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ered by the faithlessness and profligacy he had seen, 

but none the leas loyal a.nd devout. He returned to 

Wittenberg and for five years continued in his office 

of court preacher and lecturer at the University, with 

no thought that the authority ot Rome should ever be 

impaired, least of all by him. Such was Martin Luther, 

a loyal German priest of the old school, unshaken by 

his plunge into the hypocritical and corrupt, "sink or 

Italy" 1n the time when her aha.me was greatest. German 

faith was a deep-rooted plant in those days. 

On the 10th of December, 1520, barely nine years 

after the trip to Rome, this same priest stood in the 

court church of Wittenberg, surrounded by hundreds of 

students, by masters and doctors, and denounced Rome 

openly to hie hearers. "If you do not with your whole 

hearts renounce the rule of the pope," he cried, "you 

cannot obtain salvation for your souls!• (1) He had in 

that time, indeed in only three years of that time, not 

only instituted inquiries into certain practices of the 

Church Infallible, but had acquired the conviction, 

courage and power to defy the entrenched papacy and to 

(1) K. 1. 407. 
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lead a large body of the German nation with him in revolt; 

and above erl this he had formulated a well-defined body 

of doctrine with Biblical and spiritual basis. It is 

this last faot which is the chief wonder of the so-called 

Reformation. There was nothing surprising in Luther's 

protest against corrupt practices. All Europe had known 

for a century or more that something must be done with 

the church, and various reformers, countenanced and 

discountenanced, with varying degrees of ill-aucceAs had 

had a fling at the task. Neither was there anything 

strange in Germany's acceptance of hie views. The sur

prising thing in regard to this was that two races hav

ing so little in common as the German and Italian should 

h~ve maintained religions and political unity so long. 

The Reformation was but the begining of German national 

self-expression, and such folk movements are often rapid, 

when once started. But great new systems of theology and 

church polity, our time honored belief in revelation to 

the contrary, are not accustomed to spring forth into 

lif after only a three years' gestation. 

It may be urged in explanation of this phenomenon 
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that Luther had practically developed hie views in his 

earlier monastic years; that in his struggle to overcome 

the temptations of his own soul he had formed the doc

trines which later appeared in hie reform writings. But 

this was not the case. It is true, that ae he had first 

found peaoe in the scripture word, "The just shall live 

by faith," and as he had become imbued with the theology 

of St. Augustine, so he had become to place certain 

stress upon the doctrine of faith. But this does not 

prove that he was already turned from orthodoxy and had 

established his own mind a new theology before 1517. 

Bia belief in justification by faith, leading t& bis 

protest against "indulgence" as a means or atonement, 

was the seed, and bis preference for the bible and the 

writings of St. Augustine gave the soil in which this 

seed was to grow. If it is not continuing the figure to 

far, we might add that the enthusiasm of Germany watered 

the new plant and the opposition of Rome gave it strength 

and determined the direction of its growth. 

In order to make clearer upon how small a point 

Luther first differed from doctrines of the Church, 

-
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observe the following parallel columns; they give the 

essential differences between the ancient theory of faith 

and practice and Luther's modified theory of faith and 

practice at the culmination or his career. 

I Catholic (1) 

I. Church defined: A 
body of believers under 
Christ represented by 
the pope, and divided 
into two distinct classes. 
(1) Clergy, a class set 
apart subject to a pecul
iar discipline, and hav
ing special spiritual 
advantages. 
(2) Laity, the common 
unpriveleged class. 

II.Powers of the Ohuroh. 

(1). Origin of power: 
Grant or keys of heaven 
to St. Peter as an individ
ual. 

(2) Degrees of power 
absolute. 

(3) Extent of Power. 
(a) Civil: Church author
ity above temporal author
ity. 

(1) I am inUebted for the 
suggestion of this out 
line given in Cardinal 
Gibbons' excellent tract, 
•The Faith of our Fathers~ 
Ch. V. 

2 Lutheran. 

I. Church defined: A body 
of believers under Christ, 
re~resented by a council. 
(2) Clergy, a class set 
apart for service, having 
no special advantages and 
subject to no different 
discipline or customs from 
the 1 ai ty. ( 3 ) 

II. Powers of Church. 

(1) Origin of power: Grant 
or keys of heaven not to 
st. Peter alone, but to 
whole church. (4) 

(2) Degree of power limited 
by individual conscience (5) 

(3) Extent of Power 
(a) Civil: none, church 
rather eubserviant to state 
(6) 

(2) K. 1 209. Reply to 
Prieriaa, (3)"Addreeeed to 
Christian Nobles~ Off. 
( 4 ) K. 1. 2 53 • 
( 5) Bab. Ce.p., K. 1 369 
(6) "Address to Christian 
NobJtoe." .Ll -
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(b } Spiritual : 
In quest i ons of faith 
infallible. Exclusive 

-s-

right to interpret 
Scripture, hence decretale 
and writings of the fathers 
ae binding as Scripture. 
Establishment of seven 
sacraments; Baptism, Con
firmation, Penance, 
Eucharist, Marriage, 
Ordination, Supreme 

Unction. Distribution of 
Elements to laity in but 
one kind. Establishment 
of outward signs of sat-
1 sfaction for sins. 
(Justification by works). 
Confession, penance, 
absolution, pilgrimage. 

Transfer of merits. 
(1) Masses for souls in 
purgatory. 
(2) Forgiveness of merits 
ofChrist and hie Saints 
(Indulgence}. 

(b) Spiritual: 
Questions of faith de
termined by Scripture. 
(7} 
Individual right to in
terpret Scripture, 
hence decretals and 
writings of the fathers 
not necessarily binding. 
(8). 
Only three sacraments. 
Baptism, Atonement, 
communion. ( 9 ) 
Distribution of Elements 
in both kinds. (10) 

No virtue in outward 
signs. (Justification 
by faith}. 
Power to remit sine rests 
with God alone, church 
oan only give expression 
to the forgiveness or 
heaven• 

Unconditioned transfer 
of merits denied. 

The items in column 1 are representative of' 

unchanging Catholic doctrines, today as five hundred 

years ago; therefore the fact must be emphasized that 

in the 15th and 16th centuries the church laid excess 

(7) Freedom of Ohr. 
Man Kurech 15.81. 
(8) Add. Ohr. Nobles 
12f' • 
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of import upon the objective, upon her outward eigne of 

power and the practical means of grace. It wae against 

an abusive uee of ~of these means of grace that Luther 

first began to protest, namely, against unconditioned 

transfer of merits. From that can be traced the growth 

of hie doctrine, the change of hia attitude from point 

to point until he bad covered the whole range of "Luth-

eran" theology. 

The balanced columns above show two entirely differ

ent viewa of the church: one as a body corporate with 

outward effectual me'.lne of grace; the other as a. body 

spiritual in which each soul needs no mediating office 

of appeal to its God. Above the Column headed "Catholic" 

the word objective might be written, and above that head

ed "Lutheran", the word subjective. To Luther the mystic 

relation of the soul to God was a very real thing, and 

the inner life more intense tha.n the outward. Thie eub

j ecti vi ty of Luther must not be lost eight of for one 

instant in studying the development of his revolt from 

Rome. The objective mind sees things in relation, 

reacts to whole systems of circumstances and judges o~ 
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the probable result of an action; the subjective does 

not see such relations, but reacts to a single situation 

or to one phase of a train of circumstances without 

reference to connections or results. Luther could have 

had no clear idea of the great forces working under the 

surface of society at the beginning of the 16th century. 

All hie life, with the exception of the one ~isit to 

Rome, had been spent in school and monastery; all hie 

experience and most important study had been in but one 

phase of life, the spiritual. Other men have found peace 

in atoning action: he had looked into his own heart to 

find the means of reconciliation with God, and had found 

peace only in the assurance, "The just shall live by 

faith.• Yet this did not change his attitude toward 

the practices of the church. He was most loyal to all 

her authorities, her sacraments, and satisfactions. It 

wae not until he saw souls (to him most precious) being 

deceived by what he considered an impossible scheme ot 

salvation thqt he raised the cry which awoke Chr1stendan. 

The theory ot the "treasury of indulgence" had 

been propounded by St. Thomae Aquinas. Christ and His 
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aninte, by their special virtue, had more than satisfied 

God, therefore there existed an excess of merit which 

was stored as a treasury of grace for the benefit of 

frailer believers. Upon this theory the popes had found

ed their practice of issuing indulgence letters, by which 

some of these extra merits were transferred to the holders 

of such letters. A share in these special benefits might 

be had for money and was considered as a partial satis

faction for sins. Confessions and absolution were not 

enti rely dispensed with, in theory. The particular sale 

of these indulgences which aroused Luther was carried on 

by one Tetzel, a Dominican frair, and differed from 

previous sales in its extension of the power of indul

gence and of the word of the pope to the fUll remission 

of sins, and in its utterly shameless devices to extort 

money. (1) 

Luther was at that time a doctory of theology, lect

urer at the University of Wittenberg, and the provincial 

vicar of the Augustines. Tetzels preaching was question

ed as a~ use of the doctrine of indulgence. (2) 

In this position of some prominence in the local church, 

(1) Seckendor~ 1.62. 
(2) K. 1. 161 
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t i Luther wae called, both by the promptings of his own 

heart, by friends and even by strangers, to express an 

opinion. (3). In 1516 he had preached against the traffic 

without causing any stir, or being considered any the 

• 

less a good and pious brother. He had begun thinking, how

ever, and in 1517, when the matter began to come nearer 

home, when members of his own confession began claiming 

absolution by indulgence, he took a more decided, but 

still perfectly natural step. 

It was an age of disputation. The \fhol e growth 

of theology and jurisprudence had been fostered through 

the latter part of the middle ages by dispute. Far 

from being the dead, hide-bound period popularly imagined, 

it was an age alive with discussion. The traiming of 

the universities was dialectic preparation for the field 

ot debate. Bisputes between great doctors, between two 

u..~ivereitiea, between rival schools of theology or 

jurisprudence were the order of the day. One instance 

only, the great controversy bet~aen the Franciscans and 

Docinicane over the doctrine of the Immaculate Concep

tion, which lasted through many decades, involved the 

leading universities and c~lled forth the expression of 

(3) ibid • 

..C I 
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a council (Baale, 1439) shows with what freedom profound 

questions of belief were discussed. Luther was, in one 

sense, only doing the usual thing in the usual way when 

he organized his objections to Tetzel's preaching into 

the form of theses, and posted these theses for discus

sion. What it was about this action and these propositions 

which made the incident the entering wedge of what we n:>W 

call the Reformation, we shall see later. 

The spirit in which Luther propounded these theses 

is beat shown by hie letter to the Archbishop of Mainz, 

under whoae authorit7 Tetzel w~s preaching. Thie letter 

bears the date of the very day uponwhich the propositions 

were nailed to the door of the court church of Witten

berg, and is the beat contemporary evidence of the per

fect good faith in which Luther undertook the diecueaion. 

"Persons are now hawking about indulgence" he wrote, 

"under the name and august title of your lordship.------

! say nothing about the vaporings of their preachers, 

whom I have not myself heard, but I complain bitterly of 

the fatal errors in which they are involving the common 

people, men of weak understanding, who~, foolish as they 
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are, these men persuade that they will be sure of sal

vation if they only buy their letters of plenary indul

gence. They believe that their souls will fly out of 

purgatory the moment that the money paid for their redem

ption is thrown into the preacher's bag and that such 

virtue belongs to these indulgences that there is no sia 

however great, even the violation,which is impossible, of 

the Mother of God, which the indulgence will not absolut

ely and at once efface -----Therefore the souls which, 

Excellent Father, are entrusted to your care, are now 

being falsely taught to their death." 

To this letter he appended a copy of tho theses. 

These fall roughly into three main classes; (1) a dis

cussion of the theory of forgiveness, in which he main

tains the Augustinian doctrine of faith; (2) a denial of 

the power of the Pope to remit sine and of the Pope's 

intention to claim such power; (3) Certain propositions 

as to the proper form which good works should take as an 

expression of true repentance. In the latter is diecern

able a.n understanding of the needs of the ~eo le, in hie 

assertion that money spent in charity, or oney saved 

for the betterment of the home, is better than money 
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spent in indulgence. Noteworthy under (2) ie "Chrieti8lle 

must be taught that if the Pope knew of the extortion of 

the indulgence preachers, he would rqther that the met

ropolitan church of St. Peter (1) were burnt and reduced 

to ashes than to see it built upon the skin, the flesh 

and bones of hie sheep." (1). 

Oould Luther, unless he were mo~e subtle than his 

training and experience give us a right to surmise him, 

have considered himself a rebel against the Pope, and 

· Still have written in such terms? He seems rather to 

have been acting in simple faith. He had seen Rome, he 

knew the machinations of the Italian Court. The explana

tion he made then, and continued to make for some time, 

for the corruption of faith and practice in the church 

was that the Pope, surrounded by evil and contriving 

courtiers, did not know the actual evils existing. Many 

later expressions in hie letters and other writings all 

point to the fact that in the beginning he had no other 

thought than that, in opposing Tetzel, he was perform!~ 

an act of piety and loyalty. 

"When I put this resolution into practice, instead 

(1) One of the objects of the sale was to raise money 
for this edifice. 
{l') Series 2. 25-95 Theses • 
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of being abused and condemned, as I have been, by those 

heartless tyrants and impostors, the Pope and his mercen

aries, I expected to be warmly encouraged and commended, 

for I did little more than make use of the Popes own 

language, as set forth in the decretale against the rap-

acity of the collectore."(1"). 

•To this letter• the first letter to the Arch-

bishop o~ Mainz, quoted above "I received no answer, 

and indeed I knew not at the time that the Archbishop 

had bargained with the Pope to receive one half the 

money raised for these indulgences and to remit the other 

half to Rome." (2). 

•r had opposed the blasphemous preaching as a true 

child of the church; from that rew great mockery, re

proach, dishonor, and vexation of the people towards the 

Church of Rome." (3) 

"I.only wanted to attack the traffic in indulgences 

and thought that afterwards others would be found who 

would better carry out the affair than I." (4) 

At another time he gave a seemingly differont 

account of his attitude at the beginning. "When I under-

(1") M. 22. 
(2) M. 24. 
(3) Letter to Elector Frederick, Jan. 1519. 
(4) Br. 1. 93.114. 
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took to write against the gross error of indulgencest 

Dr. Schurf saidt 'What, would you write against the 

Pope? What are you about? They will not permit you to 

do this.' 'But suppose they must needs permit it?' replied 

1.• (5). But even this does not indicate a desire tc 

found a new church and a new theology. On the contrary 

it only enforces the view that Luther had, in the begin

ning, all faith in acquiescence of the church to the 

reasonableness of hie propositions. Whatever he expect

ed, he did not expect the ban. 

In taking this stand, Luther overlooked two points 

which now seem most obvious. The first wae the attitude 

of the papacy with regard to strictures of its power. 

All sorta of differing views of theology might be held, 

the writings of the fathers distorted and the Bible tom 

to shreds in a scholastic dispute, so long a.a the unity 

of the church was not threathened: But denial of her 

authority was at all times surmnarily dealt with. "Behold, 

to obey is better than sacrifice, "has ever been the 

burden of Rome. The second point which Luther failed to 

see in the beginning was that the unrest ot Germany under 

the exactions of Rome was a.t last nea.r its culmination. 

( 5) T. T. 384 • 
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The German nation wae ready for some form of purely 

national expression. All that was needed, was someone 

or something to start the movement. Luther and hie pro

test against the indulgences gave the start. Well might 

a prominent German priest (1) exclaim, "Aha, he is here 

who will do 1 t!" Well might :Maximilian 1., from hie 

eminence far-seeing and cognizant of many things the 

monk of Wittenberg did not suspect, remark, "He is be

ginning an affair with the priests.• (2) Yes, the affair 

with the priests had begun. 

Luther was soon to begin to feel these things, 

however, and it was his very desire to prove this ortho

doxy, to be "justified" in the eyes of his church which 

led him at last into opposition to the church. He was 

slow to acknowlege hie apoetacy, even to himself. But 

the ineistant voice of hie soul would not be quieted, 

and besides this there were always working those two 

great forces which he had aroused, the antagonism of auto

cratic Rome and the restlessness of Germany, never leav

ing the great questions alone, but ever pushine, thrust

ing and agitating. 

(1) Dr. Fleck of Steinlansig, ne~r Bitterfeldt K. 1. 176. 
(2) K. 1. 208 • 
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In point of time the first of these out-aide forces 

was the popular excitement caused by the spread of the 

Ninety-five Theses. "The Theses went in a fortnight 

clear throughout Germany, for all the world was complain

ing of the (Trade in) indulgences, and especially of 

Tetzel'e articles," said Luther himself. (3) While Myknnius 

teotified that they spread as if angels themselves had 

been their bearers. {2) Thie was a surprise to their 

author. He had posted them, he said, only for the initi

ated eo that it wae a surprise to him how they could even 

be understood by the people in general. (3). As for the 

notoriety his name acquired in this way, he declared that 

it was utterly distastet"ul to him, and he felt his inad

quacy and presumption in trying to discuss a question 

upon which he felt himself to be but poorly informed. (4) 

The second of these outside influences began its 

action in Tetzel'e one hundred and six opposition Theses. 

These merely reiterated the formal dogma of the efficacy 

of the works and of the power and infallibility of the 

Pope. To hie written answer Tetzel added, according to 

the prevailing custom of theological argument, the burning 

( 1) M. 29. 
(2') A ~rieat connected with the court of Electos Fredar-
1 ck of Saxony. 
{:°-5 ' ) K • 1. 118 • 
(2) K. 1. 175. 
(3) K. 1. 176 • 
(4) K. 1. 178 
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of Luther's theeea. The retaliation in kind, by burn

ing Tetzel's propositions on their arrival in Wittenberg 

(Mar. 19,1518), was the work of students and other minor 

partisans, and was not instigated or even known by Luther 

a~ the time. (1) The incident is noteworthy however, as . 
an indication of the popularity of Luther's teaching and 

as the first open act of partisanship, which ie itself 

a force to be reckoned with. 

Luther, however made no direct reply to Tetzel. 

That he lef't unanswered the very man against whose work 

he had just propounded hie theses, shows where Luther's 

real interest lay. He was not one of those petty dis

putants who had entered into debate for the purpose of 

shwoing h1a skill in the dialectic field. It was the 

'!Ueation itself which occupied him, heart and soul. 

Moreover, discussion pro and con had sprung up everywhere 

and he was forced into a deeper examination of the sub

ject. Instead of preparing to refute Tetzel, he had be

gun a more thorough studj of the whole ground or belief 

in the merits of indulgences. He wrote to hie friend 

Spalatin, (2') (Feb. 15, 1518) that he found indulgences 
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to be nothing but deception for the soul. (3') Such a 

positive, sweeping statement he had not been ready to 

make in the theses. But he had been studying, and his 

study was leading him from the particular to the general 

from the specific abuse to the principle involved; the 

question wa.s not one between Luther and little Tetzel, 

but between truth and error. 

Accordingly he had prepared in February a sermon 

upon "Indulgence and Grace", and was also busy upon a 

larger, more far-reaching exposition of the propositions 

in the ninety-five Theses. Before the publication of the 

latter, however, he wrote to the Bishop of Brandenburg, 

· sanding the theses and asking advice concerning the pub

lication of the larger work. He had received no reply 

Lo his address to the Archbishop of Mainz, but from 

Brandenburg, a prompt response was given. The Bishop 

found nothing uncatholic in the theses, but advised that 

the subject be kept out of public discussion, and that 

no turther work be published until the feeling aroused 

had subsided. In a letter to Spalatin, Luther said 

that he was content to obey the Bishop's injunction rather 
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than to work e. 'miracle to hie justifications". (Note hie 

desire to be "justified".) Contrary to the Bishop's wiah, 

the sermon in Gert!lan upon "Indulgence and Grace", had 

already been published. This sermon is noteworthy beceuee 

in it Luther makes open appeal from the authority of the 

Church to that of the Bible, (1) by declaring that the 

institutions of confession and absolution were hardly 

founded upon the Scripture. In the theses, he had made 

no attempt at Biblical foundation of the doctrine. Now, 

in his more advanced study of the theory of justification, 

he found, naturally, what was to him the best discussion 

of the subject in the Scripture. 

Considering this, it is not strange that by this 

time, staunch Churchman were beginning to cast the re

proach of heresy upon the Wittenburg theologian. But if 

hie cause was gaining enemies, it was also gaining power

ful friends. Among these, the Electo Frederick the Wis,, 

of Saxony, was from the first well diepooeed toward this 

agreaeive proieasor ' of his pet university. Thia friend

ship, though often more tacit than active, undoubtedly 

tended to increase in Luther's mind the eign1~1cance of 

(1) K. 1.-182 • 

. . . --- ~ 
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his work. 

The provincial chapter of the Auguatines, convened 

in Heidelberg, in May, 1518, 11 stened to a ne~v form of 

dispute. The popular subject of indulgences was not 

especially prominent, but in the general diaouesions 

Luther eame forsard and opposed the cut and dried Ariet

otelians at every turn with quotations from the Bible. 

So much had he grown in the half year, since the pub

lication of hie theses, that he was beginning to use the 

weapon of the Scripture against all comers - against 

the scholastic dogmas quoted fro~ the Fathers, the de

cretale and Aristotle. As above noted there had been 

no hint of this attitude in the theses. It was an after 

development caused by the growing feeling that current 

theology was opposed to hie teachin~, while the scripture 

could be made hie ally. 

Corollary to this increasing regard for the Bible 

was hie decreasing respect for the decretale of Rome. 

While still in Heidelberg, he expressed in a letter to 

hie friend Truttvetter the opinion that as to a refor

mation in the Church, there could be none without a thcr

ough revision of the decretale. (1) Thie then, was hie 

(1) K. 1. 185 • 
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second atep away from allegiance to Rome. In the theses 

he had complained that the Popes were being misinter

preted; now he began to question the validity of their 

decrees. Perhaps be meant by this merely that the de

cretals should be reframed eo as to admit of no misin

terpetation; but even eo, his remarks shows an unprece

dented individualism and startling originality. What 

Rome sent forth, was not to be lightly criticioed either 

as to form or content. The suggestion of a critical 

attitude toward the decretals, was as much of a scandal 

to the orthodox of that day, as is the idea of a similar 

treatment of the Bible to the old school Christian o~ our 

day. Yet Luther made the suggestion calmly enough. Be 

was thinking only of the good of the church and was far 

from realizing the heresy of this view. He abbored 

heretics, so that over a year later, when it was at last 

forced upon him that bis views coincided with those of 

enemies of the faith, the fact came to him with over 

whelming aurpriae. He did not read heretical writings, 

and whatever unorthodox views he developed, came to him 

from within, from hie own interpretations of things1 
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and to the support of these views, he naturally brought 

the aid of his great comforter, the the Word. 

Nothing can show more emphatically his attachment 

to orthodoxy, ~he !!!!. !,i, than his first appeal to the 

Pope, made in May, 1518, and the terms in which he givos 

his reasons for appellation to Rome. "I am called a here

tic, an apostate, a traitor, and no end of odious names. 

My ears are shocked, my mind is lost in amazement at 

these accuations. One testimony of my upright conduct 

is with me however, the testimony Q_f !. good ~ guie't 

conscience." (Note the subjective touch.) "You, Moat 

Holy Father, are the best judge of the matter in dispute; 

you only, impartial and imprejudiced, are worthy to hear 

it from me."(1) He gives a brief sketch of his part in 

the controversy over indulgences, and protests that he 

has never held nor taught anything but what is contained 

in the sacred Scripture, in the writings of the Fathers, 

and acknowledged by the Roman Church in the canons and 

the pontifical decretals. But he added that, if any 

opinion of his could not be refuted or proven by these 

authorities, he would hold it for the sake of discussion 

only, for the excerciae or reason, and the promotion of 

( 1 ) M. 36-37. 
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knowledge and inquiry, always having respect to the judg

ment of his superiors. (1) Again that subjective attitude. 

There is even a hint in this that he was already beginning 

to place the voice in bis soul above the word of the 

Scripture. Now, although we see how futile such an appeal 

was at such a time to such a Pope (Leo X., the humanist, 

had avowed his intention of enjoying his pontificate and 

was not likely to care for abstract theology at all but 

very much for the submission of his subjects), it only 

proves Luther's innocence that he could thus, after having 

stirred up BUch popular feeling in Germany over the sale 

of indulgences issued by the Pope as to seriously wound 

the dignity of the Church, appeal to the bead of the 

Ohurch itself to justify hie views, approve hie champion

ship of poor deluded souls, and interest himself in any 

new doctrine he (Luther) might have discovered. 

To this letter, he appended his "Resolutions to 

the "Ninety-five ihesee." These give an extended dis

cussion of hie theory of the forgiveness of sine as a 

matter of spirit rather than of the forms of confession, 

penance and absolution spoken by a priest. As to the 
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existence of a "treasury of indu+gence", that is not 

poeeible, for the saints cannot have more than satisfied 

God, since perfect love is the virtue demanded by Heaven, 

and ~is impossible to mortals; while in the merits 

of Christ, which surely exist, we may all share freely 

for they are a gift to the believing and not to be 

bought with any price. He goes so far as to declare the 

doctrine of supererogation a heresy. He makes his own 

interpretation of the title, "Vicar of Christ,• so long 

applied to the popes. To him, the pope is only a re

presentative, and this office does not preclude the direct 

appeal of the individual to Heaven, which is often 

necessary since papal bans and decrees may be unjust. The 

pope, he admits is a necessary head or Christendom, as 

civil authority is necessary and should be borne. This 

places ecclesiastic authority upon a le el with the civil. 

La.tar we shall find him making it subservient to the civil. 

In concluding this .remarkable address he says, •The Church 

needs a reformation which is not the cause or one man, 

the Pope, nore or the various cardinals, as the last 

council found, but is the a~fair of the whole Christian 
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world, ie ~affair, indeed, Q!. ~alone." (1) This 

identification of the will of the people with the will of 

God, a theory which could not have sprung uneuggested 

from the mind of the cloistered monk at the beginning 

ofi hie career as reformer, came naturally enough ae the 

result of hie sympathy with the great surge of popular 

feeling which he had aroused. 

But could it be that, as he said, all this came 

from, or wae in accordance with, the Bible, the Fathers, 

and the decretale? Perhaps there is nothing directly 

negativing such views in the sources quoted, but Luther's 

is certainly a new spirit, a new interpretation in res

ponse to the demands of a new ar,e and an awakening people. 

There was certainly good reason for hie inserting that 

"if" clause quoted above in his letter to the Pope. Yet 

he did not feel himself to be a heretic. S~eculation was 

common enough, and all the universities were granted 

freedom or debate. (1). 

To recapitulate the advance points in argument made 

in the "Resolutions": (I) infallibility denied; (2} church 

power put upon the ea.me basis as civil power; (3} a hint 

(1) K. 1 - 198 
(1) See Letter of Univ. of Wittenberg to Leo. X. M. 45. 
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that the people, representing the will of God, are the 

important body of the Church. Add to these his constant 

reference of all questions of the authority of the Bible 

and we have hie progress up to this point pretty clear-

ly defined. 

Whatever good effect this appeal might have had in 

Rome, could it by any chance have been destined to a 

favorable reception, was forestalled by the fact that 

Rome had already begun formal process against the new 

German heresy. Her attitude was definite and unvarying, 

a dead wall of authority against which Luther was to 

beat in vain until he discovered that the circle of bul

warks surrounding the ancient faith was so tightly 

drawn ae to leave him and his individualistic ideas en-

tirely outside. 

The first thunders of the Vatican against the new 

teaching were but rumblings in the distance. Sylvester 

Mazzolini, commonly called Prieriae from his native city 

Prierio, a doctor of theology attached in which, with 

great show of argumentation, he practically swept all of 

Luther's propositions aside with the one word, •heretical~ 



,. 

c• 

-26-

• 

In his reply, Luther endeavored to ehow the weakness 

of this manner of argument. Prierias answered with 

a pamplet upon the absolute authority of the Pope, an 

authority above even the Scripture. Luther's reception 

of this reply is noteworthy. When he read upon the title

page of the book the words "Sacri Palatii Magister" and 

recognized that, coming as it did from the papal court, 

it was, in a sense, an official reply, he was all the 

more concerned at its tone, which if it really did voice 

the opinion of Rome, branded him as a heretic indaed. 

"Will it go so far that tbe matter will come before the 

Pope? What will come of it?" (2) he asks hi~eelf in 

troubled premonition. He had freely written hie cause 

to the Pope, but the tone of Prieriaa' pamphlet gave him 

his first great misgiving. 

Yet he showed no inclination to retrace his steps. 

Indeed, hi3 reply carried him one point :rurther from 

reconciliation. In the "Resolutions" he had spoken of 

a reform which wae the affair not of the pope or card

inals, but of the whole church. Following this up, he 

now defined the church. Prieriae had asserted the church 

(2) K. 1. 208. 
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"in the pope and its representation in the college of 

cardinals" (1). Luther, on the other hand declared, 

"I recognize the church ae no other than Christ and 

according to its representation as no other than a council." 

To the charge of hereey he replied, "I shall be a heretic 

if, after the church shall have decided, I do not hold 

to the decision." And again, "I still dispute, awaiting 

the condemnation of a council." He strengthened his 

attitude toward the Bible by quoting the saying of St. 

Augustine: "I have learned to honor only the canonical 

books of the Holy Writ, because I believe no one of their 

authors to have erred." Later he cited the lTOrds of 

licolas of Tudeeco (d.1445), "The pope, as well as a 

council, may~." (2) He knows that hie assertions are 

true, therefore powers which condemn him are in error. 

One little touch in connections with this second 

reply to Prierias is of interest. Be felt the attitude 

of the learned Italian to be rather contemptuous. Indeed 

the Germans bad plenty of ground at that time to accuse 

the Italians of superciliousness. Luther declared to 

friends that he would show that there were "people in 

( 1 ) K • 1 • - 209 • 
(2) K. 1. - 213. 
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Germany who understood the sly arts and tricks of the 

Romans." (3). National and personal feeling was beginn

ing to play an active .part in the quarrel. 

Luther's attitude toward the authority of the Roman 

See was at this time at its middle point. He had appeal

ed to Rome first as his natural protector; now he knew 

that hie "Justification" could not come from that quarter. 

Bis zeal for hie cause was leading him to examine the 

authority of the seat of power. He still believed it to 

be established by divine command, and therefore to be 

respected, though vested in corrupt men. (1). But he 

placed more power in a council than in the Pope. Both 

might err, though both were to be respected, since divine

ly established. Thus he strove to reconcile himsel~ to 

the church, even to the point of inconsistency. 

In August, 1518, ca.me the summons for Luther to 

appear in Rome within sixty days to answer for hie heresy. 

There was no longer any doubt of the hostility of the 

Pope to his preaching. But to off-set this hostility was 

the more pronounced friendliness of the Prince Elector. 

Frederick now proposed the plan of a trial by a papal 

(3) See sermon on Ban. K. 1-213 
(1) M. 47 • 
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legate, but upon German soil. Such a trial was granted. 

The Cardinal de Vio of Gaeta (Cajetanus) was delegated 

from Italy aa his judge, the place appointed was Augs

berg. So great was the distrust of Luther's friends 

that they insisted that he obtain impartial safe conduct 

before appearing for trial. He hicaelf, in his experience 

and confidence, would not have thought of that. 

Cajetanus, professed great solicitude for Luther's 

reconciliation with the Church and in the outset declar

ed that he wished to treat him in a "fatherly" manner. 

He had once himself expressed the opinion that it was 

allowable to interpret the Scripture without following 

the "torrent of the Fathers•. (1). But he took up Luther's 

affair in t he spirit of strict subservience to Rome, 

limitating the question to one of interference with the 

authority and fiscal affairs of the church. In hie 

questioning he never entered the field or speculation 

upon the principles of grace. These were his demands: 

(1) that Luther renounce hie errors; (2) that he refrain 
• 

from them in the :f'uture; (3) that he with hold himself 

from all things which distu~b the peace of the Church. 
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Luther asked to be shown what these errors were. They 

were stated for him: (1) denial of the indentity of the 

treasury of indulgence with the merits of Christ as 

contradicting the Bull of Clement VI.; (2) declaration 

that the beneficent effect of the reception of the sac

rament depends upon the faith of the communicant. 

Cajetnue especially emphasized the firot of these. 

It seemed to him that Luther could not have read the 

Bull of Clement VI., else he surely would have retrained 

from preaching such contrary doctrines. Luther met both 

this and the second objection with quotations from the 

Bible. But they tell upon deaf ears. No Italian card

inal of that day could understand the oppoaiti?n of 

Scripture to the decretala of Rome. He met the arguments 

and citations of Luther with impatience, crying, •You 

will have to revoke to day, whether you will or not; 

otherwiae I will dondemn at once all your propositions 

for this one." When at length, after four days, during 

which Luther continued to ask to be allowed the right 

to dispute upon these questions and he was given per

mission to plead his cause in ~riting, no better under-
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standing resulted. The Cardinal conttnued to quote St. 

Thomas and the popes; Luther, the Scriptures. Luther 

asserting that the Pope had no power except by grace of 

the Scripture, the legate returned, "Do you know that 

the Pope is above all councils? Hae he not recently con-

" damned and punished the Council of Bale?" "Yee, replied 

Luther, "but the university of Paris ha.a appealed from 

hie decision." All the century-old spirit of authority 

was concentrated in the reply, "The University of Paris 

will be ~uniahed too." When Gerson was cited by Luther, 

the Cardinal said with contempt, "What are the Gersoniat 

to me? Luther asked who the Gersonists were. "Bah"! 

was the reply, "let•e speak no more about them.• 

To Luther's proposition, "That the merits of Christ 

are not the treasury of indulgence," Cajatanue had expreaa-

1¥ opposed the Extravagant of Clement VI., entitled 

"Unigenitua." Luther asked to be shown that this decretal 

did explicitly say that the merits of Christ are the 

treasure of indulgence; if he could be shown this, he 

would retract. Finding the place, Cajetanua, read, 

"Christ by hie ;asaion acquired the treasures." (1). 

(1) M. - 50. 
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~nd had openly and in no prudent terms maintained his 

opinion against that of a cardinal of the church, backed 

by the august authority of Rome. Bis friends w~re also 

seriously concerned at the stand he had taken and his 

manner toward the Legate. Staupitz and Link both be

sought him to pray pardon for hie violence. Thia he did 

offering to dispute no more upon the subject of indulgences, 

if the other aide would agree to maintain silence. But 

he added, ~ conscience forbade him to retract. 

On the whole, the effect of the interview had been 

to confirm and strengthen Luther. Instead of being crush

ed, he remained as sure of the truth as ever: and instead 

of y~eiding to the power represented by the Cardinal, he 

made appeal to another power, that of a Council. This 

appeal was signed and sealed oefore he left Augsburg, 

though it was not them made public. (2). So far from 

admitting that this doctrine wae heretical, he resented 

the charge as too hasty, and desired a more thorough ex

amination of its grounds. 

One more significant event took place during this 

so-journ in Augsburg. It was the dismissal of Luther by 

(2) K. 229. 
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Staupitz, hie general, from the Augustine order, that that 

order might not become involved in difficulty because of 

the controversy. From this time on, Luther was to fight 

independently. Staupitz' words, 8 Bem1ndflll, Brother, 

that thou hast uhdertaken all this in the name of our 

Lord, Jesus Christ," seemed to him like a message from 

Heaven, and gave him new courage. (3) (P.19). He had 

need of strength and courage, if he was to continue the 

struggle to show the world that he was right. The papal 

court, now thoroughly aware of the magnitude and trend 

of the Lutheran oontroveray, was determined to eta.mp out 

the dangerous teachings. 

Before the sixty days named in the Citation were 

up, a papal brief was issued, laying the interdict upon 

all German cities harboring Luther. At the same time 

Hie Holiness sent a pe ~eonal and flattering letter to 

the Elector asking for the surrender of Luther. The reply 

of the Elector was politic. He asked for, and again ob

tained consent to, another trial, this to be by reliable 

and unprejudiced judges. Charles Von Miltitz, the papal 

legate entrusted with the mission of securing this fair 

( 3 ) K • 1. 228 • 



• trial, was by far the most sympathetic of all the papal 

officials who attempted to deal with Luther. But Luther 

waa no longer the simple, confiding monk he had been be

fore the trial in Augsburg. He had learned from Cajet

anue the meaning of that word "fatherly", and the sus

picions of his friends had infected him. Moreover, hav

ing carried himself rather cavalierly toward Cajetanus 

and having come through alive, he did not ~aka so humble 

a tone with Miltitz. The latter strove with hopeful 

zeal to bring about a hearing before a fair tribunal, 

but Luther's wariness and that of the Elector made the 

task of finding judges satisfactory to both aides, ex

ceedingly difficult. Indeed, the trial never was arrang

ed, but the negotatione gave a respite to controversy. 

Luther willingly pledged himself to silence upon the 

points disputed, fil2. long ~ ~ ~r aide remained 

silent also. Indeed so great seems to have been his de

sire at this time that the affair might attain some ami

cable settlement that he even wrote some apologies in

tended to assuage .troubled waters. He wrote again to the 

Pope, still in a submissive tone, but with an altered 

point or view. Retraction, he said, was impossible since 
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all Germany waa filled with his doctrine and his retract

ion would only injure the papacy in the eyes of an intelli

gent people, convinced of the soundness of his own theology. 

As for his intentions in the matter, he had no desire to 

overthrow Rome. He was willing to maintain silence if his 

adversaries were silent, and in addition he pledged him

self "to recommend to the people, in my sermons, to love 

Rome, and not to impute to her the faults of others; 

not to give implicit faith to all the severe things I 

have abusively said of her, and in the excitement of com

bating these mountebanks, so that by the help of God, 

these disaentione may in time be appeased." (1). Pereuant 

of this promise, he pub~iahed an apology in German. It 

was evidently intended for the common people, the simple

minded. In reading it, we feel that Luther was most or

thodox. Hie adversaries, he said, had wronged him, in 

imputing to him a desire to overthrow the faith. He was, 

on the contrary, stronly attached to her doctrines and 

obeervn.ncea. •Really•, says Kostlin, "he expresses belief 

here in Catholic doctrines which he soon afterwards openly 

denied." (1'). 

(1) M. 56. See also K. 1. 243. 
( 1' ) K. 243. 
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Thie was Luther's last attempt to act ae a loyal 

eon of the church. Hie position ae such must have long 

since seemed impracticable to a less simple mind and one 

lees thoroughly imbued with devotion to Rome. Already 

he had expressed in a letter to hie friend Link (2) 

(Dec. 11, 1518), the opinion that the spirit of Anti

christ was ruling in the Roman court, while on March 13, 

1519, ten days after sanding the concluding letter to 

the Pope, he wrote to Spalatin that he had found Christ 

so altered and crucified therein that he had not made up 

his mind whether the Pope was an Antichrist himself, or 

only the apostle of Antichrist. (3). 

He was, however, adhering firmly to hie pledge to 

silence when Dr. Eck, who had been for some time carrying 

on controversy with Luther's friend Carlstadt and who 

was arranging for a great debate with the latter, publish

ed a eeriee of theses in which Luther felt himself to 

be attacked rather than Carlstadt. Eck'a twelfth pro

poai tion, "We deny that the Roman church did not stand 

above the other churches before the time o~ Sylvester 

(Pope from 314-335), but we have recognised the one who 

(2) K. 1. -237. 
(3) M. 57. 
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received the chair of Peter for the successor of Peter 

and the universal successor of Ohrist at all timee,"(l) 

was evidently in answer to an historical allusion made 

by Luther in hie "Resolutions to the Ninety-five Theses" . 

Luther had referred to the time when the Greeks, although 

not under the authority of Rome, were ~et reoo~nized as 

belonging to the body of Christ. It was hardly to be 

expected that so clear an historical statement could be 

disputed. But to leave such an assertion unchallenged 

was to admit that Rome had no historic right to her power. 

The question waa taken up by ~oogstraaten (once prominent 

in the Reuchlin controversy). He accused Luther of 

making the Popes themselves heretics. This was to bald 

a statement for Luther. He had not followed his own · 

trend to its logical conclusion, as his adversaries had. 

He met the charge with a flat denial; to his mind it was 

illogical to base the charge of heresy upon anything 

but questions of faith, and he could not see that unitv 

of the faith rested upon belief in a central authority. 

An argunent of this kind was to him altogether outside 

the main question. Yet the question having been ao raised 

he must needs think it through. To this extremity hie 

( 1) K. 1. -- 249 • 
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enemies had pushed him. He began a thorough examination 

of the origin, history and rights of the papacy. Already 

he had had hie doubts of the integrity of that institution, 

judged by some of its decrees and incumbents; now was 

to come the question of its right to be at all. History, 

proper, could give but one answer. Yet how reconcile the 

delegation of power by Christ to St. Peter, with the 

illegitimacy of the papacy? Hie circumvention of this 

point shows considerable constructive ability; indeed, 

it may be placed beside hie previous expressions, noted 

above, of the identity of the Church with the whole body 

of believers, as the beginning of a popular foundation 

for authority. He now makes the assertion that when 

Christ gave the keys of Heaven to St. Peter, he meant to 

delegate the authority to the whole church, and brings to 

the support of his theory the clause of the creed, "I 

believe in the Holy Catholic Church, the communion of 

saints,• interpreting the latter phase as in apposition 

with the word "Church" (1). 

When the debate between Eck and Carlstadt ~inally 

took place (Leipzig, summer of 1519), Luther took a 

(1) K. 1 - 253. 
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prominent part in the discussion, the main point of the 

controversy between himself and Eck being the very one 

of the supremacy of Rome and the authority of the Popes. 

We have seen that he had already taken hie position 

against the absolutism of Rome; that debate was to push 

him on to adopt a new position. The moat notable moment 

in the discussion was that in which, upon Eck's charge 

that Luther was approaching Hue ' s condemned proposition 

that faith in the authority of the church is not necessary 

to salvation, Luther replied that it was nothing but un

christian to cast out bodies of believers on the ground 

that they did not, aa the Greeks, adhere to the sa~e 

ecclesiastical authority, and as for the citation from 

Hue, he boldly asserted that there were some very Christian 

and Evangelical teachings found in Hue's doctrines. 

Eck caught at this latter point. A council had condemrul 

Hua, and, in asserting that any of Hue's doctrine was true, 

Luther was speaking against the authority of the council 

of Constance. (1' ). He can almost hear Luther catch his 

breath at this. He, whose cause was even then appellated 

to the next ~eneral council, who had been striving all 

(l') K. 1 - 266. 

. 



-42-

~long to maintain the coincidence of his views with the 

true common belief ~f Ohrietendom, was attacking the 

authority of a council. True he had long ago said, 

"A council, aa well ae a Pope, may err, "but that had 

been only a general speculation. Now he had gone to the 

length of speaking against an established decision, and 

so was placing himself upon the side of a condemned 

heretic. Bewildered and shocked, he could only reply, 

•That is not true, that I have spoken against the council 

of Constance. • Eck pressed his advantage. If a council 

had erred in one point, why not in all? •That is a 

shameless lie!" cried Luther. 

But the next day Luther of his own accord, took up 

the point, defending four of Hue ' s propositions, among 

them this, "It is a Holy Church universal, which is the 

collection of the chosen." In defending these, he sought 

refuge in the explanation that the council of Vonetance 

did not condemn all of Hue's theses. Nevertheless, be

fore the day was over, he had admitted that a council 

ia fallible, and only the Bible infallible. 

From now on hie identification with an heretical 
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cause muet have been evident even to himself. There 

could have been no :further hope of reconciliation. All 

the previous disputing over the abstract question of the 

merits of the saints and the power of indulgences w~e 

swept aside by this great practical question of authority. 

All the beauti:ful theology of faith and justification 

which Luther developed was now diverted into the channel 

of apostacy, and Luther, instead of a glory to the church, 

became ite enemy. As a ~atter of fact, however, we shall 

see that he never called himself a heretic. He stood for 

truth and those who disagreed with him were the heretica. 

The feeling that he had been pushed too far, had 

been trapped into asserting things to which he had not 

yet reasoned the way, was not the least bitter element 

in the resentment which he later showed toward hie anta

gonists. The year following the Leipzig disputation was 

marked by the moat stinging recriminations which ever 

flowed from the pen or lips of Luther. Yet, although 

the assertions concerning the origin and power of the 

papacy, the validity of councils, and the truth of Hue's 

propositions had been wrung from him by attacks u on what 
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he considered minor points, he took up those questions 

now logically and did not retreat at all from any stand 

he had taken. 

In August, 1518, he brought out another aeries of 

"Resolutions", the purpose of which was to clarit1 some 

points brought out in the dispute. In these he declared 

positively that councils have erred, even in important 

matters of faith, and that the interpretation of Scripture 

is the work, not of the Pope or council, but of the voice 

of the spirit in the heart of the individual. (1) Upon 

thia matter of interpretation he had not so definitely 

expressed himsel!' before. He had been ma.king hie 01'?1 

interpretations all along, but now he de~ended his right 

to do so. After this, we are not surprised to find him 

setting aside the Apochrypha and attacking the authority 

of the Epistle of Jamee (2). 

From this point on, hie dirvergence from the eatab

l i ahed church was rapid· In reply to an attack made by 

the Franciscans, he raised the question of the confeas

ional, maintaining that it was unscriptural; on the 

other hand we find him at the same time exalting celebacy 

(1) K. 1. 273 
(2) j. 274. 
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as a necessary means to chastity, a theory which he was 

later to deny utterly. In a sermon upon the Holy Sac

rament he advocated the ad.ministration of the sacraments 

to the laity in both kinda, (3). It is interesting to 

note in this connection that, in a later writing he ex

presses the opinion that the Bohemians had done wrong 

who had split from the mother church upon this question 

(1). Would he never realize that the church must main-

tain lier unity, and that he himself would be eventually 

thrust out? 

At this time Luther was continually having to de

fend himself against the imputation of actual connection 

with the Huaaitea. These accusations took the moat 

extravagant form, even to making him a Bohemian by birth, 

so that he was obliged to show the eivdencee of hie leg

itimate and Gerrr.an parenta~e. But though he repudiated 

the false charges of direct connection with the Bohe

mians, he was now diligently studying their doctrines. 

He wrote to the Elector, who waa becoming solicitous at 

the new turn hie reformer was taking, "I have unconscious

ly up to this time advanced and asserted all hie (Hue's) 

(3) K. 275. 
( 1) 1. - 316. 
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doctrines; we are all Huesitea without knowing it; in m:r 

blank a8tonishment I do not know what to think, while I 

see the terrible judgment of God against mankind, that 

the quite plain evangelical truth was publicly burned 

over one hundred years ago, and ie condemned, and one 

dares not acknowledge it. Woe to this earth"! (2'). 

So far Luther's work was largely destructive. When 

the bitterness of the poet-Leipzigperiod had somewhat 

spent itself, and when pressure from vithout was turning 

him toward the political phase of the question of papacy, 

he begun to grasp the situation more broadly and to deal 

with it more constructively. The preaurre from without 

CSJne from Hutten and Sickingen and their band of 

enthusiasts from German liberty. They attached Luther 

to them i3elves and by far the ablest political pamphlet 

written in their cause came from his pen. Its title, 

"To The Christian Nobles of the German Nation", ~tamps 

it at once a a a political document. It is a powerful 

and conclusive denial of the rights of the pope in three 

respects: (1) in the assumption of authority over secular 

power; (2) in his claim to exclusive right to interpret 

Scripture; (3) in the assertion that none but a Pope 
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may convene a council of the church. These are Luther's 

famous "three walls". In attacking the first, he gives 

a masterly discussion of the source of power. We have 

seen how his first thought, in opposing Tetzel's sale 

of indulgences had been for the common people, deceived 

into parting with their worldly good for that which could 

help neither body or soul; how, in reply to Prierias, 

he had asserted" the church is no other than in Ohrist 

and according to its repreAentation no other than a 

council." low he cornea forward with a remarkably clear 

argument setting forth his theory in full. The povrnr of 

the church exists for the use of its members. Thia 

power is but the outward sign of spiritual belief exist

ing in the hearts of all Christiane. 1 t is subservient 

to the will of the many, and therefore to civil power. 

What the priest offers is only one kind of commodity, 

humanly necessary, as is the work of the magistrate, 

artisan and tradesman. The priest may not claim euper

iori ty over the laity; indeed, in following the example 

of the Divine Master, he shouiB.d be more hu,...ble than any. 

Since he is a servant of the many, he is also, like them, 
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subject to civil authority, or if, for any cause he leave 

the priestly office, he is thereafter entitled to none of 

the respects and privoleges of the priesthood. 

The second wall he storms with quotations from the 

Bible itself, while the third, these two having been 

destroyed, falls of it8elf. Having disposed of them, 

by far the largest part of the work is taken up with an 

exposition of the abuses of Roman power against Germany. 

Thie argument ia of a purely national character and was 

calculated to arouse the spark of partiotism in any 

German breast. He piles up instance after inotance of 

the mthods of Rome to turn the German revenues into the 

coffers of the church, and makes practical sufgestione 

as to what Germany might begin to do then and there to 

throw off the yoke of Roree. 

Beaidea this, he follows out a daring auggestion 

made previously in answer to an attack from Mainz, and 

openly preaches that priests should boldly claim the 

right to take wives. 

Although this address was essentially political in 

ita aim, so closely were political and religious questions 
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related and so much was Luther' e mind occupied with the 

latter, that here and there a theological point crops 

out. So, in enumerating the burdensome practices of 

the church, he nust needs mention the subject of maseee 

for the dead, and from that arises the whole subject of 

the value of the mass in general (1). However, he saved 

the f'ull discussion of this for later development. 

Accordingly he put forth the •serr:ion on the Mass", 

immediately following the •Add~ess to the Nobles." The 

Church had always regarded the mass as a sacrifice and 

possessed of sacrificial merits. Luther denies this 

sacrificial character altogether. The mass is not a 

propitiatory service to God, but an act of devotion, 

beneficent to the souls of the saints. As to ita fore, 

it should be simple, in German, and ite moat sacred parts 

should be ~ntomed most loudly. Thus we have one more 

distinct step. Bot only did he popularize power, but 

also the sacred services. (2). 

Near the close of September, 1520, came the sure 

news that Rome had pronounced formal condemnation against 

the Wittenberg Reformer. Yot the ne e did not now 

(1). Address to Christian Nobles, 55. 
( 2 ) • K. Bk. 3, Cb • 13. 
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greatly distress him. So far from aJ"Jazement or terror 

is he, that instead of feeling crushed, as we might 

have expected from the extreme concern he had felt at 

the first intimation of official hostility, (l') he de

clared his contempt for it. He had grown to realize 

the magnitude of the movement he had started, and the 

terrors of Rome did not seem so great now. We misjudge 

Luther if we think, however, that he took lightly upon 

his shoulders the burden of revolt. The questions, 

"Are you a.lone right? Have e.11 others erred?" were 

constantly with hin, tormenting, haunting. He fought 

his way through many doubts before he stood out boldly 

for the cause he had unintentionally created. 

In his preface to the second great pamphlet of 

1520, "On the Babylonian Captivity of the Church", he 

permitted tinaelf a retrospect, and hie enemies a view 

of their share in is progress. Beginning with hie 

first attack upon Tetzel he describes hie attit1de at 

that time and his development from point to point. 

"I was then still greatly attached to the papal power, 

so that I dared not altogether reject indulgences. 

(l') (See reception of Prierias answer, above.) 
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I saw them, moreover, sanctioned by a great number of 

intelligent persons. In fact, I was left to roll the 

great stone all alone. But since then, thanks to Sylvestro 

(Prierias) and other brothers who so warmly defended 

them, I have found that they were nothing but mere im

postures, invented by the flatterers of Rome to ruin 

men's faith and their pockets ••••• After that, Eck, 

Emser and their crowd ca.n:e to attack me on the subject 

of the pope's supremacy," etc. So much does he feel 

that all his previous works were but half measures, that 

he requests that all his earlier books be burned, a.nd 

that all Christendom join him in asserting the simple 

proposition, "The Pone is a mighty hunter, the hunter of 

the Roman episcopacy." 

The arguem~nt of the pamphlet itself shows to a 

marked degree the spiritual insight of Luther. It cuts 

clean through the net-work of form which has been 

ourrounding the faith for centuries, and leaves her stand

ing, a naked soul, revealed to the(eyes of her) children. 

As we read, the ancient vestments drop away one by one, 

until the eye seems to see the dazzling, blinding truth 
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flashing forth unrobed. Forms are as nothing unless the 

mystery of the word has laid its sanction upon them. 

But three of the seven sacraments remain, and all the 

honored offices of the church, though many of them may 

be good and helpful, are as husks to the kernel, as the 

candle-stick to the candle. By baptism all are made 

free to enjoy the grace of God, so that fUrther sacri

fice is unnecessary; all are children of God, and con

firmation is euprefluioue though valuable as an expression; 

the consecration of priests, if it emphasizes the~ 

matters of tonsure, restments, etc., is a sham; does 

tonsure make the pr-teats? And so on through the list 

of the various forms of 'captivity," whi~h the church 

has been imposing upon free Christiane. He does not 

repudiate forms, but he takes considerable pains to 

define their true relAtion to the spiritual. Everything 

co~es from the spirit and the Word. The Church takes 

her existence from them. She may not formulate any new 

theories or doctrines, she is a child of the covenant, 

not the recipient of new convenante. The truths estab

lished are self evident, the church accepts them as 
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axioms; they are above her, from them she was begotten, 

and no decree of here can alter them. 

Yet again did Luther address the Pope. Thie time, 

however, the address was not to the office, but to the 

very personality of the incumbent, to Leo X, as a man 

and a Christian. The most beautifUl, half mystic treatise 

upon "The Freedom of a Christian• was dedicated to the 

Pope. The address to the Nobles "dealt with the relatinn 

0f the church to the civil body; the "Babylonian Capti

vity", with the relation of the church to the souls in a 

her charge; "The Freedom of a Christian", with the re

lation of an individual soul to God. Nothing here of 

worldly relations, or of the Church Visible, but only of 

the eoulmade free in Christ, and of its voluntary ex

pressions of humble subservience to God; so that all duty 

and service become love made active. 

The year 1520, with these three great writings 

against the old order, and proclaiming the new, witnessed 

the culmination. He knew himself, and the ground on which 

he stood. So it was that, when the ban finally arrived, 

he ca.me forth as an equal power and asserted his truth 
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against the power of Rome. It was not he who was the 

heretic, but hie contemmers. The burning of the papal 

bull was the formal act of repudiation of a corrupt autb

ori ty, announcing to the world that he, Martin Luther, e 

representative of truth undefiled, dared to defy the Pope. 

So he stood before the thronging students and pointed them 

clearly away from the venerable mother church and toward 

the truth, spiritual and unconfined, whose voice each 

m~y hear in his own soul. · Later he was to stand before 

the great council to which he had appealed and refuse 

to retract before the powers of the Empire; after that he 

was to assist in the religious reorganization of half 

Germany under a new authority, a new church, but that is 

another story. Thia then waa the end of hie struggle to 

• prove to the world his orthodoxy. He had obeyed the 
: 

voice in his heart rather than the authority from without. 

As he had once said, "I know not whence these thoughts 

came to me; this affair did not even take its beginning 

of my intention," (1) so he had grown to feel himself 

acting under the direction of heaven; so he had dared to 

fight the Matter through, even though it led him beyond 

(1) ~. 1. 237. 
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the pale of the church he loved. 

In one aenee it had been no struggle at all. Never 

do we find him laboring with the individualistic impulse, 

and trying to subject the thoughts of his heart to the 

authority of hie church. He believed in a self-revealing 

axiomatic Truth, and never for once turned the struggle 

into one against the voice of hie own conscience. Thus 

he bad easily been led and driven on to hie final break 

with Rome. But in another sense it had been a struggle

a constant attempt to defend himself first upon one 

ground, then upon another, until every position w~ich 

might keep him within the church had to be surrendered, 

and he stood outside alone but undaunted, and maintained 

his views upon the one ground of individual revelation. 

First, he had wished to show that the assumption of the 

possibility of plenary indulgence was based upon a mis

interpretation; to prove this, he had made his appeal 

to the Bible; confronted by the decretale, he had assert

ed the supremacy of the Bible and the right of individual 

interpretation; study of the subject from a Biblical 

standpoint led to denial of the whole doctrine of super-
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I ; ~ . • erogation; to defend himself against local injustice, he 

,. 

had appealed to Rome; met by opposition there, he had 

asserted the council ae the true authority; confronted 

by hie first official trial he had withstood an arbit

rary judge to the point of insubordination; sure of the 

injustice of this trial, he had appealed to the council; 

he had attempted to be fair to his adversaries, had pledg

ed himself to silence so long as unattacked and had done 

what he could, without retraction, to increase popular 

respect for the a thority of the Church; after that, 

attacked on the subject of the primacy or Rome, which he 

had implicitly denied, he was driven to expltci t denial; 

confronted with the identity of hie views with those of 

Hue, he was obliged to defend Hus; this led to an 

assertion of the error of some decisions of councils, 

and placed him undeniably upon a level with other here-

tics; after that, there was but one more step to take -

to assert the fUll author1 ty of the individual and to 

lead h~s followers out into a new church baaed upon his 

own interpretations. 

Oh eterral striving after the ideal ! Oh constant 
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war between theory and practice! When will the balance 

be struck between the individual and the system? When 

will the day of large things come when he who hears only 

the voice from within and he who obeys the established 

power shall meet and understand one another? 

(Approved) 

John G. Moore. 

Geo. F. James. 

Richard Burton. 

F. H. Swift. 

F. Kla.eber. 
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