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N ote :  The f o l l o w i n g  p a p e r  i s  an a t t e m p t  t o  s i n g l e
out  c o n t e m p o ra r ie s  o f  M art in  L u t h e r  who c r i t i q u e d  
some o r  a l l  o f  h i s  s e v e r a l  t h e o l o g i c a l  and re fo rm a to ry  
p o s i t i o n s .  I t  lo o k s  a t  the  i n d i v i d u a l  w r i t e r s  
w i th o u t  p r e j u d i c e  and o u t s i d e  the  o f t e n  r a t h e r  
n e g a t i v e  a t t i t u d e  toward them that, was adopted  by 
e a r l i e r  h i s t o r i e s ,  thus  f a i l i n g  t o  do j u s t i c e  to  
t h e i r  own r e s p e c t i v e  p o s i t i o n s .

To s u r v e y  the c u r r e n t  f l o o d  o f  L u t h e r  

p u b l i c a t i o n s — p a r t i c u l a r l y  in  Germany— i s  t o  reach  

the c o n c lu s i o n  t h a t  the g r e a t  R eform er  o f  the  

s i x t e e n t h  c e n t u r y  i s  above c r i t i c i s m  and r e p r o a c h .  

Volume a f t e r  volume e x p l o r e s  f o r  p u b l i c  o r  s c h o l a r l y  

consumption L u t h e r ' s  i n f l u e n c e  then  and now and h is  

m a n y - fa c e te d  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  t o  l i t e r a t u r e ,  th e  German 

la n g u a g e ,  p o l i t i c s ,  m u s ic ,  t h e o l o g y ,  e t c .  I n v a r i a b l y  

the v e r d i c t  i s  p o s i t i v e .

In  v ie w  o f  such e x t e n s i v e  a f f i r m a t i o n  o f  a person 

who undoubtedly  towered above h i s  age  and has  c a s t  

h i s  shadow w e l l  i n t o  our own t im e ,  one m ig h t  be 

p e r m it t e d  to  re v ie w  some c r i t i c i s m  o f  L u t h e r  and 

h i s  work on the s i d e l i n e s  o f  e v e n t s ,  a s  i t  w e re ,  

r o u g h ly  between 1 5 2 3  -  1 5 6 1 .  The c r i t i c  under review
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i s  C a s p a r  von Sc h w e n ck fe ld ,  1 4 8 9 - 1 5 6 1 ,  S i l e s i a n  

nobleman and l a y  t h e o l o g ia n .

I t  a l m o s t  g o e s  without saying, of course, that 

S c h w e n c k fe ld  acknowledged the debt he owed Luther 

(CS IV ,  8 2 2 f f  a s ta te m e n t  from about 1 5 3 3 ) .  H e  

n e v e r  f o r g o t  L u t h e r ' s  g r e a t  achievement in  breaking 

down w a l l s  and i n t r o d u c in g  a reformed understanding

o f  th e  C h r i s t i a n  f a i t h . In at least one instance,

he was p r e p a r e d  t o  s t a t e  agreement w ith  Luther on

tw en ty  p o i n t s  (CS I I I , 2 3 4 f ,  dated  1 5 5 3 ) . 1  Nonetheless ,

from th e  v a n t a g e  p o i n t  o f  h i s  own view on the nature

o f  th e  c h u r c h ,  the  power o f  the i n t e r n a l  word o f

God and the  need to  f i n d  the f r u i t s  o f  the s p i r i t

in  the  l i v e s  o f  the  f o l l o w e r s  o f  C h r i s t ,  he f e l t

c o m p e l le d  t o  c h a l l e n g e  Lu ther  and some o f  h i s

e x p o n e n t s .  I n s t e a d  o f  change and renewal t h e i r

e f f o r t s  seemed to  him to  le a d  once a g a in  to  the

t y r a n n y  o f  a dead f a i t h  (Cf L e t t e r  to  F r i e d r i c h  I I ,

Count o f  L i e g n i t z ,  Oct. 1 5 2 8 — CS I I I , 1 0 3 f f ;  and

CS V, 8 2 2 . 1 1 - 1 6 and many o th e r  p a s s a g e s ) .

S c h w e n c k fe ld  may not  have been the f i r s t

f o l l o w e r  o f  L u t h e r ,  turn ed  c r i t i c ,  but he i s  c e r t a i n l y

among th e  most p e r s i s t e n t .  He c h id e s  the Reformer

f o r  n ot  b e in g  r a d i c a l  enough in  h i s  e f f o r t s  to

re fo r m  t h e  c h u rc h ,2 f o r  r e j e c t i n g  the papacy,  w h i le

a c c e p t i n g  some o f  i t s  t e a c h i n g ,3 f o r  v a s c i l l a t m g  

on p o i n t s  o f  t e a c h i n g 4, and l a s t ,  but  not l e a s t ,  fo r



L u t h e r ' s  f a i l u r e  to  r e c a l l  t h a t  God c a n  make w ise  

men o f  f o o l s — "a s  a d o c to r  ought  t o  know" (CS l X,54.27ff)

There were t h o s e ,  o f  c o u r s e ,  who e a r l i e r  had 

charged Luther  o f  h e r e s y  and blamed him f o r  le a v in g  

the t ru e  teac h in g  o f  the  c h u rc h .  From among h i s  

own r a n k s ,  C a r l s t a d t ,  S p a l a t i n ,  A g r i c o l a  and Thomas 

M u en tzer- - to  name b ut  a few — e x p r e s s e d  o b j e c t i o n s  

and/or  c r i t i c i s m . 5 They s h a l l  n ot  c o n c e r n  us here .  

There i s  p l e n t y  o f  m a t e r i a l  i n  S c h w e n c k f e l d ' s own 

work r e f e r r i n g  to  L u th er  and t h i n g s  L u t h e r a n  to  hold

our  a t t e n t i o n  f o r  the  rem ain der  o f  t h i s  p a p e r .6

Perhaps more than any o t h e r  c o n te m p o ra ry

t h e o lo g ia n ,  Luther  f a s c i n a t e d  the  S i l e s i a n  nobleman.

Even when he d i s a g r e e d  w i th  the W it t e n b e r g  re form er

he o f t e n  i n s i s t e d  on the bond o f  f r i e n d s h i p  between

them and acknowledged the l a s t i n g  i n f l u e n c e  Luther

had e x e r t e d  upon him. U n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  th e  f e e l i n g

was not a lw ays  m u tu a l .  L u t h e r ' s  a t t i t u t d e  toward

Schw enckfe ld ,  e s p e c i a l l y  in  l a t e r  y e a r s ,  was e i t h e r

one o f  i n d i f f e r e n c e  or  a n g e r .  He o b v i o u s l y  d id  not

take him s e r i o u s l y  a s  a t h e o l o g i a n  and s im p l y  lumped

him w ith  o th e r  e n t h u s i a s t s .  In  f a c t ,  he may

f r e q u e n t l y  not even have re a d  what S c h w e n c k fe ld  

had to  s a y .

As we noted e l s e w h e r e ,  t h r e e  p h a s e s  i n  Schwenckfeld's 

c r i tique of Lu ther  and Lutheran  t e a c h i n g s  may be



d i s t i n g u i s h e d . 7 During the f i r s t ,  which ended about 

15 2 9 -- th e  y e a r  o f  the Marburg C o l loqu y-- t h e  two men 

a r e  i n  a g re e m e n t .  While not  a l l  o f  L u t h e r ’ s te n e ts  

a r e  a c c e p t e d  by Sch w en ck fe ld ,  he i s  r e l a t i v e l y  g e n t l e  

in  h i s  c r i t i c i s m  and se e k s  to  a f f i r m  s i m i l a r i t i e s  

r a t h e r  than  s t r e s s  d i f f e r e n c e s .

With S c h w e n c k f e l d ' s  o p p o s i t io n  to  union 

n e g o t i a t i o n s  a t  any p r i c e ,  the second phase i s  

g e n e r a l l y  d e l i n e a t e d .  S e v e r a l  major w r i t i n g s  o f  

t h i s  p e r i o d  c o n t a i n  h eated  exchanges in  which 

S c h w e n c k fe ld  a s c r i b e s  f l a w s  in  L u t h e r ' s  thought to 

a f a u l t y  C h r i s t o l o g y .  More l i k e l y  than not ,  though, 

t h e y  may be r o o t e d  in  L u t h e r ' s  anthropology  in  

which th e  e n s l a v e d  w i l l  p l a y s  such a prominent r o l e .  

As we s h a l l  se e  l a t e r ,  the nobleman seems to s ide  

w i t h  E rasm us,  though he s h i f t s  the emphasis by 

r e l a t i n g  f r e e  w i l l  t o  the r e g e n e r a te  person .

A d d i t i o n a l  p r e s s u r e  to  sharpen h i s  c r i t i c i s m  

and c l a r i f y  h i s  p o s i t i o n  comes from a r a t h e r  s t in g in g  

a t t a c k  on S c h w e n c k fe ld ' s v ie w s  by a group o f  th e o lo g ians 

and p a s t o r s  m eeting a t  Schmalcalden during February/  

March 1 5 4 0 .  The a t t a c k  i s  d i r e c t e d  a g a i n s t  both 

F ra n c k  and S c h w en ck fe ld .  The former i s  charged 

w i t h  e r r o r s  r e g a r d in g  the d o c t r in e  o f  the church.

Some o f  h i s  p a ra d o x e s  a re  s i n g l e d  out f o r  cen sure .
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S c h w e n c k fe ld ' s o f f e n c e  i s  s a i d  t o  be a f a u l t y  

C h r i s t o l o g y  i n  t h a t  he a l l e g e d l y  d e n i e s  the  humanity 

o f  C h r i s t  (C.R. I I I .9 83-986 )  . The noblem an r e p l i e s  

i n  1 5 4 1  i n  the C o n fe s s io n  und E r k l e r u n g  vom Erkandtnus

C h r i s t i . . . . to  which he appended a d e t a i l e d  re sp o n se

to  each  o f  the  c l a u s e s  i n  th e  S c h m a l c a ld e n  A r t i c l e s  

t h a t  r e f e r r e d  t o  h i s  t e a c h i n g  (CS VI I , Doc. 354 ,  

e s p e c i a l l y  pp 5 0 0 -50 9 ;  the  b o o k l e t ,  i n c i d e n t a l l y ,  i s  

one o f  S c h w e n c k fe ld 1 s m a jo r  w r i t i n g s ) . A b i t t e r  

t a s t e  l i n g e r e d  f o r  a long  t i m e .  As l a t e  a s  1 5 5 3  in  

A L e t t e r  to  S y b i l l a  E i s l e r  he r e f e r s  t o  t h i s  "ganging 

up" on him by Melanchthon, B u c e r ,  Bugenhagen  and

o t h e r s  (CS XI I I , 2 5 3 f f ) .

In  the t h i r d  p h a se ,  S c h w e n c k fe ld  em erges  as  

one who sp ea k s  f o r  the " t r u e "  L u t h e r  o v e r  a g a i n s t  

d i s t o r t i o n s  i n  o t h e r  L u th er  e x p o n e n t s .  T h i s  phase 

b e g in s  i n  the l a t e  f o r t i e s  and p r o b a b l y  r e a c h e s  i t s  

peak in  the m i d - f i f t i e s  w i t h  a r a t h e r  d raw n -o u t  

exchange o f  pam phlets  between th e  S i l e s i a n  and F lac ius  

I l l y r i c u s , 1 5 2 0 - 1 5 7 5 . 8

When we u n d ertak e  t o  r e v i e w  S c h w e n c k f e l d ' s 

c r i t i q u e ,  we a r e  not  s e e k in g  t o  underm ine  L u t h e r ' s  

p r e s t i g e .  Nothing would p ro ve  t o  be more f u t i l e  

than such a v e n t u r e .  However, the  c r i t i c i s m s  o f  

L u th e r  by h i s  c o n te m p o r a r ie s  a r e  w o r t h  h e a r i n g ,  

e s p e c i a l l y  when th ey  come from w i t h i n  the  camp, as i t



w e re ,  and a r e  aimed not  so  much a t  b r in g in g  Luther 

back t o  h i s  form er  w ays ,  as  they  are  to  advance h i s  

c a u s e  and t o  a s s u r e  a sound B i b l i c a l  foundation to 

h i s  e v a n g e l i c a l  s t a n c e .  We s h a l l  fo l lo w  Schw enckfe ld ' s 

c r i t i q u e  i n  ro u g h ly  c h r o n o l o g i c a l  sequence.

E re  we do s o ,  a b r i e f  word on Schwenckfeld 

h i m s e l f  may be i n  o r d e r .  The S i l e s i a n  has d e f i n i t e l y  

been on the  s i d e l i n e s  o f  Reformation h i s t o r y .  U n t i l  

r e c e n t l y  most h i s t o r i a n s  d is m is s e d  him— along with 

C a r l s t a d t ,  Denck and F ra n c k ,  e t .  a l . — as an e n t h u s ia s t  

o r  r a d i c a l  S p i r i t u a l i s t .  L a r g e l y  through the dedicated  

work o f  the  S c h w e n c k fe ld e r s  o f  America who searched 

out  e x t a n t  works and commissioned the n ineteen  

volume Corpus Schwenckfeldianorum

h i s  l i t e r a r y  ou tpu t  i s  now a v a i l a b l e .  S c h o la rs  l i k e  

K a r l  E c k e ,  E .  E l l w e i n ,  J u l i u s  E n d r i s s  and more 

r e c e n t l y  Jo ac h im  Schoeps and the l a t e  Reinhold P i e t z ,  

have g r a d u a l l y  r e h a b i l i t a t e d  Schwenckfeld .  The 

b i o g r a p h y  by S e l i n a  G. S c h u l t z ,  r e c e n t l y  r e - i s s u e d ,  

i s  s t i l l  th e  b e s t  a ccou n t  o f  h i s  remarkable l i f e .

The nobleman was what Europeans c a l l  a d i l l e t a n t .  

He l o v e d  t h e o l o g i c a l  p u r s u i t s  and o b v io u s ly  enjoyed 

d i s c u r s i v e  t r e a t m e n t s  o f  key t e n e t s  in  l e t t e r s  and 

p a m p h le t s .  Though in  h i s  e a r l y  y e a r s  he had been 

in  t h e  employ o f  a S i l e s i a n  Duke, he l a t e r  seemed to
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p ro p a g a te  P a c i f i s t  n o t i o n s .  His s p i r i t u a l i s t  

u n d ers ta n d in g  l e d  him to  a form o f  u n i v e r s a l i s m  

s i m i l a r  to  t h a t  o f  Denck and F r a n c k .

As f a r  a s  we know, Sc h w e n ck fe ld  n e v e r  m a r r i e d .

For the g r e a t e r  p a r t  o f  h i s  m ature  y e a r s ,  from about 

1529  t o  h i s  d e a th  i n  1 5 6 1 ,  he moved a b o u t  t h e  c o u n t r y ­

s i d e ,  v i s i t i n g  w i th  b e n e v o le n t  l a d i e s  o f  m ean s ,  enjoying 

the  h o s p i t a l i t y  o f  broadminded a b b o t s ,  and p o s s i b l y

r e a p in g  th e  b e n e f i t s  o f  h i s  e x t e n s i v e  p u b l i c a t i o n s . 9

The S i l e s i a n  nobleman i s  t o  be numbered among 

the s o - c a l l e d  t w ic e  b o rn .  He had a r e l i g i o u s  exper ience  

which he fo n d ly  r e f e r r e d  to  a s  a " g n a e d i g e  Heimsuchung"10 

Whether t h i s  g r a c i o u s  v i s i t a t i o n  g a v e  th e  im p e t u s  to 

S c h w e n c k fe ld ' s i n c r e a s e d  i n t e r n a l i z i n g  o f  t h e  C h r i s t  

e v e n t  o r  whether  i t  was p r e o c c u p a t i o n  w i t h  some o f  

the M edieva l  m y s t i c s ,  t h e r e  i s  a d e f i n i t e  t h r u s t  in  

h i s  w r i t i n g s  toward s e p a r a t i n g  s p i r i t  and m a t t e r  in  

the l i f e  o f  f a i t h  and i n  any a t t e m p t s  t o  s p e a k  

t h e o l o g i c a l l y .

The te m p ta t io n  i s  g r e a t  to  re a d  i n t o  S c h w e n c k fe ld ' s 

p o s i t i o n  a k in d  o f  u n i v e r s a l i s m  t h a t  w ould  undermine 

the s i g n i f i c a n c e  o f  the a tonem en t .  However,  he i s  

q u i t e  e x p l i c i t  t h a t  o n l y  the e l e c t  r e c e i v e  t h e  d i v i n e  

s e e d .  Only when the e t e r n a l  word, J e s u s  C h r i s t ,  i s  

c o n c e iv e d  i n t e r n a l l y — w it h o u t  th e  a i d  o f  a n y  e x t e r n a l s — 

can a new b i r t h ,  the second b i r t h ,  come a b o u t  i n  the
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r e c e p t i v e  h e a r t  o f  a b e l i e v e r  (CS I I I ,8 3 2 ;  V , 4 1 0 , 5 0 1 f )  

I n d i v i d u a l s  who a r e  thus  renewed from w ith in  w i l l  

th en  become in s t r u m e n t s  o f  the renewal o f  the church. 

Any o t h e r  k in d  o f  re form  o f  the church appears  to  him 

t o  be in a d e q u a t e  and a f f e c t e d  by human measures.  This  

would m e r e ly  l e a d  t o  a new dogmatism.

One o f  the  d i f f i c u l t i e s  t h a t  p r e s e n t s  i t s e l f  

i n  r e a d i n g  S ch w en ck fe ld  i s  the d i s c u r s i v e  nature  o f  

h i s  t r a c t s  and l e t t e r s .  In a d d i t i o n ,  he o f te n  

a t t a c k s  L u t h e r ' s  f o l l o w e r s ,  a l l e g i n g  t h a t  they  he ld  

a p o s i t i o n  l i k e  t h a t  o f  t h e i r  m a s te r .  I t  i s  o f te n  

n e x t  t o  im p o s s i b l e  t h e r e f o r e ,  to  s i n g l e  out what i s  

in t e n d e d  to  be c r i t i c i s m  o f  L u t h e r ' s  own p o s i t i o n  

and what i s  aimed a t  a system , roughly  i d e n t i f i a b l e  

a s  " L u t h e r a n " .

As Sc h w en ck fe ld  m atures  in  h i s  own t h e o l o g i c a l  

u n d e r s t a n d in g  and ap p roxim ates  h i s  theo logy  to  t h a t  

o f  th e  M e d ie v a l  m y s t i c s  and to  those  exponents o f  

S c r i p t u r e  and e a r l y  C h r i s t i a n  t r a d i t i o n s  who s t r e s s  

th e  s p i r i t u a l  n a t u r e  o f  God's  d e a l i n g s  with  h i s  

c r e a t u r e s ,  the  gap between him and Luther widens.

On the  n ob lem an 's  p a r t ,  c r i t i c i s m  o f  Luther g e t s  to  

be more c l e a r l y  fo c u s s e d  on s p e c i f i c  t h e o l o g i c a l  

t e n e t s  and on the way o f  reform which a l l e g e d l y  i s  

s t u c k  i n  e x t e r n a l s .  On L u t h e r ’ s p a r t ,  one notes an 

e v e r  grow in g  a n im o s i ty  because o f  the stubbornness
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and a u d a c i t y  w i t h  which t h i s  r e l a t i v e l y  uneducated 

g a d f l y  o f  t h e o l o g i c a l  n o t io n s  i n t e r f e r e s  w i t h  the 

o r d e r l y  p r o g r e s s i o n  o f  L u t h e r ' s  s i g n i f i c a n t  w o r k . 1 1  

With t h i s  b r i e f  s k e tc h  o f  S c h w e n c k f e l d ' s l i f e  and 

work, we may now v e n t u r e  i n t o  s p e c i f i c  c r i t i c i s m s

he makes o f  L u t h e r .

Perhaps one o f  the  f i r s t  c r i t i c i s m  o f  L u th e r  

comes from the y e a r  1 5 2 5 .  I t  i s  r e c o r d e d  i n  a r a t h e r  

ram b lin g  l e t t e r  to  a r e l a t i v e ,  d a ted  May 8, 1 5 4 0 .  The 

l e t t e r  i s  p r e s e r v e d  in  a p r i n t e d  E p i s t o l a r  o f  1 5 7 0 .  

A l l e g e d l y  the in fo r m a t io n  i t  c o n t a i n s  i s  drawn from 

d i a r y  e n t r i e s ,  made in  1 5 2 5  b u t  no l o n g e r  e x t a n t .

T h is  weakens the  r e l i a b i l i t y  o f  the  document. A 

r e c o l l e c t i o n — though b ased  on a c c u r a t e  i n f o r m a t i o n — 

i s  c o lo u r e d  by the  i n t e r v e n i n g  y e a r s  and th e  d i f f e r e n t  

p e r s p e c t i v e  o f  a p e rso n  in  h i s  f i f t i e s .

One rem arka b le  f e a t u r e  o f  th e  a c c o u n t ,  however, 

i s  i t s  i r e n i c  tone and the r e l a t i v e  e q u a n im it y  w ith  

which the a u th or  r e f l e c t s  on h i s  f i r s t  e n q u i r y  o f  the 

s c h o l a r  Lu ther  and the p a s t o r  Bugenhagen (Pomeranus) . 

S ch w en ck fe ld  r e p r e s e n t s  h i m s e l f  a s  a humble l e a r n e r  

whose s c h o l a r l y  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  do n ot  a l l o w  him to  

be too  d e c i s i v e  on any p o i n t .  N o n e t h e l e s s ,  he ventures 

to  q u e ry  and even  c o n t r a d i c t  both L u t h e r  and Bugenhagen 

on the  meaning o f  the  r e l e v a n t  words i n  the  E u c h a r i s t
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when t r a n s l a t e d  i n t o  German. The in f lu e n c e  of 

Z w i n g l i ' s  " s p i r i t u a l "  re a d in g  o f  Luke 2 2 . 1 9  i s  

a p p a r e n t  and acknowledged,

Meum c o r p u s ,  quod pro  v o b i s  d a tu r ,  e s t
hoc s c i l i c e t  quod p a n is  f r a c t u s ,  comestus, e t c .

One d im ension  o f  the  ever-g ro w in g  d isc rep an cy  

betw een a re fo rm ed  u n d ers tan d in g  o f  the t e x t  and 

i t s  M e d ie v a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  s h in e s  through the d ia lo g u e ,  

e s p e c i a l l y  when the S i l e s i a n  i s  moved to  exc la im ,

" e s  i s t  unm oeglich  das des Bapstes  Reich s o i l  

undergehen w e i l  d i e s e r  A r t i c k e l  des F l e i s c h e s  und 

B l u t s  im Sacram ent des B rots  und Weins s t e h e t . "

( 1 1 , 2 4 7 ,  9 - 1 1 )  .

In  su b se q u e n t  y e a r s  Schwenckfeld c r i t i q u e s  the 

L u th e ra n  e u c h a r i s t i c  te a c h in g  r e g u l a r l y  and with 

p o i g n a n c y .  One o f  the c h i e f  sou rces  he draws on 

i s  Jo hn  6. For  the r i g h t  understanding o f  the words 

o f  i n s t i t u t i o n  t h i s  t e x t  i s  c r u c i a l .  I t  f i g u r e s  

p r o m i n e n t l y  in  the w r i t i n g s  o f  V a le n t in e  Crautwald, 

a p r o f e s s o r  o f  t h e o lo g y  a t  the U n i v e r s i t y  o f  L i e g n i t z ,  

a s  i t  does  i n  the E p i s t o l a  C h r i s t i a n a  o f  the Dutch

la w y e r  C o r n e l i u s  H. Hoen (died b e fo re  A p r i l  1 5 2 4 ) 12

As th e  nobleman g a i n s  c o n f id e n c e  in  h i s  own t h e o l o g ic a l  

u n d e r s t a n d i n g ,  he a s s a i l s  L u t h e r ' s  attempt to r e c o n c i l e  

M e d ie v a l  t e a c h in g  w ith  newly won B i b l i c a l  i n s i g h t s .

On o c c a s i o n ,  he p o i n t s  to  L u t h e r ' s  own arguments in  

s u p p o r t  o f  an u n d ers tan d in g  o f  the e u c h a r i s t  which
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t a k e s  s e r i o u s l y  the  s p i r i t u a l  n a t u r e  o f  the  l i v i n g  

C h r i s t  who communicates i n / t h r o u g h  t h e  b e l i e v i n g

h e a r t .

A nother  im p o r t a n t  document i n  t h e  e u c h a r i s t i c  

deb ate  i s  S c h w e n c k f e ld ' s 1 5 2 7  e d i t i o n  o f  C ra u tw a ld 's  

De Caena Dominica (CS I I , 4 2 2 f f ) .  E q u a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t  

i s  S c h w e n c k fe I d 1 s Anweisung (CS I I , 4 4 0 f f )  . I t  contains 

arguments a g a i n s t  the f o u r  dominant v i e w s  h e ld  a t  

the t im e ,  namely the A n a b a p t i s t ,  C u r i a l i s t ,  Lutheran 

and Z w in g l ia n  p o s i t i o n s .  A g a i n ,  t h e  document i s  not 

p u b l i s h e d  u n t i l  1 5 7 0 ,  though i t  seems t o  have been 

c i r c u l a t e d  in  m a n u s c r ip t  form s i n c e  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  

F e b r u a r y  o f  1 5 2 7 .

The nobleman c o n t in u e s  h i s  cam paign  f o r  s p i r i t u a l

r e fo r m .  By 15 2 8  he adds t o  h i s  c r i t i q u e  o f  L u th e r 's

e u c h a r i s t i c  p o s i t i o n ,  c o n c e rn  o v e r  e a s y  compromises 

in  s o - c a l l e d  union d i s c u s s i o n s .  He seems t o  think that 

the Marburg C o l lo q u y  ( 1529)  i s  a s e l l - o u t  o f  what he 

b e l i e v e s  to  be the  g e n u in e  e v a n g e l i c a l  t e a c h i n g .

He o b j e c t s  f u r t h e r  t o  L u t h e r ’ s  t e a c h i n g  on free 

w i l l ,  p r e f e r r i n g  a m iddle  p o s i t i o n  b e tw e e n  the two 

i n i t i a l  a n t a g o n i s t s ,  Erasmus and L u t h e r ,  "per judicium 

S p i r i t u a l e " ,  as  he p u t s  i t  i n  an u n d a te d  l e t t e r ,  

p r o b a b ly  a d d r e s s e d  to  Jo h n  R u r e r ,  a L i e g n i t z  professor 

(CS I I I , Doc. 5 7 ,  p .  2 4 f f  and Doc. 5 9 ,  p .  3 7 f f ,  probably

from the same y e a r ) .
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Though, as  we noted above,  Schwenckfeld had 

d i s t a n c e d  h i m s e l f  f rom  Luther  by 1 5 3 3  to  the e x te n t  

t h a t  he d id  n o t  even  l i k e  to  be c l a s s e d  among Luther 

d i s c i p l e s ,  the  f i n a l  b reak  d id  not come— i t  would 

a p p e a r  u n t i l  the Tuebingen Colloquy  in  May 1 5 3 5 .

T h is  p a r t i c u l a r  m eet ing  in v o lv e d  him with  B lau rer  

o f  C o n s t a n c e ,  Bu ce r  and F re c h t  o f  Ulm on i s s u e s  which 

ra n g e  from r i g h t  p re a c h in g  to union n e g o t ia t io n s  

which compromised e v a n g e l i c a l  l i b e r t y  as  the nobleman 

p e r c e i v e d  i t .  Other i s s u e s  d e a l t  w ith  were the concept 

o f  th e  c h u r c h ,  i n f a n t  b apt ism , the nature o f  C h r i s t ,  

the  e u c h a r i s t ,  e t c .  S e v e r a l  e x t a n t  l e t t e r s ,  pamphlets 

and r e p o r t s  o f  o c c a s i o n a l  m eetings su g g est  t h a t  the 

ro ad  t o  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  encounter  with  leading  

L u t h e r a n s  had been a rd u o u s .  While I have g lanced 

a t  t h e  docum entat ion  on Sc h w en ck fe ld ' s s id e  ( l a r g e ly  

c o n t a i n e d  in  CS V, e s p e c i a l l y  documents 17 0 ,  1 8 6 - 1 9 4 ) ,

I  am n o t  p r e p a r e d  a t  t h i s  p o in t  to  pursue the matter  

f u r t h e r .  S u f f i c e  i t  t o  sa y  t h a t  Schwenckfeld 

g r a d u a l l y  s h i f t s  h i s  a t t a c k s  away from Luther to  one 

o f  h i s  e x p o n e n ts  and to  a c h a l le n g e  o f  the p r a c t i c e  

o f  L u t h e r a n  p r e a c h e r s .

Not i n f r e q u e n t l y ,  he takes  up the defence of 

h i s  p o s i t i o n  i n d i r e c t l y  by c o u n s e l l in g  en q u ire rs  or 

a d h e r e n t s  on how L u th er  ought to  be understood or 

how h i s  " e r r o n e o u s  w ays"  might be c o r re c t e d  once aga in
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In  1 5 2 7 / 2 8  S c h w e n c k fe ld  t a k e s  i s s u e  w i t h

L u t h e r ' s  t h e o r y  o f  u b i q u i t y  (CS I I I , 2 5 0 f f ) 13 and 

c o n s i d e r s  him i n  e r r o r  when a s c r i b i n g  d i v i n e  

q u a l i t i e s  to  b re a d  and wine (CS I I I ,6 3 3 )  . I n  a 1530 

p u b l i c a t i o n ,  Sc h w en ck fe ld  a l l e g e s  t h a t  L u t h e r  

m isu n d ers to o d  th e  m y s t e r y  o f  th e  i n c a r n a t i o n  

(Vom wahren und f a l s c h e n  V e r s t a n d  und g l a u b e n ,

CS I I I , Doc. 9 7 ) .

A gain  and a g a i n  he r e t u r n s  t o  th e  c h a r g e  that  

L u th er  i s  concerned  w i t h  e x t e r n a l  t h i n g s  and th at  

he a l l o w s  too  g r e a t  a freedom to  t h e  u n r e g e n e r a t e  to 

be i n v o l v e d  i n  the  e u c h a r i s t  though t h e y  a r e  unworthy 

and l a c k  d isc e rn m e n t  o f  the  body o f  C h r i s t .

Another  t o p i c  on which the  nobleman p u b l i c l y  

d i f f e r s  from L u th e r  i s  the  manner i n  w hich  he understands 

the b e l i e v e r  t o  be n u r t u r e d  and a f f i r m e d  i n  t h e  fa i th .  

With r e f e r e n c e  t o  G a l a t i a n s  3 . 2  S c h w e n c k fe ld  re a d s  

"by the h e a r in g  o f  G od 's  w o rd " .  The d i f f e r e n c e  seems 

t o  be s i g n i f i c a n t  enough t o  a l l o w  S c h w e n c k f e ld  to 

b u i l d  on i t  the s e p a r a t i o n  o f  e x t e r n a l s  from i n t e r n a l s  

in  m a t t e r s  o f  f a i t h  (CS I , 1 4 8— i n  a l e t t e r ,  prob ab ly  

a s  e a r l y  as  1 5 2 3 ,  t o  the  s i s t e r s  i n  th e  C l o i s t e r  o f  

Naumburg). He seems to  a g r e e  w i t h  F r a n c k  when he 

a rg u e s  t h a t  the s p i r i t  must be p r e s e n t  t o  i l l u m i n e  

the  word, w h i le  f o r  L u th e r  the s p i r i t  i s  g i v e n  in  

the r e a d in g  and h e a r in g  o f  the  word .
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To Sc h w en ck fe ld  the i n t e r n a l  nature  o f  the 

word o f  God and i t s  freedom from any e x t e r n a l s  i s  a 

S i g n i f i c a n t  t e n e t  above a l l  o t h e r s ,  i t  would seem.

S i n c e  t h e  g o s p e l  i s  not  a law but  the teach ing  o f  

God i n  th e  h e a r t ,  i t  cannot be r e c e iv e d  through the 

e x t e r n a l  h e a r i n g - - a  teac h in g  Luther i s  a l l e g e d  to 

have m a i n t a i n e d .

R e l a t e d  t o  t h i s  argument i s  Schw enckfe ld ' s 

c r i t i c i s m  o f  L u t h e r ' s  v iew o f  the church. Here the 

nobleman i s  concerned w ith  the notion t h a t  only  

the  t r u l y  r e g e n e r a t e  p erso n s  are  "b ro th ers  in  C h r i s t "

(CS IV ,  8 18)  .

N a t u r a l l y ,  he a f f i r m s  a h o ly ,  u n i v e r s a l  church.

He o b j e c t s ,  however,  to  d e f in in g  t h i s  church in

term s o f  a l o c a l  community (CS V , 3 3 6 - 3 3 7 ) .

Das V o lck  im Newen Testament wird j e  e in  
g e i s t l i c h  Volck  g e n e n n t . . .
Denn d ie  im f l e i s c h  noch k in der  s e in
nur z e i t l i c h  g u t e r  nemen e in  (CS XI I I , 6 1 f f ) .

Though he d i s t i n g u i s h e s  h im s e l f  in  h i s  e c c l e s i o l o g y  

both  from L u th er  and the m ain l in e  re form ers  and from 

the A n a b a p t i s t s ,  he does not f a l l  in to  the t r a p  o f  

c o n v e n t i c a l i s m  a l t o g e t h e r .  There i s ,  however, the 

t e n d e n c y  in  h i s  p o s i t i o n  toward disembodiment th a t  

b o r d e r s  d a n g e r o u s ly  c l o s e  in  docetism in  h i s  c h r i s r o l o g y  

and i n s i s t s  on an e l u s i v e n e s s  from the world t h a t  makes 

the c h u rc h  he e sp o u ses  v i r t u a l l y  i n v i s i b l e  (cf . E . J .
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Fu rcha ,  S c h w e n c k fe ld ' s Concept o f  th e  New Man, 

p .  1 1 4 f f  and 1 8 0 f ) .

S c h w e n c k fe ld ' s  p o e t i c  a t t e m p t s  t o  e x a l t  the 

g l o r i f i e d  s t a t e  o f  the  Son o f  God and w i t h  him to 

e l e v a t e  the b r i d e  o f  C h r i s t  to  a re a lm  c o n s i d e r e d  

t o  be beyond r e a c h  l e d  to  th e  s u s p i c i o n  by  many o f  

h i s  c o n t e m p o ra r ie s  t h a t  he was a c t u a l l y  d e n y in g  the 

f u l n e s s  o f  C h r i s t  a f f i r m e d  by  C h a lc e d o n .  Schwenckfeld 

r e s e n t e d  t h i s  c h a r g e .  To a l l o w  us t o  s e e  f o r  ourselves  

and to  draw our own c o n c l u s i o n s ,  I  s h a l l  j u x t a p o s e  a 

few s ta te m e n ts  by the nobleman and by  L u t h e r .

In  h i s  A be la in un g  und V eran tw u rtun g  ( 1 5 4 4 ) ,  he 

makes the f o l l o w i n g  c l a i m s .  These a r e  compared to 

e x c e r p t s  from L u t h e r ' s  w r i t i n g s  o f  th e  y e a r s  1 5 2 5 - 3 0 14

A. Luther B. Schwenckfeld

1 .  Physical and sp i r i tu a l  eating 1 .  Schwenckfeld objects to the 
obvious separation of theof the Lord's Supper i s  d is t in ­

guished. God's presence would 
be of no ava i l  to man, unless 
there i s  a v i s ib le  sign of  his 
presence (WA 23.182) .

teaching of  Jn .  6 from what is 
given to the d isc ip le s  in the 
Eucharist (IX, 3 9 :2 3 f f ) .  Such 
outward eating cannot be

of Christ  were beef, as long as
Indeed, even i f  the f lesh confirmed by Scripture (IX, 

3 8 : 1 2 f f ) .
God's word bids us eat  i t ,  i t  
would be of ava i l  for  the sake 
of the word (WA 23.257/258).

2. Christ has won forgiveness 
on the Cross; i t  i s  available

2. To place the power of 
C h r is t ' s  su ffer ing  in the 
v i s ib le  sacrament i s  toonly  in the Eucharist. To find

forgiveness, one has to go to 
the Sacrament (VA 18 .203) .

introduce a new kind of 
indulgence (IX, 4 0 : 16 f f ) .
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Therefore everyone who eats the 
Sacrament, partakes of Christ 's  
body (VA 28.288) .

3. They a l l  have eaten of the 
same s p i r i t u a l  food (1 Cor. 10 :3) .

objects, given as a memoria l  
(IX,39:12ff) .

4. The r ig h t  hand of  God i s  
everywhere, ye t  a t  the same 
time nowhere. C h r i s t ' s  body 
i s  in  heaven and among men. 
He binds himself t o the

4. Schwenckfeld objects to such 
physical limitation as unscript- 
ural and dangerous (ChristT - - - ■* — *himself has warned against such 
localization, Mt. 24:23) (IX, 
41:29-42:6).sacrament that  men need not 

go a hunting everywhere (WA 
2 3 . 15 0 - 15 2 ) .

5. On the basis  of Ps. 42:4 (! ), 
Luther urges h is  adherents to 
be the throng and to receive 
the Sacraments as a sign of 
thanksgiving in  time of 
s p i r i t u a l  barrenness. For 
to spurn God by not p a r t ic i -

5. Such insistence i s  to make 
an idol of the Sacraments. I t  
i s  to t i e  salvation to works

Christ, the sole giver of a l l  
grace and salvation ( IX ,4 1 : 12 f f) .

and to place confidence in the 
sign and equate i t  to Jesus

pating in  the Sacraments i s  
to run the r i s k  of  being 
spurned by God (WA 3 0 . 1 1 .
605-613).

The t r e n d  o f  S c h w e n c k fe ld ' s thought i s  c l e a r .  

The more he o b s e r v e s  a hardening o f  L u t h e r ' s  v iew s ,  

the  more he reminds h i s  r e a d e r s  o f  the Reform er 's  

e a r l i e r  l e a n i n g  toward s p i r i t u a l  ren ew al .  In the 

K i r c h e n p o s t i l l e o f  15 2 2  (WA X . 1 . 1 , 1 8 6 ) ,  Schwenckfeld 

r e a d s  o f  L u t h e r ' s  a f f i r m a t i o n  o f  the power o f  God's 

word a s  t r a n s m i t t e r  o f  the d iv in e  n a tu re .  At th a t  

t ime L u t h e r  s t r e s s e d  i t s  d i f f e r e n c e  from p e r i s h a b le  

human w o rd s .  In  the  p u b l i c a t i o n s  under d i s c u s s io n ,  

how ever ,  S ch w en ck fe ld  d i s c o v e r s  a tendency to mingle

e x t e r n a l  and i n t e r n a l  word. He concludes  therefrom 

t h a t  L u t h e r ' s  re fo rm  attem pts  have o b v io u s ly  not

3. Schwenckfeld i s  opposed to 
such a view. He finds i t  to be 
the result  of mingling the body 
of Christ and the material
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gone beyond the S a c ra m e n t a r ia n is m  which Schwenckfeld 

had f e a r e d  s i n c e  1 5 2 5  (CS I I ,  2 4 7 .5 - - 2 4 8 . 5 ) .

L u th er  must not  be s u r p r i s e d  i f  he f i n d s  many 

peo p le  o b j e c t i n g  to  h i s  t e a c h in g  on th e  L o r d ' s  Supper 

(CS V, Doc. 184)  . What had begun a s  a w orth y  enterprize 

in  c o r r e c t i n g  the e r r o r s  o f  the  p a p a c y , t h r e a t e n s  to 

tu rn  i n t o  a new ty r a n n y  (CS I I I ,  1 0 3 .  2 6 f f ) .  Schwenckfeld's 

v e r d i c t  i s  t h a t  L u t h e r ' s  e v a n g e l i c a l  r e fo r m s  do not 

r i s e  above c a r n a l  l i b e r t y :  t h e y  r e l y  on an invented

f a i t h  and the dead l e t t e r .

He i s  concerned  w ith  m a i n t a i n i n g  i n t e r n a l  

d i s c i p l i n e  w i t h i n  the  c h u rc h .  He makes t h a t  a 

p r e r e q u i s i t e  f o r  r i g h t f u l  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  the  sacrament.

Why does he o b j e c t  t o  L u t h e r ' s  p o s i t i o n  as  he 

u n d ers ta n d s  i t ?  A c l u e  may be found i n  a fragment 

c o n j e c t u r a l l y  d a ted  1 5 3 5 ,  though i t  may be e a r l i e r  

(CS V. Doc. 1 8 4 ,  pp 2 7 3 / 7 4 ) .  Here th e  S i l e s i a n  advances 

seven  arguments f o r  n ot  w is h in g  to  a c c e p t  L u t h e r ' s  

t e a c h in g  on the m a t t e r .  Forem ost  i s  th e  o b s e r v a t io n  

t h a t  L u t h e r ' s  e u c h a r i s t  i n v o l v e s  both  a s p i r i t u a l  

and a p h y s i c a l  m anducation .  S c h w e n c k fe ld  by now i s  

d e f i n i t e l y  a d v o c a t in g  a S t i l l s t a n d ,  i . e .  a b s t e n t io n  

from p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  the  e u c h a r i s t ,  u n t i l  the  i s s u e s

gospel the le t t e r
s p i r i t  reason
fa ith  a phantom (ein wahn)

Luther's sacrament    i s             creature 
people  carnal
godliness fa l s e  and  imaginary (CS IV, 52.3-9)
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a r e  c l a r i f i e d  and a c o n c lu s iv e  t h e o lo g ic a l  p o s i t io n  

has  em erged .  Though he r e j e c t s  being la b e led  

non s a c r a m e n t a l ,  he comes r a t h e r  c lo s e  to a d en ia l  

o f  any v i s i b l e  m a n i f e s t a t i o n  o f  C h r i s t i a n  unity  

and communion.

S c h w e n c k fe ld  f u r t h e r  o b j e c t s  to L u th e r 's  

l i f t i n g  o f  the  b re a d  during the e u c h a r i s t i c  

c e l e b r a t i o n — a g e s t u r e  which he i n t e r p r e t s  as a 

remnant o f  the  M ed ieva l  p r a c t i c e  o f  veneration  of 

th e  body (the p r a c t i c e  accord ing  to Baum, Capito 

and B u c e r , p .  5 1 3  was continued in  Wittenberg u n t i l  

a t  l e a s t  Ju n e  1 5 3 6 ) .

T h i r d l y ,  i n  L u t h e r ' s  e u c h a r i s t  both the worthy 

and th e  unworthy a r e  g iv e n  the bread. In h i s  own 

l e a n i n g  tow ard  a D o n a t i s t  view o f  the church, 

S c h w e n c k fe ld  f i n d s  such a p r a c t i c e  unacceptable .

One more o f  the seven p o in ts  deserves  mention 

h e r e .  I t  i s  the  s u s p i c i o n  on the p a r t  o f  the S i l e s i a n  

t h a t  L u t h e r ' s  words o f  i n s t i t u t i o n  funct ion  as a 

b r i n g i n g  o f  the  body o f  C h r i s t  from heaven in to  the 

b r e a d .  Does he a l l u d e  here to what i s  w idely  known 

a s  L u t h e r ' s  c o n s u b s t a n t i a t i o n  (the " i n - w i t h-and-under- 

t h e - b r e a d "  p r e s e n c e  o f  C h r i s t ) ?  (Cf WA 26 .287.288

f o r  L u t h e r ' s  p o s i t i o n ) .

S c h w e n c k fe ld  seems to  f in d  some agreement with 

h i s  v i e w s  i n  Bucer .  In methodology, a t  l e a s t ,  Bucer
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seems to  have borrowed th e  S i l e s i a n ' s  approach

when he j u x t a p o s e s  the  e a r l y  and th e  l a t e r  Luther

a ru g in g  t h a t  the l a t t e r  i s  a r e g r e t t a b l e  departure

from the form er .  (He sp e a k s  i n  d e fe n c e  o f  Schwenckfeld

in  s e c t i o n  20 o f  the V e r g l e i c h u n g . C f  M art in  Bucerg

Deutsche S c h r i f t e n , 1 1 ,  p .  3 6 3 f ) . 15

A f t e r  Marburg, S c h w e n c k f e ld ' s agreem ent  with 

Bucer and o t h e r s  o f  the  S t r a s b o u r g  c i r c l e  seems 

l e s s  e v i d e n t .  The r e l a t i o n s h i p  between them i s  

c e r t a i n l y  l e s s  c o r d i a l .  Bucer  c i r c u l a t e d  a l le g a t io n s  

to  the e f f e c t  t h a t  the  S i l e s i a n  was dan gerou s  to the 

P r o t e s t a n t  cause  b eca u se  o f  h i s  h e r e t i c a l  v ie w s .  

Sch w en ck fe ld ,  in  t u r n ,  s e t  out  to  d e fe n d  h i m s e l f .

Two such w r i t i n g s  a r e  the S c h u t z s c h r i f t  (CS IV,

Doc. 142)  and P r o t e s t a t i o n ,  (CS IV ,  Doc. 1 3 8 )  both 

o f  1 5 3 3 .  Taken t o g e t h e r  the two pam phlets  r e f l e c t  

s u c c i n c t l y  S c h w e n c k fe ld ' s p o s i t i o n  a t  th e  time (see 

a l s o ,  K r e b s / R o t t ,  E l s a s s  I I , p .  7 5 f f ) .

The change in  l e a d e r s h i p  w i t h i n  the  Lutheran 

camp a f t e r  L u t h e r ' s  d e a t h ,  s h i f t s  th e  t h r u s t  o f  

S c h w e n c k fe ld ' s c r i t i c i s m  to  the  p o s i t i o n s  o f  some 

o f  the a d v o c a t e s  o f  L u th eran  t e a c h i n g  whom he suspects 

of  i n f i d e l i t y  to  the c a u s e .  I n t e r e s t i n g l y  enough, 

most o f  h i s  a t t e n t i o n  i s  d i r e c t e d  to  F l a c i u s  whom 

we mentioned e a r l i e r . 16 The arguments  a r e  contained
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i n  a t  l e a s t  f i v e  pamphlets  w r i t t e n  by the nobleman

or  someone c l o s e  to  him between 1 5 5 3 - 1 5 5 5 . 1 7 a

s k e t c h  o f  the most p e r t i n e n t  p o in t s  must s u f f i c e

h e r e .  I  have l i m i t e d  m y s e l f  to  d e l i n e a t i n g  the

p o s i t i o n  o f  F l a c i u s  as  found in  a copy o f  h i s

Von d e r  h e i l i g e n  S c h r i f f t . . .w id er  Caspar  Schwenckfeld 

( 1 5 5 3 ) .18 S e v e r a l  o th e r  counter  arguments by 

S c h w e n c k fe ld  a r e  p r e s e r v e d  in  volumes XI I I  and XIV 

o f  th e  Corpus Schwenckfeld ianorum . 19

 I l l y r i c u s                                                                 Schwenckfeld

1 .  Schwenckfeld misreads Ran. 1 .  No one comes to the Father
1 0 . 1 5  when he considers that unless he i s  drawn (Jn. 6:44,
f a i t h  comes f r om the inward 45) (XI I I , 5 15 :3 1 ) .  I l lyr icus
hearing (XI I I , 3 79 ;12 f f ;  380-381).      does not know how God speaks

in the heart (XI I I , 526:12) . 20

2. I l ly r ic u s  introduces new 
idol worship, when he substitutes 
anything else for the one Word 
by which a l l  things are made, 
viz. Jesus Christ (XI I I , 514:
20ff) . 21

3. All  men are taught by God 
(Jn. 6:45) . To ground faith 
in the preached or written 
word i s  an error (XI I I , 516:
1 9 f f ) - 22

4. I l lyr icus  i s  a l i t e r a l i s t ,  
like the Jews. He does not 
know that Christ i s  the Word
(XI I I , 5 18 :2 3 f f ) . 23

5. I l ly r ic u s  errs with Sophists 
and Thomists when he states 
that God works our salvation 
through media (XI I I ,515:20j-f) .

2. Schwenckfeld denies that 
Scripture i s  the word of  God 
(XI I I , 380:26;432) .

3. To p o s i t  the inward 
communication of God in a 
b e l i e v e r ' s  heart i s  heretical 
(XI I I , 381,382) .

4. Chris t  and 'word of God' 
cannot be equated (XI I I ,387ff) .

5. To say that God dees not 
use media in the conversion 
of  the sinner i s  false (XI I I , 
403,413 ,427).
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6. Sacraments and the ministry of 
apostles and preachers now are 
va l id  (XI I I , 435).

6. I l l y r i c u s  e r rs  in  acribing 
the same power to the preaching 
of  the Apostles and to that 
of  humble preachers (XI I I , 
5 1 6 : 3 4 f f ) .25

7. Conversion i s  not ju s t i f ic a t io n  
(XI I I , 443).

7. I l l y r i c u s  does not know 
what i t  means to be convered 
(XI I I , 5 1 7 : 2 0 f f ) . 26

8. Faith i s  not God dwelling in 
a b e l ie v e r 's  heart (XI I I , 443/ 
444).

8. God works the conversion of 
the sinner inwardly through 
himself (XI I I , 536: 4 f f ) . 27

9. Even Christians cannot keep 
the Law of God perfect ly  (XI I I , 
446) .

9. Christ  l iberates  (Jn. 8:32) 
and brings to l i f e  what was 
dead (XI I I , 568:35) .28

We c ou ld  m u l t i p l y  ch a rg e  and c o u n t e r  c h arge  a t  

w i l l .  However, the  above exam ples  a r e  s u f f i c i e n t  

e v id e n c e  o f  the f i e r c e  s t r u g g l e  t h a t  ra g e d  a t  t h i s  

time among Lutheran  t h e o l o g i a n s .  T h e i r  con cern  was

w ith  the r i g h t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  L u t h e r ' s  s t a n c e .

Were we to  in c l u d e  M a i o r ' s 29 argum ents  and c o n s id e r  

the c o n t r o v e r s y  between I l l y r i c u s  and O s ia n d e r ,  we 

would have s u f f i c i e n t  m a t e r i a l  f o r  a r a t h e r  e x t e n s iv e  

a n a l y s i s .  We a re  p erh a p s  on t r a c k  i n  s u s p e c t i n g  that  

I l l y r i c u s  f i g h t s  what he h e a r s  S c h w e n c k fe ld  i s  saying 

r a t h e r  than what Sch w en ck fe ld  a c t u a l l y  s a y s .  The 

nobleman, t o o ,  seems to  be a t t a c k i n g  a c a r i c a t u r e  of  

the p r e a c h e r s  r a t h e r  than I l l y r i c u s ,  h i m s e l f .  However, 

he i s  a c c u r a t e  enough in  summarizing h i s  o p p o n e n t 's  

argument t o  d e s e rv e  c r e d i t  f o r  h a v in g  r e a d  h i s  books.

Three p o in t s  o f  d i f f e r e n c e  a r e  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  

i n t e r e s t  in  t h i s  c o n t e x t .  The f i r s t  i s  a tendency
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on th e  p a r t  o f  I l l y r i cus  to  
m a k e  the inward renewal

d epen den t  upon an e x a c t  cou rse  o f  outwardly o b serva b le  

f a c t o r s .  He hopes th ereb y  to  sa fegu ard  the smooth 

p r o g r e s s  o f  the  E v a n g e l i c a l  church a g a in s t  the o ns lau ght  

o f  S e c t a r i a n  d e v i a t i o n s .  From the same motive o f  

k e e p in g  pure  what had begun in  the S p i r i t  o f  God, 

S c h w e n c k fe ld  (and the M a io r i s t s  f o r  t h a t  m a t te r) ,

c l a i m s  p r i o r i t y  f o r  the inward o p erat io n  o f  God's 

S p i r i t .

Somewhat r e l a t e d  to  t h i s  problem i s  I l l y r i c u s '  

i n s i s t e n c e  on the d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  o f  convers ion  

(renew al)  and j u s t i f i c a t i o n .  For I l l y r i c u s - - a s  

H a ik o la  p o i n t s  o u t — renewal fo l lo w s  immediately a f t e r  

j u s t i f i c a t i o n .  Both a re  to be r i g i d l y  separated  from 

o b e d ie n c e  (which i s  not God's  work but ours) That 

I l l y r i c u s  had to  c o n s id e r  Schw en ckfe ld ' s p o s i t io n  a 

form o f  sy n e rg ism  i s  ap p aren t .  When one overlooks  

t h a t  the  nobleman t r e a t s  r e n o v a t io ,  r e g e n e r a t io  and 

v i v i f i c a t i o  a s  synonymous e x p r e s s io n s  fo r  the d iv in e  

a c t  o f  r e c l a i m i n g  f a l l e n  humanity by coming to dwell  

i n  a p e r s o n ' s  inward b e in g ,  one might mistake h is  

t h e o l o g y  o f  r e g e n e r a t i o n  f o r  synergism. With Osiander 

( a g a i n s t  whom I l l y r i c u s  polemized in h i s  De J u s t i f i -  

c a t i o n e ) , 3 1  Schw enckfe ld  s h a re s  an understanding of  

r e b i r t h  which in c l u d e s  the f o r e n s i c  and e m p ir ic a l  a s p e c t s  

o f  j u s t i f i c a t i o n .  He ag rees  with  I l l y r i c u s  t h a t  God
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demands p e r f e c t  r i g h t e o u s n e s s - - a demand which cannot 

be met by s i n f u l  p e o p l e .  However, he i s  c o n v in c e d  

from h i s  r e a d in g  o f  S c r i p t u r e  and t h e  t e s t i m o n y  of  

the e a r l y  church t h a t  ren ew a l  and r e b i r t h  a r e  e s s e n t i a l  

p r e r e q u i s i t e s  o f  j u s t i f i c a t i o n .  I l l y r i c u s  h a s  

m i s i n t e r p r e t e d  S c h w e n c k fe ld ' s i n t e n t i o n  when he 

a c c u s e s  him o f  hav in g  made some m e d ia t in g  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  

the c o n d i t io n  o f  j u s t i f i c a t i o n .  Nowhere i n  h i s  

t h e o l o g i c a l  ' s y s t e m '  does he in  f a c t  come c l o s e r  

to  a r g u in g  f o r  the immediacy o f  the  God-human 

r e l a t i o n s h i p  than in  h i s  d o c t r i n e  o f  r e b i r t h .  God 

works thoughout,  to  e f f e c t  and a c c o m p l i s h  h i s  own 

p u r p o s e s .  Schw en ckfe ld  c l e a r l y  d e f i n e s  j u s t i f i c a t i o n .

" J u s t i f i c a t i o  ( i . e .  j u s t i f y i n g  and making j u s t )  i s  

G o d 's  g r a c i o u s  d e a l i n g  w i th  us i n  o r d e r  t o  accom plish  

h i s  s a l v a t i o n . . . . In  ( t h i s  a c t )  a s i n n e r  i s  c o n v e r t e d ,  

born anew, made g o d l y ,  r i g h t e o u s  and h o l y "  ( X l l l , 8 6 7 :

4 f f ) .

On the b a s i s  o f  Rom. 3 : 2 8 - 3 0 ;  G a l .  2 : 1 6 ;  3 : 2 4  

and 5 : 1 4 ,  the  nobleman d e f i n e s  ' j u s t i f i c a r e f t o  mean 

'a u s  einem g o t l o s e n  u n gerec h ten  Su n der  e i n e n  g o t s e l ig e n ,  

frommen, g e r e c h te n  menschen machen' (XIV, 7 9 1 : 3 f f ) .

By j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  a s i n n e r  i s  made God’ s  b e l o v e d  

s e r v a n t  a dear  c h i l d  who i s  r e g e n e r a t e ” (XI I I , 672:  10 f f ) .

I l l y r i c u s  vehem ently  d e fe n d s  e v a n g e l i c a l  imputation 

to  guard  h i m s e l f  a g a i n s t  the  a c c u s a t i o n  o f  p o s i t i n g  

an a r b i t r a r y  God in  the a c t  o f  d e c l a r i n g  a s i n n e r
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r i g h t e o u s .  With s i m i l a r  f o r c e ,  Schwenckfeld, on 

the  o t h e r  hand, d e c l a r e s  t h a t  any ' im p u ta t iv a  j u s t i t i a  

e x t r a  n o s '  i s  u n s c r i p t u r a l  and a m ise rab le  deception  

through  f a l s e  te a c h in g  (XVI,1 7 ) .

The t h i r d  d i f f e r e n c e ,  i f  not  as vehemently 

d e fe n d e d  on e i t h e r  s id e  as the second, i s  o f  importance,  

n o n e t h e l e s s .  I t  i s  the q u e s t io n  o f  a v a l i d  d e f i n i t i o n  

o f  'word o f  G o d ' .  I n 1 5 5 1 ,  Schwenckfeld had w r i t t e n  

an e x t e n s i v e  t r e a t i s e  in  which he d i f f e r e n t i a t e s  

between e x t e r n a l  and i n t e r n a l  w ord .32 On the Lutheran 

s i d e ,  he found s t ro n g  c la im s  made fo r  the 'verbum 

v o c a l e ' o f  the p r e a c h e r s  t h a t  seemed to equate the 

l i v i n g  word o f  God w ith  human words.  The d i f f e r e n c e  

betw een  him and the Lutherans  i s  one o f  degrees .  

S c h w e n c k fe ld  r e f u s e s  to  bind the l i v i n g  c r e a t i v e  and 

r e c r e a t i v e  word o f  God to e x t e r n a l s .  S c r ip t u r e  and 

th e  p re a c h e d  word a re  a u t h o r i t a t i v e  only i n s o f a r  as 

t h e y  a r e  a u t h e n t i c a t e d  by the w i tn e ss  o f  the Holy 

S p i r i t .

The L u th eran s  o f  h i s  day, on the other  hand, 

a c c e p t e d  S c r i p t u r e  and the preached word as the norm 

by which to  ' t e s t  the s p i r i t s ' .  In t h e i r  understanding,  

the  S p i r i t  o f  God was seen to be o p e r a t iv e  in  the very  

a c t  o f  r e a d in g  S c r i p t u r e ;  the w r i t t e n  word o f  God 

was r e g a r d e d  as  an a id  in  the p ro cess  o f  renewal .

For S c h w e n c k fe ld ,  on the other  hand, the B ib le
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remained a book o f  seven  s e a l s  to  the u n r e g e n e r a t e  

p e r s o n . "Without C h r i s t  and h i s  S p i r i t ,  Holy S c r i p t u r e  

can not  be u n d ers to o d ,  as  P au l  t e s t i f i e s  to  the 

C o r i n t h i a n s "  (2 C or .  3 : 1 4 - 1 7 )  (XI I , 4 2 7 : 3 0 f f ) . 

" B e l i e v e r s ,  however,  ought  to  use  i t  f o r  i n s t r u c t i o n ,  

r e p r o o f ,  c o r r e c t i o n  and punishment" (XI I , 4 3 3 : 1 5 f f ) .

Even th en ,  one must remember t h a t  t h e s e  ' t o o l s '  a re  

h e l p f u l  to  the e x t e r n a l  b e in g  o n ly  (XI I , 4 3 4 : 2 3 f f ) ,  

and t h a t  C h r i s t  a lo n e  i s  the s o l e  fo u n d a t io n  o f  the 

new l i f e  (XI I , 4 3 6 : I f f ) .  "Wherever the Lord i s  p r e s e n t ,  

t h e r e  i s  h i s  word, even  though t h e r e  were no S c r i p t u r e "  

(XI I , 4 5 3 , m a r g i n ) .

The m isu n d ers ta n d in g  between S c h w e n ck fe ld  and 

I l l y r i c u s  was not r e s o l v e d  d u r in g  t h e i r  l i f e  t im e .

In  f a c t ,  the  same problem o f  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  became 

a p p a re n t  i n  the work o f  a l l  R eform ers  who had attempted 

to  d e f i n e  r e b i r t h  and ren ew al  i n  terms o f  G od 's  

b re a k in g  i n t o  human e x i s t e n c e  to  r e c l a i m  i t  from i t s  

f a l l e n  s t a t e ,  and had then p ro ceeded  to  c o n f i n e  the 

red em p t ive  power w i t h i n  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  b o u n d a r i e s .

They i n v a r i a b l y  found t h a t  the r e a l i t y  o f  the 

i n s t i t u t i o n a l  ch urch— even though i t  had been purged 

from numerous b l e m i s h e s — was f a r  from the  i d e a l  body 

o f  C h r i s t .  Yet  t h i s  body a lo n e  had been o rd a in e d  to 

be the ' d i v i n e '  a g e n t  o f  G od 's  r e c r e a t i v e  work.  To
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To a c c e p t  the t r u t h  o f  the con t in u at ion  o f  C h r i s t ' s

a t o n in g  work and to  l a y  c la im  to h i s  power in  renewing

human l i f e ,  was to  tak e  s e r i o u s l y  the qu est ion  to

what  e x t e n t  t h i s  new b i r t h  became e f f e c t i v e  here and 

now.

Sc h w en ck fe ld  chose the one a l t e r n a t i v e .  He 

removed the ’ b o u n d a r i e s ’ o f  the new l i f e  beyond the 

c o n f i n e s  o f  human i n s t i t u t i o n s .  He r i s k e d  misunder­

s t a n d i n g .  The m a g i s t e r i a l  Reformers took the other 

e x t r e m e .  They d e f in e d  the ’ new l i f e ’ w ithin  the 

c a t e g o r i e s  o f  reason  and the v i s i b l e  boundaries 

o f  the  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  church. P e r fe c t io n  and fu l f i lm e n t  

w ere  p l a c e d  beyond the e x p e r i e n t i a l  l e v e l  o f  the here 

and now. D e sp i te  app aren t  coherence,  they r i sk e d  

f r a g m e n t a t i o n  o f  the  body o f  C h r i s t .  Both paths 

a r e  s t i l l  l i v e  o p t io n s .

FOOTNOTES

1 Among th e  agreements l i s t e d  a r e ,  F a i th  j u s t i f i e s  
and n o t  w ork s ;  By n atu re  we do not have a f r e e  w i l l  
t o  do th e  good; God 's  g ra c e  alone b r in gs  about what 
i s  good i n  u s ;  God's  g race  i s  the beginning o f  our 
s a l v a t i o n ;  C h r i s t  i s  s o le  mediator and our only s a v io u r .

2T h i s  c h a r g e  appears  among o th er  a l l e g a t i o n s  in  V.Doc. 
1 8 4 ,  l i k e l y  from the y e a r  1 5 3 5 .
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3 In a c i r c u l a r  o f  1 5 3 1  S c h w e n ck fe ld  n o t e s  the  c o n t r a ­
d i c t i o n  i n  L u t h e r ' s  p o s i t i o n  when he r e j e c t s  the 
p a p a c y ,  y e t  p r a i s e s  some o f  the  t e a c h i n g  prom ulgated  
by i t .  (C f .  C . S .  IV ,  1 9 7 ) .

4C f .  volumes X V II ,  p .  488 where L u t h e r  i s  a c c u se d
o f  b e in g  more c h a n g e a b le  than a cam eleon and XVI I I , 
2 2 7 - 2 3 5  where c o n t r a d i c t o r y  s t a t e m e n t s  on th e  m a t t e r  
o f  the sacram ent  a r e  p o in t e d  o u t  by S c h w e n c k f e ld .
Both w r i t i n g s  come from a time between 15 4 2  and 15 5 9 .

5The C a r l s t a d t - L u t h e r  d eb ate  a t  J e n a  i n  1 5 2 4  i s  
perh aps  one o f  the e a r l y  i n d i c a t i o n s  o f  i n t e r n a l  
t e n s i o n s ;  c f .  S i d e r ,  K a r l s t a d t ' s  B a t t l e  w i t h  L u t h e r , 
pp. 3 8 -4 8 .  See a l s o  G. Rupp, P a t t e r n s  o f  R e fo r m a t io n .
T en sion  w ith  A g r i c o l a  a r e  r e f l e c t e d  i n  WA 3 9 / 1  pp. 3 3 4 f f ;
t h i s  d a t e s  to  the p e r i o d  from between 1 5 3 7 - 4 0 .  According 
to  S .  Ozment, M y st ic i s m  and D i s s e n t ,  p .  66 Muentzer 
may be the f i r s t  to  c h a rg e  L u t h e r ' s  c o n c e p t  o f  g r a c e  
w i th  b e in g  "cheap g r a c e " .  G. S p a l a t i n ,  1 4 8 4 - 1 5 4 5  
argued  t h a t  L u t h e r ' s  emphasis  on j u s t i f i c a t i o n  by 
g r a c e  a lo n e  would l e a d  to  n e g l e c t  o f  good w o rk s ;
C f  WA 6 . 1 9 6  and WA 40 1 1 . 6 0 .

60 f  the t w e lv e  hundred and f i f t y  two i tem s  i n  the 
Corpus S ch w en ck fe ld ia n o ru m , though n ot  a l l  from the 
pen o f  the nobleman, many t a k e  i s s u e  w i th  one o r  
more o f  L u t h e r ' s  c o n c e p t s .

7
C f  E . J .  Fu rcha ,  S c h w e n c k f e ld ' s Concept  o f  the  New 

Man, p .  1 2 9 f f .

g
See p .  2 0 f  be low.

9I am not  aware o f  any a c c o u n t  he k e p t  o f  income 
from h i s  l i t e r a r y  o u t p u t ,  b u t  ju d g in g  from th e  p o p u la r i ty  
o f  h i s  w r i t i n g s  w e l l  i n t o  the 1 7 t h  and 1 8 t h  c e n t u r i e s  
h i s  p o p u l a r i z e d  t h e o lo g y  s o l d  w e l l  and f i n a n c i a l  
b e n e f i t s  must have been good.

10S .G .  S c h u l t z ,  Op. C i t . ,  p .  6 f f ,  p u t s  the  d a t e  as 
e a r l y  a s  1 5 1 8 .  I am i n c l i n e d  to  p l a c e  the e x p e r ie n c e  
sometime between 1 5 2 5 - 2 9 .  C f  F u rc h a ,  Op. C i t . p .  1 3 .

11S. qu o te s  a s ta te m e n t  by L u th e r  from around
1 543/44 in  h i s  own Von de C r e a t u r  beim Erkanstmus

12Von d e r  C r e a t u r  beim Erkanntnus  C h r i s t i  und L u th ers  
M a l e d i c t i o n , C . S .  IX ,  3 3 .  "Ub e r  d as  f e r e t  e r  zu m it



14
The fo u r  t r e a t i s e s  a r e :  Wider d ie  himmlischen 

P rop h eten  . . .  ( 1525)  (WA XVI I I ) , Da s s  d ie se  Worte
'Das i s t  mein l e i b ' noch fe s t s t a h n  (1527) (WA XXII) , 
Vom Abendmahl C h r i s t i ,  Bekenntnis  (1528) (WA XXVI), 
and Vermahnung zum Sacrament des Le ibes  und B lu tes  
C h r i s t i  ( 1530)  (WA XXX).

15 The work he defends i s  Ein  anwysunge das d ie  
o p in io n  de r  l e y p l i c h e n  gegenwertgheyt unsers Herrens 
J e s u  C h r i s t i  j m Brote  oder under der g e s t a l t  dess 
B r o t s  g e r i c h t  i s t . CSI I I . 1 f .  The same pamphlet was 

   p u b l i s h e d  by Z w in g l i  in  August o f  the same year  w ith  
a s h o r t  p r e f a c e  by the e d i t o r .

1 6 F o r  a r e c e n t  s tudy  o f  the t h e o l o g ic a l  p o s i t i o n  o f  
I l l y r i c u s ,  c f .  L a u r i  H aikola ;  Gesetz und Evangelium, 
Lund: 1 9 5 2 .  U n fo r t u n a t e ly ,  Haikola d i s r e g a r d s
a lm o s t  c o m p le t e ly  the feud between I l l y r i c u s  and 
S c h w e n c k fe ld ,  a l though i t  extended over a per iod  o f  
y e a r s  and touched on some o f  the problems which were 
c e n t r a l  in  the thought o f  I l l y r i c u s ,  v i z .  f a i t h  and 
j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  the degree o f  s in  in  a new man, and the 
r e l a t i o n  o f  Law and Gospel .

1 7 The f i v e  t r e a t i s e s  a r e :  a .  Judit ium  e in e s  p r e d i g e r s  
i n  d e r  S c h l e s i e n  ( 1 5 5 3 ) .  This  i s  l i k e l y  n o t  by 
Sc h w en ck fe ld  ( X I I I , 5 4 5 ) .  b. Vom Worte Gottes ( 1 5 5 4 ) ,

1 2 O. Clemens has argued t h a t  Luther r e j e c t e d  Hoen's 
v ie w  a s  e a r l y  a s  1 5 2 1  when the E p i s t o l a  C h r i s t i ana
w a s  b r o u g h t  t o  h i m  b y  H i n n e  R o d e .  T h e  e d i t o r s  o f

Z I V , however,  q u e s t io n  the t r a d i t i o n a l l y  held chron­
o l o g y  o f  e v e n t s .  When Zw ingl i  published  the document 
w i t h  h i s  own comments in  1525  (Z I V .5 0 5 f f )  he may have 
meant to  a d d re s s  Erasmus r a t h e r  than Luther,  i t  i s  
p o s s i b l e  even t h a t  Hoen never intended h i s  own 
p u b l i c a t i o n  f o r  Luther  a t  a l l .

13Cf  I I , Doc 40 and LI I , 2 4 0 f f  Luther i s  s a id  to 
ju d g e  c a r n a l l y  in  the m atter  o f  the r e a l  presence 
o f  C h r i s t  in  the sacrament.

s e y n e r  E u t y c h e r e j  und C r e a turlichalt macht die 
K y r c h e n  i r r e .  So ih m doch Gott nichts bevolhen noch
g e s a n n d t .  Und der  unsynnige Narr vom Teufell besessen
v e r s t e e t  n i c h t s ,  w a i s s  n i c h t  w a s  e r  l a l l e t .  W i l l  e r  a b e r
n i c h t  a u f h o r e n , so l a s s  e r  m i c h  m i t  s e i n e n .  B i e c h l e i n  d i e  
d e r  T e u f e l  aus i hm s c h e i s s e t  und  speyet  u n g e h e w e t .
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c .  Vom U n tersch ayde  des w o r t s  G o t t e s  und d e r  h a y l i gen 
S c h r i f f t  ( 1 5 5 4 ) ;  d .  C o n f u t a t i o  und A b la in u n g  (1554) . 
A l l  f o u r  documents a r e  i n  Volume XI I I . The f i f t h  
t r e a t i s e  app eared  in  1 5 5 5 ,  a f t e r  I l l y r i c u s  had p ro ­
duced y e t  a n o th e r  book a g a i n s t  S c h w e n c k fe ld .  
S c h w e n c k f e ld ' s  r e p l y  i s  the  B e s c h l u s s  und V a l e t e  
( X I V , 5 1 4 f f ) .

1 8 The t e x t  i s  from a r e p r o d u c t i o n  o f  a copy  which 
had been used by Sc h w en ck fe ld  i n  h i s  r e f u t a t i o n  (XI I I , 
36 1 f f ) .

1 9 I  have n ot  l i s t e d  a l l  the  documents h e r e .  They 
a r e  e a s i l y  a c c e s s i b l e  in  volumes XI I I  and XI V o f  
the  C o r p u s .

20See a l s o  X l l l , 5 3 3 : 2 0 f f ;  5 3 5 : 2 5 f f .  and f r e q u e n t l y  
e l s e w h e r e .

2 1 See a l s o  XI I I , 5 1 6 : 2 9 f f .

22Cf a l s o  V I , 296; XI I I , 5 2 7 : 3 4 f f .

23 C f  a l s o  XI I I , 5 1 5 : 3 9 f f ;  5 1 9 : 8 ;  5 3 8 : 1 f f .

24C f  a l s o  XI I I , 5 1 5 : 5 f f ; 5 1 6 : 1 5 f f .

25 F u r t h e r  r e f e r e n c e :  XI I I , 5 6 4 : 2 9 f f .

 26
C f  a l s o  XI I I , 5 3 3 : 5 f f .

27 . .
S i m i l a r  remarks i n :  XI I I , 5 1 9 : 3 6 f f ;  5 3 1 : 1 8 f f ;  

5 3 5 : 2 5 f f .

2 8
S i m i l a r  rem arks :  I V , 7 1 9 : 2 8 ;  V , 8 1 5 : 9 ;  XI I I , 5 5 7 : 2 5 ;  

566 f f .

29
Maior ( 1 5 0 2 - 1 5 7 4 )  was a L u th eran  t h e o l o g i a n  who 

s to o d  opposed to  I l l y r i c u s  in  h i s  i n s i s t e n c e  on 
the  r e a l i t y  o f  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  and th e  b e g in n in g  o f  
the  new l i f e  h ere  on e a r t h .  One m ight  s a y  t h a t  he 
d e fe n d s  the e a r l y  L u th e r  (o f  the  K i r c h e n p o s t i l l e  
and the P s a lm e n v o r le s u n g ) ,  w h ereas  I l l y r i c u s  b u i l d s  
h i s  system  on the t h e o lo g y  o f  the  l a t e r  L u t h e r .



H a i k o l a ;  Op. C i t . c h a p t e r  VI I I .

3 1 H a i k o l a ;  Op . C i t . pp. 3 1 5 f f .

32Von d e r  H a i l i g e n  S c h r i f t  was l i k e l y  begun e a r l i e r  
b u t  a p p e a r s  i n  c i r c u l a t i o n  only  during the e a r l y  
p a r t  o f  1 5 5 1 ,  XI I , 4 1 7 f f . See pp. 28, 4 3 f f .  and 
1 8 4 f f . S c h w e n c k fe ld  contends t h a t  S c r ip t u r e  becomes 
i l l u m i n a t i n g  by th e  agency o f  the S p i r i t  o n l y .  Apart  
from th e  r e v e l a t o r y  a c t i v i t y  o f  the S p i r i t ,  S c r i p t u r e  
r e m a in s  a "dead l e t t e r " .  To the b e l i e v e r  i t  i s  o f  
f o u r - f o l d  u s e ,  namely to  e d i f y ,  to  admonish, t o  
im prove  and t o  p u n is h .  In t h i s  c o n te x t  i t  i s  
e s s e n t i a l  t o  r e c a l l  the d i s t i n c t i o n  between Holy 
S c r i p t u r e  and the  Word o f  God. In other  w ords,  
th e  nobleman s u b s c r i b e s  to  a m odif ied  " B i b l i c i s t "  
p o s i t i o n  whereby S c r i p t u r e  i s  the norm to a b e l i e v e r  
who i s  g u id e d  by the  S p i r i t  o f  God in  h i s  understanding  
o f  what  S c r i p t u r e  c o n t a in s  fo r  him.
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