kept pace with the Refonnation itself. 
The Gennan Reformed Church recoiled precisely from Ihe rigidity of 
orthodoxy and cherisht.'d the freedom of theological development. Again. 
$chaO· spoke as a Mclanchthoniall when he \\rotc: 

Eve r y age l1\uSI produce its 0\.'.11 tht"Ology ... The th(."Ology ofule 
futu re will be a theology of lovc. broad as God's love and 
impartial as God'sjuslice. Such a theology will give new lifel~ 
the Church and prepare the way for the rclll1iOll of Christendom . -

,1. Cf .. "!' .. Ie!an chthon and lhe I'resent." Mercersbul'g Rel'ie"'. 11 /4. p, 33~: 
111 0 ,1 the friend ship betweell Laski and 1\·leLanchlhon and on LaskI S 

ecumenical spirit. cf .. Of/en, [I. 563 and 594/ 
110 Mrlal/chllwlls Of/er(l : Cr. XIII . 228 
117 "rillelille ,!j Prml'Sf(lllliSl1l. p. 180. 
III SI. Auguslin. Mellmclllholl. il'etmder. p. 126. G h t [ 
'' ' ''Lu troduc\;oll'' to 11I.I'lill<le. of lit I' Chrisli(lll Religiollby E. V. cr ar .. 
xiII-XII. 
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tai mrth or ( II Of- for who shall presume to 
And whether ~ pages cc: .... A"" ~nd Richardses-we are commiued 10 
stand ' the tradlilOll oflhc ~I'" s ... , 'I 
retumIDoften to our foundations. upon which we propose to bu] d. 

Bard Thompson 

-

SHE FOUND IT! 

Joseph Bassett 

Groll'ing Toward Unify. Volume Six. by Eisabeth Slaughter Hilke. of the 
The UI'IIg Theol0{Jkal fierill11p' Ofl~I(, Ulli/ed Church oie"r;!>/ cd. by 
Barbara Brovo1l Z lkrm~nd . Series Eduor with a Postscri pt by Thomas E. 
Dipko (Cleveland. OhIo: 'nlc Pilgrim Press. 200 I ) pages 784. 

This is one delightful tome! The Rev. Dr. Elsabeth Hilke has 
thoughtfully collected a veritable treasury of complete and important 
ecumenical texts thaI infonll the United Church of Christ. In her 
illlrodllction Hilke rml5lcrfutly spells out the meaning of the much 
miSlIsed word ··ecumenica l." Allhc end of the introduction her fi gure for 
the ecumenical dTon is a journey thaI transcends boundaries. In a 
memorable sentence: "The final bouudary for Ihejouroey is the whole in 
habilcd earth. the oilwlllllelle.·· Dr. Hilke deftly sketches pan of the 
ecumenical movement in Ihe United Slales. Along the way she 
acknowledges five reoccurring questions. Interestingly these include 
quest ions o f ministry and baptism bUI not Eucharisl. 

Thc Rev. Dr. Hilke gives us a sense of the hopes for Ihe UCC. the day il 
was formed ill C leveland. Ohio. Ht:TC vou will find IwO hymns wrium 
for Ihat occasion 0 11 JUlle 27. 1957. "as well as the prayers oITered. 
Repres.::ntativcs of the United Church of Canada and the Church ofSoulh 
India were conspicuolls on the platfonn in Clcveland. Hilke sharpens ollr 
vague impressions o f these ecumenical exemplars wi th two 
Contemporary commentaries of those church unions. "Real Union in 
India" (1908) and "Churc h Union in Canada: An Editorial lnlerprclaliou" 
(1923). JUSt before 111OII1a5 D1pko's Postscript she has reproduced the 
cartoon that appeared in Cleyland·s. The Plaill [kale,. on Thursday. JWle 
27.1957. 

Leading up 10 the United Church of Christ. Hilke has selected .key 
eeumenical te:d s from the fOllr consti tuents of the vec. The headmgs 
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d , 'h h' h,' p' aced these texIS bring OUI the respective pieties 
unerWUC s ~ .. 
, , ' , d"'Th Ecumenical Joumey of the CongregallOnahst Churches." 
m\o\c. e U'" T' E "The Christian PlISsion for Church . 111011. :" Ie CUI,I.JenicaJ 
~. , , I of the Refonllcd Church In the Uni ted States. "The 
..... \C opmen . I Sod" H I ' 
Maturing 'Unionis!' Vision or lhe Evangeh~~ yn . ~r c l~l~e ~flhc 

• __ ..1 •• " ay" ....... ~ion ·· "development "and rnatunng VISi o n' are 
\\VIUS Joum.. . ... -~ . . 
droll as well as significant. Those of us who heard Dr. Hllke"s 
presentation of the "The Last Will and Testament .of the Springfield 
Prcsb)1cry- ( 180-1) al Craigvi lle Colloquy XX ,realize ?OW Ill ~ch she 
enjoys the turns in the eculIlenical road. FOllowlllg her IS anyt hing blll 

boring. 
In the sect ion 011 the World Council o f Churches we hear the voice of 
one who ser .... ed in Geneva. Ms. Hi lke defines the moves of that 
intemational ecumenical organization with authoritative clarity. Her 
short post Uppsala General Assembly definition o f ecumenism is one of 

the most hopeful sentences in thc book. 

Evel')' group, no matter how small. could part ic ipate. provided it engaged 
with one or more groups seeking to overcome barriers caused by polit ics. 

C(:onomics. culture. or religion. 

This sixth volume in the United Church of Christ's Living Thc%gi("(l/ 
Hcriragc collection provides glimpses of famous figures. Names like 
Washington Gladden. the two Niebuhr brothers. as well as Douglas 
Horton catch the cre. But the texts they authored lind Hilke recovered 
reveal thinking of these folk not often considered. 

Who knew that Gladden offered "A Proposal for Christian Uni ty" in 
1904?'-o Master Let Me Walk With nice:' certainly: bUI "A Proposal 
for Christian Unity:' hardly. Reinhold' s 1928 Lefler to the Editor of 
Theo/oglc(l/ Magleille of Ihe El'OlIgelim/ SYlI(xl of Norlll America with 
"Peter the Hcnnit"s" testy response " Why Go, Why Not Stav'?" indicates 
not everyone in the S)l1od was facing east. A year later the Rev. Prof. H. 
R. Niebuhr, Chairman of Committee on Relations w ith Other Churches. 
Evangelical Synod of North America made the case for a " Plan of 
Union" for the "United Church in America." This Niebuhr offered a 
summary of Ihis plan that included the United Brethcm in Christ. Who 
remembers that plan, and its contribution to the Evangelical alld 
Reformed Church? 

Joseph Bassett 

In DolIgkll' Honon (/lid Ihl' ECIIII . I I 
Theodore Trost mentions th" "G II'IIIC~ mplIlS(! il/ Americlm Rdi,ioll 

. "" reenwlch Pia fi U' 
the United Stnlcs" dr;lY.lI up bin or 3 IlIled Church in 
Di sciplcs of Christ in 1946 TIle y, t Ie Congregational Christ ians and 
, . . p an was subsequentl b ' 
east nme other denominatioll" '. . y su III1"ed to at 

. . ~ mlllclpatLng the C " 
UilLty. I·h lke gi\'es us the theo'oS" " onsu tatlon On Church . ca SectloliS ofth G . 
had evolved III 1953. thus provid' . e rcenwlch Plan as it 

Ln g a substantive d .,' h 
story. GrOl";lIg TOIIYlrei Ulliry ca be d elal III t e Horton 
and persons too often melll ioned " n ~se 10 traee dO\\11 myriad ideas 

n passLng. 

Thi.s book is no flash in the pan. Eisabeth Hilke' , . . 
which after searching her home I Co d S \olumc IS the lost COlli 

celebrate what she has found. . S Ie oun . Now she invites lIS to 
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TWO THOUSAND YEARS OF GRACE AND THE 
CHURCH: HERMENEUTICS IN AN 
EVANGELICAL AND CATHOLIC TRADITION 

F. Christopher Anderson 

All Ab5fmc/ 

How does one interpret scripture through " ... the faith of the historic 
church ~ in die MCicnt creeds and roclaimoo in the basic insights of the 
ProIestVll Refanus?" (Pn:amble to die COlSliturioo of dJo; United Omrch of 
ChrisI:) I sOO.v that scholars in diC field of henneneutics are steiug dlC need to 
intL1pid from a traditioo. I give an o"'(Tvit'W of the 1'051 Critical Retrieval 
Movement I ilIustrale how five texts have been intClpn.'1cd through tradition in the 
field of spiritual direaioo.J introduce an Evltllboclical and Catholic tr.Jditioll. I give 
an irmoduc:rioo to how Augugine. QlIySOS1om. Bem.'lIli. Calvin and I3arth 
intOpid scripture. I glean twelve common hermeneutical insights from these 
fi ve interpreters. I explail1 my own 'pre-understandings' for int<':'p'l1ing 
scripture. In two case srudit'S J sllow how intt'lpreting through this tradition dilT(;.TS 
from how one would intelpiCI using ooly the histori!;al-criticaJ method. [ ftuthcr 
illustrate this by a serrnOI1 and COI1l111enlal)'. 

~nll'''!Jore CI-eTJ' scribe II"ho has bel'li rroined f or rill' kingdom of 
hea\'Cn iJ' like a masler of (/ hOllselrAd \tho brings 0111 of his treasure ".lIal 
is INtI" till(/ 11"11« is old. " . 

Manhew 
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stude nts . payable to t he 
Treasurer. 

Membership includes re ­
ce iving The New Mercers­
bu rg Review. 

Manuscr ip ls su bmit led 
for publicalion and 
books for rev iew sho uld 
be senl to: 

Linden DeBie, Editor 
The New Mercersburg 

Review 
2700 Mayan Drive 

Fort Laude rdale, FL 333 16 
E- mail: lindendb@ao l. com 

Manu sc ript s mus t be 
submitted by d isk or by 
e-mail attachment. Please 
include the ap propriate 
biographica l informa tion. 
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LANCASTER THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY 
LANCASTER PA 17603 
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