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CJIAPRR I 

IftllCl>UCTIOII 

~be B1ator1oa1 Baolcground 

In order to gain tbe proper pel'apeot1ve it 11 

neoe1aa17 to bzi1etl;, e,,ru1ne tbe b1ator1oal am tleolog1oal 

setting 1n whlob tbe :i;.ut~ran Hetm-.t1on waa born. :ft-am 

the ver;, beg1n1ng one aign1t1oant taat ••:rgea, ••~ 

that it waa not tb:e 1ntent1on ot Lutbar to create a d1v1111on 

1,i the Church 01' to promote radloal~ •w doctrinal pr1no1plea. 

Lutber did QOt want to areate a tlew Cburob, but a1llpl7 
to reeatab11ah tbe original cathollo Cburah whiob wa■ 
1nat1tut9! b7 Cbr1at and t11'at represented b;r tbe 
Apostles. 

Jtetorm waa aarrled out 1D tb9 llall8 ot the B1bl1aal 

umaratand1ng ot tbe Cb1'1at1an religion.,2 Luther 11 oo-,eptlon 

ot the JlatQl'lll&t1on waa dete1'i111Mtd 'bJ' tbe taat tbat 111 

obJect-ing to aoman catbol1o Cbr1Btianlt7, 1n the •• ot 

the B1bl1oal ubdental'ldlng ot the c~■t1an religion be 

preae~ bbe ••1111• ot b1ator1aal ooilt1Dult7 w1tb the 

Cbul'ob. All ot b11 teaoh1Dga were ~D actual~ B1bl1aal 

1a. 8. Dull, 'Iba 'l'beolS!lf ot pQ1n Luther (LOldmu 
JWI Clarke & Oo.,--i§4f), P• or. 

2v11bellll,Pauak; 'l'be Heritage ot tbe Reto~tlon 
(Glenaoe Il11no111 'l'ba l'iie ·fre■a;-'l~), RI~ I. 
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c·orrections ot teach1nga-:.tbat had been developed down 

through the centuries. The reduot~on ot the old faith 

or historical Christianity to its true nature !n aocordanoe 

with the "Word", 'brought about the introduction ot a new 
. . . 

cause t'rom the Roman Church. : 

Although reform ~s carried out in accordance •t1ith 

the Biblical pri~.ciple, Luther was not the t1rst B1bl1o1st.3 

The Bible ~as law and authority tor all or Luther's 

opponents. The medieval Occamites were the strictest ot 

Biblical literalists. The difference lay rather in the 

authority or the suttic1ency ot Scripture. In the pre­

Rerormation period this authority of Scripture was re­

cognized but aa derived trom the Ch1,U'ch. Luther's doctrine 

of the independence and sutr1c1ency or Biblical authority . . 
did not exclude the church as a witness. The primitive 

rather than the medieval church was regarded as one ot 

the primary witnesses to the authenticity ot the canon, 

so important for the concept ot Scriptural authority. 

othAr ~1tnesses were the interr..al harmorQ" ot the books \ 

tbemaelves and then finally the "Test1mon1um spiritua sanot1) 

internum~ • There was another am much more important dit­

.rerence which lay in the aonoept ot "law" a:nd "gospel !' . 

The doctrine ot the gospel and ot Justification was tor the 

retor•rs closely tied to the doctrine ot the "Word 11
• All 

3werner Blert. Jl~ho~:le des Luthertuma (IIUniah: 
c. B. Beok'sobe verlagsuo lidlu:ng.1.931), I, 157 tt. 
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were bound up in the person ot Christ. '!he. certainty ot 

tbe faith is boum up 1n the gospel and 1ta proclamt1on. 

"R1h11 n1a1 Chr1atus Praedicandua", beco•s the "Schr1.ft­

pr1nzip" ot the Lutheran Reformation. 

The Problem 

The questions to be anawred by the thesis are the 

following: 11!'lat 1a Luther 'a attitude toward the Scriptural 

canon and what is the basis of or the key to bia attitude? 

It will not be ~ithin· the scope of the tbaa~a to def'1ne or 

investigate Luther's doctrine of tbe "word" except where 

it •Y have direct and immediate bearing upon h1a treat•nt 
, 

ot the canon. His doctrines of' 1Dap1l'at1on and of' the 

Holy Spirit Will also not be considered separately but 

only ~n the immediate context of' his attitude toward the 

canon. 

Cbapter lI will endeavor to show tbat Luther's ultimate 

''Sahr1f'tpr1nz1p" :la Cbristocentr1c1t,-. '!be Scriptures are 

the 11Kr1ppe II tor Christ ·all! Christ iii the "Prueta$e1n" f'or 

the· Sc~iptures. Altbougb be also uaea historical and 1n­

t 'erml considerations as the baaia tor bis 3udgmal'\ta, 

Chi'1atoce~ric1ty 1s tha key, the transcendent pr1Dc1ple, 

which atallda above~ outve1gba all others. Chapter m 
will show that this pr1no1ple governs 'Luther's a~titude 

toward the entire B1bl1oal canon. . . 

) 
I , __ 



CBAP'1'BR II 

Lmm•s CJQIIS'.l'OCDfRIC 8CRIPnRAL PRDCIPLB 

'l'be Scriptures aa a Whole 

'l'heretore let 7our own tbougbt■ and tee 11.nga go, am 
think of tba Scr1ptuea •• the lo1't1eat and noblest ot 
hol7 th112ga, aa tbe rlobeat ot 111nea, whlob can navel' 
be workBd out,. ao that J'OU •7 t1Dd the w11doa ot Clod 
tbat he laJ'II bel'ore 70u 1n auob toollab and a111ple 
guise, 111 order tbat be •1' quenob all pride. Here you 
will find the swaddling olotbea and the 1&Dger in wb1ob 
Christ llea, am to whloh the angel points the sbepharda. 
Simple and little are tbe awa:4~1Dg olothaa, but dear 1a 
th$ treaaure, Obrist, tbat lie■ 1n tbe■.~-

'l'he tact -tlat ·the Sor1p1naea aN tbe cradle or Chr1at 

applies not onl.7 ~o tba •ew 'l'eatament where ·lle 1a •nt1one4 

by na• but alao to the .Old Testament wbere LUther 1nterpreta 

ever7tb1ng 1n tel'IIII ot Christ. 

it, tben 7ou would interpret nll and surely, aet 
Obrist before J'OU tor Be 1a tbe llllln to whoa it all 
appliea. Ila.lat nothing, elae ot the b1gh priest Aar011 
than Cbrlat alone, ae 11 «$one ~ tbe Bp11tle to the 
·Bebrewa, whioh 1a almost enough, all b1' itself, to 
interpret all tbe tigurea ot Noaea. L1kew11e it 1a 
certain tbat Cbl'iat hl•elt 11 both t ·he aaor1t1oe and 
the altar, tor Be aaor1t1oed B1Juelt, w1tb 1111 OWD 
bloodJ aa tbe aama BD1atle announaea. Bow, 'aa the 
Lev1t1oal b1gh pr1eat, b7 h1a aaoi-1t1oe, took a•7 
onlJ' tbe ut11'1a1al a1Da, wh1Pb 'wr,e 1n their natUN 
no· 11n11, ao our high priest, Cbr1at, b71111 OWD 
aacr1t1oe and blood, baa taken ••7 tbe true a1n, 
wbioh 1a 1n 1ta nature a1D, am Be baa gone 1n onae 
tbl'ough the veu to God to•• atone•nt t.or ua. 

'111.rt1n I.atbei', "Preftoea to tbe Book ot tbe B1ble,n 
Work■ ot !lf!1a .her, tl'ff,nalated b7 a. N. Jaooba. 
"(!JiII"am'p 1 · eiiberg Pre••• o.1932), VI, 368. 
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ftua you abould apply to Cbr1•~ ,penonally am to no 
one elae, all tbat 1■ 111'1tten.atiout the hlgb pr1eat.5 

•or all tbe prophet■ do tbe 1&118 tbingJ ta7 teacb and 
rebulm t~ people of tb,!r. t1111, and the7 proclaim tile 
colling and tbe IC1ngdoa of Chr1e1; and direct and point 
tbe people to 81■, aa to tbe S&y1or botb ot tboae wbo 
have gone betore and ot tho•• who ar.e to 001119.-t> 

Chr11t~ce11,t:r~c1ty 1a tbe touobato:ne, the D01"111, b7 

which the So:r1ptUNa are .fudged:. Tmj, are not Judged by 
·. ' 

men but by the11" purpose 1tael.t, to PJ'e■erit Chl'1et. 

Apoatol1o val141t7 1a to be detePJd.Ded a1ao b7 tb11· pr~nofpl•• 

:Por 1t 1a tbe duty ot a true aporstle to preach ot· tlla 
Passion and Resurrection aid woi'k ot Christ, and time 
la7 the toundat1on ot ta1th, aa . .,. Bimlelt aaj-1 1n 
John xv, "Ye aball bear wit~•• o.t •. " All tbe 
genuine aaored books agree 1n tb11, tbat allot tbell 
preach Obrist and deal w:ttb JU.m.. 'lhat J:a the true 
teat., by wbich to 3uds• a11 booJai, when we••• whether 
they deal with Christ or not, a1Dce all the Sor1pturea 
ahow ua Chr1at (Ro•na 111), and·st. Paul -will know 
nothing but Christ (I CorinthiaU zy)-. Wlli.t does not 
teach Christ 1a not apostolic, e,en tbougb st. Peter 
o:r Paul taught 1tJ again, what pNachea Chr1a·t would be 
apostolic, even though Judas·, Ar#Ja'a, Pilate am Herod 
did 1t.7 

Luther'• Interpretation ot tbe Sor1pture·a 

In tbe •- par Luther emphaalall the pr11Jo:Lple1, 
"So:riptUN 1■ its 01ffl 1Dte~retct~," a pr1Doiple 
which, 1Do1dentally, ia repeatedq applied by ~ 
1D bia t11"11t -aeries ot lecturea: on the Psalms, a~ 
which todaJ' ha■ beo011e t'leab an4 blood . to u1-. 4t tbe 
Le1pz1g D1aputat1on ha ■tated•a ~Tbat 1a not the 
right WBJ' ~o interpret 8cr1pt~, to oc,ll~ct ,tate•nta 

5 379. Ib1d.-, ' . -
6 11<>5. Ibid., -
7Ib1d., ,1a. -
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OIIAP'ID JV 

O<IICL1J8IOJI \ 
I • 

Jllart1n Lutber ••am ot ci)"llllldo growth and aggreaa1ve 

ezpreaalon. 1' 1a pubapa tor tbia Ntaaon that h1a �w�r�1�t�1�J�l�g % � 

"permit ot a certain latitude ot 1nter,pretat1~n and are alao-.::<~ , 
: ;..• 'J -·:' -

exposed to tbe obuge Qt 1Daona1atem7. '!be reaearoh tor 

th1a theaia baa d1il~loaed tbat oertau 111oona1atemlea are 

umen1ably Pl'Gl9Dt but it baa at tbe ea• time unooveNd a 

deep and powerful oons1atena;r 1n Lutlie•a treat•nt ot the 

sacred 8or1pturea. 

Baa1o to alaoat uq approaoh td Luther 1a the taot tbat 

the Sor1pturea aonat1tuted tba aupre• autbor1t;r tor hia~ 

'l'he So~p·turea &N WQl'd ot Goel tor Id.a 1n the �d�p�a % �1�o� aa 

we 11 aa the a'8t.ic ••••. �8�0�1�1�1�t�t�i�1�1�1 % � be oall,a Chr1at tbe 

"Word" and a-.t1111ea , the Sor1pture• iio th~ utter contusion 
, 

ot thoae. wbo would olaia b1a support tor ·a part1aan and 

one a1da4 view. 1'he •'11ne aepant1ng. tbe written am the 

living WOl'd be~u••·• rather dill am vague at· �t�i % �e�a�.� 

'Iba aor1ptun1 are tONIIOllt and. alwap tor Lutber ttie -

cradle ·ror Cbriat. Aa tlle cont&1ne·r tor the divine amtent 

ot ttie gospel ot CbJ'iat tblt; •1' la7 �o�1�a�1 % � to •n•a total 

obed1enc~. ilen we a.onb'o$ tJla ••••'·• pal'Bdoz·. the 41aleo,t1o 

ot autborlt7 am �f�t�i�e�-�o % � t•t �i % � evident 1n Lutber'a 

e.pproaob to tblt 80r1pturea. Thia enables bill to NJ' tbat 

certain ~bbg•-. ored1ble 11114 % �u�a�i� be be11end beoauae 
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tbay are -found 1il tbe Bible and at tbe eame t111e allon b1a 

to or1t1o1se other books on the ba■la ot the11' oontent. 

The solution to tbe problem does not lie 1n a double 

view ot Luther but rather 1n his ocmoept ot the internal 

witnes1 or the Roly Sp1r1t. 'lbe Cbr1atooentr1o pr1na1ple 

11 deeply involved 1n the aot1v1t7 ot tbe 8017 8plr1t. 'lhe 

authority ot the Scriptures 11 botb ,a derived and a ~t1onal 

one, derived b7 1nspuat1on ot tbe Spirit and .tunot1oml 1D 

bringing Christ. Thus the application ot the Cbl'111tooentr1o 

principle 1a leas a bwlan .1v.dgmant 1sban a w1tnea1 to the 

work or the Roly 8p1r1t through tbe 8or1ptUNe. In the 

interest ot pNserving the t:rutb ot God Lutbar oan ask b1Juelt, . . 
"does tbe Spirit eontront • w1tb Obrist equally and 1n all 

portions ot tba uorecS writing■ wh1oh the Clmrob baa preaerved 

and banded downt" On the om band tbe aubJect1ve bWIBD 

ele•nt 1s oheoked by obedience to mid. reverenae tor tbe 

Spirit while on the other hand tba ta111ble ·aapeot ot 

hwaan trans111aa1on 11 underg1rded b7 God' ■ awn ,ea. 

'l'baae appeu to be tbe leneral aonoepta ot ~uther'• 

attitude toward tbe oanon. In pre•RefOl"llllt1on t1mee wben 

tbe Soripturea 1&7 umer the abadow ot t~ Churob and 

were aeen onl7 through 1ta acaewhat 11110Jq glaaaea, tbla 

woulcl no-doubt baw autt.iced. Bowwi-, with tbe redlaoovel'J' . . 
ot the_ gospel and the a1oendena7 or 8or1pture to tbe ■ole 

aouroe .am DUii ot dootr1ne and lU• "Ulere 08III new 

reapomlb111t7 IIDI new proble•. ID 11■ new position 
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ot authOl'ity ta Bible again oooupte, tbe' oenter ot tbe 

atage. Both 1n oanon am tut it 1■ aubJeoted f;o llinute , . 
aorutilq a1noa bman }lung.er t'Or ••o•1'7 4ell8nda exact 

delineation ot auth0l'it7. ODa auapeata tbat L11tmr,1 a 

Cbr1atooent:r1o principle vae not i'u117 prepared- to cope 

with th11 11ten~1B• a1noe 1t ••· n• det1n1t1ve enough. 

Luther ••w a pan. ot wbat •• bappentng in tbe trana1t10ll 

am certainl.7 foresaw 101111 or what •• going to ooov. 

Perhaps th1■ aplaina h1a larking baok at timaa to a JdJd 

ot 11teral1a olia:raoter1at1o ot h1a llld1eval tra1n1ns. 

In Lutaher'a use ot the 8cr1pt1i:rea -we are oontronte4 

with another aeea1ng paradox. Aa we bave seen be uua 

aa proof tezta and ■era.on •ter1al not only tba books wbloh . . 

he cr1t1o1aea ao ba:rably but alao tile apooJIDbal boob. 

Did he aep b1a exegea1a .and hia 1aagog1aa 1n •~~• 

airtight c011part•nta, or •• not tbl 1■8ue ot the oanon 

at all 1mportant to bill! ne ana,-r to th1a qv.eat1on 1a not 

an eaa7 one. Vbatever elae llight be involved ona oan 

certainly oonolUde trca tb1a that Liaber W8 111Qtb1ng· 'but; 

a oraaa B1bl1oal literal1at. ..,or b1a tbe ·w:ritten wOl'd 

oonatJ;,uted a aea1111 and not an end. 111 ltaelt. 

Did Lutbl:r bave an uaotl.7 detlDed canon and U 80 . 
wbat did it 1Doludef. Thia queation oan pe:rbap• 'be beat 

anaweNd 'by opezratill& with tbe teru .. •,n._,.• ~ •outer" 

canon. 818 "outer" canon WOllld pzio».bl.7 1no1wt,1 Jaala, 

Jude, Be'brewa, Revelation and pe:rbapa Bather. ~ re■t 
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ot the boolal ot tblt A. v. would tben ocapr1ae h11 n1nner• 

oanon. 'the apoo17Pbal booka are 1n a olua b:, tbe•elvea 

and do not oomt1tute an bpOl'tant a■peot ot tbe oanonioal 

problem 1n Luther. 

Another 111portant question to be ananred 111. bow 414 

Luther bappen to obooae Ju■t tbeae particular boolal tor 

hi■ "outer oancmt" Be•• aerta1nl:, 1ntluenoed b:, tbe 

tradition ot tbe ohurch ~ b7 the w1t1nga ot the atben 

and although b1a "outer aa110D" Naellblea the h11tor1c 

"Antilegomena" there are &0118 ver:, ba11a 41tterenoea. 

Ve t1n4 tbat the oanon reported b:, BWleb1u■ 1n A. J>. 316 

am later oontirmad b:, tbe Th11'4 Council ot Carthage 1n 

397 lists aa "disputed" Jame■, 2 Peter, 2 al1d 3 Jobn aid 

Jud 30 
•·Luther'■ o~Jeot1ona to the book or Bather•••• to 

have )!lten 1nte:rml and pi-1nte ~t ldvaha111 atatea that 

1~ tbe Jlab'b1n1o writing, Bather·•• ~trongl:, ob.jeoted to 

and. oona1dezred to be outa14e the oanon, 31 

ALtbough Luther oerta1nl7 •• 1Jltluence4 b:, these 

pUr1at1o ard tNd1t1onal aouroea we oan aee tbat tba:, 
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weren't DOl"lla,1 .. f'or b1II 1n Ida ■oNeD1Dg ot tbe oanon. 

At least 1naotar aa tbe re.teoted booka are oonoel'D84 tbe 

Cbr1atoaentr1o pr1no1ple •7 be regarded aa deo1■1ve an4 

f'iml. 

, 
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