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Bl ogra 2!!! ®
Johann Andreas Quenstedt (I6I7-1685),a nephew of Johann

Gerhard, "studied at Helmstedt and at Wittenberg,whsre he became pro-
fessor,first of geography,logic,and metaphysics,and in 1660 full pro=-
fessor of theology,occupying after Calov's death first place in the
faculty. Though educsted as a student under Calixt,he afterward,at
Wittenberg,refuted the syncretistic tendencies of the formereeececccec..
Quenstedt was noted for his quiét and mild irenic disposition.”

(The Concordia Cyclopedia,pe633e)

Theologia Didactico-Polemica.

The Lutheran Cyclopediay,p.400 says,"His great work is his
Theologia Didactica-Polemica,the most elaborate and thoroughly system-
atized treatise on Lutheran theology." The worth of Quenstedt®'s best
work is unqgestionably great. The Realencyklopaedie fuer protestantische
Theologie und Kirche,vol. I6,p.382,says, "Nicht sowohl in originellen
Ansichten und selbststaendiger Forschung liegt das Verdienst dieser
(Theologia Didactico-Polemica) in ihrer Art trefflichen Arbeit als f%7derl
ausgebreiteten Belesenheit,den begruendlichen Litteraturangaben und der
logisch strengen Zusammenfassunge In leichter und buendiger Uebersicht
traegt er darin die Resultate der lutherischen dogmatischen Fbrsehnggen
von den Zeiten Hutters an bis auf Calov vor nach dem Masstabe stfsggztor‘
Orthodoxie,wie er durch Calov aufgestellt worden ware Als Schema liegtee.
Koenigs Theologia Positiva Acroamatica zugrunde."“

Meusel ,Kirchliches Handlexikon,p.48I says of the worth of
Quenstedt®s great work, "Andererseits verdient jener Scharfsinn,mit dem
hier das Dogma nach allen Seiten hin abgegrenzt, jede missverstaendliche
Fassung vermieden und jeder Einwand mit unermuedlicher Gruendlichkeit
und allen Mittel der Logik abgewiesen wird,unsere volle Bewunderungeesee
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Dazu ist es sein besonderes Verdienst,dass er mit bewundernswertem Fleiss

noch einmal alles zusammenfasste,was seine Vorgaenger und Zeitgenossen
in dogmatischer Hinsicht geleistetes Er ist deshalb der "Buchhalter und
Schriftfuehrer” der alten Dogmatik genannt worden (Tholuck),der die
Reihe der grossen objektiven Dogmatiker des siebzehn Jahrhunderts
absschliessend uns ihren Ertrag am umfassensten vor Augen stellt."

In the strict sense,Quenstedt is not the mere "Bookkeeper™ of Lutheran
orthodoxy. Dre.Pieper rightly says,"Von Tholuck 'der Buchhalter und
Schriftfuehrertder orthodoxen Theologlie genannte Das Urteil trifft
sachlich nicht zu,weil Quenstedt mit eigenem Urteil gearbeitet hate.

Um ueber Quenstedt urteilen zu koennen,muss man ihn gelesen und mit
andern Dogmatikern verglichen haben." (Pieper,Dogmatik,Band I,peI?5, .
note 582.)

The Lutheran Cyclopedia,p.400,says,"Because of its convenience
for reference and the compact statements of its definitions,this work
of Quenstedt has become a great favorite and commands a high priceéc....
His definitions and theses,however,are almost entirely from Koenig's
very compact text-book Theologia Positiva Acroamatica."

Quenstedt's . Theologia Didactico-Polemica consists of fou;vai;xhionx
or "capita",They are as follows:

I. Theology in Generale.

II. The Subject of Theologye
III. The Principles of Salvation.
IV. The leans of Grace.
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The twenty-seven page locus, "De Ministerio Ecclesiastico”,

discussed under the fourth division of Quenstedt's two thousand
and seventy-nine page work will be the subject of this present
writinge The locus is representative of the entire book and
therefore furnishes a representative insight into Quenstedt's
dogmatical method. The study of this locus will be considered under
four viewpoints:

I. The Dogmatical System.

II. The Dogmatical liethod.

III. The Dogmatical Discussion.

IVe. A Dogmatical Comparison with Walther's
"Kirche und Amt".

I. The Dogmatical Systeme.
3 Quenstedt's great work in every locus is divided into two

sections, Didactica and Polemica. The discussion of the dogmatical

system, therefore, will be divided into a discussion of the Didactica
and then of the Polemica.-In content,the Polemica is by far the larger.

A. Didactica.
" Of his Didactica, Quenstedt says, "All and individual articles
of the Christian faith are perspicuously treated according to the
succession of subjects, explained with the necessary notes,and pro-
ven by fundamental dicta of Scripture, (which dicta are) illustrated
and explained by an impartial commentary". (Title-page.)
In his preface to the reader, Quenstedt sﬁys "The didactic

section presents the causes, effects, definitiqns. attributes,

i5 " tadjuncta‘', etc. of all and 1nd1v1dug1 articles of faith, according
to the leading -of the Positive Theology of B.D. Frid.'Koenig;

.
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formerly my most intimate friend. And since nothing can be asserted
concerning divine things except what is expressed in the inspired
Scriptures,......I have chosen the proving of the theses from the
sacred Scriptures of both covenants which are the‘foundation and one
principle of our faith.sccsss...,And I have not promiscuously adduced
all the dicta of Scripture,"™ut fieri amat®,but only the fundamental

and very comcise dicta,since I am mﬂhful of that axiom of Thomas
Aquinas, "When,in proving the faith,one introduces reasons which are

not cogent,one enters into the derision of unbelievers. For they be-
lieve that we support ourselves with such manner of reasons,and ground
our faith on them." Now,in order that in the naked examination of the
dicta of Scripture,there may be no trickery,I have accurately inves-
tigated their genuine sense,prolixly set them forth,and shown their
use both in polemicSesssssssand homiletics.®

As Meusel (Kirchliches Handlexikon,p.48I) says,"Der didaktische
Teil enthaelt die eigentliche Entwickelung des Dogmas,wobei Quenstedt
wie Calov sich der Casualmethode bedient,und bei jedem Lehrsatz die
causae principales oder minus principales,instrumentales,efficientes,
formales oder auch die causa agens,movens,interna,externa,usw, mit
grosser Sorgfalt erocertert und ausserdem auch die effectus,definitiones
attributa,und adjuncta feststellt."

In the Didactica of the locus now under discussion,we find the
following characteristic expressions:®causa efficiens principalis®,
wcausa minus principalis","materia in qua®","materia circa quam®,
objectum personale®,"objectum reale","forma interna®","“forma externa®,
wgetus principui®, ®*finis","definitio® and “adjuncta®., All these
expressions are characteristic of the Didactica of every locus in

Quenstedt's Theologia Didactico-Polemica,
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In order to visualize the system of the Didactica,an epitome of

the entire Didactica of the locus,"De Ministerio Ecclesiastico®,

now follows:

Thesis I. Three divine ordinances on earth-church,state,home,
Thesis II, The church-its names in Scripture.
Thesis III, Causa Efficiens Principalis- God alone,
Thesis 1V, Causa Minus Principalis=the whole church,
Thesis V. Materia Ministerii - twofoldl
(a) Materia in qua sive subjectum.
(b) Materia circa quam sive subjectum.
Theses VI. Materia Ministerii in qua sive subjectum are suitable
.and gkillfhl persons legitimately called.
Nota: The call is twofold, mediate and immediate..
Thesis VII., Materia Ministerii circa quam sive objectum is
personale or reale. _
Thesis VIII. Objectum personale is the flock of God.
Thesis IX. Objectum reale are the sacraments and office of the keys.
Thesis X. Forma Ministerii-is the right and authoritative public
administration of the sacred office.
Nota: Forma interna - edification of men.
Forma externa-- the various grades and orders
of the ministry.
Thesis XI. Actus ministerii praecipui.
(a) Pure and incorrupt preaching.
(b) Legitimate dispensation of the sacraments.

(¢c) Right use of the keys.

17 T8Iy 1
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Thesis XII. Finis Ministerii,

(a) Finis ultimus seu principalis - glory of God.
(b) Finis subordinatus et intermedius - salvation

of mankind.

Thesis XIII, Definitio Ministerii.

B. Polemica

"The sacred and public office (Thesis II), divinely
instituted (Thesis III, causa efficiens principalis),
by which certain and suitable persons, legitimately
called (Thesis VI, materia ministerii in qua sive subjec-
tum) by the common consent of the people (Thesis IV, causa
minus principalis) decently (decenter) administer
(Thesis X, forma ministerii) the Word of:God, the
sacraments and church discipline (Thesis XI, actus ministe=
rii praecipui) for the conversion of men and the glory of
God.(Thesis XII, finis ministerii)®
Nota Bene: The information in brackets in the definitio

ministerii is not Quenstedt's,

On the title-page to his great work Quenstedt tersely says,

"In the second section (Polemica), in every conéroversy

(1)

(1)
(II1)

The real status of the guestion, false statuses heving been
removed, is rightly formed. _

The orthodox decision is proposed in simple words.

The individual members of the Thesis are set forth at
greater length by means of short and perspicuous observa-

tions and distinctions,
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(zv)

(v)

(vi)

(viI)

7.

The antithesis of allheretics and heterodox, both ancient
and recent, is adduced in their own words.

The dicta of Scripture proving the Thesis are briefly
repeated from the first section (Didactica),

They are defended from the limitations and corruptings

of the ddversaries,

The contrary arguments, if not all, at-least the out=-
standing, are explained and refuted.

(VIII)The authors opposing and contending for the orthodox

Thesis are appended."

In his preface to the reader Quenstedt says, "The second sec-

tion, sdl. Polemica, treats the controversies concerning the articles

of faith, begun in ancient times or agitated to-day; but only the

outstanding controversies, which seem to be of some importance and

weight, and not the remote, curious, obtruse and empty (controversies)

whose decision is neither useful nor necessary."

He then adds the"™Arrangement of the question in dispute®:

I.

II.

ITI.

The true status of the controversy is rightly formed,after .
false statuses have been removed. For the majority of the
adversaries of heavenly truth either meliciously pervert

the status of the question, or they do not present it faith-
fully, or they often invent (opinions) for themselve. or
they ascribe to us monstrous opinions, in order that they

may then overcome (debellent) them,

The sure Thesis is firmly established, in which the ortho-
dox decisions are succinctly and perspicuously proposed.
The Ekthesis follows, in which the difficulties which come

up in the 8tatus of the controversy are broken down by mcans
PRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRARY
CONCORDIA SEMINARY
ST. LOUIS, MO,
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Be
of distinctions and observations which deserve to be known
and infixed in the menory,and the Thesis itself and its
termini are set forth at greater length.....
The Antithesis is concerned with examining all the truth-
opposing opinions of 411 heretics and heterodox,both ancient
and recent,namely Jews,Papists,Calvinists,Socinians,Arminians
Syncretists,Weigelians,Anabaptists and other fanatics,whose
express words or their substance,are faithfully and as much
as is poasible.adduch from their own books, For,as Irenaeus
says,victory is won over hgretics by showing them their own
sentences,
Theseoos Bebaloosis,in which the Scripture passages proving
and confirming the Thesis are repeated from the first section
(Didactica). For in controversies of faith,the most certain
decision can be had from no other source than from the Word
of Géd.............. But in confirming the truth,I do not
wish to pile up the testimonies of antiquity,partly because
they may be found anywhere amoung us,partly lest this book
grow too large. But I have adduced the sentences of the
Fathers which present the matter sharply,briefly,and in a
complete and meaningful manner. I have also strengthened the
Thesis by reasons deducted from Scripture which weaken and
enervate the strophes and sophisms of the opponents; reasons,
I say,from the fountains of Scripture,not from the muddy
rivulet of corrupt reasoNeccecece
Ekdikesis,in which the sacred texts are protected from the
frivolous interpretations,distortions and perversions of
the heterodox.




ViI.

VIII.

9.

Objectionum Dialysis,in which the strongholds,which the adver-
saries craftily gather from sacred Scripture and from the
Fathers for their hopeless cause,are snatched away from them
and the heavenly truth,which they wish to mancipate to their
errors,is restored to itself and its liberty.

The authors of both sides in the individual controversies are
indicated,and I have frankly adduced the majority of opinions
in the opposing Antithesis,as anyone can see, Next,the writers
of our own party...at the end of each controversy. The authors
are quoted not only that those who are rather virtuously
virtuously consecrated to study may know from what theologian
this or that controversy may be considered at greater length,
more exhaustively and ex professo; but also that I might
sincerely acknowledge through whom I have profited and es-
pecially from what source I have produced the opinionecccccece
For my labor was not for this purpose to strike the systems

of theology out of the hand of studious wise men of God who
are accustomed to read these systems diligently,but rather
are students recommended and led down to the fountains from
which my rivulets are derived;and my studies are fruitfully
conjoined with the most praise-worthy works of others,®
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On pagee 3-§;b-9,8 resume of Quenstedt's By-tem.in'hih own words,
taken from the Title Page and Intoduction Lto the Reader of his
"Theologla Didactico-Polemica®,has already been given, But a recon-
slderation of Quenstedt's System,on the lines of Quenstedt's ownm
resume,wlill bring out some new and interesting observations. Hence,

a reconsideration of the System now follows:

Status Controversliae.
The Status Controversiae asserts the real bone of contention,after

denying every false presentation of what the controversy is about,

Thesis,
The Status Controversiae having establishea the question in diriiaﬁte,

the Thesis now presents the orthodox judgment on the controversy.

Ekthesis,
The Ekthesis,by means of "distinctions and observations", "breaks °
dowm" all the difficulties or objections whioch the heterodox
reise against the true statement of the controversy.Further,it
enlarges on the ‘1‘hea:|.s.e;apeoia.11y by fixing the boundaries or
1imits of the controversy,thus obviating many heterodox objections,

Antithesis.
Ae said above,the Ekthesis "breaks down® the difficulties or
objeotions thet arise in the statement of what the controversy is

about (Status Controversiae). The heterodox now answer this solution

of difficulties and objections with various arguments, The Antithesis
therefore,quotes these heterodox counter arguments against the
Ekthesis, :
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!i!heseooa Eebalooslis,.
The Theseoos Iebaloosis is the "corpus",the center and most impor-
tant part of the controversy. It concerns itself with nroving the

Thesls from Scripture or reasons deducted therefrom.,

Eltdikesis,
In the ;rheaeooa Eebaloosls,uensteut has proved the Thesis from
Scripture or reasons deiucted therefrom, The heterodox now atteck
these Scripture proofs., In the Ekdlkesls,therefore,fuenstedt quotes
these "frivolous interpretations,distortions and perversions" of
Scripture,and refutes them. A very good example of this 1s to be

found in the detailed consideration of Question II on pages I8-25.

Objectionun Dlzlysls,
™e Objecticnus Dialysia"preaks dovm%"any and and every argunent
gnd perversion of Scripture that the heterodox present. A a:l.mila.:l{.:ity
hetween the Obhjectionum DIalysis and the Ekthesls can't but etiract
attention. The Ekthesis presents mercly the heterodox objections
ageinst the Status Controversiae. The Objectionum Dialysls,however,
"bresks down" any and every heterodox argument on any phase of the

entire question,and thus is the final and complete demolishing of

the heterodox false,oend at times,slmost childish exegesis and logla."

Authors, .
The oprosing authors are all mentioned in the Antithesis. But
now,in order to show his aourees.a.n_d to encourage consultation of
these sources,juenstedt mentions the orthodox authors and thelr
works,of which he has made use, The authors hemade use of in the
study of Question II,are reproduced from Quenstedit on page 25¢-:

L B |
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TAth the scheme of Quenstedt's System in mind,1t i1s interesting to
note the commcnt of the "Catholic Encyclopedia®,Vol.I3,p.550,in its
discussion of the "Detalls of the Scholastlic Method". The comuent of
the "Catholic Encyclopedia" reads es follows:

nThere is a great deal of divergence amoung the principal scholas-
ties In the detalls of arrangemente......All,hovever,adopt the menner
of treatment by which thesis,cbjections and solutions,of objecctions
stend out distinetly in the disoussion of each problom.®

fuenstedi's System,in the words of the "Catholic Encyclopedla® is
nothing more than & aystem of "thesls,objections and solutionz of
objectione®,and 1s thus typiecally schelastic, Thet Quenstedit's System
ie scholastic is furthexr shown by the comment of Schaff-Ferzog,Vol X,
:;.:-El"'?,l:z the discuassion of the Scrolastic "lethod."™ It reads thus:

"L o rule,thc schoolmen prezent thelr teaching in the form of
gomucntaries on the Sentences of Peter Lomberd, The problems raised by
him are resolved by him into an incoreasing multiplicity of questions,
often so remote from the text,that thie is scon forgotien by the rﬁf‘\'er.
The zeries of distinctions by Lombard remain as an outline for the
ceceunulating materlial, To extract the basic ldeas of the theologlians
is one of the gravest impediments to the modexrn understanding of the
peculiarity of the ascholastic systems, Another 1s the repeated differ-
entiation of the materizl into new questions,the basie for the op:_z;gté:l:te :
vieve of which,are thoroughly established and thoroughly refuted., For
instance,a d istinction of Lombard is resolve. into a number of "q?.ea-
tiones"™ and each of these into & number of articles, Other subdivisions
may follow;such as"liembra principalia,partes,tractatus,dubie,sd infini-
tum.® In detail,each article is so treated as to ralse = queatio-n—;ntrﬁ‘en
cltations for and against are quoted.' from the OChurch F&th:ers down to
the scholastlic masters. After the "quod non" or "quod ',;_nn is oonoi'ﬁ"d.ed,
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follows the "responsio"of the author or the "corpus" of the article.
Then follows the discussion in much detail of the views produced first
for,then against,the question,not infrequently including the .character-
istic opinions of the author. Intc this endlessly'irkgome mold, the
explanation of every problem is drageeu. But its great service was

the vitalization of dialectic art and of logical categories for schol-

ars and for the development of education to the present day.."

In order to visualize the similarity cf Lombard's and fuenstedt's
systems,a comparison of their systems,on the basis of the foregoing
guotation from Schaff-Herzog,now follows:

"The series of distinctions by Lombard remain as an outline for the
accunulating material."

This sentence fitg Quenstedt's Status Controversiae,Thesis and

Fkthesis admirably. "The Status Controversiae is rightly formed,

after false statuses have been removed" (by distinctions),

The Thesis proposes "orthodox decisions succinetly and perspicuous-

ly" by means of distinctions and observations. The Ekthesis "breaks

down" the "difficulties which come up in the Status Controversiae
by means of distinctions and observations."
"o extract the basic ideas of the theologians is one of the gravest
impediments to the modern understanding of the peculiarity of the
scholastic systems,®

This statement is not at all true of Quenstedt. Quenstedt's argu-

ment is not too difficult to follow if one makes notes as one

goes along,
mAnother (impediment to understanding) is the repeated differentiation
of the material into new questions."

This statement is true,for Quenstedt ,on his way to victory over




his adversaries,makes skirmishes against every argument ,no matter
how remote it may be,in order to annihilate the foe completely.,

"The opposite views of which,are thoroughly established,"
This corresponds to Quenstedt's Antithesis,which is "concerned with
examining the truth-opposing opinions of all heretics and heterodox,.,,
«seegWhose express words or their sum,are faithfully and as much as
is possible,adducec. from their own bcoks,"

"and thoroughly refuted,"
This corresponds to Quenstedt's Objectionum Dialysis,"in which the
strongholds which the adversaries craftily gather from Sacred Scrip-

ture and the ¥Fathers,...j are snatched away from them,..and the

heavenly truth liberated."

The following sentences of Schaff-Herzog are a repetition of the

previous sentences,but from a different angle:

wafter the "quod non" or "quod sic"is concluded,"
This corresponds to Quenstedt's Stztus Controversiae,Thesis and
Ekthesis,all of which are concerned with declaring what the question
is and what it is not-"quod sic",and “quod non."

nfollows the "responsio" of the author or the "corpus®" of the article."
This fits Quenstedt's Theseoos Bebaioosis,which is the "corpus",
the center and most important part of every question,

nThen follows the discussion in much detail,the views produced first

for,then against the question."
Thi s corresponds to Quenstedt's Ekdikesis and Objectionun Dialysis,
Quenstedt,however,first gives the opposing view and then refutes ite.
The Ekdikesis gives and then refutes the Scripture perversions of

Tjhe heterodox# The Objectionum Dialysis gives and then refutes

# These Seripture perveriione'hr;—iarvereione of the Seripture passages which Quen=
stedt offers in the Theseoos Bebaicosis as a Seriptural proof of his Thesis.
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any and all heterodox objections that come up on any phase cf the
controversy.
"Into this endlessly irksome mode,the explanation of every problem is
draggei.® HThe problems raised by him...are resolved into an increzsing
multiplicity of qguestions,often so remote from the text,that this is
soon forgotten by the reader."
Unless one makes careful note of Quenstedt's arguments,one ofteﬁﬁ;ee
no progress of thought,or at best one sees much irksome,monotonous
repetition. The consideration of every problem,no matter how seem-
ingly remote from the principal argument,was necessary in order to
thoroughly refute every and any heresy standing in the way of a
convincing proof of the Thesis. German scholars are very thorough,
and therein lies their great strength and worth.
wput its great service was its vitilization of dialectic art and of
logical categories for scholars and for the development of education
o the present day."
quenstedt's scholastie (Aristotelian) terminology,and thoroughness
geve rigor and preciseness to his doctrine,permitting no compromise
or lcophole in any single argument, Such preciseness of doctrine
naturally discouraged heresies within the Lutheran Church . Since
all the great Lutheran dogmaticians of that time were of the same
stamp as Quenstedt,it is no wonder that the pure inheritance of
the Lutheran Church from Luther was preserved in those days,and

transmitted to the present day in all its opristine purity and
beauty. '
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The following opinions are substantially correct,and are worthy of
mention because they characterize Quenstedt's scholastic tendencies
in brief,but very comprehensive words.
The "Realencyklopaedie fuer protestantische Theologie und Kirche®,
vol. XVI,p.382,0ffers the following opinion: L
"Die formalistisch secierende Analyse,welche statt den dogmatischen
Geuanken von innen heraus zu entwickeln,nur auesserlich an demselben
operiert,hat hier dcn hoechsten Grad erreicht,und so wird auch den
polemischen Eedenken mehr durch auesserliche Distinktionen begegnet,
als aus dem Begriffe der Sache heraus."
Schaff-Herzogtgﬁpﬁﬁgéhatedt",says in a very terse way about.the 1??2
great work of Quenstedt:
"Quenstedt represents the old orthbdox reaction after the period of
reconstruction had set in;the fruit of his thirty years of work in
the (Wittenberg) University lectureship was published in his
Theologia Didactico-Polemica,a work according to the strictest
standard of Lutheran orthodoxy,based upon the Theoiogia Positiva
Acroamatica of J.F.Koenig,characterized by external dogmatization
instead of a development of the subject from within,and abounding
in artful scholastic refinements."
. lMeusel's "Kirchliches Handlexi;.c:'r?"f;;‘%er giving a very thorough
sketch of Quenstedt's life,says the following:
"juensteut's System (ist) ein vielgliedriger und ueberaus schwer-
faelliger Bau,scholastischen Characterses....... Es herrscht auch
hier die formalistische Weise,jeden Lehrsatz in seine einzelnen
Bestéhteile zu zerlegen,die entlegensten Dinge zur Begruendung oder
Widerlegung heranzuziehen......und so an die Stelle eine aus der
Tiefe der Schrift geschoepften Entwicklung des Ganzen ein dem Fin-

zelnen sich zuwendendes,demonstrierendes Beweissfahren zu setzen,

das schliesslich doch zu keinem innerlich ueberwindenden Gesam$
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eindruck verhilft."

Heusel's last statement that Quensteuit's "Bewelissfahren...schliess-
lich doch zu keinem innerlich ueberwindenden Gesamteindruck verhilft?,
is quite true. But it must be borne in mind that a study of Quens;:at's
argument requires careful notes. If notes are taken,the great mass of

material resolves itself into a few primary thoughts that constantly

recur,but from different viewpoints,
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In order to illustrate the dogmatical system of Quenstedti's
Polemica,s rather detailed presentation of Question II,"Who has the

Right of Choosing and Calling Ministers?",is herewith given,

" status Controversiae.
The question i1s not concerning the immediate,tut the mediate czll,
The question is,""ho are those men through whom the mediate call
ought legitimately and in right order to be made ¢

Thesis,
- - - L) - g ;6-.‘-

I.Distinguish between the autocratic right of c&ll). of God in mediate
end immediate calls,and the delegated right belonging to the whole
church,

IT.Observe,the church consists of three parts-bishops and presbyters;
maglstrates; the people. Each part has its own sphere in the call,
and can't be excluded,

%

ITY .Obsexrve,each part has its own functions- the priests examine and
ordain; the magistracy nominates,presents and confirms the called
and examined;the people call,confirm by vote and elect,

IV.Distinguish between call and ordination;the call belongs to the
whole church;ordination belongs to the presbytery alone.. 5

V.0bserve,for preventing contentions in election of Eishops anéﬁfies-
byters,s consistory of clergy and honoreua citizens is established,
which inguires into the life, morals and knowlege of candidates.

In Electoral Saxony there are three consistories.

Antithesis,
I. Papists, #ho according totheCouneil of Trent, refer the call to
the clergy alone (Papo-Caesarate), not dependent on the vote of

the magistracy and people.
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II. Donatists, Socinians and Anabaptists, who would &abolish &ll

civil authority, and hence refer the call to the people alone.

III .Arminians, who refer the call to the magistracy alone

(Caesaro-Papitd. Also most Calvinists.

IV. Batavian Calvinists, who give almost no power to the con-

sistories,

T™eseoos Eebaioosis.

e prove our Thesis from (I) Holy Scrinture and reasons deducted

from 4t.(II) Apostolic examples.(III) Practise of the early church.

I. Holy Scripture and reasons deducted from it.

(2)

(b)

(c)

(a)

(e)

oy

I
Giving of the keys +to the whole church, lMath.l6,19; 1&,18.

The trying of teachers and spirits by the whole church,
¥ath.7,15; John 5,39; 10,27; Gal. 1,9; 1 Thess.,5, 19.21,
The apellation of ministers =-- are called ministers of

the church, 1 Cor.3,21.25; 2 Cor.l,24; 1 Pet.5,23.
Therefore theyshould be calleda by the whole cﬁurch.

The benefit of the hearers. He teaches all, and ought to
be called by all. If he needs & good reputation from those
withovt, much more from those within, 1 Tim5,7.

The names of the church - a royal priesthood, 1 Pet.2,9;
Christ's bride, John 3,29; given the oracles, Rom.J,2,

sacraments and keys , Math.1l6,19; 17,18,

II. Apostolic examples.

The whole church chooses, Acts 1,25; 6,5-6; 14,23; 15,22;

1 Cor.1€,3; 2 Cor.8,19. Titus was chosen (Eheirotonenthei).

III.The practise of the early church.

Shown by decrees of councils, testimonies of fathers and

off}

proved examples of legltimate call (even Leo P. chosen by a1
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Ekdikesis. -

I,

(a) Bellarmin on Math.16,19 says,"Peter received the keys for

(v)

(e)

the benefit of the whole church, but-he was to hand them
down to his successorsf

Responsej Peter accepted fhe Xey8. for the benefit of the
whole church and use of the whole church, not the use of
the clergy alone. Peter is only the steward of the keys,,
not the owner. The whole church is the owner,

Eellarmin on ¥ath. 18,18,"The church is made up of pre-
lates and not of people,. ‘'Tell it to the churck meanstg% to
the » clatesf

Response) He can't prove that"the church" refers to pre-
lates only for there is no such distincticn in the XYew
Testament, Fearers are an essential part ol the church.
Eellarmin on the trying of teachera.,aays.mrhe people should
discern, but on the basis of what other pastors preach and
what ‘the Roman See declares.

Response: The Eereans discerneud on the basis of Scripture.
Bellarmin says."The people are commanded to obey their pas-
tors, Luke 10; Math. 23."

Response: But only when in accord with Scripture.

Bellarmin says,' The people can't deposes merely shouldn't
listen fto false pastors.‘

Response: The church calls and removes pastors,

Bellarmin says."ﬁishops are called ministers of the church,
because they are to rule and not to obey the churchf
Response: 1, A call by vote of the people and the respect

to pastors are not oprosed to each other. The

people should obey, but should also call,
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2. Pastors are ministers of the church and of

-

God also, Diakonia excludes”Despotiken

Kuriotéta. Christ retains"Ten Archen” to him-

self, John 13,13; lMath.23,8, but commands and

entrusts Diakonian” and ‘Oikonomizan’ to pastors.
I1. Bellarmin on the Apostolic examples says:

(a)'In the election of Matthew, Peter required the vote of the
church by concession, not necessity.
nesponse: The text proves otherwise. Peter recognized the
right of all to call.

(b)"2cts 1,12 does not describe an election as much as a déﬁghhf
Response: God,through the church,commanded the election
and guided the lots,and the church approved of the choice,

(e)"A rule can't be made from one.single.example. .
Response: In the Bebalioosis we gave many examples,

(a)"Acts 6,5,teaches that the deacons are elected by the church,
but it does not prove the divine right of the proceedure."i
Response: Otherwise the Apostles would not have permitted%it

(e)"I Tim.3,7-done by the indulgence of the Apostles.

Response: In I Tim,3,3.7,Paul exho;ts the peopvle to choose
men witha good reputation.

(f)"The Apostolic examples do not treat the call of Bishops,but

of Deacons,the superintendents of the poor.'

Acts 7
Response: (I) These Deacons excelled in teaching-stepheg, 3

RGO

(2) Both Bishops and Deacons had to be "CHeiroton-
enthes" and "Marturoumenoi" and have a good
reputation outside of the church,

n
Bellarmin replies,"Cheirotonein® has a two-

fold meaning,to elect by any method whatever,

i
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and to ordain by the laying on of hands,’
Response: The native force of the word,
"Cheiros Tenein","Assent by raising hands®,
and its use in the New Testament,Acts I4,23;
2 Cor.8,I9,refutes Bellarmin's objection.
ITI. The answer to all the objections raiseud by Eellarmin and

agaiNst the Practice of the Early Church.”
otherﬁeis found in Gerhard's %Loci."

Objectionum Dialysis,
I. Eellarmin and Utenbogard sayfharon was elected to the priest-
hood without the consent of the people,Lev.8,I.’
Response:
(a) The call of Aaron was immediate,and the people had no
right to vote on it,
(b) Aaron was chosen by God and publicly installed by lioses.
(c) Moses was a "princeps", Therefore a céll pertains also
to "prinecipes®,
(d) An unusual fact can't be made an example,

II. Observe,It is not a valid conclusion that ministers are today
called in the same way as Chrisf called the Apostlgs-without_
vote of the people,for then all pastors would have to be céffed
immediately and would be apostles."Sicut" in Joh.20,2I doesrﬁgt
denote absolute equality,but an agreement in another mode of

comparison,"Just as" God sent Christ,with gifts,to teach,so
Christ eént his apostles.,

IITI., Distinguish between an establisheu and an unestabiished church,
In the former,the people call,Acts I,235;14,22, In the latter
they can't.
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VIII. Objection:The Coucils of Laodicea,Nicea and Constantinople
exclude the magistrates and the people from the right to ca11:
Response:

(a) The Council of Laodicea elected priests because theL;eo-
.ple had abused the right;but the council was'nt ableﬁto
abolish the old franchise of the people, °

(b) In the Council of Laodicea,the people is not excluded,
but care is taken that the election be not in the
hands of the people alone,

(c) Those canons of Nicea and Constantinople were made when

the clergy tried to snatch the power for themselves,

==

IX. Observe,We concede that in apostolic and in ecclesiasticalziihea
until Constantine,the magistracy had no part in the election,
Eut that was because the magistracy was full of heathen,
Xe ObjectionfThere are many testimonies and examples of the Fa%ﬁer
against allowing the people to call.'
Response:
(a) The testimonies and objections are not all of the same
kind, -
(b) Very few of them indicate general usage.
(c) We must distinguish between specific and ordinarycggges.

XIte Objectioanhere are some disadvantagesi
(a) The people are inexperienced and unfit to judge,

(b) The wicked defeat the good and elect the wicked,
(c) Popular election is liable to tumults and seditions.
Response:
(a) Disadvantages? Much more so if only one Bishop or only
the clergy has the right to elect the clergy.
(b) The counsel and consent of the other orders are reqﬁfﬁéd

Henice this is a vain objection,
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IV."It is not the right of the sheep to call the pastor.’

Response:

(a) The elected is not the pastor of the electors until he
has been elected.

(b) The sheep know the voice of the shepherd from the hire-
ling,and will not follow him-will not choose him,

(c) Hearers are called sheep,not so much in respect to the
pastors who feed them,as to Christ,which shepherd they
cannot choose.

(d) since the people are called sheep in respect to the
pastors,as rational beings,they must bhe given an equal
right of following as irrational sheep.

(e) Arguments from"disimiliaare not"Apodeiktika,®

-

V.”The apostles occasionaly chose bishops without the vote of the
people.’
Response:

(a) We have proved the contrary,Acts I;6,I4.

(p) Because it was done with extraordinary,i.e. apostoliic
authority and in peculiar circumstances,we can't make
it a perpetual and ordinary rule.

(¢c) The church sending missionaries also did so by the
"Cheirotonia®,2 Cor.6,I9;Acts I;6;14,

'{:r-"
VI."The inexperienced and power loving people is entirely unfit'for
such an important work.,"

!

Response: The election of Bishops is not the work of the §26p1e

alone, It is one thing to have a part and another to have the
whole right.
VII. Observe;We do not deny that many canons deny the people the

right to call,but these canons were made with imperial consent

under papal tyranny.
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XII. Objection,Tit.I,5,Paul gave Titus the power to appoint Pres-

byters just like a Bishop.
Response:

(a) Even if Titus were director of the entire affair,it does
not follow that the consent of the whole church was not
required. i

(v) Because Titus acted with appstolic aﬁthority in thé$£ééin—

ning of the church,Bishons can't infer the right to do
the same,
XIIT. Observe,The three divisions of the church do not have equal
authority in every phase-to nominate,call,elect;place,etc,,

but it is the duty and right of the whole church to dissent

from the decision of any division in its respective duty.

Authors,
The opnosing authors are mentioned in the Antithesis,
Chemni tz,Loci ;Examen~-in the locus "de Sacramento Ordinis."
Gerhard,"System"; "Confessio Catholica."
Tarnovius,"Tractatus de Ministerio Ecclesiastico."
Eckhardt,"Pandecta."
Thumnmius, "Tractatus de Legitima Vocatione Ministrorum.,"
Giessenses,"Disputationes Theologici."
Brochmann,“Systemata'Theologica.“
Huelsemann

Calov, "Systemata Theologica."




TI. The Dogmatical }Method,

According to Aristotle,the four principles of Reality are: :
The Efficient Cause;the llaterial Cause;the Formal Cause;thé Finaldggzse“
These four Aristotelian principles are found in Quenstedt's Didactica,
Because of the nature of the Polemica,one does not find these fouf
Aristotelian principles in the Polemica. Quensteat's Diuzctica,there-
fore,in regard to MHethod,is truly Aristotelian. Herewith follows the
portion of the Didactica,about one half of the entire Didactica,when

epitomized,which contains the four principles of Aristotle.

L.The Efficient Cause.

"Thesis III.The Causa Efficiens Principalis Ministerii is God alone,

clarel .
Theslis IV, The Causa lMinus Principalis Ministerii is the whole church.

E.The Material Cause.

"hesis V., The lMateria lMinisterii is twofold:
(a) The Materia In Qua (Subjectum).
(b) The lateria Circa Quam(Objectum),

Thesis VILThe Materia lfinisterii In Qua (Subjectum) are suitable
and skilfull persons rightly called.

Thesis VII. The Materia Ministerii Circa Quam(Objectum) is

Personale or Reale,

Thesis VIII, The Objéctum Personale is the flock of God,

Thesis IX, The Objectum Reale are the Divine liysteries and Church
Discipline.“_
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C._The Formal Cause.

"Thesis X. The Forma Ministerii is the right and authoratative
public administration of the Sacreud Office.

Thesis XI.The Actus linisterii Principul are:
(a2)Pure and incorrupt preaching.
(b)Legitimate dispensation of the Sacraments.

(a)Right use of the Power of the Xeys."

D,The Final Cause.

"hesis XIT ,The ¥inis Ministerii is:
(a) Ultimus or Principalis-the glory of God.

(b) Subordinatus and Intermeuius--the conversion o%“ﬁén.'
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The following is an example of curious scholastic argumentation,
It is taken from Question III,"Was Luther's Call Legitimate and :
Ordinary?",0bjectionum Dialysis V3

"Argumentatur Becanus;omnis vocatus per larvam et figmentum fictus
est Ecclesiae minister;Lutherus vocatus est per Sacerdotium Papisticum
quod eidem est larva et figmentum;FErgo fictus est Ecclesiae minister,
Respondeo. (I.) Major patitur instantias;omne id,quod sit per larvatum
et fictum,est fictumiitqui saepe carnifex larvatus occidit personam
illustrem,an igitur,qui occisus,fictus est,vel ficte occisus,
(2.) Limitanda igitur major.qui per Sacerdotium Larvatum,que tale,
vocatus est,et tali se larveae assimilat,is fictus est: Res Dei

distinguendae a sordium humanarum affluxu. Sunt quidam in Papetu

Ordines mere larvati,primatus oecumenicus,status cardinalium,Sacerddiiﬁﬁ:
Missificum;Sunt alii,in quibus vile a pretioso distinguendum,nempe
Episconatus et Presbyteriatus,in quo pretiosum est praedicatio Verbi,
Catechesis,Sacramentorum Administratio,vile,dependentia a Papa,
Missificatio,fermentum doctrinae,etc."

A translation of the above is the following:

"Becanus argues: Every one who is called through the agency of a
hypocritical and false institution,is a false minister of the church,
Luther was called through the papal priesthood,which (you Lutherans
say) is a hypocritical and false institution., Therefore he is a false
minister of the church. I reépond. (I.) The major premise is resolved
by means of examples;everything which comes into being through the
agenocy of a hypocritical and false institution,is indeed false; but
it often happens that a bogus (unofficial) hangman slays a person of
noble character. Now,the question is,was the slain man a non-existent

being,or was he actually slain,but in an illegitimate manner?
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(2.) The major premise,therefore,must be limited: He who is called
through the false priesthood,inasfar as he absorbs into himself its
(the priesthood's) false elements,to that extent he is a false priest,
Divine things must be separated from the additions of human corrupt-
nesé. Some institutions in the papacy are out and out deceptions,the
ecumenical primacy,the cardinalate,priestly sacrifice of the mass,
There are other institutions,in which that which is worthless must be
distinguisheu from that which is valuable,for instance,the Episcopacy
and Presbytery,in which the valuable elements are the preaching of tye
Word, catechization,the administration of the Sacraments,shile the worthe
less elements are,reliance on the pope,secrifice of the Mass,doctrinal

fermentings,etc.”
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IIT. THE DOGLIAT ICAL DICCUCSS IO

loerewith followz an epliiome of Juenstedi's dogmeticol discussion,

as contained in his Polemica, of fCunostion I, Guestion III,
waestion IV, tucocii'n V and Mmection  ¥I. The Didcetice cnd
westion II of the Tolemice, in point of dogmetics, hove beoen

-’*-
cenoldored under %he first divigion, "The Dogmetical Cysten", PP, 3-63i8-23.

ameotion T 1s, "Io a peculiar call nocessery to enter the

It e .
ministry?®

eastedt says, "In c.oord, the gquestion belwsen us end the
Socinlans and Arpinlans iz not concernling the neceszity of

order, tut the necossity of divine command”". "A psoulizr
enll is necozsery". "The Formo E:ixwist-...r"_i consliots of o legiltimcte
eall, zoercd ordinction and decent aduinistiraticn of office”.

o coneccdec that evory Chrilctian has tie right and duty o teach
erring brother the Gospel and to preach in & casze of extrene
nceesolity. lo theon adds, "Ue musct dlatiaguish betwsen Vocatlonenm

Immediaten et ':::rll.ate.m, botwecen Vocatlonem ledlatan Ordinariem
et IDutroordinoriem. The medinte call is given thiru men and is
necescary for the ninlciry and edministration of the Szerzmenta".
(igcinst the Boeinlens). "The Vocatlo llediatz Ordinaria obteins
in the Lutheran Church by divine commend, I Tim., 3,8 etc.”
nThe Vocatio llsdiate Extreordinaria we finé in men raised up by
God, such a3 Luther, who had both calls comblied 1a an unusual
mannerye.

Guenstedt then mentlons the errors of the ‘"Schweerwmer” of his
day: The Jinabapiists, who permit all %o teach; The Arminians,
who sa;” that in an organized congregatlion theres nay be a nedinte

call, but only for the sake of order andi not at 2ll by divine con-




mend, and in an unorgenized congregation no mediate call is nceded
at 2113 +the Zocinlans and Weigelians, wio deny the mcdiate call,
saying that o oull is of God aloncy the Puritcns, who deny the s
necessiiy of the call; the Tuakers, who reject the ministry entirely;
the Calvinists, vho h ve no medinte or lmmediate czll, but o third
ind of eczll, in order, as Quenctedt says, to"stecal intc the nin-
iotry".

Mmenstedt's Seripture proofs are: Jor. 25,5; Jo'n $5,27; Ron.

37 “ebe 5,14 and II Cor. 5,2 nd pany other passazes, whlch
by dedueilion prove the Thesis. In tho E:idiliesisc hc defends these
Seripiure pazanges against the "Frivolous interpretations, dis-
tortisns and perverslons of the hoterodox". Almost all the

counter-interpretations of the heterodoe: betrey a atertling dis-

¢ *d of cicgecisc and loglce
Tn the Objectiocrua Diclysis hie refutes the abundant objections
of thc heberodex, somc of which are: l. & good work reguires no

peeial eall. Any Christian can perform & good work. The preaci=-
ing of the Goupel 1 & good works Zrgo. 2. It 1o a good wori:

to dezire to be o Zishope Thereiore o call 1s not necessary.
3. JAguila and Friseille, private porsons, instructed Apollos.

4. All bellovers arc Kings ancd priesis.

mestion III 1z, "Ues Luther's call leglitimate and ordinery?™

uenstodt says, "Luther's call was legitlmaute, h.e. according
to the preseription of God's Vord." Ile then mentlona the
gstartling foet that 1t was not untll after the Reformation had
gotten wll under way that the ?apists; Anebaptists and Inthusicsts
began to quostion Luther's ceall.

His historlical arguments are the fellowing:




1.
2.

(4|
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Lutheortszs eall are:

1.

i
. 3
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7.

> i ’2 ]
Tn 1507 Luther was ordained Presbyter by his Dishop.

Tn 1508 Luther was celled to the Prezbytery and Professorship .
in the chureci: and Uhiiernity of ittenberg by Jolmnn Staupliz
with the conzent of ILloctor Fradecricik this Vise. IHis call
seid, "Vezstrum est, legom divinam interpreteri et librum
vitae docere”.

Ii: 1212 he woo glven tho lmpcriel and pontifficel authiority,

thru the ‘mgustinizn assembly, to dispute snd lecture anyvhers.

iz extornn]l arguments for the leglitimacy end divintﬁy of

Tuther wos called forth by God in a peculinr manncr to osposze
and reveal the Antiohrint.

Yo wns adomned with exeollent ond wausucl giftes befors =11
others. duenntedt then gquotes:

lezius, "In uwna Seripitorum Luthorl pagina plus solidae -"sologiaa
esse, quenm interdum in toto libro alicujus Fatris."”
delanehthon, "Milnina erant linguss singula verba tuse.”
Imdher's literary woirk.

Luther h-d the gift of propliecy.

Tuther wos preserved in & mrrvelous manner from all ths treach-
erlez of hls cdversaries.

Lather woz always unperturbed 1a thie greateat dangers.
Luther's worl: was brought to a most amezing and successful

finish.

The historical and loglecal objesctlons of the Catholic Theolog-

iens, Becanus, Sellarmine, and Ungersdorf{f, are for the most part

‘ridiculous. There is one objection, however, which iz worthy of

noticoe: "Luther was either bound to hls oath, or he w=s not. He

was -elther a perjurer, wio viclated a valid obligation, or else he

bogad

%ﬂ E?nqgiaﬁne to an invalid obligation."®” Cuenstedt answers
fum it » {

this objection thus:
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1.
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"Luther wos, and woas not validly and truly obligated to hls oath.
lo wrg, beoc~uso ho sworn:'fo teach any vain and forelign doctrines,
or thoso condomned by the church oz impious, scandalous and
offenslive to plous oars.”
e was not, Lecause he did not swear blind obedisnce. HWe did
not swear obedicince to the Roman Church inazfer as 1t wes
anbl=-Chrisctizn."

But the Doman Catholico counter with thiis objectiong
Lutlier swore not only on the Blbls, but also on the decrees

' s, "¢ did not swe=r on tihe

deercens cxeepdt on conditlon, as far as they conforn to God's

tord, &nd he righitly rejected thiose deecrees wvhen he

|-l

ater

4
J
learncd to distinzulzsh bstween thenm and fac rules of God's Tord."

some examples of DNoman argumentation ears the feollowing:
: dovll wvas Luther's mastor boecause hs afflicted Luther with
tize soverect temptations." (umenstedt replles ;" If so, the

isvil woo algco the ncster of Christ in the —ilderness, end of
gcelved his doctirine of abrogzating the lless from the
"There iz no scripture passage stating that Luther ‘waz gent
to reform the Church.

" Luther ve: mariked with public infamy because he married o

[
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Auestion IV.

question IV is, "Is there ' @  true church order in the Lutheran
churches?" :

nuenstedt's answer is unqualifiedly "Yes". He opposes the Papist
theologians, EBellarmine, Becanus and.Reihingius, who deny that Lutheran
ministers are legitimately called and ordained. They make two major
contentions;
1."Ey divine right, bishops are superior to presbyters, both as to order

and jursidiction:

To this Auenstedt answers that the distinction is of human institu-
tion alone, and not at all of divine and canonical authority.

2."®Ey divine right bishops alone can ordain.

To this Quenstedt answers that it is not of divine institution,

vecause the Papists themselves admit that by arrangement of the

Lpostles, presbyters ordaiﬁ?priests, 1 Timothy 4,14; Acts 9,17;

and Ananias, who was not a bishop, layeéfgﬁiPaul, Lets 22,12,

1loeover, it is not of canonical institution because presbyéers,

in dcfect of bishops, have ordained presbyters both in thg Greek

and Latin churches in all ages. This is shown by the fact that it

was sc in the time in the council of Florence; by the fact that the

council of Trent did not condemn it and by the fact that the present

Papal Archbishops of Cermany do not ordain by their own hand.
Javing disproved these two major contentions, Quendteut proceeds

to disprove the minor eontentions of the Papists:

1.’ Your ministers are not called by the Pope or his bishops who alone
can call.' Boned.
guenstedt answers that the right to call belongs to the whole church.

2. You do not have the apostolic succession:

Quenstedt replies, "There is a personal and doctrinal succession®,

"The doctrinal succession alone is necessary and sufficient. Our
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mbnisters have never lacked it. The personeal succession is not
everlasting in such a way.that where there is no personal succession

there is no doctrinal succession."

3.’ Your ministers are not prdained by bishops end are not ordainedf

ntuenstedt replies that presbyters slso have the right to ordain.

4! Your ministers are not sent immediately by God:

quenstedt replies that such is neither the claim of the Lutherans,
nor in fact of the Papists themselves. He szys, "The immediate call
is but one species of a legitimate call,...It is not valid to deny
the genus (call) from the denial of the species (immediate call)f
His nroofs from the Word of God and deductive reasoning are the

following:

1. In whatever church, according to exsmple of the Apostles and the

W]

early church, suitable men are ordained by presbyters and with the
consent of the magistracy and vote of the people, there\there is

& true church-order. The Lutheran churches have all these. Ergo.
Those whom the church calls to preach the Gospel and administer the
sacraments, according to 1 Timothy 3,2-5, and ordains them, and they
preach the Gospel faithfully, they ére legitmate ministers of the
Word. The Lutheran ministers preach the Gospel faithfully. Therefore
they are legitimate ministers of the Word.

the hyrothesis of the Papists admits a true ministry where there is
a true dispensation of the sacraments. The Papists admit that our
baptism is legitimate. By inference, our Sacrament of the Altar is
legltimate. In the Lutheran churches, therefore, there is a true dis-

pensation of the sacraments. Therefore we have a true ministry.'
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Question V.

Question V is, "Do ministers of the church have the power to
forgive sins?"
In the status controversiae Quenstedt says, “rhe question is
not concerning:
1. The autocratic or authoritative power, but the organic and
ministerial power.
2, The instrument of necessity, but of free will,
3. The nature of the person of the minister, but the nature of
the ministry i<self,
4, The declarative and significative, but effective power.
in the Thesis he says, "Church ministers have the power to forgive
sins, not only RQPP*KGS. declaratively and annunciatively, but also

effectively, and yet dpy«/ixss.

In the Antithesis he refutes the Calvinists who say that ministers
can't forgive sins not even "organice", but only sacramentally and
by metonomy; the Enthusiasts, Schwenkfeldians. VWeigilians and Ana-
‘baptists, who deny in genus that the ministry is the mecium of con-
ferring faith and salvation; the Socinians and Arminians who say that
ministers can't reverently forgive sins "organice", but only
wgignificative™ and "declarative®.
1in the Objectionem Dialysis he refutes the Photiniéns vho de-
clared that the power of the keys was given to the Apostles alome and .
the authority died with then,
In the Theséoos Bebaioosis he proves his Thesis from:
1. The power of the keys, Mt. 16,19; 18,18,
2. The attributes of preachers, ban.12,3; Luke 1,77; Acts 26,18;
Luke 1,18; 1 Cor.4,15; 9,1; Phil,.5,10; Gal.4,1°; Rom.,ll1l,14, 7
3. Christ!s) ntatement, Dukel 10,65 “Hel that!hearethivoulhcare it ol
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He says, "God alone forgives sins magisterially, principally ===~
but God in his magisterial absolution uses the ministry of men.”
"The blasphemy that Christ beforehis resurrection did not have the

power to forgive sins, is expressly refuted in Mt.9,6; 2,10; Lk.5,24."

Question VI,

Queatioﬁ VI. is "Can ninisters Marry and Live in Marriage?"

The Papists give the Status Controversiae thus: "The Apostles
themselves not only observed continual continence, not because of
divine command but partly from the counsel of Christ and partly of
free will, but also persuaded and declared that other ministers should
be celibate."

Quenstedt's Thesis is,"larriage is divinely concedeu to prissts
as to other men. It can't be forbidden then. Celibzcy ought not
to be imposed on them as necessary."

In the Ekthesis he says, "We do not discourage Celibacy, but
we do fight against the indiscreet placing of the joke of celibacy
upon all priests." He then gives a history of celibacy. He shows
that in the first three centuries ofi Christianity bishops and priests
married and lived in marriage., At the Council of Nicea, the first
step in the celibate movemént: was: taken, for the Council decreed
that in the future bishops who were not celibate should not be
chosen and admitted. The Greek Church in the Trullan Gouncil se-
parated the bishops from their wives. At the end of the fourth
century, the Greek Patriarch and Pope Simiciua forbade marriage
to all, even Presbyters and Deacons., But the decree was relaxed
or enforced according to thepolicy and opinion of the succeeaing
popes. About 1050 the Synod of ‘Moguntia forever condemned priestly

marriage. Hildebrand, Gregory VII, with great violence forced celi=-
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bacy upon the German Presbyters. "And so finally at a late period,
priestly celibacy became a law, but not without many great dis-
turbances, In all the church it has been contradicted in word

and deed for eleven centuries."

v In the Theseoos Bebaioosis he offers a twofold proof: from
Scripture and from reason., His Scripture proof is 1 Tim.3,2;

1l Cor.9,5; Hebr,15,4; 1 Tim.4,3, The following is his proof from
ress on:

1. "That which does not conflict with divine right, public
honesty or the dignity of the priestly office, should not
be forbidden. The marriage of priests does not conflict
with divine right, puﬁlic honesty, etc. Ergo." .

2., "Whatever decree is followed by filthy desires, filthy
cohabitations, violation, etc. is a doctrine of devils."

In the Ekdikesis he answers the false Scripture interpreta-

tions of the Papists:

1. On 1 Tim,3,2 and Tit.l,6, Papists say ™A bishop ought
to have been etc."™ so that if he has been married he
ought not to be kept from the Episcopacy."

Quenstedt answers."It does violence to o<t e"z"d\"; besides
the text speaks of the bishop as he who in the present ;
tense "rules" his house and "has" his children in sub-
jection. . 3
2. On ﬁebr.13,4 the Papists say '"If marriage is honorable
for all, so is also the marriage of blood relatives in
the first and second degree, and the marriage of ado-
lescents without parental consent.,"

Quenstedt answers that Lev. 18 and the Fourth Commandment




forbid such marriages but there is no Scripture for-
bidding priestly marriage.

In the Objectionem Dialysis, Quenstedt refutes the objectims

of the adversaries: i » ‘_;‘m’%,

1. "Tit.1,4.8, requires that a bishop should be "ow ppova’; 'e'y'\;(\'hw's

i.e. refraining from the sexual act."
. Quenstedt answers tha.t"o'd)‘fr""d"per se never denotes a

married man; eyKpatels never means perpetual chastity.

2."2 Tim.2,4 says that a soldief does not tangle himself
with worldly affairs. Soldiers left their wives when they
went to war, Soldiers of God should do the szme,"
Quenstedt replies that Paul warns against any marriage
which would prove a curse and hindrance to the Christian
soldier. A marriage is such if it causes a Christian sol-
dier to neglect the worship of God. That it is not a curse
and hinarance per se is shown by the fact that the 0ld
Testament priests, God's soldiers, were married. liore-
over the whole church is spoken of as the church militant.
If marriage were a curse and a hindrance per se, no
Christian could marry.

3. "l Cor.7,5 commands married men to cease from Xnowlege
for a time by mutual consent, in order to devote them-
selves to prayer. Priests ought to devote themselves to
prayer every day. Therefore they ought to observe per-
petual continence.'
quenstedt replies that Paul is not speaking of common
daily prayers, but of special prayers in time of calamity.
"Paul does not command., He counsels and approves that they

do so,."
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4.,"1 Cor.7,32 says celibates care for the affairs of Christ,
and adhere to God without distraction."
Quenstedt replies that Paul is speaking of that peculiar
time of persecution,ana is speaking not only of priests
but of &ll Christians,

5."Numerous councils command celibacy."
quenstedt replies, "Councils which decree anything con=-

trary to God's word are rightly rejected."”
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IV, A Dopmaticul Comparison with Walther's"Kirche und Amt,"
Thesis I 3

Walther says in hie first thesis, "The holy office of preaching
(Predigtamt) or the ministry (Pfarremt) is not identical with that
of the priesthood of zll believerﬁ."

In his proof fron the Scripture, Walther says, "Although the
holy Secripture testlfies that all Lellevers ure priests (1 Pet. 2,9:
Rev. 1,6; 5,10), yet it expressly teaches that in the churek there
is an office %o tesch, to shepherd, to rule, etc., which the Chris-
tlans becuuse of their common calling (aliﬁemeiner Christenberuf)
do not have."

quenstedt's entire Questio I (Is & Peculiar Call Fecessary to
Enter the ﬁinistry?) treats of the necessity of the call, and herce
of the proper distinction between the universal priesthood of al1 be=-
lievers and the public ministry. Fe aimits thut every Christieas has
the duty of teaching an erring brother, but shows that private in-
struction and public tesching are two entirely different sctivities.
¥e aleso admnits that in the case of extreme necessity any Christian
can teach. Fe onposes the Anabaptists, who permlt any end every
Christisan to teach; the Socinians, who deny the necesslty of a pe-
culiar and mediate call; and teach that ordinarily, not in extreme
necesslty, any Christian, out of love to his nelghbor, or foxr the
sake of order, like 8t. Paul, can adninister the sacorsments &nud
tezch publicly. Ee oppéseu the Arminians who deny that only &« called
minister oi the Gospel may preach publicly or administer the sscra-
mente. Fe rejectc the Welglliune end Purltans who deny the mediate
cell, declaring that Cod alone can call. Fe opposesthe Qusakers,
who reject the ministry entirély. He.rejects the inner call of th
Calvinists, stating that it is but a sly method of steuling into the
ministry. W Elescg o g2l
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Thus uenatedt recognizes the priesthood of all be}ievera. mut
requires & special call into tne ministry and so mekes the proper
diestinetion Letween the universal priesthood and the public ministry,
In the Polemica, Question I, Objectionem Dialysis, Thesis VIII, 4e
says tersely, "It does not follow that since believers are callecu
priests wnd kings, they can preach withovt & call, for thﬁy are
spiritual kings and priests, 1 Pet. 2,97,

Quensteut's aiscuzsion cf thic cuestion embraces almost every
important statewent that Velther hos cdaucea from the writings of
Luther and other early Lutheran teachers on this particular question,
In fect, the same can be vaid of every one of the following ten

theses. His Scripture proofs are very nNuNeErous,

Thesls IXI

walther zays, "he ofilce of preaching (Prealgtsmt) or the minis-
try (Pfarramt) is nc human inétitution. but an office instituteé by ‘
Cod hinself."

quensteut in hic entire Juestion I (Is & Peculiar Call Necessa-
ry to Enter the Iinistry?), proves that & call into the ministry i=
necessary by divine command. Ee thus considers the call into the
ministry and the ministry itself as divine institutions. Fe says
tersely in his Didactica, Thesls III, "The efficient principle
cause of the ministry is God alonel, and then adff:shmgg' .St:‘rj.z-‘ :
ture passages which asoribe the ministry first to.God the _atheIWIQSQre-
after _+to God the Son, and last to God the Holy Spirit. Walther on
the other hand adducez 1) the prophecies of the pronhets declaring
God's will to give shepherds and teachers. 2) The passages in
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which Christ calls the Apostles to the ministry. 3) The passages
which consider the mediztely called as called of God. 4) The pass-
ages in which thq Apostles conslder the mediately called scrvants
of the church as their equals. It is also interesting to note that
Valther quotes twenty Scripture passages, while Quensteut quotes

nine-teen and that twelve passaies are common to both,

Thesis III

Walther's Thesis III recds as follows: "The establishment of the
office ofthe ministry is not optional, but is divinely erjoined upon '
the church, and until the end of days the church is ordinarily beund
to honor it."

In his proof from God.'-aif'ord. Walther: says," Christ says, liatthew
28, 19,20, "Go ye therefore,"etc, From this it is clear that by Christ's
comnand, the ministry of the Apostles should endure until the end of
days; but for this to come to pass, the church must un‘l';il the end of
days continually establish the orderly public ministry."

.'.{t,uenate.d'b in his Polemicea, the entire Question I, considers tre
call into the ministry and the ministry itself as divine inetitu-
tions. ¥é says, "The Lord sends laborers into his harvest, and hence
as long as the harvest lasts, 1ath.9,58", "The ministry of reconoci-
liation, 2 Cor.5,18.,20, lasts until the énd of the world. Eence also
the ambassadors,.”

Thesis IV,

Walther's Thesis IV reads, "The office of the ministry 1s no se-
parate holy estate, 111:; the Levitical priesthood, standing out as
more holy 'I:.han the common estate of all Christians, but an office of

servige."
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duonstedt's entire Tuestion II, "o has the rigat of ohobsinc

and calling ministers of tho chureh?™, iz eoneorno§ witl: dicproving
the NMoman Cotholic contention th-t the elerzy alone has tho right
to choose and cnll ninistorz. In the 3zdilesiz he refutez tlie
various miciaterprotationc of Coripture by Sollarmine. RBsllarnine
on llatthew 15,19,dceclares that the power of tho zors bolonged to
Teter oaad hic ouccessors only, not to the whols churenh, to which
mongtedt reoplies that Toter was not tho ovner, bui the mers
steward of %hio loys. On Inithew 13,12 Belleruine cays, "Ths ohuroh
iz mode up of prelates and not of the peoplc.” "Tell it to the
el.urenh, thcrefore, means, Tell 1t to the prolotee." Juonsztedt
replies %t Sorip sture nover uekes cuech o distinction batr.on %he
elerg; and the laity, oince the laity is ®ise: 2 port of the Caurch.

M Whe vorioue pacpoges in whlch Christians are urged to try falce

pastors, slleraine says thot 'Ij.'.za peozlc sihoculd do so only on t:z.e
baglz of the Judgment of the Roman Sce. Tnonstedd dis_:rwe.. tals
ptatozent wit: tho cxample of the Bereana, wio judzoed on the basis

of Ceripiurce Zellaruine ooys, “Phe people con't doposc fales
tonohiors. Thelr duty is merely not to hear felse teachers.
To thlz Tuonctodd repliez that it ic the right and the duty of
t:e whole chure: to czll ani depoze. FPollarnine zayrs,"Phe people
are coumandsd %o oley tieilr p-'.-.t.or.; to whio: ZJuongtodt rspliss,
"2ut only when in mocord with Seripture®. Bollerzins says,” Bichops
aro cclled minigters of the clmureh boecause they ars o rule and
not to obey tho churehe To t2is Ql_lenctndt a:m:are.' DIAROITIA
e:zeludes DITPCTINZI XURIOTETA. Christ retalas TEN ARCHIN for hin-
solf, but commands and intrustc DIAIONIAN AL OINOIICLIIAN to hile
minizters.

Thme ‘monstedt disproves the Roman Cathollce teaching that the
clergy 1a a moro- holy estate tion the :!.aits"; for that reccon the

olergy alone has tho right to oall and depose nministers, to exer-
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oice the power of the Xoys, to Judge falzc dootrine; and that
beosuso of Eoripiurcl command it iz the clergy's part to ruls,
and $1¢ leity's to oboy. Cuonstedi's atiacll on the hlorarchical

teitaclos of tho INonan ootepus are very wvohouont and affectiva.

Thesis V. _

Telther says, "The office of the minictry hes tie power %o
precch tho Gogpel cnd o adalnictor thic Ioly Sceramsnts and the
power of Spiritunl Jurlodiction.”

swenassedd, in hic Didaotica, Thesis II, teorsoly enumcretes ths
"Frineipal octs of tho minictry® as "l) Furs and incorirupt precclh-
ing. 2) The logitimnto dicpensation of tho Seoraments. 35) The
rigit use of tho powor of tho Hoys." The first two actas ar
brootod at qultc sufficiont lengiin in Question I, "Is . poouller
e’ neccusary Hto ontor the ministry?", and 's':uatl'on IV, "Iz thore
o Hirus elmure’l ordsr in tho Luthore_.n Cimurchws?" The third acct 1s ihs
subject of %ho entire Muontion ¥, "Do ninigters of the Church

iiave tho sower %o forzlvo cins2"

Thesls VI.

Talthor seym, "The offlce of tho minletry is conferred by God
thru theo congrogation, ac possessor of all church power or 'I'.':.a
Hers; cond Ly ths congregotiorls divinely prezerited cell. Ordin-
etion, with larying on of hands on thocc oalled, is not a divineg
institution, but za Aposiolic, ococclesiasticcl rite and only a
publio, ooclemm attestatlion of such ozll”. :

In regard to thw firot point, Talther quotes Tuenctsdt, who
soys, "The principel officisnt causc of the ministry is God alons".
"The lessor principel cause 1s the whole church". Talthor further
quotes Quistlon II, "ho Ins the right of choosing and caliing
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and enlling ministersc?Y, vhich ontirc question declarss that it iz
the right of the entire congrogotion to all; not of the clorzr alone.
In.rog'rd to tho oocond poind,' that ordinctlon 1o not o divine
inctlitutlon, bub an Apsstolic, ccclocilastical ritc andewly o publie,
solexn attestatlon of i call, Tucastodt is silent. e scems %o
conzider ordinaticn na dlvinely commanded snd canctioned by
‘postolic nco. Bui his view of Ordinetlon mey psrhopo be explained
in mac’: the sone way ac Valthor, "Eirche wml .'unt;'. P 201, expleins
Luther's vicw on Ordinatlon. telther says, "Inden Luther csegt,
dog Aufleogen dor mendeo lob Melns lsnsclionsatzunz, =o will er
danlt our dom pittelbaren Jeruf zum Nirchenamt, wolchor eben
;';;a'.':a:--;-::"-.ls.ﬁ:.-. auren Moendecuflegen zosciiot, dic gostilichs Eincets-

2= 2w 2 guy
uns rindieiront,.

Tmliheoris Thegls VII roads 2o follows: "Tho ™oly ninigtry is
e power convoyed Ly God thra the congreg: tion, ac tho poasesasor
of the prlescthood and cll ciure: power, to sdainistsr by public
consent, ln publiec offlice, the rightis of tho spiritual priozthood.”

sacnstedt in Tmeastion II, "Tho has the right of czlling and

ehwozing ainisters of tho clnuch”, velicusntly attaclis ths DNomanist
contentlon thet tho clorzy alone has the right to ocll nminigters;
to cxorcise the powor of tho Hoys; to Judge false doectirine and
depose false toazcherg; that the leity et obey the clergy in ell
things becouse of dif:l.ne comnmand, duenstodt rofers all these
rightc and dutics to the ontire oimureh, It 1o difficuls, hwovever,
to judge vhether OQuenctedt hed a clear-out Judgnmsnt on this guection.
The entire chureh, in hic jJudzmont, consists of the clargy, the
nesistracy and tho laity, Te cach of thoso olesses tho;:'a belong
cortaln specinl duties. Thus it ic tho ninictry's duty to examine

and oriain the candidates; the magistrzcy's to nomin=te, present and
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confirm the callod and déxenmlnod; the people's to czll, and confirm
by vote ond eleeotion; tut he odds, ';to prevent contention iIn the
eloctlion of Dighops and Precbyterc, & conziztory of clerz: and
honorod cltizons is eotoblished wolel: inqguires into the lifo,
noralc and movlodzge of condldantes. Tn Elcctoral famiony thcre are
tiree consistorics”. DSacaune of tha votec of tue ilagictraoy and the
Consistory In conzrogaticual affairs, it ic difficult to state
manstodt's tetehing on this quection wihether the ministry
eierolscs Lo public Pricsthood only by dolozation of the
emgregntion. IIo docs say, however, that in eiirome coce of nao-
esoldy, any Chrlstian noy proceh the Gospsl.

5 s na s b w - w8
E e e e e =

2 his Theslo VIXIX Thltaer aoys, "the offlice of tho Einlgtry
i1z e highost elmurel: 0ffice in tho church, 2ad the cource of all
obthor of fleces In the chureh,” In hie proof from Seripture, Talther
sors further, "ith the Apostolate tha Lord has instituted only
ons offlceo, vilch comprechends within itsell ezll o.ureh offices,
and thru it the ocongrogotion of God 1z to be tellon care of In every
+; tho highest officec i the minictry, to vhlch also cll
cthor offlececs ore cubrustod; overy other public cfiico in the
chureh iz e port of 1t or an nuxiliary office, subordinnteo to the
minigtr;, =hotior 1% be theo office of slders, wao do not later In
the TVord and doetrine (I Tim. 5,17), or the offiec of rulinz (Rom.
18,8), or ihe Dicconcte (Of:l‘!.e‘a of Service in nurrower cenac),
or whontever offlcos in t.';-.o oliurcl mey bo cntrusted to special
porsons for spocinl superintondencc.”

fuenstodt docc not a5y exprocsly theat the mianistry ic the

highest office and the source of all obther church offices. =Rather

docs ko give the ipprocsion thnmt e ccoopts tho poculiar mixture of

cimircl: andl stete of ils time, wiich ho indlocatos by hils consent to

&7s
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the volco of tho Imgistracy cnd Comslatory lu ceceloslactlezl affairs.

o mictolienly soys thet in the Apostollc: end primitive church
there wore %.1roc distinet orders of nministors and coms wereo
divinely ordalucd, bub that =1l Ind t5:c samo power in tho proaching
of tho Gogpol, cduninlistoring of tiio Sacrements and Hoys, and this
beecuse of anclont custon, wlorefore the Luthoron ehurehes retaln
thic snclient distianctlon betwoon ministers, viz. Bishope,
Prasbytors and Dezconc (Didactice, Thosisc IIV.).

menstodt velionently o noces the omenizt contention thet by
divine righ® Dighopc are superlor to Prosiytors, botk as to order
end Juricdiction, doclaring thot the distinetion 1c 2 human
dictlinetlon clonc. o morcover rcfutoc tie RNomenizt contenticn
oy proving th-t Preshyters, in

of Bwatiay T,

sobolic timce, ordeined. (Tho cntire ZXTTESIS, "Is there o true
e’urel ordoer in tho Iutheren churches??) o thus proves tuaal
_. ivine oid cononiloal right there ic no differoxnco botwoon the
©ond Uhe Proesiytory.e o error conelsts In suppesling that
t:e ferijpturel Blshops and Precbytors rofer to different cfficlzls
of i@ Cimroh, whogeo rar: and Juriscdictiasn are greater enc losser
rfza:.;;-ac‘:-.;i-.ra!.:, yet, howevor, norely by Apontelic and primitive
scolosiacticnl uscge, not ot all by divino ingtitution. s cesome
also %o zuppose tho Denecons to hove boen of oguel power and euthor-

ity with the 3Siclhopo and Z’re:hyturnu.

Theecls IXk.

Tolthor saye, "To the Hely Ilinletry thore 1is 'd'.m honor cnd
unconditlencl cobedionce wheonever the mlnilster applies e Tord of
God; novertholesn, the minlstor mey not oxerclse dominlon in t:e
Chmrehj ha, thoreforo, hos no right to. malkc now lowa, arbltrorily
to arrzange tiie adiephora end corcuoniep in the Church, or clone, and

wlthout provious knowledge of the whole congregution to inpome and
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ocorry out thio pontencc of o:xcoumunilcatlon.”

fuenatedt vehenontly oppoces the Romanicht contention that the
laity st cboy the clergy in all things by declerinz that
obedlonce ioc due the clargy only whon in cpeatlis In cccord with
God's vord; thoat "DIANOINIA excludes DESPOTINEN IURIOTETLAY: that
"Christ alone hes TSN ANCIED: minlsters have the DIAXONTANT AT
ODIMICIIIAI® (Tmostlion II, HDiditenis I, "Tho has tie right to chooso
end call uiaistors?®)

enoiedt furtiwr opposec the Romanict contention thet the power
ol %iwe Ilgym, %he judzinz of false dootrine, tho dopoaing of falce

pestors, and t:w ciooging and ealling of new pastors bolongs to
t:0 clergr clone. (Mmostion II, =:dikozis I)

Cfe %he discucsoion undor Thosis IV.

Telihicr in his Thosis = soys, "Ile holy ministry, indesd,
none the diving right o Judgo doctirine; hiwover, thoe leity eleo
azo thip right; for which rocson lajymen hnvo alsc ceat and volce
witl: tho ninletorsc in olmxreh courdtc and councils. ™

woncbedt osposcs Bollarnine '.n contention that the Coriptural
cozmend %o try tenchore and spirlis should be offcoted by the
poople ouly oa tiio baglis of vwhat the Romanists preach and the
Domen Sco adjudges. IHe disproves ‘t;:-ais contontion with the
Soriptural ciaomple of the Dsrconz, wio searched theo Seripturec
t0 ascortoin the truil of Paul's preaching. " Bellermine says that
the pcoplo emNat depono o folss pastor because Goposing is tho
privilegs and duty of 't.l-zn clorgy alono, whereas fae poople's
privilego a.md duty 1s morely not to henr feolse postors. menstedt
replies that pince the people have the right to determine who shounld
rule over thom and to clhicope e.!;.d call theilr own pastors, ther clso

heve the .right to dopooe their postors for falee doctrine.
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Bellormine declarss thet the voicc of tho people in choouing pasiers

was norely an Apostolic concossion, and not et all o necszpory
divine condition. Tuonstedt replics that the Apostlos cxhiorted the
peonle Lo choose their postors, which tliey surcly would not hove
dono hnd 1% not beon ploasing in Cod's olghte Tae objeotion

thet thoe lrexpericneccd and power-=loving poople ic ontiroly wnfit

%o ecall prmotors, Tuenstedt anawors by tho statemont, thet the
eleotlion of praotorzs is ot entirely in the hands of the poople,

for tho advieo and vote of the clorg are ncocssary factors.

nGre are noenyr mors objectlons whleh Cuenatedt ably a;-a.-ﬁ?erc.

L st be noted oot Taenstedd edvoecntes his"three ctetiong®
{Stete, Church cnd "oma) In the choosing of pustors and in th
Jui_sing of doctrine. =Seoningl;, tho copzrotion of churoh and stete
iz not nceceosary or Seriptwrnl in his oyes - wilich iz duc,of ccur:';e.
bo hio poeeulinr inhoritenco and baclizround. It muct be noted,
Dovever, thal Jucnstedt adroenics that tze poople clso should hnve
e volee ond send in tic chiwcosing anéd deposing of pastors end in the
Juiging of decirine. Thother ho considersd tihc people oo entiiled

o o reprozeatotion ond volee 1n all ccelesimotical courts and ccuneclle

u"-:-

aey be Inferred, but net aseertnined, frem ls dlooussion.




Bibliography,.

Quenstedt,"Theologia Didactico =Polemica sive Systema Theologicum}
Part Four,pp.3935=-420

Concordia Cyclopedia,p.633

Lutheran Cyclopedia,p.400

Meusel,*Kirchliches Handlexikon",vol.5,pp.48I-482

catholic Encyclopedia,vol.I3,p.550 ff,.

Schaff-Herzog Encyclopedia,vol.I0,p.267 ff,

"Realencyklopaedie fuer protestantische Theologie und Kirche",
vol.I6,p.382 ff,.

walther, "Kirche und Amt",Part Two,"Amt"®

Pieper,"Dogmatik",vol.l ,rP.I172=I187;Vv0l.3,rP.50I-534

wEbeneezer®,pp.140-I160




	Quenstedt's Discussion on the Ministerial Office
	Recommended Citation

	tmp.1627567758.pdf.L9DFC

