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Abstract:ThispresentpaperexaminestherudimentaryconceptofProtestanttheologyasanacademicdisciplinewhichwas

enunciatedbyMelanchthoninhisprolegomenatoallLatinandGermanversionsofLociwhichwereindispensablein
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Melanchthonasa１６thＧCenturyPanＧProtestantTheologian

DespitethefactthatthecontemporaryProtestanttheologyisbesetwithquestionsanddoubts,it
isadvisabletoexaminethe１６thＧcenturyrootsofProtestanttheologicalendeavours．For１６thＧcentury
theologiansespousingthe Reformationtenets,it wasevidentthattheold,Catholictheological
paradigmwaschallengedbyMartinLuther,〔１〕whilethefoundationsforanew,emergingProtestant
theologyasanacademicdisciplinewerelaidbyPhilipMelanchthonwhowasacclaimedasPraeceptor
GermaniaenamelyastheTeacheroftheGermanＧspeakingworld．Infact,Melanchthon􀆳sinfluence

７７

〔１〕 PhilippMelanchthon,“Praefatio,”inCorpusdoctrinaechristianaequaeestsummaorthodoxietcatholicidogmatis
complectensdoctrinam purametveram EvangeliiJesuChristisecundum divinaprophetarumetapostolorumscripta (Leipzig:

Voegelin,１５６０),A２r．Reprintedin:Idem,Operaquaesupersuntomnia (CorpusReformatorum),vol．９,ed．KarlGottliebBretschneider
(HalleanderSaale:Schwetschke,１８４２),１０５０Ｇ１０５５[No．６９３２(１６February１５６０)]．Idem,OratioinfunerereverendiviriD．Martini
Lutheri(Wittenberg:[s．n．],１５４６),passim．Idem,“Praefatio,”inOperaquaesupersuntomnia (CorpusReformatorum),vol．６,ed．
KarlGottliebBretschneider(HalleanderSaale:Schwetschke,１８３９),１５５Ｇ１７０ [No．３４７８ (１June１５４６)]．Idem,“Derehrbarenund
tugendsamenFrauAnna,”inOperaquaesupersuntomnia (CorpusReformatorum),vol．２２,ed．KarlGottliebBretschneiderand
HeinrichErnstBindseil(Braunschweig:Schwetschke,１８５５),４５Ｇ４８[TertiaAetas(LociTheologiciGermanice)]．
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extendedtootherEuropeanterritoriesaswell．〔２〕

Byhistextbookofthesystematictheology(Loci)andbythetheoryunderlyingthatmanual,

Melanchthoninitiatedanewwayoftheologisingwhichwastreasurednotonlybytheproponentsof
the Wittenberg Reformation．John Calvin,for instance,effected the French translation of
Melanchthon􀆳sLociwhichwaspublishedtwiceinthe１６thcentury．〔３〕Thetranslator(s)thereof
couldnotbeidentified〔４〕butitisconceivablethatCalvinhimselftranslatedLociintoFrench．Both
editionsofFrenchLociwerealmostidenticallyprefacedbyCalvin．〔５〕Additionally,theeditionof
１５５１containedaforeword〔６〕which wasplausiblyauthoredbyitspublisherJeanCrespin．The
FrenchtranslationofMelanchthon􀆳sLociwasbasedontheLatineditionof１５４３．Moreover,in１５５５
CalvindecidedtoprovideaprefacefortheFrenchtranslationofMelanchthon􀆳scommentaryuponthe
BookofDaniel．〔７〕

Calvin􀆳sadmiration for Melanchthon􀆳stheologicalenterpriseis wellＧknown and a close
theologicalandpersonalbondbetweenthemhasbeenthoroughlyexamined．〔８〕InCalvin􀆳seyes,

Melanchthonactedasabeacontothe１６thＧcenturyhumanitiesandhewasthemostillustriousdoctor
oftherenewedchurchfoundedontheScripturealone．〔９〕InhiswritingsCalvinpaidhomageto
MelanchthonastoapillarofReformationtheology〔１０〕anddidnothesitatetoconveyasenseofhis
profoundChristianintimacywithMelanchthonpublically．〔１１〕

８７

〔２〕

〔３〕

〔４〕

〔５〕

〔６〕

〔７〕

〔８〕

〔９〕

〔１０〕

〔１１〕

MichaelBeyeretal．,ed．,MelanchthonDeutsch,vol．１Ｇ４(Leipzig:EvangelischeVerlagsanstalt,１９９７－２０１２)．IreneDingelandArmin
Kohnle,ed．,PhilippMelanchthon:LehrerDeutschlands,ReformatorEuropas (Leipzig:EvangelischeVerlagsanstalt,２０１１)．GünterFrankand
MartinTreu,ed．,MelanchthonundEuropa,vol．１Ｇ２(Stuttgart:Thorbecke,２００１－２００２)．KarinMaag,ed．,MelanchthoninEurope:HisWork
andInfluencebeyond Wittenberg (GrandRapids:BakerBooks,１９９９)．FrankPauli,Philippus:EinLehrerfürDeutschland:Spurenund
WirkungenPhilipp Melanchthons (Berlin:WichernＧVerlag,１９９６)．HeinzScheible,ed．,Melanchthoninseinen Schülern (Wiesbaden:

Harrassowitz,１９９７)．JohnSchofield,PhilipMelanchthonandtheEnglishReformation (Aldershot:Ashgate,２００６)．BirgitStolt,ed．,Philipp
MelanchthonundseineRezeptioninSkandinavien (Stockholm:Almqvist& Wiksell,１９９８)．

PhilippMelanchthon,Lasommedetheologieoulieuxcommuns,ed．JeanCalvin(Geneva:Girard,１５４６)．Idem,Lasommede
theologieoulieuxcommuns,ed．JeanCalvin(Geneva:Crespin,１５５１)．

“InterpretatioLocorumTheologicorum Melanthonisgallica,”inMelanchthon,Opera,vol．２２,６６７Ｇ６７０[F,II]．
JeanCalvin,“Auxlecteurs,”in Melanchthon,Lasomme (Geneva:Girard,１５４６),２rＧ４v．Idem,“Auxlecteurs,”in

Melanchthon,Lasomme (Geneva:Crespin,１５５１),IIrＧVr．TheaforementionedprefacewasreprintedinCorpusReformatorum:Jean
Calvin,“PréfacedelasommedeMelanchthon (１５４６),”inOperaquaesupersuntomnia (CorpusReformatorum),vol．９ (３７),ed．
WilhelmBaum,EdouardCunitzandEduardReuss(Braunschweig:Schwetschke,１８７０),８４７Ｇ８５０．

“L􀆳imprimeuravlecteur,”inMelanchthon,Lasomme (Geneva:Crespin,１５５１),５v．Reprintedin:Melanchthon,Opera,vol．
２２,６８３Ｇ６８６[F,II(InterpretatioLocorumTheologicorum Melanthonisgallica)]．

JeanCalvin,“Argument,”inPhilippMelanchthon,CommentairesurlelivredesrévélationsdupropheèteDaniel,ed．Jean
Calvin(Geneva:Crespin,１５５５),９Ｇ１１．Again,thetranslatorisunknown．

PhilipSchaff,“CalvinandMelanchthon,”inHistoryoftheChristianChurch,vol．８(GrandRapids:Eerdmans,１９５８),３８５Ｇ
３９８[§９０]．RandallC．Zachman,JohnCalvinasTeacher,Pastor,andTheologian:TheShapeofHisWritingsandThought(Grand
Rapids:BakerAcademic,２００６),２９Ｇ５３ [１,２]．GünterFranketal．,ed．,MelanchthonundderCalvinismus (StuttgartandBad
Cannstatt:FrommannＧHolzboog,２００５)．Barbara Pitkin,“The ProtestantZeno:Calvin andthe Developmentof Melanchthon􀆳s
Anthropology,”TheJournalofReligion８４,no．３(２００４):３４５Ｇ３７８．

JeanCalvin,“Melanchthoni,”inOperaquaesupersuntomnia (CorpusReformatorum),vol．１７ (４５),ed．WilhelmBaum,

EdouardCunitzandEduardReuss(Braunschweig:Schwetschke,１８７７),３８６[No．２９８５(１３December１５５８)]．
JeanCalvin,“DefensiosanaeetorthodoxaedoctrinaedeservituteetliberationehumaniarbitriiadversuscalumniasAlberti

PighiiCampensis(１５４３),”inOperaquaesupersuntomnia (CorpusReformatorum),vol．６(３４),ed．WilhelmBaum,EdouardCunitz
andEduardReuss(Braunschweig:Schwetschke,１８６７),２２９Ｇ２３０[IoannesCalvinusclarissimoviroPhilippoMelancthoni]．

JeanCalvin,“DilucidaexplicatiosanaedoctrinaedeveraparticipationecarnisetsanguinisChristiinsacracoenaad
discutiendasHeshusiinebulas(１５６１),”inOpera,vol．９(３７),４６１Ｇ４６３．
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Inhisprefacetothe Frenchtranslation of Melanchthon􀆳s LociCalvinrecommendedand
endorsedLociasanimpeccableandlucidexpositionofthebiblicalwayofsalvation．Atthesame
time,Calvinadmittedadifferencebetweenhisownviewsand Melanchthon􀆳ssystemasfarasthe
conceptofhumanfreewillandtheconceptofdivinepredestinationwereconcerned．Thisdifference
CalvinregardedasextraneoustotheacademicandtheologicalexcellenceofLoci．〔１２〕

InhisprefaceCalvindidnotespousetheideaofcountingabsolutionamongthesacramentswhichhe
attributedtoMelanchthon．Actually,Melanchthon􀆳sconceptsofhumanfreewillandofdivinepredestination
asenunciatedinhisLociof１５４３〔１３〕andlaterinhisResponsetotheArticlesoftheBavarianInquisition
(１５５８)〔１４〕didnotentirelycoincidewithCalvin􀆳sposition．Nonetheless,asregardsabsolution,inhisLociof
１５４３〔１５〕Melanchthononlyponderedoverapossiblenumberofparticularsacramentswhich wouldbe
contingentupondifferentdefinitionsofthesacramentadoptedforargument􀆳ssake．Thisapproachwas
characteristicofhisentiresacramentology．〔１６〕Toputitsimply,whetherabsolutionwasclassifiedasa
sacramentornot,dependedonhowsacramentsweredefined．

９７

〔１２〕

〔１３〕

〔１４〕

〔１５〕

〔１６〕

ThesamereasoningisfoundinCalvin􀆳slettertothemembersofthecitycouncil(seigneurs)ofGeneva．Inthatofficialletter
Calvintriedtoexplainwhyhisownviewsonhumanfreewillanddivinepredestinationappearedtobeatvariancewiththoseexpressed
inMelanchthon􀆳sLocipublishedandaffirmedbyCalvinhimself．JeanCalvin,“AuSénatdeGenève,”inOperaquaesupersuntomnia
(CorpusReformatorum),vol．１４(４２),ed．WilhelmBaum,EdouardCunitzandEduardReuss(Braunschweig:Schwetschke,１８７５),３７８Ｇ
３８３[No．１６５９(６October１５５２)]．Cf．anindictmentagainstCalvinbroughtbyJeanTrolliet:“TrollietcontreCalvin,”inCalvin,Opera,

vol．１４(４２),３７１Ｇ３７７．
PhilippMelanchthon,Locicommunestheologici(Frankfurtam Main:Braubach,１５４４),２２vＧ２６v[Dehumanisviribusseudelibero

arbitrio]．Ibidem,９０rＧ９２v[Depraedestinatione]．Thecitededitionisareprintof１５４３edition．
PhilippMelanchthon,ResponsionesadimpiosarticulosBavaricaeinquisitionis,ed．ErnstSartorius(Marburg:Krieger,１８２４),４５Ｇ６４

[XXII]．
PhilippMelanchthon,Locicommunestheologici(Frankfurtam Main:Braubach,１５４４),１０４rＧ１２２r[Desacramentis]．
AlbertHerrlinger,DieTheologieMelanchthonsinihrergeschichtlichenEntwicklungundimZusammenhangmitderLehrgeschichte

undKulturbewegungderReformation (Gotha:Perthes,１８７９),１１９Ｇ１２３[I,III,B,II]．
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TheliteratureonthehistoryofMelanchthon􀆳sLoci,〔１７〕onthedevelopmentofMelanchthon􀆳s
theology〔１８〕andonthedoctrinalfeaturesthereof〔１９〕isindeedvast,notto mentionstudiesof
Melanchthon􀆳sexegesisandofhisreceptionofthechurchfathers,as wellasanalysesofhis
contributiontoEuropeanphilosophyandeducation．Therefore,thepresentpaperaimstoexplorethe
rudimentaryconceptofProtestanttheologyasanacademicdiscipline which wasenunciatedby
MelanchthoninhisprolegomenatoallLatinandGermanversionsofLoci．

AClassificationofMelanchthon􀆳sProlegomenatoLatinandGermanLoci

ThenumberofvariouseditionsofLatinandGermanLociisenormousanditcanhardlybe
estimated〔２０〕because,ontheonehand,MelanchthonwasonaregularbasisrewritinghisLoci,andon
theotherhand,Lociwerepublishedcountlesstimes．SinceGeorgTheodorStrobel〔２１〕MelanchthonＧ

０８

〔１７〕

〔１８〕

〔１９〕

〔２０〕

〔２１〕

Hermann Hardt,“Phil．Melanchthonis Hypotyposestheologicae An．１５２１ opusrarissimum,”in Historialiteraria
reformationisinhonoremiubilaeiannoMDCCVII(Frankfurtam MainandLeipzig:Renger,１７１７),２０Ｇ３０[IV]．MoritzRödiger,Insunt
quaedamdePhilippiMelanthonisLociscommunibustheologicispropedieminCorporeReformatorumedendis (HalleanderSaale:

Gebauer,１８２９)．GeorgTheodorStrobel,VersucheinerLiterärgeschichtevonPhilippMelanchthonsLocisTheologicisalsdemersten
EvangelischenLehrbuch (AltdorfandNürnberg:Schüpfel,１７７６)．

ErnstBizer,TheologiederVerheissung:StudienzurtheologischenEntwicklungdesjungen Melanchthon １５１９－１５２４
(NeukirchenＧVluyn:Neukirchener,１９６４)．AlfonsBrüls,DieEntwicklungderGotteslehrebeimjungen Melanchthon１５１８－１５３５
(Bielefeld:LutherＧVerlag,１９７５)．FriedrichGalle,VersucheinerCharakteristikMelanchthonsalsTheologenundeinerEntwickelung
seinesLehrbegriffs(HalleanderSaale:Lippert,１８４０)．HansＧGeorgGeyer,VonderGeburtdeswahrenMenschen:Problemeausden
AnfängenderTheologieMelanchthons(NeukirchenＧVluyn:Neukirchener,１９６５)．MartinGreschat,MelanchthonnebenLuther:Studien
zurGestaltderRechtfertigungslehrezwischen １５２８und １５３７ (Witten:LutherＧVerlag,１９６５)．Peter Heinrich,DieFrageder
menschlichen Willensfreiheitin der Theologie Melanchthons:Einekurze Darstellung und Beurteilungihrer Aufnahmeund
Entwicklung unter besonderer Berücksichtigung der Locicommunes (Nordhausen:Bautz,２００３)．Nicole Kuropka,Philipp
MelanchthonＧWissenschaftundGesellschaft:EinGelehrterim DienstderKirche１５２６－１５３２ (Tübingen:Mohr,２００２)．Wolfgang
Matz,DerbefreiteMensch:DieWillenslehreinderTheologiePhilipp Melanchthons (Göttingen:Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht,２００１)．
Wilhelm Maurer,MelanchthonＧStudien (Gütersloh:Mohn,１９６４)．CarlE．Maxcey,BonaOpera:AStudyintheDevelopmentofthe
DoctrineinPhilipMelanchthon (Nieuwkoop:DeGraaf,１９８０)．“MelanchthonstheologischeEntwicklungbiszurHerausgabederLoci
communes,”inDieLociCommunesPhilippMelanchthonsinihrerUrgestalt,ed．GustavLeopoldPlittandTheodorKolde(Erlangen
andLeipzig:Deichert,１８９０),３Ｇ５６．Wilhelm H．Neuser,DieAbendmahlslehreMelanchthonsinihrergeschichtlichenEntwicklung１５１９
－１５３０(NeukirchenＧVluyn:Neukirchener,１９６８)．RolfSchäfer,ChristologieundSittlichkeitinMelanchthonsfrühenLoci(Tübingen:

Mohr,１９６１)．HeinzScheible,AufsätzezuMelanchthon (Tübingen:Mohr,２０１０)．KarlSell,PhilippMelanchthonunddieDeutsche
Reformationbis１５３１(HalleanderSaale:VereinfürReformationsgeschichte,１８９７)．PaulSchwarzenau,DerWandelimtheologischen
AnsatzbeiMelanchthonvon１５２５－１５３５(Gütersloh:Bertelsmann,１９５６)．

IreneDingeletal．,ed．,Philip Melanchthon:Theologianin Classroom,Confession,and Controversy (Göttingen:

Vandenhoeck& Ruprecht,２０１２)．HansEngelland,DieFragederGotteserkenntnisbeiMelanchthon (München:Kaiser,１９３０)．Gregory
B．Graybill,EvangelicalFreeWill:PhilippMelanchthon􀆳sDoctrinalJourneyontheOriginsofFaith (Oxford:OxfordUniversity
Press,２０１０)．TimothyJ．Wengert,HumanFreedom,ChristianRighteousness:PhilipMelanchthon􀆳sExegeticalDisputewithErasmus
ofRotterdam (NewYork:OxfordUniversityPress,１９９８)．TimothyJ．Wengert,LawandGospel:PhilipMelanchthon􀆳sDebatewith
JohnAgricolaofEislebenoverPoenitentia (Carlisle:Paternoster,１９９７)．

HeinrichErnstBindseil,BibliothecaMelanthoniana (HalleanderSaale:Hendel,１８６８)．Editorialintroductionsin:Philipp
Melanchthon,Operaquaesupersuntomnia (CorpusReformatorum),vol．２１Ｇ２２,ed．KarlGottliebBretschneiderandHeinrichErnst
Bindseil(Braunschweig:Schwetschke,１８５４－１８５５)．HelmutClaus,ed．,MelanchthonＧBibliographie１５１０－１５６０,vol．１Ｇ４(Gütersloh:

GütersloherVerlagshaus,２０１４)．“DierevidiertenDruckausgaben(１５４２－１５７９),”inPhilipp Melanchthon,Heubtartikelchristlicher
Lere:MelanchthonsdeutscheFassungseinerLocitheologicinachdemAutographunddemOriginaldruckvon１５５３,ed．RalfJenettand
JohannesSchilling (Leipzig:Evangelische Verlagsanstalt,２０１２),５０Ｇ６７．Georg TheodorStrobel,ed．,Bibliotheca Melanchthoniana
(Nuremberg:[s．n．],１７８２)．Idem,VersucheinerLiterärgeschichte．

Ibidem．
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scholarshave been dividing Lociintothreeversions (sing．aetas,plur．aetates)and Corpus
Reformatorumembracedthatpracticetoo．

Nonetheless,theabovedivisionseemstobeinadequateasfarthesecondandthirdversionsof
LociareconcernedgrantedthattherearetwotypesofLociwithinthesecondversionandtwotypes
withinthethirdversion．AlthoughCorpusReformatorumcontainedbothtypesofLociclassifiedas
belongingtothesecondversion,〔２２〕inthecaseofthethirdversionCorpusReformatorumcontained
onlythetextof１５５９,omittingthetextof１５４３whichwasnotidenticalwiththatof１５５９edition．〔２３〕

ThelatteriscommonlyrecognisedastheultimateversionofLoci,yetin１５６０,shortlybeforehis
death,thefinaltextofLociwasapprovedofbyMelanchthonandprintedasapartofLatinCorpus
Philippicum．〔２４〕ToidentifywhatversionofLociisdealtwith,itisnecessarytoconsultthetext,not
necessarythedateofpublication,giventhatearlierversionsofLociwereoccasionallyreleasedwhile
laterversionswerealreadycirculating．

Melanchthon􀆳sprolegomena (i．e．prefacesanddedicatoryletters)scrutinisedinthepresent
essayarefoundinCorpusReformatorumexceptfortheelucidation (Argumentum)ofPsalm３２
whichwastakenfrom Hessus􀆳Psalter〔２５〕and which wasincludedin manyeditionsofLociin
Melanchthon􀆳slifetime．〔２６〕ItisnotclearwhetherthetextofthatArgumentum wasauthoredby
HessushimselforbyMelanchthonwhobywritingtheaforementionedelucidationcouldcontribute
tothatnew,annotatedLatinPsalter．ThisPsalterwasactuallyeditedbyHessusandprefacedby
Melanchthon．〔２７〕ThemannerofplacingtheArgumentuminLociwouldpointtoMelanchthonasto
itsauthor．

In１５６０JohannesNysaeuspublishedthelogicaltablesbasedonLociwhichwereprefacedby
Melanchthon．〔２８〕SinceJohannesNysaeuswasMelanchthon􀆳sstudent〔２９〕andhisbookwaspublished
byOporinus whosepublishinghouse wasrenownedforprintingnumerouseditionsofLociin
Melanchthon􀆳slifetime,theaforementionedprefaceshouldbereckonedasgenuine〔３０〕andbyvirtueof
itscontentitshouldbecountedamongMelanchthon􀆳sprefacestoLoci．InthatprefaceMelanchthon

１８

〔２２〕

〔２３〕

〔２４〕

〔２５〕

〔２６〕

〔２７〕

〔２８〕

〔２９〕

〔３０〕

PhilippMelanchthon,Operaquaesupersuntomnia (CorpusReformatorum),vol．２１,ed．KarlGottliebBretschneiderand
HeinrichErnstBindseil(Braunschweig:Schwetschke,１８５４),２５３Ｇ３３２．Ibidem,３３１Ｇ５６０．

BenjaminT．G．Mayes,“IntroductiontotheSecondEdition,”inPhilippMelanchthon,TheChiefTheologicalTopics:Loci
praecipuitheologici１５５９,trans．JacobAallOttesenPreus(St．Louis:ConcordiaPublishingHouse,２０１１),xiiiＧxv．

PhilippMelanchthon,“Locipraecipuitheologici,”inCorpusdoctrinaechristianaequaeestsumma,３０９Ｇ７４９．
“PsalmusXXXII,”inPsalteriumDavidiscarmine,ed．HeliusEobanusHessus(Strasbourg:Crato,１５４４),１０２Ｇ１０４．
“Argumentum,”inPhilippMelanchthon,Locicommunestheologici(Leipzig:Papa,１５４６),[A８r]．Reprintedinthefollowing

editionsofLoci:(Leipzig:Papa,１５４８),(Leipzig:Papa,１５４９),(Leipzig:Papa,１５５０),(Basel:Oporinus,１５５０),(Leipzig:Papa,１５５２),
(Leipzig:Papa,１５５３),(Leipzig:Papa,１５５４),(Leipzig:Papa,１５５６),(Leipzig:Papa,１５５７),(Wittenberg:Crato,１５５８),(Wittenberg:

Crato,１５５９)．
PhilippMelanchthon,“ClarissimoviroD．EobanoHessoPoetae(１August１５３７),”inPsalteriumDavidiscarmine,１８Ｇ２０．

Reprintedin:Idem,Operaquaesupersuntomnia (CorpusReformatorum),vol．３,ed．KarlGottliebBretschneider(HalleanderSaale:

Schwetschke,１８３６),３９３Ｇ３９５[No．１５９６(１August１５３７)]．
PhilippMelanchthon,“PiislectoribusS．D．,”inJohannesNysaeus,TabulaelocorumcommuniumtheologicorumPhilippi

Melanchthonisconfectae (Basel:Oporinus,１５６０),A４vＧA５r．Reprintedin:Melanchthon,Opera,vol．９,１０２４Ｇ１０２５[No．６９０３(１January
１５６０)]．

JohannesNysaeus,“IllustrissimoPrincipiacDomino,”inTabulae,A２r．
Strobel,VersucheinerLiterärgeschichte,２５１Ｇ２５６[VoneinigenErleuterungsschriftenüberdieLocos]．
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himselfadmittedthathewasprefacingLocitransformedintoatabularformatby Nysaeus．〔３１〕

Moreover,thephrasingofMelanchthon􀆳sprefacepublishedinNysaeus􀆳Tabulaeresemblesthatof
Melanchthon􀆳sprefacetotheLatinversionofCorpusPhilippicum〔３２〕whichwasalsowritteninearly
１５６０,〔３３〕andMelanchthon􀆳sdisquisitionontheauthorityoftheScripturefoundinhisprefaceto
Tabulaepartiallyoverlapswithhisstatement(consilium)〔３４〕from March１５６０．

Inthepresentarticle,Melanchthon􀆳sprefacestotheLatinand GermanversionsofCorpus
Philippicumareconsultedtoobecausetheycastlightuponhisunderstandingoftheemerging
doctrinaltextswhichweretobeheldinhighesteem (calledlater“symbolicbooks”)andbecause
theycapturehisinsightsintotheformationofcollectionsofsuchtexts(corporadoctrinae)．

Melanchthonwasintentonusingtheprolegomenatodefinethenew,emergingtheologyasan
academicdiscipline,situatingitagainsttheancientandmediaevaltheologicalparadigm．Inthecaseof
Melanchthon,mostofhisprefacestohisownwritingsortotheworksauthoredbyotherswere
concernedwithmethodologyandvergedonthemetaＧtheoryofaspecificacademicdiscipline．For
instance,inhisprefacetoPhysics (１５４９)〔３５〕Melanchthonexplicatedthephenomenonofnatural
sciencesfromthephilosophicalandtheologicalperspective．

ThefirstGermanversionof Melanchthon􀆳sLociwastranslatedby GeorgSpalatin〔３６〕and
publishedin１５２２．ThattranslationhadsubsequentlybeenrevisedbySpalatinandprinted many
timesbyvariouspublishersundervarioustitles．From１５２３onwardsSpalatin􀆳spreface〔３７〕hadbeen
addedtothatversionofGermanLoci．InliterarytermsSpalatin􀆳srenditionslavishlyimitatedthe
LatinoriginalandinthefirsteditionofhistranslationSpalatinmishandledcertainpassages〔３８〕which
werepartiallyemendedinthesubsequenteditions．

２８

〔３１〕

〔３２〕

〔３３〕

〔３４〕

〔３５〕

〔３６〕

〔３７〕

〔３８〕

Melanchthon,“PiislectoribusS．D．,”A５r．
Melanchthon,“Praefatio,”inCorpusdoctrinaechristianaequaeestsumma,A２rＧA４r．
Tobeprecise,theprefacetotheLatinversionofCorpuswaswritteninFebruary１５６０,whereastheprefacefoundin

Nysaeus􀆳logicaltablesＧinJanuary１５６０．
PhilippMelanchthon,“DenormaiudiciiinEcclesia,”inOpera,vol．９,１０８１Ｇ１０８３[No．６９６４(March１５６０)]．
PhilippMelanchthon,“Clarissimoviro,”inInitiadoctrinaephysicae (Wittenberg:Crato,１５６７),A２rＧA６v．ThePhysics

withouttheprefaceisreprintedin:Idem,Operaquaesupersuntomnia(CorpusReformatorum),vol．１３,ed．KarlGottliebBretschneider
(HalleanderSaale:Schwetschke,１８４６),１７９Ｇ４１２;whereasthedisplacedprefaceＧin:Idem,Operaquaesupersuntomnia (Corpus
Reformatorum),vol．７,ed．KarlGottliebBretschneider(HalleanderSaale:Schwetschke,１８４０),４７２Ｇ４７７ [No．４６０３ (２９September
１５４９)]．

PhilippMelanchthon,DieHauptartikelundvornehmsten PunktenderganzenheiligenSchrift,trans．GeorgSpalatin
(Strasbourg:[s．n．],１５２２)．

GeorgSpalatin,“Gottes Gnade und Frieden wünschtallen Christen,”in Philipp Melanchthon,Anweisungin die
wahrhaftigeheiligeSchriftGottes,trans．GeorgSpalatin(Augsburg:Grimm,１５２３),A１v．Reprintedin:Melanchthon,Opera,vol．２２,

７Ｇ１０[E,I,a(PrimaaetasGermanicaetranslationisLocorum Melanthonis)]．
Forexample,“[．．．]siquidemhocestChristumcognoscere,beneficiaeiuscognoscere[．．．]”wasinitiallymisinterpretedas

“[．．．]dasistden HerrnChristumerkennenseineGottheiterkennen [．．．]”,whileintheeditionof１５２３Ｇtranslatedcorrectlyas
“[．．．]dasistdenHerrnChristumerkennenseineWohltaterkennen[．．．]”．PhilippMelanchthon,“Locicommunesseuhypotyposes
theologicae,”inOpera,vol．２１,８５ [PrimaAetas]．Idem,“VondengemeinenOrten,ArtikelnoderklarenAnzeigungenderheiligen
Schrift,”inDieHauptartikelundvornehmstenPunktenderganzenheiligenSchrift,B１v．Idem,“Vorrede,”inAnweisungindie
wahrhaftigeheiligeSchriftGottes,５v．
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ThesecondversionofLociwastranslated〔３９〕intoGermanandprefaced〔４０〕byJustusJonasand
releasedforthefirsttimein１５３６,whiletheGermantranslationofthethirdversionpreparedby
JonasbutrefinedbyMelanchthonwaspublishedin１５４２．Thetitlepageofthateditionstipulated
thatin１５４２Melanchthonagainproofreadandrefinedthetranslation．〔４１〕Sincethateditionstemmed
from１５４２,itisarguablewhetherthatnotemightimplythatMelanchthonproofreadformerGerman
translationsofhisLoci．InthenexteditionsthedateofMelanchthon􀆳sproofreadingwasadjusted
accordingly．

Theproposition that Melanchthon wasinvolvedin refining German translations of his
masterpieceisplausibleinviewofhislongＧstanding,closecooperationbothwithSpalatinandwith
Jonas．〔４２〕TheexaminationoftheOlomouc(German:Olmütz)manuscriptofGermanLoci〔４３〕proved
thatMelanchthonhimselfpreparedadraftoftheGermantranslationofthethirdversionofhisLoci
whichwaslaterutilisedbyJonas．TherelationshipbetweenMelanchthon􀆳srenditionandtheearlier
GermantranslationdevisedbyJonasbutproofreadandrefinedbyMelanchthonstillawaitsfurther
scrutinyespeciallyinviewofMelanchthon􀆳sowncomments．〔４４〕

Thenote onthetitle page of１５４２ edition (“in １５４２ again proofread and refined by
Melanchthon”),whichrepresentedthethirdversionofLoci,mightsuggestthatJonashadaccessto
theLatinoriginalofthethirdversionbeforeitsofficialpublicationin１５４３．Thefinaltextofthethird
version of German Loci endorsed by Melanchthon was contained in the German Corpus
Philippicum．〔４５〕

SpeakingofnumerouseditionsofGermanLocibelongingtoeverysingleversion,itshouldbe
notedthatwhilerevisingtheirtranslations,SpalatinandJonaswerenotonlyrefiningtheirGerman
butalsotooktheopportunitytoimplement minorchanges which were meanwhile made by
Melanchthoninthenew Latineditions．Inthepresentpaper GermantranslationsofLociare
construedasauxiliarytoandilluminativeofthe Latin originalandthereforearereferredto
occasionally．

３８

〔３９〕

〔４０〕

〔４１〕

〔４２〕

〔４３〕

〔４４〕

〔４５〕

PhilippMelanchthon,LocicommunesdasistdievornehmstenArtikelChristlicherLehre,trans．JustusJonas(Wittenberg:

Rhau,１５３６)．
JustusJonas,“Dem durchlauchtigsten hochgeborenen Fürstenund HerrnJohann Friedrich,Herzogzu Sachsen,”in

Melanchthon,LocicommunesdasistdievornehmstenArtikel,A２rＧA４v．
PhilippMelanchthon,DieHauptartikelChristlicherLehrezusammengezogen,trans．JustusJonas (Wittenberg:Rhau,

１５４４)．Thecitededitionisareprintof１５４２edition．
SiegmundJakobBaumgarten,NachrichtenvonmerkwürdigenBüchern,vol．３１(HalleanderSaale:Gebauer,１７５４),４０８Ｇ４１１

[MDCCCCXXXI,No．２１９３]．SamuelLeighSotheby,ObservationsupontheHandwritingofPhilip Melanchthon (London:Davy,

１８３９),passim．ThelatterbookdocumentedMelanchthon􀆳snotesonGermantranslationsofLociownedbyhim．
RobertStupperich,“MelanchthonsDeutscheBearbeitungseinerLocinachderOlmützerHandschrift,”inMededelingen:

KoninklijkeNederlandseAkademievanWetenschappen,AfdeelingLetterkunde,NieuweReeks,vol．３６/７(AmsterdamandLondon:

NorthＧHollandPublishingCompany,１９７３),３５１Ｇ３７０．“Einleitung,”in Melanchthon,HeubtartikelchristlicherLere:Melanchthons
deutscheFassungseinerLocitheologicinachdemAutographunddemOriginaldruckvon１５５３,１７Ｇ７３．

PhilippMelanchthon,“LaurentioMollero(HildesiaedocentiEvangelium),”inOpera,vol．７,１１３７[No．５２６６(１６November
１５５２)]．Idem,“D．GeorgioPrincipiinAnhalt,”inOperaquaesupersuntomnia (CorpusReformatorum),vol．８,ed．KarlGottlieb
Bretschneider(HalleanderSaale:Schwetschke,１８４１),５８[No．５３５９(３０March１５５３)]．Idem,“Dav．Chytraeo,”inOpera,vol．８,６０７
[No．５８７１(１４November１５５５)]．

PhilippMelanchthon,“HauptartikelChristlicherLehreimLateingenanntLociTheologici,”inCorpusdoctrinaechristianae
dasistganzeSummaderrechtenwahrenchristlichenLehredesheiligenEvangeliumsnachInhaltgöttlicherprophetischenund
apostolischenSchriften (Leipzig:Voegelin,１５６０),３７１Ｇ７８３．
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ChristianandJewishEndeavourstoSystematiseReligiousInstructionin
AntiquityandintheMiddleAges

Asystematic(topical)valueofMelanchthon􀆳sLocicanbediscernedbysituatingthatmanual
againsttheancientandmediaevalendeavourstosystematisereligiousinstructionwithintheChristian
andJewishtraditions．Althoughthereligiousliteratureproducedbytheancientchurchwasvastand
diverse,initiallyitwasnotabundantinthepresentationsoftheChristiandoctrinewhichcouldbe
construedassystematicfromthecontemporarypointofview．Naturally,thecontemporaryconceptof
systematicitywaslargelyformedinthelateAntiquityorintheearlyMiddleAges,dependingona
specificchronologyadoptedwithreferencetoaparticularregion．Needlesstosaythattheinception
ofthemediaevalperiodwaslessconspicuousintheByzantineEmpirethanintheWest．

Theancientchurchfatherswerepreoccupiedwithexplainingandfortifyingwhatwasperceived
bythem asanorthodox Christiandoctrine．Thishappenedpredominatelythroughedifyingor
polemicalexpositionsofbasicChristianconcepts〔４６〕orofspecificideas,〔４７〕throughcommentaries
uponthe Apostles􀆳Creed (Westernchurch)〔４８〕oruponthe NicenoＧConstantinopolitan Creed
(Easternchurch),〔４９〕throughsermonsandthroughcatechetical〔５０〕orevangelistic〔５１〕lecturesand
tracts．

Inthefirsthalfofthe７thcentury,MaximustheConfessor,〔５２〕theGreekchurchfather,

composedatheologicalcompendiumcalled“ChiefTopics”(Κεφαλα＇ιαδι＇αφορα)．Asamatteroffact,

aliteralLatintranslationofthatGreektitlewouldbe“Locipraecipui”．Thelatterphrasewasused
byMelanchthonasatitleforthesecondandthirdversionsofhisLoci．〔５３〕Notwithstandinga
mediocredeploymentoftheologicalcontent,Maximus􀆳workwasaharbingerofthesystematicera
withintheByzantinetheology．Thisera wasexemplifiedbythe monumentalexpositionofthe
ChristiandoctrinepreparedbyJohnofDamascus〔５４〕inthefirsthalfofthe８thcentury．

IntheWesternchurchpresentationsoftheChristianessentialsbyAmbrose〔５５〕andbyAugustineof
Hippo〔５６〕wereconspicuousfortheirsystematictreatmentofdoctrinalcontent．Thetraditionofsuch
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〔４９〕

〔５０〕

〔５１〕

〔５２〕

〔５３〕

〔５４〕

〔５５〕

〔５６〕

Origenes,“ΠερíΑρχ＇ων,”inPG,vol．１１,１１５Ｇ４１４．EusebiusCaesariensis,“Demonstratioevangelica,”inPG,vol．２２,１３Ｇ７９４．
Lactantius,“DivinarumInstitutionumlibriseptem,”inPL,vol．６,１１１Ｇ８２２．AmbrosiusMediolanensis,“DefideadGratianumAugustum
libriquinque,”inPL,vol．１６,５２７Ｇ６９８．AugustinusHipponensis,“DedoctrinaChristiana,”inPL,vol．３４,１５Ｇ１２２．Idem,“Enchiridionad
Laurentiumsivedefide,speetcharitateliberunus,”inPL,vol．４０,２３１Ｇ２９０．

Avastliteraturearisingfromthetrinitarianandchristologicalcontroversiesbelongstothatcategory．
Rufinus,“CommentariusinSymbolumApostolorum,”inPL,vol．２１,３３５Ｇ３８６．
TheodotusAncyranus,“ExpositioSymboliNicaeni,”inPG,vol．７７,１３１３Ｇ１３４８．
CyrillusHierosolymitanus,“Catecheses,”inPG,vol．３３,３３１Ｇ１０６０．Idem,“Catechesesmystagogicaequinque,”inPG,vol．

３３,１０５９Ｇ１１２８．
EusebiusCaesariensis,“Praeparatioevangelica,”inPG,vol．２１,２１Ｇ１４０８．

MaximusAbbas,“Κεφαλα＇ιαδι＇αφοραθεολογικ＇ατεκὰιο,
ικονομικ＇α,”inPG,vol．９０,１１７７Ｇ１３９２．

CalvinnamedhismasterpieceafterLactantius􀆳work．Cf．Lactantius,“DivinarumInstitutionumlibriseptem,”．
JoannesDamascenus,“Expositiofideiorthodoxae,”inPG,vol．９４,７８９Ｇ１２２８．
AmbrosiusMediolanensis,“DefideadGratianumAugustumlibriquinque,”．
AugustinusHipponensis,“EnchiridionadLaurentiumsivedefide,speetcharitateliberunus,”．
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comprehensiveexpositionsofChristianbeliefwascontinuedbytheLatinchurchfathersintheearlyMiddle
Ages〔５７〕untiltheemergenceofnewtheologicalgenrescalled“Sentences”and“Summas”．

In the first half ofthe １２th century Hugh of Saint Victor composed his “Summa
sententiarum”．〔５８〕Fromthenon,mediaevaltheologianswerekeeneitherondevisingtheirown
“Sentences”oron writingcommentariesupon PeterLombard􀆳s “Sentences”〔５９〕whichenjoyed
considerablepopularityevenintheearly１６thcentury．Subsequently,inthe１３thcenturyThomas
Aquinasbegantopopularisehisconceptoftheologicalsummaorganisedaccordingthedialectical
method(questionＧthesiscumargumentsＧantithesiscumargumentsＧadjudication)．

Thepreponderanceof“Sentences”and“Summas”didnoteliminateotherformsofsystematic
presentationofChristiandoctrine．Forinstance,Peter Abelard􀆳s “Sicetnon”〔６０〕wasahighly
philosophicalandtheologicaldisquisition,yethis “TheologiaChristiana”〔６１〕wasacommunicative
compendiumresemblingthoseoftheancientchurchfathers．

Althoughevery“Summa”or“Sentences”shouldbestudiedinitsownright,generallyspeaking,

thoseformsoftheologicaldiscourseputtheemphasisonaphilosophicalargumentationtothe
detrimentoftheexegesisofthesacredwritings．Moreover,neitherancientnormediaevalChristian
theologyreflecteduponthetheologicalsignificanceofsystematisingtheChristianessentialsandnone
ofpreＧReformationtheologiansanticipatedthatthewayofselectingandarrangingthedoctrinal
contentmightbeconcomitantwiththeologicaltenetsunderlyinganyattemptatsystematisation．

TheJewishtraditionwasfocusedonexperiencingtheLORD􀆳sCovenantwithIsraelwhichwas
recordedinthemultiＧlayeredreligiousliterature(suchasMidrashimorTalmudim)〔６２〕thathadbeen
solidifyingatleastsincetheSiegeofJerusalemin７０AD．Onaccountoftheorthopraxycharacteristic
ofJudaism,theJewishreligioustraditionforalongtimehadnotfelttheneedtodelineateandto
systematisetheessentialsthereofexceptforliturgicalexpression．〔６３〕Plausibly,thesystematic
expositionsoftheJewishwayofliving〔６４〕wereprecipitatedbytheencounterwiththesystematic
methodsofarguingreligiousideaswhichwereemployedinIslamandinChristianity．Nonetheless,

themediaevaldiscussionaboutthestatusandfunctionoftheThirteenPrinciplespropoundedby
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VincentiusLirinensis,“DuoCommonitoria,”inPL,vol．５０,６３７Ｇ６８６．Fulgentius,“DefideseuderegulaveraefideiadPetrumliber
unus,”inPL,vol．６５,６７１Ｇ７０６．ThelatterwasalsoattributedtoAugustine:AugustinusHipponensis,“DefideadPetrumsivederegulaverae
fidei,”inPL,vol．４０,７５３Ｇ７８０．

HugodeSanctoVictore,“Summasententiarum,”inPL,vol．１７６,４１Ｇ１７４．
PetrusLombardus,“Sententiarumlibriquatuor,”inPL,vol．１９２,５２１Ｇ９６２．
PetrusAbaelardus,“Sicetnon,”inPL,vol．１７８,１３３９Ｇ１６１０．
PetrusAbaelardus,“TheologiaChristiana,”inPL,vol．１７８,１１２３Ｇ１３３０．
FerdinandWeber,SystemderaltsynagogalenpalästinischenTheologieausTargum,Midraschund Talmud (Leipzig:

DörflingandFranke,１８８０),passim．
ThecomparisonoftheRabbinicsiddurimtotheKaraiticonesprovesthattheliturgicaltexts,whichfromthecontemporary

perspectivecouldbeviewedasdoctrinallysignificant,werecommontobothtraditions．Inviewofthemomentoftheseparationofthe
KaraitemovementfromtheRabbinicJudaismitisarguablethatsometextscontainedinthesiddurim werecirculatingpriortothe
aforementioneddivision．

SaadiaGaon,GlaubenslehreundPhilosophie,ed．andtrans．JuliusFürst(Leipzig:Wigand,１８４５)．JudahHalevi,Kitabal
Khazari,trans．HartwigHirschfeld (London:Routledge,１９０５)．Maimonides,FührerderUnschlüssigen,vol．１Ｇ３,trans．AdolfWeiss
(Leipzig:Meiner,１９２３Ｇ１９２４)．AbrahamibnDaud,DasBuchEmunahRamahoderDererhabeneGlaube,ed．andtrans．Simson Weil
(Frankfurtam Main:[s．n．],１８５２)．JosephAlbo,BuchIkkarim:GrundＧundGlaubenslehrenderMosaischenReligion,trans．Wolf
SchlessingerandLudwigSchlesinger(Frankfurtam Main:[s．n．],１８４４)．
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Maimonidesdemonstratesthatthesystematisationofreligiouspropositionswasnotindispensableto
theJewishtraditionwhichwasperpetuated,preservedandtransmittedbynonＧsystematicformsofa
religiousliterature,bypractisingtheLawandbyworshippingtheLORD．

God􀆳sWordastheSoleSourceandMeansoftheSavingKnowledgeofGod

InhisprolegomenaMelanchthonhighlightedthesupremeanduniqueauthorityoftheScripture
withinthechurchanddefinedtherelationshipbetweentheBibleandothertextsrelevantindoctrinal
terms．Furthermore,hepropoundedthe methodofbiblicalinterpretation which heconsidered
credibleandimpliedbytheScriptureitself．

In Melanchthon􀆳sview,〔６５〕the Scripture,which heidentifiedasa writtenform of God􀆳s
Word,〔６６〕wasthesolesourceandmeansofthesavingknowledgeoftheDivinityforhumanbeings．
Consequently,everysinglestatementconcerningaChristianbelieforaChristianlifehadtobe
groundedintheScripturein which,accordingto Melanchthon,thesavingselfＧrevelationofGod
towardshumankindwasfullyandsufficientlyenshrined．

MelanchthonmaintainedthatbyadheringtotheScriptureastothesolesourceofthesavingknowledge
ofGod,thechurchwasretainingitsbiblical(whenceorthodox)identityasenvisagedinEphesians２:１９Ｇ２０．
Forthatreason,MelanchthoncommonlyreferredtotheScriptureastothe“propheticandapostolicwritings
orbooks”inordertoemphasisethatthechurchirrespectiveofitshistoricalorregionalform mustbe
foundedupontheBiblefrom whichallChristiandoctrineshouldoriginateandbymeansofwhichthe
completeselfＧrevelationofthesavingfaceofGodwaslaidbaretohumankind．

From Melanchthon􀆳sstandpoint,〔６７〕theologians,whoeithertaughtcontrarytotheScriptureor
conveyedamessagenotattestedintheBible,weretobeconsideredheterodox．Accordingly,notonly
apropositionadversetotheScripturebutalsoapropositionnotsubstantiatedintheScriptureshould
beconsideredheterodox．Therefore,Melanchthonwaspassingstricturesondivineswhodaredto
“fabricatethedoctrine(s)”,namely,tomakeassertionswhichcouldnotbeprovedfromtheBible．

Inhisopinion,theScriptureitselflaidclaimtothechurchandimposeditsuncompromising
authorityonthechurch．Therefore,byevokingtermssuchas“ecclesiasticaldoctrine”or“doctrineof
thechurch”,Melanchthonrecalledthatthebiblicaldoctrineinitspureformwastheonlyonewhich
wassupposedtobeprofessedbythechurchregardlessofitshistoricalorgeographicalsetting．

RealisingthatsomeknowledgeofGod,tobeprecise,alimited〔６８〕knowledgeofthedivineLaw,

couldbeknownfromtheuniverseandfromhumaninnatemoralawareness(theconscience),and

６８

〔６５〕

〔６６〕

〔６７〕

〔６８〕

PhilippMelanchthon,“IuxtapioatqueeruditoviroD．TilomanoPlettenero,”inOpera,vol．２１,８１Ｇ８４[PrimaAetas]．Idem,
“Locicommunes,”inOpera,vol．２１,２５３Ｇ２５５ [Secunda Aetas]．Idem,“Piisetstudiosisscholasticis,”inOpera,vol．２１,３４１Ｇ３４８
[SecundaAetas]．Idem,“Locicommunestheologici,”inOpera,vol．２１,３４７Ｇ３４９[SecundaAetas]．Idem,“Piolectori,”inOpera,vol．
２１,６０１Ｇ６０４[TertiaAetas]．Idem,“Praefatio,”inOpera,vol．２１,６０３Ｇ６０７[TertiaAetas]．Idem,“DerehrbarenundtugendsamenFrau
Anna,”４５Ｇ４８．Idem,“AndenChristlichenLeser:Vorrede,”inOpera,vol．２２,４７Ｇ５２ [TertiaAetas(LociTheologiciGermanice)]．
Idem,“PiislectoribusS．D．,”A４vＧA５r．Idem,“DenormaiudiciiinEcclesia,”１０８３[No．６９６４(March１５６０)]．

Thus,MelanchthonrecognisedtheScriptureasinspiredbytheHolySpirit．
Melanchthon,“Piolectori,”６０１Ｇ６０４．Idem,“Praefatio,”inOpera,vol．２１,６０３Ｇ６０７[TertiaAetas]．
Onaccountoftheoriginalsin,asMelanchthontaught．



MatthewOSEKA:HowtheEmergingProtestantTheologyTookShapeintheReformationConceptofTheologicalStudies
asEnunciatedbyPhilipMelanchthoninHisProlegomenatoAllLatinandGermanVersionsofLoci

thereforewasavailableapartfromtheScripture,Melanchthon〔６９〕clarifiedthattheBiblewasthesole
repositoryofallsavingknowledgeofGod,towit,oftheentiremessageconcerningthesalvationof
sinners(theGospel)．

GiventheabsoluteprimacyoftheScriptureoverthechurch,Melanchthon〔７０〕avowedthatno
othertextcould beequated with the Bible or mightapproximatetothe Bible．Therefore,

MelanchthonstatedthathisLociweremeantnottoenticetheaudienceawayfromthestudyofthe
Biblebutrather,byactingasaguidetotheessentialsofthebiblicalteaching,toenticethereadersto
plungeintotheScriptureandtoguardtheabsoluteauthoritythereof．Forthatreason,someeditions
ofMelanchthon􀆳sGermanLociweretitled“AnweisungindiewahrhaftigeheiligeSchriftGottes”(i．
e．anintroductiontothetrueandholyScriptureofGod)．〔７１〕ThepositionofLociasutterly
subservienttotheScripturewasalsounderscoredbothbySpalatin〔７２〕andbyJonas〔７３〕intheir
forewordstotheGermanrenditions．Whileworkingasasystematictheologianandasanexegete,

Melanchthon was concerned that his expositions of the Christian doctrine or his biblical
commentariesmightbeperceivedbysomereadersascompetingagainsttheScripture．

IntheedificeofMelanchthon􀆳stheologynonＧbiblicaltextsofparamountimportancecanbe
dividedintotheecumenicalcreedsandthedocumentsproducedbythe１６thＧcentury Wittenberg
Reformation．Theecumenicalcreeds,i．e．theApostles􀆳Creed,theNicenoＧConstantinopolitanCreed
andtheAthanasianCreed,wereregardedby Melanchthonasanaccuratesummaryofthebiblical
doctrineandasatrustworthyrecapitulation ofthedistinctivepointsofthebiblical message
functioningasatoken (symbolum)ofthedoctrinalorthodoxy．〔７４〕Melanchthonaffirmedthatthe
ecumenicalcreedswerehandeddownasacomprehensiveandcomprehensibleepitomeofbiblical
teachingwhichoughttobeprofessedbythechurchwithoutreservation．

Therefore,Melanchthon〔７５〕didnothesitatetoadmitthattheScripturecumtheecumenicalcreeds,which
werethoughtofasdulyencapsulatingitsmessage,wastheperennialfountainheadoftheChristianteachingon
thestipulationthattheScripturewastheonlysource,whilethesymbolsweremerelyaffirming,reflectingand
epitomisingthebiblicalmessage．TheScriptureasthesolesourceofdoctrinewasevokedinanexhaustive
subtitleofCorpusPhilippicumwhichwasdesignatedas“thesummaryoftheorthodoxanduniversalarticlesof
faithembracingthepureandtruedoctrineoftheGospelofJesusChristaccordingtothedivinewritingsofthe
prophetsandapostles”(summaorthodoxietcatholicidogmatiscomplectensdoctrinam purametveram
EvangeliiJesuChristisecundumdivinaprophetarumetapostolorumscripta)．Thus,theecumenicalcreeds,which
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Melanchthon,“Locicommunestheologici,”inOpera,vol．２１,３４７Ｇ３４９[SecundaAetas]．Idem,“Locicommunes,”inOpera,

vol．２１,２５３Ｇ２５５[SecundaAetas]．
Melanchthon,“IuxtapioatqueeruditoviroD．TilomanoPlettenero,”８１Ｇ８４．Idem,“Locicommunes,”inOpera,vol．２１,２５３Ｇ
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Spalatin,“GottesGnadeundFriedenwünschtallenChristen,”A１v．
Jonas,“DemdurchlauchtigstenhochgeborenenFürstenundHerrnJohannFriedrich,HerzogzuSachsen,”A２rＧA４v．
PhilippMelanchthon,“Vorrede,”inOpera,vol．２２,５１Ｇ６２ [Tertia Aetas (LociTheologiciGermanice)]．Idem,“Piis

lectoribusS．D．,”A４vＧA５r．Idem,“SerenissimoPrincipiD．HenricoOctavo,”inOpera,vol．２１,３３３Ｇ３４０．
Melanchthon,“DerehrbarenundtugendsamenFrauAnna,”４５Ｇ４８．Idem,“PiislectoribusS．D．,”A４vＧA５r．Idem,“Piisetstudiosis
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werecontainedinthatcollectionofMelanchthon􀆳swritings(CorpusPhilippicum),wereapartofthesummary
andexpositionofthedoctrinewhichwasconstruedbyhimasderivedfromtheScripturealone．

TreatingoftherelationshipbetweentheBibleandthechurchfathers,Melanchthon〔７６〕mentionedthatin
theScriptureasinthesolefountainheadofthedivinewisdomthedoctrinewasrevealedandlaiddown．This
doctrinewassubsequentlyepitomisedintheecumenicalcreeds,whilethechurchfathersprovedtointerpretthat
doctrinemoreorlessadequately．Theecumenicalcreeds werealsoheldin highesteem bysomeof
Melanchthon􀆳sassociateswhowouldsaythattheChristiandoctrinewasembodiedintheScriptureandinthe
ecumenicalcreeds,yetonlythe“propheticandapostolicwritings”(i．e．theBible)couldenjoythestatusof
God􀆳svoice(voxDei)andcouldbereceivedassuch．〔７７〕

Melanchthon〔７８〕didnotadvocatetheapostolicauthorshipoftheApostles􀆳Creedbutsettledfor
thestatementthattheaforementionedcreedwasformulatedbythechurchintheapostolicage．
Nonetheless,Melanchthon􀆳sapproachtothosethreecreeds,whichhetermedecumenical,ignored
theirhistoricalcontext because neitherthe Apostles􀆳 Creed northe Athanasian Creed was
acknowledgedasecumenicalbytheEasternchurch whichunwaveringlycleavedtothe NicenoＧ
ConstantinopolitanCreedinitsoriginalGreekwording(scilicetwithout“Filioque”)astotheonly
ecumenicalsymboloffaithendorsedbytheecumenicalcouncils．Tobuttresstheuniquestatusofthe
NicenoＧConstantinopolitan Creed,Eastern theology distinguished between thatcreed and the
doctrinaldefinitions(formulae)madebytheecumenicalcouncils．Inshort,Melanchthon􀆳sconceptof
theecumenicalcreedswasasheerproductofWesternmediaevaltheologywhicheoipsohinderedany
dialoguewiththeEasternchurchinthe１６thcentury．〔７９〕

Melanchthondidnotaccordtothedocumentsofthe１６thＧcenturyReformationthesamestatus
whichheassignedtotheecumenicalcreedsbutratherconstruedtheconfessionsoffaithmadebythe
proponentsoftheReformationasaremedialworkwhichinhisopinionwasapreliminaryattemptat
renewingthevisiblechurchbybringingitintocompliancewiththepureChristiandoctrineembodied
intheScripturealoneandgenuinelymirroredintheecumenicalcreeds．

Amongthedoctrinaltextsproduced bythe１６thＧcentury Wittenberg Reformation Melanchthon〔８０〕

especiallyappreciatedhisownAugsburgConfessionanditsderivativesnamelytheApologyoftheAugsburg
ConfessionandtheSaxonConfession．AlthoughtheAugsburgConfession,whichwasapublicdeclarationof
faithmadebyGermanprincesandcitycouncils,wasauthoredbyMelanchthonandconsentedtobyLuther,

MelanchthondidnotinflatethestatusofthatconfessionagainsttheauthorityoftheScriptureoragainstthe
positionoftheecumenicalcreeds．Rather,MelanchthonassertedthatthestarkdeviationoftheCatholic
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Melanchthon,“SerenissimoPrincipiD．HenricoOctavo,”３３３Ｇ３４０．
E．g．PaulCrell,“PiolectoriS．D．,”inOrationesaliquotrecitataeinAcademiaWitebergensieotemporequopraelectionespublicas

reverendietclarissimiviriPhilippiMelanthonisobituhuiusinterruptasaliquiexprofessoribusdeconsilioAcademiaecontinuareceperunt
(Wittenberg:Creutzer,１５６０),G１vＧG２r．Cf．Melanchthon,“DenormaiudiciiinEcclesia,”１０８１Ｇ１０８３[No．６９６４(March１５６０)]．
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Actaetscriptatheologorum WirtembergensiumetPatriarchaeConstantinopolitaniD．Hieremiaequaeutriqueabanno

MDLXXVIusqueadannum MDLXXXIdeAugustanaConfessioneintersemiserunt(Wittenberg:Crato,１５８４),passim．
Melanchthon,“Praefatio,”inCorpusdoctrinaechristianaequaeestsumma,A２rＧA４r．Idem,“Admonitioadlectores,”inCorpus

doctrinaechristianaequaeestsumma,A５rＧA６v．Idem,“Vorrede,”inCorpusdoctrinaechristianaedasistganzeSumma,A２rＧA３r．Idem,
“SerenissimoPrincipiD．HenricoOctavo,”３３３Ｇ３４０．Idem,“DerehrbarenundtugendsamenFrauAnna,”４５Ｇ４８．Idem,“AndenChristlichenLeser:
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mediaevalchurchfromthebiblicalstandardsasunderstoodbytheReformersnecessitatedtheworkofrenewal
towhichConfessio Augustanacontributedsignificantlyastheinstrumentforrediscovering,formulating,

disseminatingandenactingthebiblicalteaching．
Melanchthonviewedhisotherwritingspurelyintermsoftheireducationalpotentialtotransform

thelifeandmindＧsetofnextgenerationsincompliancewiththebiblicaldoctrineandinaccordance
withtheReformationconceptofthevocationwhichaffirmedandpromotedChristians􀆳involvement
inallsocial,educational,economicaland politicalaffairs．Thus,the Reformation assigned a
supermundanevaluetothemundaneactivitybywhichChristiansweresaidtoservetheCreatorof
theuniversewhowasbelievedtoendoweverysinglehumanbeingwithhisorherstationinlife．

ForMelanchthon,〔８１〕atheologicalpracticeinvolvedacontinualandcollectivedialoguebecause
inhisviewdoctrinalissuesshouldbebroughtupforconstantdiscussionamongChristianliterati
withintheparametersdefinedbytheauthorityoftheScriptureinordertoavoidanunnecessary
discordandinordertoreachaconsensus．Itshouldbenotedthat,accordingtoMelanchthon,notonly
professionaltheologiansbutalsoChristianrulersandillustriousrepresentativesoftheentiresociety
wereauthorisedtoparticipateinsuchatheologicaldiscoursebecauseinhisopiniontheChristian
communityassuchwasresponsibleforthepurityofthereligiouslife．

Melanchthonappealedtotheecumenicalcouncilswhichdelineatedthepatristicorthodoxy,

presumingthatthecollectiveanddialogicalmannerofsolvingtheologicalcontroversiesandof
formulatingdoctrinalstatementscouldprovideabroadbasisforReformationtheology．Affirmingthe
authorityofScriptureandthecredibilityoftheecumenicalcreeds,Melanchthon wasproneto
construeothertheologicalpropositionsasprovisionalsothattheymightcontinuetoberevisitedand
examinedinthelightoftheBible．Asforhisowndoctrinalstatements,Melanchthondidnotconsider
theminfalliblebutratherurgedothertheologianstoevaluatehiswritingsfreelyandopenlyfromthe
perspectiveofbiblicalauthority．〔８２〕Theonlycredit,which Melanchthonwaswillingtotake,was
thatforexpoundingtheScripture,particularly,thebiblicalmessageconcerningthesalvationof
sinners(theGospel),inasystematicway．ThisMelanchthonsawashisowncontributiontothe
ReformationinitiatedbyLuther．〔８３〕

SinceinMelanchthon􀆳sopiniontheScripturelentcredencetotheecumenicalcreedsandwasthe
solecriterionfortheverificationoftheologicalpropositions,hewasattentivetothemethodofthe
biblicalinterpretation．For Melanchthon,〔８４〕anycertaintyinthesphereofthedoctrinecouldbe
derivedonlyfromtheScriptureinterpretedaccordingtoasimple,unequivocalandunchangeable
meaninginherentinthelinguisticandhistoricalsettingofthebiblicaltext．Consequently,totreatthe
Bibleasperspicuousindoctrinalterms,itwasnecessarytorelyonitsmostnaturalsensewhich
wouldhavetoberootedintheliteraryandhistoricalcontext．Therefore,Melanchthonwasopposed
tofarＧfetchedinterpretationsoftheBibleespeciallytotheallegoricalmethod．〔８５〕Inhisopinion,the
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Melanchthon,“Praefatio,”inCorpusdoctrinaechristianaequaeestsumma,A２rＧA４r．Idem,“SerenissimoPrincipiD．Henrico
Octavo,”３３３Ｇ３４０．Idem,“Piisetstudiosisscholasticis,”３４１Ｇ３４８．Idem,“Piolectori,”６０１Ｇ６０４．

Ibidem．Idem,“DerehrbarenundtugendsamenFrauAnna,”４５Ｇ４８．
Melanchthon,“Piisetstudiosisscholasticis,”３４１Ｇ３４８．
Melanchthon,“PiislectoribusS．D．,”A４vＧA５r．Idem,“DenormaiudiciiinEcclesia,”１０８３[No．６９６４(March１５６０)]．
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allegoricalinterpretationwasinadmissiblebecauseitconsistednotindiscoveringareliablemeaning
envelopedinthetextbutratherinfabricatingameaningatareader􀆳sdiscretion．Suchanapproach
Melanchthonregardedassubjectiveandaspotentiallydeceptive．

Animadvertingupontheallegoryasanillicitmethodofthebiblicalinterpretation,Melanchthon〔８６〕cited
EpiphaniusofSalamis〔８７〕whoinhisviewdisapprovedofanexcessiveuseoftheallegoryattributedto
Origen．Actually,inthepassagequotedbyMelanchthonEpiphaniusdidnotchallengeOrigenpersonallybut
ratheradmittedthattheallegoricalmethod,whichwaswidelyacceptedandcherishedbytheGreekchurch
fathers,shouldbeusedwithintheparametersdefinedbythedoctrinalauthoritiesoftheimperialchurch．In
thenextsentenceEpiphaniusstatedthatregardlessofanadoptedmethodofthebiblicalinterpretationthe
ScripturealonecouldnotbeacknowledgedassufficientindoctrinaltermsbecauseinhisopiniontheBible
mustbeinterpretedinlightoftheecclesiasticaltraditionandmustbesupplementedbythattradition．

Inthisrespect,Melanchthon􀆳sreferenceto Epiphanius wastakenoutofcontextand was
harnessedto Melanchthon􀆳sReformationagenda．Clearly,Melanchthonwasintentonemphasising
thateventheancientchurchfatherswerenotpleasedwithanexcessiveuseoftheallegoricalmethod
andthereforeheresortedtoEpiphanius􀆳remark．Letusexaminethepassageascited〔８８〕inGreekand
asparaphrased〔８９〕byMelanchthoninLatin．ThispassagewassubsequentlyquotedbyBartholomäus
Keckermann,〔９０〕the１６thＧcenturyProtestantluminaryfrom Danzig,whodrewon Melanchthon􀆳s
prefaceandwhoprovidedanotherLatintranslationofthatpiece:

Original
(PG)

Quotationby

Melanchthon

Quotationby

Keckermann

Latinparaphrasisby

Melanchthon

Keckermann􀆳s

Latinrendition

Englishtranslationof

theGreekoriginal
(PG)

Nontransformanda

suntomniadictain

allegorias

Verba Dei non

egentallegoriam

However, all divine

words do not signify

anallegory

sedritenendaestnativa

verborumsignificatioin

lege,promissionegratia

etarticulisfidei

sed
but [they should be

taken]astheystand．

[．．．]opusessesensu

etspeculatione

potius iudicio

etspeculatione

Thus,[alldivinewords]

signify a theory and

aninsight

ad cuiusque dicti

scopum seuargumen

tumperspiciendum．

sothatapowerofevery

singlepropositioncouldbe

known．

　 　 Melanchthon􀆳s Latin paraphrasis of Epiphanius􀆳commentcoincided with Melanchthon􀆳s
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Melanchthon,“PiislectoribusS．D．,”A４v．
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assertionthattheancientandmediaevaltheologiansventuredtoapplytheallegoricalmethodofthe
biblicalinterpretationtothedoctrinalissuesinordertovindicatetheseswhichotherwisecouldnever
bearguedfrom the Scripture．Infact,Melanchthon〔９１〕charged Catholictheologians withthe
statementthattheScripturewasvagueabouttheLawandtheGospel,andhecountereditby
declaringthatiftheScripturewasinterpretedproperly,itwasindeedexplicitaboutthedistinction
betweentheLawandtheGospelwhichinhisopinionunderpinnedallarticlesoffaith．

Melanchthon􀆳soppositiontotheallegoricalmethodofinterpretationprimarilyarosefromhis
commitmenttoentrenchtheperspicuityandsufficiencyoftheScriptureintherealmoftheChristian
doctrine．Inthenextsectionwewilldiscussthehermeneuticrelevanceofthedistinctionbetweenthe
LawandtheGospelwhich,accordingtoMelanchthon,wasnotsimplyoneofthearticlesoffaithbut
ratherthecategoryensuringaproperperceptionandapplicationofallarticlesoffaith．

PonderingEpiphanius􀆳remark,Melanchthon〔９２〕observedthatthroughexperiencemediatedby
senseshumanbeingswereabletolearnwhatwordssignified．Thus,theveryexperiencedisclosedto
humanbeings what was meant by words such aslife,death,fear,sorrow or delight．For
Melanchthon,althoughtheexperienceempoweredpeopletocapturewhatthewordsdenoted,thetext
wasinvestedwithadefinitemeaningnotbyitsoriginalorcontemporaryreadersbutratherbyits
historicalandliterarysetting．Therefore,Melanchthonarguedthatanyexperienceonareader􀆳sside
couldonlyillustratethebiblicaltextwithoutalteringorinfluencingitsgenuinemeaningwhich,as
inherentinthetext,wasnottobecreatedbutrathertobediscoveredbytheaudience．

ForMelanchthon,〔９３〕theauthenticsignificationofthetextwasnotcraftedbytheprocessof
analysingitordrawinginferencesfromit．Inhisview,humansenseswereoccupiedwithdiscovering
themeaningofwords,whilehumanreasonwastaskedwithdrawinginferencesfromthemandwith
enunciatingandorganisingconceptsonthatbasis．Therefore,Melanchthoncontendedthatthe
processofanalysingandsystematisingtheologicaldatadidnotaffecttheirveracitybutratherput
variouselementsofthebiblicaldoctrineinorderjustasbricksmustbeputtogetherproperlyand
accordingtoablueprinttoconstructadurablebuilding．〔９４〕

NowhereinhisworksMelanchthondidespousetheideathattheScriptureshouldbeinterpreted
accordingtononＧbiblicaltexts(suchaschurchconfessions,forexample)becausethiswouldimply
thattheoutcomeofthebiblicalinterpretationwaspositedpriortothelinguisticandhistoricalstudy
ofthetext．Rather,MelanchthonmaintainedthatthelinguisticandhistoricalanalysisoftheScripture
wouldeventuateandculminateintheteachingembodiedintheecumenicalcreeds．Actually,hecould
notimaginethatresultsoftheproperexegesisofthebiblicaltextmightbeatvariancewiththe
“ecclesiasticalconsensus”whichheidentifiedwiththeecumenicalcreeds．

Melanchthon􀆳shandlingoftheecumenicalcreedswasahistoricalnotonlybecausehetreatedall
threecreedsasecumenicalbutalsobecausehedetachedthemfrom thepatristiclegacy．Since
Melanchthonfoundinwritingsofthechurchfathersmanypropositions,whichwereinhisopinion
orthodox,andsome,whichwereheterodox,hehadtoseparatetheecumenicalcreeds,whichhecalled
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the“puretestimoniesoftheearlychurch”,fromtheentirepatristiclegacywhichinhisviewshould
beexaminedcriticallyandutilisedonlyasfarasitconformedtothebiblicalteachingasunderstood
bytheReformers．Historicallyspeaking,neithertheGreekchurchfathersnortheEasternchurch
upheldsuchapositionbecausetheyperceivedtheNicenoＧConstantinopolitanCreedasaneminent
partoftheindivisiblepatristiclegacyembracing writingsoftheGreekchurchfathersandthe
Byzantineliturgy．

AnExistentialOrientationofMelanchthon􀆳sTheologicalEnquiry

Melanchthondefinedthefunctionoftheologyasconveyingthedivinevoiceperpetuatedinthe
Scripturebycommunicatingthebiblicalmessageinanorderlyandefficientway．Tocarryoutthat
task,Melanchthonemployedthecategoryoflociqualifiedascommunes,praecipuiortopiciwhich
playedaprominentroleintheancient,〔９５〕mediaeval〔９６〕andRenaissance〔９７〕dialecticsthatcombined
thecontemporarydisciplinesoflogicandrhetoric．〔９８〕InhisnonＧtheologicalwritingsMelanchthon
developedthetheoryoflociasfocalpoints(capita,elementa)whichcouldbeusedasameansof
organisingthematerialinthehumanities．〔９９〕Infact,Melanchthonadvancedtherhetoricalconceptof
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Lechner,１８１２),２８Ｇ３１ [VI]．Priscianus,“DepraeexercitamentisrhethoricaeexHermogeneliber,”inLibriomnes (Basel:Bryling,

１５４５),８７１Ｇ８７３[Delococommuni]．Quintilianus,DeoratoriainstitutionelibriXII,ed．ClaudeCapperonnier(Paris:Coustelier,１７２５),

９３Ｇ９７[II,IV]．Ibidem,２８５Ｇ３０７[V,X]．Ibidem,６６０Ｇ６６２[X,V]．AeliusTheon,Progymnasmata,ed．ChristophEberhardFinckhetal．
(Stuttgart:Loeflund,１８３４),９５Ｇ１００[VII]．

Boethius,“InTopicaCiceronis,”inDialectica,ed．MartianusRota(Venice:Gryphius,１５４９),２２３Ｇ２６０．Idem,“Dedifferentiis
topicis,”inDialectica,２６１Ｇ２７２．

RudolfAgricola,Deformandostudio:EpistolaadJacobum Barbirianum (Paris:Calvarin,１５５０)．Idem,Deinventione
dialectica,ed．JohannMatthiasPhrissemius(Paris:Porte,１５５４),１rＧ１４３r[I/IＧII/XIX]．ErasmusRotterdamus,Ratioseucompendium
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lociwhichweretraditionallydefinedasreservoirsofarguments,andheviewedlociastheuniversal
methodofarrangingthematerialinthehumanities．

In Melanchthon􀆳ssystem,locitheologici (theologicaltopics)served asfocalpointsfor
theologicaldiscussionandinstruction,andtheywereconstruedby Melanchthonasimpliedbythe
Scriptureitself．Thus,byadheringtotheologicaltopicsdesignatedbytheBible,astudentofthe
ScripturecouldbecertainthatheorshewouldbefocusedonwhattheBibleitselfwasfocused．

Accordingto Melanchthon,everytheologicaltopicshouldbestudiedfromtheperspectiveof
Christ􀆳sworkofsalvation．〔１００〕Consequently,the mostincomprehensiblefeaturespeculiartothe
ChristianconceptoftheGodheadsuchasthedoctrineoftheTrinity〔１０１〕weretobeadoredby
Christiansinsteadofbeinginspectedin philosophicalterms．For Melanchthon,thesubstantial
knowledgeindispensabletotheChristianidentitypresupposedthattheindividualhumanbeing
consideredhimselforherselfasinner(theLaw)andacceptedthefreegiftofsalvationearnedby
Christforsinners(theGospel)．Thus,allelementsofthedoctrineweretobeexploredfromthe
viewpointofChrist􀆳sworkofsalvationasfarastheywererevealedandembodiedintheScripture．

InhisprolegomenaMelanchthoncriticisedthemaintheologicalcompendiabroughtforthbythe
churchfathers(Origen,〔１０２〕RufinusofAquileia,〔１０３〕Fulgentius〔１０４〕orJohnofDamascus〔１０５〕)andby
the mediaevaltheologians (Peter Lombard〔１０６〕and Thomas Aquinas〔１０７〕)．Melanchthon did not
denouncethem fordepartingcompletelyfrom thebiblicaltruth,becauseherealisedthattoa
considerabledegreethoseworkscontainedwhatherecognisedasthebiblicalteaching,butrather
accusedthemoflosingsightoftheconceptofsalvationascentraltoChristiantheology．Accordingto
Melanchthon,thevast majorityoftheancientand mediaevaltheologiansbecameabsorbedin
philosophy,eitherbyaskingquestionswhichcouldnotbeansweredonthegroundoftheBibleorby
adducingscripturalpassagesasproofinphilosophicaldiscussions．

Examiningthefocalpoints,whichinhisopinionweresuppliedbytheScripture,Melanchthon
paidattentiontotheEpistletotheRomansandtotheBookofGenesis．Actually,Melanchthon
himselfadmitted〔１０８〕thatthefirstversionofLoci(１５２１)originatedfrom hisearlynotesonthe
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Melanchthon,“Locicommunesseuhypotyposestheologicae,”８３Ｇ８５．
Melanchthon􀆳sattitudetowardsthepatristicconceptoftheTrinitywasnotambivalentbutclearlyaffirmativebecausehe

objectednottothedoctrinalcontentthereofbutrathertothephilosophical,complexdisquisitionontheGodheadasembarkedonbythe
Westernmediaevaltheologians．PeterFraenkel,TestimoniaPatrum:TheFunctionofthePatristicArgumentintheTheologyofPhilip
Melanchthon(Geneva:Droz,１９６１),passim．H．AshleyHall,PhilipMelanchthonandtheCappadocians:AReceptionofGreekPatristic
SourcesintheSixteenthCentury (Göttingen:Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht,２０１４),passim．EginhardP．Meijering,Melanchthonand
PatristicThought:TheDoctrinesofChristandGrace,theTrinityandtheCreation (Leiden:Brill,１９８３),passim．

Origenes,“Περ＇ιΑρχ＇ων,”．
Rufinus,“CommentariusinSymbolum Apostolorum,”．In Melanchthon􀆳sdaysthatwork wasattributedtoCyprianof

Carthage．
Fulgentius,“DefideseuderegulaveraefideiadPetrumliberunus,”．In Melanchthon􀆳sdaysthatworkwasassignedto

Augustine．AugustinusHipponensis,“DefideadPetrumsivederegulaveraefidei,”．
JoannesDamascenus,“Expositiofideiorthodoxae,”．
PetrusLombardus,“Sententiarumlibriquatuor,”．
Intheearly１６thcenturyanimpactofThomas􀆳Summaonthe Westerntheology wasfeebleascomparedtothatof

Lombard􀆳sSentenceswhichstillheldswayinMelanchthon􀆳stime．
Melanchthon,“IuxtapioatqueeruditoviroD．TilomanoPlettenero,”８１Ｇ８４．
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Epistletothe Romans〔１０９〕in which Lociof１５２１ wereundoubtedlyoutlinedandin whichthe
foundationsforProtestanttheologyasanacademicdisciplinewerelaid．

ItislegitimatetosaythatinitiallyLociweredevisedby Melanchthonasanexplicationof
theologicaltopicswhichinhisopinionwereaccentuatedintheEpistletotheRomans．Thisepistle
MelanchthonviewedastheidealsummaryoftheChristiandoctrine〔１１０〕thoughneithertheepistle
itselfnortheancientchurchaccordedsuchastatustotheBookofRomans．Infact,anundisguised
elevationofCorpusPaulinumtothestatusofthehermeneutichuboftheChristianScriptureswas
distinctiveoftheReformationdivinesbutunknowntotheancientchurchexcepttoAugustineandto
someofhisproponents．The Easternchurchconstruedthe Pauline Epistlesandotherbooks
belongingtotheChristianScripturesascomplementaryvoices,bringingtheentirecollectionofthe
sacredwritingsuniquetoChristianityintobalance,andifanyprominencewasgivenbytheGreek
churchfathers,itwasgiventothesynopticGospelsandtheGospelofJohn．

MelanchthonstatedthataseriesofnarrativesfoundintheBookofGenesis(１Ｇ３)unveiledthe
essentialsoftheChristiandoctrinebytreatingofthecreation,humanfallintosinandthepromiseof
salvation(Genesis３:１５)．〔１１１〕Forhim,allarticlesoffaithcouldbeperceivedandappliedproperly
onlyifthedistinctionbetweentheLawandtheGospelwasobserved．Consequently,theLaw was
definedasGod􀆳swillconcerninghumanlifebyvirtueofwhicheveryhumanbeingwasassessedby
Godandeitherblessedinrewardforfulfillingthedivinepreceptsperfectlyorpunishedforany
breachofthedivinecommandments．OnaccountofAdam􀆳sandEve􀆳sfallintosin Melanchthon
arguedthateveryhumanbeingwasconceivedandbornasasinnerdeservingeternaldamnation．

TheGospel,ontheotherhand,wasdefinedasGod􀆳smessageoftheremissionofsinsfor
Christ􀆳ssakewhichaccordingtoMelanchthonwasproclaimedforthefirsttimeimmediatelyafter
Adam􀆳sandEve􀆳sfallandrecordedinGenesis３:１５．Onthatoccasion,itshouldbenotedthatthe
JewishexegeticaltraditiondidnotexpoundGenesis３:１５aspropheticofthemessianicseed,while
theChristianScripturesneverinterpretedthatpassagewithreferencetoChrist．Nonetheless,the
christologicalreadingofGenesis３:１５wasdistinctiveoftheWittenbergReformation,yetdoubtedby
Calvin．〔１１２〕

４９

〔１０９〕

〔１１０〕

〔１１１〕

〔１１２〕

PhilippMelanchthon,“Lucubratiuncula,”inOpera,vol．２１,１１Ｇ５０．Idem,“Theologicainstitutioin Epistolam Pauliad
Romanos,”inOpera,vol．２１,４９Ｇ６０．ThoseearlynotesshouldnotbeconfusedwithMelanchthon􀆳smaturecommentariesontheEpistle
totheRomans．Idem,“CommentariiinEpistolamPauliadRomanos,”inOperaquaesupersuntomnia(CorpusReformatorum),vol．１５,

ed．KarlGottliebBretschneider(HalleanderSaale:Schwetschke,１８４８),４９５Ｇ７９６．Idem,“EnarratioEpistolaePauliadRomanos,”in
Opera,vol．１５,７９７Ｇ１０５２．

Melanchthon,“Locicommunesseuhypotyposestheologicae,”８３Ｇ８５．Idem,“Locicommunes,”inOpera,vol．２１,２５３Ｇ２５５
[SecundaAetas]．Idem,“SerenissimoPrincipiD．HenricoOctavo,“３３３Ｇ３４０．Idem,“Piisetstudiosisscholasticis,”３４１Ｇ３４８．Idem,
“Praefatio,”inOpera,vol．２１,６０３Ｇ６０７ [TertiaAetas]．Idem,“Vorrede,”inOpera,vol．２２,５１Ｇ６２ [TertiaAetas(LociTheologici
Germanice)]．Idem,“Brevisdiscendaetheologiaeratio(１５３０),”inOperaquaesupersuntomnia (CorpusReformatorum),vol．２,ed．
KarlGottliebBretschneider (HalleanderSaale:Schwetschke,１８３５),４５６Ｇ４６１ [No．９５３]．ArnoSchirmer,DasPaulusverständnis
Melanchthons１５１８Ｇ１５２２ (Wiesbaden:Steiner,１９６７),passim．TimothyJ．Wengert,“The RhetoricalPaul:Philip Melanchthon􀆳s
InterpretationofthePaulineEpistles,”inACompaniontoPaulintheReformation,ed．R．WardHolder(Leiden:Brill,２００９),１２９Ｇ１６４．

Melanchthon,“Locicommunes,”inOpera,vol．２１,２５３Ｇ２５５[SecundaAetas]．Idem,“Locicommunestheologici,”inOpera,

vol．２１,３４７Ｇ３４９ [SecundaAetas]．Idem,“Vorrede,”inOpera,vol．２２,５１Ｇ６２ [TertiaAetas(LociTheologiciGermanice)]．Idem,
“Praefatio,”inOpera,vol．２１,６０３Ｇ６０７[TertiaAetas]．

JeanCalvin,“CommentariusinGenesin,”inOperaquaesupersuntomnia (CorpusReformatorum),vol．５１ (２３),ed．
WilhelmBaum,EdouardCunitzandEduardReuss(Braunschweig:Schwetschke,１８８２),６９Ｇ７２[Genesis３:１５]．
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MelanchthontaughtthattheclarityofthepresentationbothoftheLawandoftheGospelwas
progressingthroughouttheScripture．Thus,theLaw,whichwasengraftedinhumanheartatthe
momentofthecreation,wasputinto writingasattestedintheBookofExodus (theSinaitic
legislation),whiletheinitialpromiseofthe messianicseedin Genesis３:１５,asinterpretedby
Melanchthon,wasfulfilledinJesustowhomtheChristianScriptureweresaidtobeartestimony．

ForMelanchthon,everyproposition(Lehre)ornarrative(Geschichte)foundintheScripture
wasindicativeeitherofGod􀆳swillembracinghumanlifeanditsconsequences(theLaw)orofGod􀆳s
favourtosinnersbasedonChrist􀆳satonement(theGospel)．〔１１３〕Disregardingacommonpatristic
presupposition,thattheHebrew BiblewasequaltotheOldCovenant(i．e．theLaw),whilethe
ChristianScriptureswereidenticalwiththe New Covenant (i．e．theGospel),〔１１４〕 Melanchthon
announcedthatboththecommunicationofGod􀆳sdemands(theLaw)andthecommunicationof
God􀆳smercy(theGospel)weredistributedamongallbooksoftheScripture．Moreover,hetriedto
interpretnarrativesinthe Tanakh,eventhosepurelyhistorical,eitherasanaccountofGod􀆳s
disapprovalofIsrael􀆳strespasses(theLaw)orasanaccountofGod􀆳sapprovalofhisChosenPeople
basedonthedivinecovenantofgrace(theGospel)．

Asarenownedhumanist Melanchthoninsistedthattherelationshipbetweentheartsand
theology,whichhecountedamongtheartsaswell,shouldbedefinedclearlyinordertobemutually
beneficial．〔１１５〕ForMelanchthon,everyacademicdisciplinemustinventitsmethodofarrangingits
materialproperlyinviewofthecauseＧeffectrelationshipbecauseotherwisenolearningorteaching
wouldbepossiblewithinthecompassofthatdiscipline．Inhisopinion,Godcreatedhumanbeingsto
actandtoproceedinanorderlyandefficientway．〔１１６〕Grantedthattheologywasdefinedasastudyof
thesacredtextsbearingtestimonytothereligiousphenomena,Melanchthonclaimedthatsucha
studymustinvolvetheuseofhumanreasonbecauseeverytextwouldawaitinterpretation．

Melanchthonarguedthatthemethodofloci,whichwaswidelyusedinthehumanitiesandwhich
wasadvancedbyhim,couldeasilybeappliedtoChristiantheology．Infact,hesupposedthatthe
ecumenicalcreedscouldbeviewedasaproductofanimplicituseofthatmethodbecauseinthose
documentstherudimentsoftheChristiansfaithweregleanedfromtheScriptureandsummarised
according to the sequence of God􀆳s operation in the universe (creation Ｇredemption Ｇ
sanctification)．〔１１７〕
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〔１１６〕
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Melanchthon,“Vorrede,”inOpera,vol．２２,５１Ｇ６２[TertiaAetas(LociTheologiciGermanice)]．
Asamatteroffact,thelabels“OldTestament”and“New Testament”werenotimpliedbythosetwocollectionsofthe

sacredtextsbutratherinventedbytheearlyChristianchurch．Thoseperniciousappellationsnotonlycontravenedtheviewsonthe
HebrewBibleexpressedinCorpusPaulinumandintheEpistletotheHebrewsbutalsomustbeconsideredderogatoryfromtheJewish
perspective．

Melanchthon,“Brevisdiscendaetheologiaeratio(１５３０),”４６０Ｇ４６１ [No．９５３]．Idem,“Vorrede,”inOpera,vol．２２,５１Ｇ６２
[TertiaAetas(LociTheologiciGermanice)]．Idem,“Locicommunesseuhypotyposestheologicae,”８３Ｇ８５．Idem,“Locicommunes,”in
Opera,vol．２１,２５３Ｇ２５５[SecundaAetas]．Idem,“Vorrede,”inOpera,vol．２２,５７Ｇ５８[TertiaAetas(LociTheologiciGermanice)]．Idem,
“SerenissimoPrincipiD．HenricoOctavo,”３３３Ｇ３４０．Idem,“Locicommunestheologici,”inOpera,vol．２１,３４７Ｇ３４９[SecundaAetas]．
Idem,“Piisetstudiosisscholasticis,”３４１Ｇ３４８．

Melanchthon,“Praefatio,”inOpera,vol．２１,６０３Ｇ６０７[TertiaAetas]．
Melanchthon,“Locicommunesseuhypotyposestheologicae,”８３Ｇ８５．Idem,“Locicommunes,”inOpera,vol．２１,２５３Ｇ２５５

[SecundaAetas]．Idem,“Locicommunestheologici,”inOpera,vol．２１,３４７Ｇ３４９[SecundaAetas]．
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ForMelanchthon,〔１１８〕theartsandtheologycouldenrichoneanotherbecausetheologymight
benefitfromtheexpertiseoftheartsinthemethodoforganisingthematerialandinthefieldofthe
interpretationofsacredtexts．Moreover,theartscouldfacilitatethepursuitoftheciviluprightness
andhelpcultivatethecivilmorality．Thus,byfosteringlociphilosophicisuchasjustice,temperance
orbeneficence,philosophycouldtoacertaindegreeexplorethingsappertainingtothedivineLaw．On
theotherhand,theologywasabletoadjudicatespiritualmatterswhichcouldbereachedneither
empiricallynorlogically．

Melanchthonwasawarethatthearts,especiallyphilosophy,mightinfluencetheologyintermsof
itsfocusandcontent．Therefore,heacknowledgedthemessageabouttheforgivenessofsinsfor
Christ􀆳ssakeasthecornerstoneoftheologywhichinhisopinionshouldrevolvearoundtheassertion
thatbyhislifeChristfulfilledtheLawinlieuofhumankind(theactiveobedience),whereasbyhis
deathChristexperiencedthepenaltyforhumankind􀆳stransgressions(thepassiveobedience)．Asa
consequenceofthatvicarioussubstitution,sinnersweresaidtobedeclarednotguiltyinGod􀆳ssight．

ForMelanchthon,〔１１９〕theartsandtheologydifferedasfarastheirsourceswereconcerned．
Accordingly,alltheartsexceptfortheologyverifiedtheirpropositionseitherlogicallyorempirically．
ThesemeansofverificationMelanchthoncalledthedemonstration．Thus,theempiricalverification
consistedintheexperience,whereasthelogicalverificationwasbasedonthelogicalprincipleswhich
Philipconsideredinnate．In theology,as Melanchthon claimed,the verification consisted in
establishingwhetheragivenstatementcouldbesubstantiatedbytheScriptureinterpretedaccording
toitsmostnatural(whencehistoricalandliterary)senseornot．SincetheScripturewasdesignated
byMelanchthonasthesoletestimonytothesavingselfＧrevelationofGod,agivenstatementwastrue
ifitcouldbearguedfromtheBible．

InMelanchthon􀆳sopinion,humanheartcouldbeconvinced,thatGod􀆳smessagewastrue,only
bythe Holy Spiritoperating by meansofthat message,whiletheacceptanceofthedivine
communicationtouchinghumansinanddivinegracewassaidtocauseabelievertorecognisethe
ScriptureasGod􀆳srevelation(testimoniuminternumSpiritussancti)．Melanchthoncontendedthat
theGospeldisclosed God􀆳sfavourtothe world which human beingscould know neitherby
experiencenorbyreasonbutsolelybyvirtueofthedivinerevelationperpetuatedintheScripture．〔１２０〕

Therefore,onlytheGospelwasintrinsicallyempoweredtomakethose,whowereexposedtoits
message,acceptit,bybringingthemtofaith．Thus,certaintyintheartsexceptfortheologywas
naturalaswroughteitherbyrationalargumentsorbyempiricalevidence,whileintheologycertainty
wassupernaturalascreatedbytheSpiritoperatingbyGod􀆳sWord．

Melanchthonremarkedthatgenuinefaithcouldnotberegardedasapersonalopinionrestingon
empiricalorlogicalassumptionsbecausefaithasasensibleorrationalinferencewouldbevulnerable
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Melanchthon,“SerenissimoPrincipiD．HenricoOctavo,”３３３Ｇ３４０．Idem,“Vorrede,”inOpera,vol．２２,５７Ｇ５８[TertiaAetas
(LociTheologiciGermanice)]．Idem,“Locicommunestheologici,”inOpera,vol．２１,３４７Ｇ３４９[SecundaAetas]．Idem,“Praefatio,”in
Corpusdoctrinaechristianaequaeestsumma,A２rＧA４r．

Melanchthon,“Praefatio,”inOpera,vol．２１,６０３Ｇ６０７[TertiaAetas]．
Melanchthon,“Locicommunes,”inOpera,vol．２１,２５３Ｇ２５５[SecundaAetas]．
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todoubtleadingeithertoimpietyortodespair．〔１２１〕Rather,genuinefaithwas,forMelanchthon,a
firmandsteadyknowledgeofthedivinetruthandaconstantcommitmenttoGod􀆳sWordastothe
revelationofGod􀆳sbenevolencetowardshumankind．Therefore,faithwassaidtoruleoutanydoubt
oruncertainty．

Consequently,Melanchthon〔１２２〕rejectedepistemologicalscepticism asexemplifiedbyancient
Pyrrhonismwhichadvocateddoubtingeverystatementorrefrainingfrom makinganyassertions．
Thus,suchascepticalapproach mustdisregardatradition which,for Melanchthon,wasthe
knowledgeaccumulatedbythepastgenerations．InMelanchthon􀆳sview,theancientlegacybothin
thehumanitiesandintheologyshouldbetreasured,yetevaluatedcriticallyfromtheperspectiveof
thesourcespeculiartoeveryacademicdiscipline．InthecaseoftheologyMelanchthonaccordedthe
statusofthesolesourceofthecrediblesavingknowledgeofGodtotheBible,admittingthatthe
biblicalteachingwassubsequentlymirroredintheecumenicalcreeds．

Melanchthonarguedthatascepticalstancecouldneverbetakenonthereligionbecauseitwould
nullifythedivineassurance,thatsinnersweredeclaredrighteousinfrontofGodforChrist􀆳ssake．In
hisopinion,theHolySpiritcreatedandsustainedsuchanassuranceinhumanheartthroughthe
meansofgraceandthisassurancewastheveryessenceoftheChristianreligion．Inthecaseofthe
humanitiesexclusiveoftheologyMelanchthonpermittedofadoubtorofasuspensionofassertionsif
therewerenorationalorempiricalpremissestodrawanyinferenceortomakeanyassertions．

Conclusion

Melanchthon􀆳sLocibecamethestandardcompendium by meansof which generationsof
Protestantdivines wereinstructedandedified．Lutherdid notobjecttothisfactbutrather
appreciatedthepotentialofLoci,realisingthatwithoutMelanchthon􀆳stheologicalandeducational
insightsthe Wittenberg Reformationcouldnotbefortified,mightnotexpandbeyond GermanＧ
speakingterritoriesandprobablywouldnotcontinuebeyondLuther􀆳sownlife．〔１２３〕

ToaconsiderabledegreeMelanchthonenunciatedwhatisnowcommonlyknownasadoctrinal
legacyofthe１６thＧcenturyWittenbergReformationandunlikeLuther,hewaseulogisedbyCalvinas
well．Between１５１８and１５１９Melanchthon〔１２４〕formulatedtheReformationconceptsoffreewill,ofthe
distinctionbetweentheLaw andthe Gospel,oftheforensicnatureofjustification,〔１２５〕ofthe

７９

〔１２１〕

〔１２２〕

〔１２３〕

〔１２４〕

〔１２５〕

Ibidem．Idem,“Locicommunestheologici,”inOpera,vol．２１,３４７Ｇ３４９ [SecundaAetas]．Idem,“SerenissimoPrincipiD．
HenricoOctavo,”３３３Ｇ３４０．Idem,“Praefatio,”inOpera,vol．２１,６０３Ｇ６０７ [TertiaAetas]．Idem,“Vorrede,”inOpera,vol．２２,５１Ｇ６２
[TertiaAetas(LociTheologiciGermanice)]．

Ibidem．
MartinLuther,“Deservoarbitrio(１５２５),”inWerke:KritischeGesamtausgabe,vol．１８(Weimar:Böhlau,１９０８),６０１．Idem,

“VorredezuMelanchthonsverdeutschterAuslegungdesKolosserbriefs,”inWerke:KritischeGesamtausgabe,vol．３０/II(Weimar:

Böhlau,１９０９),６８Ｇ６９．Idem,“AnMelanchthon(Wartburg,９．September１５２１),”inWerke:KritischeGesamtausgabe (Briefwechsel),

vol．２(Weimar:Böhlau,１９３１),３８２Ｇ３８６ [No．４２８]．“KasparHeidenreichsNachschriften (Wintervon１５４２auf１５４３),”inMartin
Luther,Werke:KritischeGesamtausgabe (Tischreden),vol．５(Weimar:Böhlau,１９１９),２０４Ｇ２０５[No．５５１１]．

Melanchthon,“Lucubratiuncula,”１１Ｇ５０．Idem,“TheologicainstitutioinEpistolamPauliadRomanos,”４９Ｇ６０．
LowellClark Green,How Melanchthon Helped Luther Discoverthe Gospel:TheDoctrineof Justificationinthe

Reformation (Fallbrook:VerdictPublications,１９８０),passim．
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ChristianfreedomandofthemeansofgracewhichsubsequentlysolidifiedintohisLociof１５２１．By
１５１８Lutherwasnotpreoccupiedwiththosetopicsanddidnotofferanysystematicexpositionof
them．InthecaseoftheconceptofhumanfreewillinthespiritualsphereLuther􀆳sDeservoarbitrio
of１５２５couldbeviewedasanexplicationofMelanchthon􀆳sdisquisitiononthattopicfromhisLociof
１５２１．Actually,LutherhimselfdidnotdenythathedrewuponPhilip􀆳smasterpiece．〔１２６〕

Froma historical perspective,the reception of Melanchthon􀆳s writings,for instance in
Scandinavia,overshadowedthatofLuther􀆳stracts．GiventhatLutherhimselfavowedhisown
inaptitudetocreateanysystematicexpositionoftheologicaltenetspeculiartothe Wittenberg
Reformation,〔１２７〕 Melanchthon􀆳sLociweretheinstrumentindispensableforeducatingthenext
generationofProtestantdivinesandfordisseminatingtheideasoftheReformationworldwide．

AlthoughatheologicalprogrammepresentedinMelanchthon􀆳sLocicouldnotwithstandthetest
oftheEnlightenmenthumanitiesinclusiveoftheEnlightenmenttheology,hisinterpretationand
systematisationofthedoctrinaltenets,whichheidentifiedintheScripture,servedthepurposeofthe
１６thＧcenturyReformation．Ultimately,religioussymbolsandconceptslikeallsymbolsandconcepts
aredevisedinaspecificcommunityataspecifictimeandinaspecificplace．Thus,Melanchthon􀆳s
monumentalworkprovedtobeessentialtotheoriginandformationofReformationtheologyofthe
１６thcenturyasanacademicdisciplineanditpavedthewayforthefurtherevolutionofProtestant
theologywhichdemonstrateditsremarkableabilitytoadapttonew andindeedeveryＧchanging
circumstances．

８９

〔１２６〕

〔１２７〕
Luther,“Deservoarbitrio(１５２５),”６０１．
MartinLuther,“Vorredezum１．BandderWittenbergerAusgabederDeutschenSchriften (１５３９),”inWerke:Kritische

Gesamtausgabe,vol．５０ (Weimar:Böhlau,１９１４),６５７Ｇ６５８．Idem,“Vorredezum erstenBandderGesamtausgabederLateinischen
Schriften(Wittenberg１５４５),”inWerke:KritischeGesamtausgabe,vol．５４(Weimar:Böhlau,１９２８),１７９．



MatthewOSEKA:HowtheEmergingProtestantTheologyTookShapeintheReformationConceptofTheologicalStudies
asEnunciatedbyPhilipMelanchthoninHisProlegomenatoAllLatinandGermanVersionsofLoci

中文题目:
如菲利普􀅰墨兰顿在其对所有德语和拉丁语版本的LOCI前言中所阐明的那样,新兴新

教神学关于神学研究的改革概念是如何形成的?

岳诚轩

波兰华沙基督教神学院神学博士,香港路德会协同神学院讲师,香港九龙.电子邮件:matthew．oseka＠yahoo．com

摘要:本文研究新教神学作为一个学科体系的基本概念,就如菲利普􀅰墨兰顿在其给Loci所有的德语及拉丁语版本的
前言中所阐明的那样,对于教育下一代新教神学和在世界范围内传播宗教改革来说,这是不可或缺的.

关键词:菲利普􀅰墨兰顿;Locicommunes(Locitheologici,Locipraecipui);维滕贝格改革;系统神学;约翰􀅰加尔文
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