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- the touto, because Mark here reads as if the disciples had first

all drunk out of the cup before Christ said, “This is My blood,’ so
that He immediately thereafter should point to His sitting blood,
because the cup had now already been emptied. But all this has
long ago been disposed of and put to naught. For not only do the
other evangelists and St.Paul write differently, but he himself
also, St. Mark, when he speaks of the other part of the Sacrament,
does not write that the disciples had eaten the bread and that
afterwards Christ had said, ‘This is My body.” Therefore the ex-
pression concerning the drinking must adjust itself according to
the word which the other evangelists and Paul —and St. Mark
himself — maintain in their assertion concerning the eating; for
he cannot be against himself and against all the rest.” (XX:1043.)
“But I wonder nevertheless how it is that St. Mark alone
records this point so: ‘And they all drank of it’ . . . I hold that,
when Matthew alone above all of the rest writes, ‘Drink ye all
of it and when Mark relates, “They all drank of it this is written
for this reason, that the two evangelists wanted to show how the
disciples all drank out of this cup; not on account of thirst, as
other drinks perhaps were taken, when one had to pour in more
than once before it had passed around; but that they had to let
this cup pass around and drink of it in such moderate measure
that they all drank of it; as Luke also writes that the Lord gave
the final drink before the Sacrament in such a manner that they
all drank out of one cup, when he says: ‘Take this and divide it
among yourselves,” Luke 22:17. As if he wished to say: There
were indeed more cups at the table out of which every one drank
for himself, or one cup was filled more than once; but this cup
at the last was given that they all should drink out of the same,
therewith to give a farewell to the old paschal lamb.” (XX:1044.)
“So, of course, by these actions He desired to distinguish
notably His Supper from the old supper, first, by giving to them
the farewell drink, as Luke writes. Therewith He indeed moved
the disciples’ minds so that they had to think: What is His intention
in giving us the farewell drink out of His own cup? He never
did this at table before; and particularly because St. Luke (22:18)
writes that He had also expressed such farewell with words by
saying: ‘For I say unto you, I will not drink of the fruit of the
vine until the kingdom of God shall come.!” (XX:1044.)
“Secondly, by this, that He takes a special piece of bread
from among all other pieces of bread into His hands, gives thanks,
and breaks it after such farewell drink, then they indeed had to
think: How? Will He now eat another time? We thought He
just now gave us the farewell drink. Then they, of course, took
special notice of what He was doing and listened to what He was
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speaking. For so He had not done at the table and at the eve-
ning meal of the paschal lamb with the other bread, and He now
begins, after the farewell drink and the evening meal, a new thing
and says it is His body. Here they maintain silence and simply
believe; no one asks how bread might be body.” (XX:1045.)

“Thirdly, by this that He gives them His cup and tells them
all to drink out of it. This also had to make them reflect since
He had not done so with any other cup, and, in addition, says
it is His blood. They again are silent and believe. For they un-
doubtedly thought that what He says must be true. When they
see such new action after the farewell that He begins anew, gives
thanks anew, expresses the blessing anew, and, in addition, takes
a special piece of bread, which He divides among them and also
divides among all of them His cup and concludes such supper with
one bread and one cup, they very naturally think that He knew
well what He was doing and saying, that there was no need of
any questioning, although they perceive very well that it was
a new, another supper.” (XX:1045.)

“To sum up, they ate the paschal lamb in such a way that
He did not tell them to eat or to drink nor laid or set anything
before any one; but every one ate and drank for himself as it
lay and stood before him, as also Matthew and Mark say: ‘As they
did eat, Jesus took bread,’ etc. But here He proceeds in a new
way: He takes and designates a certain special bread, blesses it,
Himself breaks it, and divides it among them and lays it before
them and tells them to eat and, in addition, says: “This is My body,
which is given for you.! After the same manner He does also with
the cup, designates and gives a special drink for all of them. Of
the other bread He does not tell them to eat nor to drink from
the other cup nor lays and sets anything before any one as He does
here. By all of this He indeed shows that this bread and wine
are not common bread and wine, as was received in the paschal
feast, but an altogether different one, a special one, a higher one,
namely, as He Himself declares, that it is His body and blood.”
(XX:1045.)

“So we have it that Matthew and Mark agree and that both
speak in the simplest way, using almost the same words, except
that Matthew at the end adds the words ‘for the remission of
sins’ Again, Mark, when speaking of the bread, says, ‘He
blessed it, whereas the others always say, ‘He gave thanks,’ just
as Mark himself also does in connection with the cup, so that it
seems to me that He wants to have us understand that blessing
and giving of thanks are one and the same thing. Nevertheless
I leave this matter to those who find pleasure in concerning them-
selves with it” (XX:1046.)
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“It is undoubtedly more profitable to take note of the fact that,
since the evangelists, all of them, so uniformly and in the simplest
way make use of these words, “This is My body,’ one can gather
from this that it is of course no figurative expression and that no
trope is found therein. For if there were some trope therein,
surely one of them would have touched upon it with some syllable
to show that some other text or understanding is possible. Just
as they indeed do in other matters, where one states what another
one leaves out or says with other words, as when Matthew (12:28)
writes that Christ said: ‘If I cast out devils by the Spirit of God,’
etc, Luke, however, says:. ‘If I with the finger of God cast out
devils Luke 11:20, and when Mark says that one seed bore fruit
thirty-, another sixty-, another a hundredfold, and Luke says
simply, ‘And it bore fruit a hundredfold’; and there are many such
instances where one explains the other or expresses himself dif-
ferently.” (XX:1046.)

“Here, however, they are all most simply alike and not one,
by a single letter, permits himself to appear different from the other,
as if all of them would say: No one can speak of it differently, more
simply, and more surely than so: “This is My body,’ although
Luke and Paul, in connection with the cup, speak much differently
from Matthew and Mark, as we shall hear. Since, then, four
witnesses stand there and agree thoroughly in their words, we may
joyfully and surely rely upon their testimony and upon the basis
of it conclude and believe what we do. For if God says: ‘In the
mouth of two or three witnesses every word may be established,’
Matt. 18:16, how much more shall the testimony of these four wit-
nesses be stronger to us than all the Sacramentarians’ erying and
palavering! They indeed dare not say that Matthew, Mark, Luke,
and Paul were not so learned, holy, pious, and spiritual as they
and theirs are. But if they make such witnesses’ testimony doubt-
ful, then the Sacramentarians’ sayings shall be justly more doubt-
ful, especially since they disagree with one another and no one
is certain of his own text nor can become so; but these four wit-
nesses agree in the very letters of the text.” (XX:1046f.)

Taking up the third text, Luther says: “St.Luke is the third,
chapter 22:19, 20: ‘And He took bread and gave thanks and brake
it and gave unto them, saying, This is My body, which is given for
you. This do in remembrance of Me. Likewise also the cup after
supper, saying, This cup is the new testament in My blood, which
is shed for you’” (XX:1047.)

“Whoever is willing to be instructed would be satisfied with
what Luke says in this matter; so clearly and so excellently does
he speak of the Lord’s Supper. First he describes the farewell
drink of Christ, as we have said above, and says: ‘He took the
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