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CO reconcıle 15 A specıfic LYPC of love GoOod and tellow Martın Bucer’”s Doctrine of Justification:
creatures.” Ihe remaınder of the volume OllOows Reformatıon Theology AAanı Early Modern
thıs schema, askıng the quest10ns, °‘How WC AT be IrenıcısmıIn love GOod’ hap Z217\) and ‘how WC ATC be ıIn
love-as-neighbour' (Chap 22) Following these explora- Oxford Studıies in Hıstorical Theology
t10NS, Kelsey FOCS define human treedom in Brıan Lug10yo
of these relatıons: Chrıistian treedom 15 "“not contradıcted Oxtord Oxtord University Press, 2010, 256
by 31so affırmıng that thev A condıtioned, dependent, a18) ISBN 978-0-19-538736-0)
ınd Iımıted Ainıte 1n multıple WaYyS. (846) It 1S here

SUMMARYthat WC —  U  L @&  Q  C  entric evistence) ın Itfs CSSCNCC} it 15 only
DV TG( SE the triune God of SraCC ınd love that the Brian LUgIOYO Ortrays Bucer dASs Dragmatıc negotiator of
human PCISON 0 ar ın OVEe [O O! aınd in love- the Reformation who engaged openliy (and secretly) wiıth
as-ne1ghbour. Ihe remamnıng chapters of the volume his Catholic colleagues without denying his strong and CONMN-

Iıstent theological conviıctions, especially ON the doctrineexplore the dıstortive eftect of SIN uDON human ultımate
ınd proximate CONTEXIS of justification by al alone. LU@IOYO chows that thee

ment Justification, eached at the ı1et of Kegens-In makıng concludıng remarks ON such } LOUTV de fOrce
ın theologıcal wrıiting, It 15 ıar know exactlvy where burg, noTt onliy hears Bucer’'s signature but Iso reflects HIS

earlier position outlined n hIs RKomans Commentary.locate the rel bearıng of thıs work. It 1$ undenıuable
that Kelsevy’'s work 15 example of A novel (and much ın Hucer Wds>, ArSues LUgIOYO, therefore noTt weak

mediating theologian, SOMNE >SdY, but consistent theo-heecde approach theologıcal anthropology. ıth hıs
emphasıs UuPON the “quotidian’ and the “proximate (0)85 loglan wiıth IreNIC approac reform. With his areful
FeXts’” of human EXIStENCE, Kelsey has A long W and comprehensive study, LUgIOYO nOT only provides
towards righting the WTIONSS otf PFreviOUS theologıcal Iluminating aCcCount of the Dast hut also helpful inter-
approaches anthropology. In lıght of thıs, the IM por- pretatiıve framework for the understanding of the present
FTance of hıs doctrine of creation ın protecting inıtude ecumenical lalogue.
agalnst IS slow erosıoN INnto somethıng 1ıke A reprist1- ZUSAMMENFASSUNGnated doctrine of orıgınal SIN CANNOTLT be overplayed.
Nevertheless, there 15 something ıbout Kelsev’'s offering Briıan LU@IOYO präsentiert Bucer als eınen pragmatischen

Verhandlungsführer der Retormation, der sıch öffentlichwhich holds thıs reader back from unqualified eulogy.
Ihe work 1$ long; LOO ONg, tor It have the ımpact (und Im Verborgenen) mıit seınen Katholischen Kollegen

auseinandersetzte, ohne seIne starken und stimmıgen the-It SNOU have. In IMS SCNSCS, Eccentric ANASTENCE loses
ITSs WAaY ın the mınutlae, fallıng Into the temptatiıon of ologischen UÜberzeugungen verleugnen, insbesondere

die Lehre über die Rechttfertigung allein dUus Gilauben LUgI-becomıng systematıc theology  T  5 and € dıe the €a
of A thousand qualifications. IThe author does NOT o1ve OYO zeigt auf, dass die Übereinstimmung He der Rechtferti-

SUNg, WIE SIE In Regensburg erzielt wurde, nıcht MNUur Bucersthe reader the dıgnıtv of being ıDIE make “mental
caps theır accord aınd feels pressured dot Handschri tragt, sondern auch seIne rühere Position

reflektiert, wıe SIE In seInem Römerkommentar argelethe 18 and CTOS the S iın chapter. Nonetheless,
t1me 11l tell whether NOT elsey’s wrıting wıll have ISst ın Bucer War aher, S  } LUgIOYO, kein schwacher

theologischer Mediator, WIE einıge behaupten, sondern eınthe eftfect It deserves wıthın the CONLEM POFAFrY theologı-
cal miheu. beständiger Theologe mMit eınem triedfertigen Ansatz Z

Reform. Miıt seIner sorgfältigen und umfassenden Studie
J Mackenzte, lJefert LUgIOYO nicht 1Ur eınen informativen Bericht über

Uniwversity of Cambriudge die Vergangenheit, sondern auch eınen hilfreichen |)eu-
tungsrahmen für das Verständnis des gegenwärtigen ÖOku-
menischen Dialogs.
RESUME
ans cCel JUVFaSsC, Briıan LUgIOVO decrit Bucer
negoclateur bragmatique du MOUuvemen de Ia Reforme
QuU! lalogue OQOuvertementT (e arfols secretement)
S55 cCollegues catholiques, Sd renlier 565 fortes cConvıctions
theologiques maIls 1es malntenant de MmManıere CONSE-
quente, Otlammen SUur Ia doctrine de Ia Justification Dar
Ia fOl seule. LUgIOYO eleve JUC /accord SUr la Justification
atteınt 1a LDiete de kegensburg, NO  _- seulement porte Ia
signature de bucer, mMaıls reflete posıtion anterieure telle
qu'ıl l’avait exXxposee dans 018 commentaılre SUr l’epitre
AUX Komalns. artın Bucer na donc Ddd alt DITEUVE de
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faıblesse theologique, contraırement UJUC certaıns DEN- A 1 study that explicıtly focuses ON “‘hıstorical theology.‘
sent, mMaıs s’est montre theologien fidele 565 DOSI- For those who WaAanrt dıg deeper, the 500 wıth
HONS TOULT en cherchant favoriser les reformes de anlıere helpful features, such the extensıve orıgıinal erman

and Latın quotations ın the footnotes ell fourIrenIque. ette eEtude solgnee et complete rend Compte
du passe de anlere eclairante, el ournit de Surcroit appendices, CONSIStINS ın Englısh translatıons of relevant
cadre interpretatif utile Ia comprehension du lalogue chapters of ucer’s Romans Commentary ınd L ransla-

t10Nn of ticle of the Worms 0ORoecumenIquUE actuel
As Ug10yO combiınes hıstorıcal StU V wıth solıd

dogmatıc treaAatment of ucer’s soteri0ologıcal approach,
In Martın Bucer’s Doctrine of Justification: ATON both scholars and students wıth specı1al interest In
Theology and ANVWY Modern Irenıcısm, Brian Lug10yo, hurch 115t01'y ınd systematıc heology alıke wıll pro: tAssıstant Professor of Relıgion aınd Phiılosophy Aat Spring from the book Furthermore, Lug10yo's SE V 15 valu-
or Universıity, seeks cshow that Bucer W aAs NOT A able TEOSON in that 1t NOT only provıdes mater1.al for the
weak Vermittlungstheologe but A dıplomat of the eIOTFr- interpretation of FEceHT. ecumenı1cal conversations, SUIC
natıon wıth strong and consıstent theological CONVIC- ‘Evangelıcals and Catholıcs together,’ the “Jomt
MONS. ()ver agalnst those who charge Bucer wıth ackıng Declaration ON the Doectrine of Justification,’ but also
theological steadfastness, Lug10yo ıntroduces Bucer works { S1gNpOSt for turther dialogue. May the debate
4A11 IFeNIC ımbassador for UnNIty who dıd NOT Oownplay contıinue aınd NOLT wıthout lıstening ucer’s VO1lCEe
the importance ofthe doctrine of Justiıficatıon tor the sake from the past, vhıch undoubtedly has omethıing SaV
of ecclesiastıcal unıty. 1lo ıllustrate 11Ss point, Uug10yO U today.
O00O0! AT ucer’s posıtion the doectrine of Justiıficatıon Michaßl Bräutigam,durıng hıs dialogue wıth Roman Catholı1c theologıans Edınburgah, COTLANfrom 1539 1541, tryıng cshow that It remaıned
cOoNsıstent wıth hıs earher outlıne of the doctrine ın hıs
Romans Commentary of 1536 Ihe author ınfolds Bu  a

Tight Fısts Open Hands? Wealth ”an Povertyer s understandıng of the doctrine of Justificatıon, wh
AL the Ar time paıntıng comprehensıve pıcture of ın Old Testament Law
Bucer’s general soteri0logıcal outlook. 1Io MNS Bucer Davıd aker
in 1alogue wıth hıs Roman Catholı1c contemporarı1es,
UgZ10YyO introduces Johannes ropper’sTof JuS- Grand Rapıds: Ekerdmans, 2009, XX1V 411, £25.95

pb ISBN 9/8-0-3028-6283-9tificatıon, penned ın the Enchirıdion (1538); ınd ın
final step [rAaCces ucer’s COMNCrETE ınvolvement in dıffer- UMMARY
NL Catholic-Protestant debates, culmınatıng ın the DDiet aVl Baker’s book IS excellent exploration of Oldof RKegensburg (1541) where he negotiated ONC of the JTestament wealth and DOVerTY 1aws read within the AncıentProtestant representatıves the Worms Book ear astern CONTEeXT that attempits highlight the Old S6

Ug10VO ArgUCS that the final version of 1fSs artı- aments underlying COompassion towards the VOOT and dIs-cIeE praised Dy both Catholıcs ınd Protestants Zl the DOossessed. The book offers the author’s O W! translations ofDıiet, WAas NOT weak Vermittlungstheologıe, but 15 strongly iblica (EXS, in-depth research, topical organısatıon and
"eXpress1ive of ucer’s theology of Justiıficatıon from careful Comparıison wiıth Ancıent ear astern Iaw codes.

FL Thıs 15 obviously debatable, then ınd 1L1LOW. ıle other attempts tackle the tOpICS of wealth andWhereas V1n W 4A5 apDPYV wıth the final version of the FÜY n the Old JTestament often 1ead ıberation theol-artıcle, Luther W aAS NOT. Lug1i0yo points OUrL that artıcle OBY Or health and wealth gospel, Baker offers his audience15 NOT A patchwork of compromıi1se‘ 204) However, accessible and engaging eading of Old lestament Iaw
ONEC could add, ıt stıill remaıns COMpromı1se, and the that demonstrates desire for Justice for allinevıtable problem of A compromıise 1$ ItSs OPCHNCSS for
the ınvolved partıes read theır own interpretation ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
Into It. Sıgnificant dıfferences mıght st11] 31 e N1N! the Davıd Bakers Buch ISt eın ausgezeichneter Forschungs-
curtaın of A sophıiısticated dıplomatıc language. MetinNer beitrag über alttestamentliche (‚esetze Reichtum
ONEC AYTCCS wıth the pıcture that US210VO paints of the und Armut auf dem Hintergrund des Nahen ()stens der
reformer Bucer Ar Regensburg (“Bucer dıd NOT 111- Antike. |)as Werk zielt darauf ab, die dem Alten @sfa-
Inodate the evangelıcal doectrine ofJustiıfication; he CVall- mentT zugrunde llegende mpathie mMit den Armen und
gelızed,’ 208), ONC has commend the cClearly structured Besitzlosen hervorzuheben. DDer utor nn seIne eigene
er ın which Lug10yo, wıth close attention ctaıl. Übersetzung der Dıblischen exte, das Werk hietet eıne
ınfolds hıs 1E of ArgumcTcnt. hıs 15 undoubtediy (QIEIE gründliche Studie SOWIE Ine thematische Anordnung
of the strengths of hıs work. One could have wıshed ftor und eınen sorgfältigen Vergleich aallı den (esetzeskodices

des Nahen stens der Antike. Während andere Ansätzeıllustration of arallels between Bucer aınd CONTEMN-

POrary protestant theologians ınvolved 1n the ecumen1- FÜ Thema vVon Reichtum und rImMUu IM Alten JTestament
cal debate  5 but that miıght AaVEC been A step [OO far for oftmals ın Ine Befreiungstheologie münden oder In eın
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