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PREFACE. 

. . . . . . . . ah, the preface ! With Seidemann (Reforma- 
tionszeit in Sachsen, p. I )  one regrets that the preface was 
ever invented. I n  former times, he says, books were given 
an index at the end, just as gentlemen wore queues down 
their back, and you could pretty nearly tell the character 
of either by examining the final appendage. Nowadays 
the quintessence, or basic decoction, of a book must be 
deposited in  the preface. That is the philosophy of the 
matter, whether i t  is useful or not. 

I may tell here what I meant this book to be. It is 
in the form of a tale, but it is all history, down to the 
minutiae of circumstance, and the evidence is given step 
for step. My aim has been, not only to tell what happened, 
but let the reader see how it happened. Much local color- 
ing, and inuch personal portrayal, and much of what is 
human also in great inen has been thrown into this review. 
To make the reader see through the reopened records an 
important event in the making, with all those paltry in- 
cidents that contribute towards its happening and in the 
end assume the force of causes, has been my aim. Since 
the old Latin and German records have been Englished 
for this review, either wholly, or in part, or in extensive 
snmmaries, the book may in a measure, I hope, prove 
itself valuable as a source book to those who would carry 
their studies of this important epoch in Luther's life fur- 
ther than has been done here. 

The Lutller of the Leipzig Debate is less popular than 
the Luther with the hammer and the Theses in his hand, 
standing in front of the Castle Church a t  Wittenberg on 
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VI  PREFACE. 

October 31, 1517, or the Luther of Wor~lls facing the 
Emperor Charles V and the great lords from rLonle in 
a solemn ancl gorgeous assembly. Both events lend them- 
selves easily to dramatization. Let us not recluce the 
iillportance of either event. The former certainly did 
start the morenlent which we call the Reforillation J the 
latter mas the cnlminating confessioilal act, which fitly 
closed the action begnn i11 151'1. However, on the former 
occasion Luther was to a large extent a searcher after 
truth, and there was in him the timidity of the inquirer. 
Forty months later he knew what he walltccl to lil~ow, ancl 
he also knew what he lnust do because he knew xvl~at he 
knew. The internal or spiritual growth of 1,nther daring 
those three gears and a half is clue to the Leipzig Deha t~  
ancl the preparation for it. I t  was (111 that occasion that 
Jmthcr began to clearly ~mclerstand the issue before him, 
and took up the gauntlet which Rome had thrown domil 
to him. Therefore July 4, 1519, and tlie follomi~lg claps 
must be reckonecl not only as an important (lax in the 
personal story of J~nther, but also as a truly great day in 
the history of the Ch~ireh of Jesus Christ. 

As I have given my references throughout the book, 
there is no need here of a bibliography. The labors of 
all who have traveled these paths before inc I have relig- 
ioasly employed for my own work, as far as they were 
available to me. I n  the case of translatioils I have in 
most instances conlpared the originals. 

God bless the book and its readers! 

\V. H. T. DAU. 

St. Louis, Mo., Novell~ber 19, 19 18. 

VI PREFACE. 

October 31, 151'1, or the Luther of Worms facing the 
Emperor Charles V and the great lords from Rome in 
a solemn and gorgeous assembly. Both events lend them­
selves easily to dramatization. us not reduce the 
importance of either event. '1'ho former certainly did 
start the movement whir:h we call the Reformation; the 
latter was the culminating confessional act, which fitly 
closed the action begun in 1517. However, on the former 
occasion Luther was to a large extent a searcher after 
truth, and there was in him the timidity of the inquirer. 
Forty months later he knew what he wanted to know, and 
he also knew what he must do because he knew what he 
knew. The internal or spiritual growth of Luther during 
those three years and a half is due to the Leipzig Debate 
and the preparation for it. It was on that occasion that 
IJuthcr began to clearly understand the issue before him, 
and took up the gauntlet which HOllle had thrown down 
to him. Therefore July 4, 15Hl, and the following days 
must be reckoned not only as an important day in the 
personal story of Luther, but also as a truly great day in 
the history of the Church of Jesus Christ. 

As I have given my references throughout the book, 
there is no need here of a bibliography. The labors of 
all who have traveled these paths before llle I have relig­
iously employed for my ovvn work, as far as they were 
available to me. In the case of translations I 11a\'e in 
most instances compared the originals. 

God bless the book and its readers! 

W. H. 'r. DAD. 

St. Louis, )10., November 19, 1918. 

VI PREFACE. 

October 31, 151'1, or the Luther of Worms facing the 
Emperor Charles V and the great lords from Rome in 
a solemn and gorgeous assembly. Both events lend them­
selves easily to dramatization. us not reduce the 
importance of either event. '1'ho former certainly did 
start the movement whir:h we call the Reformation; the 
latter was the culminating confessional act, which fitly 
closed the action begun in 1517. However, on the former 
occasion Luther was to a large extent a searcher after 
truth, and there was in him the timidity of the inquirer. 
Forty months later he knew what he wanted to know, and 
he also knew what he must do because he knew what he 
knew. The internal or spiritual growth of Luther during 
those three years and a half is due to the Leipzig Debate 
and the preparation for it. It was on that occasion that 
IJuthcr began to clearly understand the issue before him, 
and took up the gauntlet which HOllle had thrown down 
to him. Therefore July 4, 15Hl, and the following days 
must be reckoned not only as an important day in the 
personal story of Luther, but also as a truly great day in 
the history of the Church of Jesus Christ. 

As I have given my references throughout the book, 
there is no need here of a bibliography. The labors of 
all who have traveled these paths before llle I have relig­
iously employed for my ovvn work, as far as they were 
available to me. In the case of translations I 11a\'e in 
most instances compared the originals. 

God bless the book and its readers! 

W. H. 'r. DAD. 

St. Louis, )10., November 19, 1918. 

VI PREFACE. 

October 31, 151'1, or the Luther of Worms facing the 
Emperor Charles V and the great lords from Rome in 
a solemn and gorgeous assembly. Both events lend them­
selves easily to dramatization. us not reduce the 
importance of either event. '1'ho former certainly did 
start the movement whir:h we call the Reformation; the 
latter was the culminating confessional act, which fitly 
closed the action begun in 1517. However, on the former 
occasion Luther was to a large extent a searcher after 
truth, and there was in him the timidity of the inquirer. 
Forty months later he knew what he wanted to know, and 
he also knew what he must do because he knew what he 
knew. The internal or spiritual growth of Luther during 
those three years and a half is due to the Leipzig Debate 
and the preparation for it. It was on that occasion that 
IJuthcr began to clearly understand the issue before him, 
and took up the gauntlet which HOllle had thrown down 
to him. Therefore July 4, 15Hl, and the following days 
must be reckoned not only as an important day in the 
personal story of Luther, but also as a truly great day in 
the history of the Church of Jesus Christ. 

As I have given my references throughout the book, 
there is no need here of a bibliography. The labors of 
all who have traveled these paths before llle I have relig­
iously employed for my ovvn work, as far as they were 
available to me. In the case of translations I 11a\'e in 
most instances compared the originals. 

God bless the book and its readers! 

W. H. 'r. DAD. 

St. Louis, )10., November 19, 1918. 



CONTENTS . 
PAGE 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 . A Proposal of Priendshil) 1 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2 . May Frost on a Budding Friendsl~ip 10 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 . Stabbing a Friend in the Back 17 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  4 . Tlie Daggers and the Stars 24 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  6 . Alas! Another Friend! 31 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  6 . The Challenge t. o a D c h t e  38 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  7 . Dnke George IIas His  Way 46 

. . . . . . . . . . . . .  8 . Striking a t  Andrew :uld Sinling a t  Arartin 58 
9. The IIarid of God . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  68 

10 . Obstjacles . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  7.5 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  11 . F i n .  l Preparat. ions for the Debat. e 87 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  12 . The Thirteenth Thesis 104 
13 . Leyptzigk . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  110 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  14 . Carlstadt z'evstrs I?rk 116 
. . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 15 . A Aleniorable l'oul.tl1 of ,July (Forenoon.) 129 

. . . . . . . . . . . . .  16 . A Me~uori~ble Vourt. h of July (Afternoon.) 145 
1 7  . A bfe~llorrtble Fourt. h of ,July . (Evening.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  157 
18 . The Rcinainder of the. Dchate on the l'ri~uacy . . . . . . . . . .  164 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  19 . The Debate on Purga~l-or>- 174 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  20 . T l ~ e  Debate on Jndulgences 178 

21 . Tlle Debate on Repentlunee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  181 
22 . Tlie Debate on Priestly Abxolt~tion a i d  Satisf;ictions for 

Sin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  184 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  23 . The Conclusion of tllr~ Ilebate 188 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  24 . Reports about t. he Dcbntc 194 
25 . Exit Dr . Eck . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  204 
26 . Ilail, Doctor J'lartinns! . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  208 

APPENDIX : - 
I . Theses against t l ~ e  S c l l o l a ~ t i ~  Tlleology . . . . . . . . . . . .  213 

I1 . Theses for lintl~cr's Debate a t  Hcidelherg, April 26, 
1518 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  218 

1x1  . S.~ur?mary of Ecli's Ohelisl~s anrl T d h r r ' s  ilsterisks 221 

TNDEX . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  233 

CONTENTS. 

PAGE 
1. A Proposal of Friendship ..................... , . . . . . . . 1 
2. May FI'ost on a Budding Friendship ..... ........... . , 10 
3. Stabbing a Friend in the Back .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 
4. The Daggers and the Sta.rs ............ ',' . . . . .. . . . . . .. 24 
5. Alas! Another Friend! ............................... 31 
6. The Challenge t.o a Debl! te .. . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . . . . . . .. 38 
7. Duke George lIas His ,I\'ay .. .......... .. '. ... . . . . .. . .. 46 
8. Striking at Andrew and Aiming at Martin.. . . . .. . .. . .. 58 
H. The Hand of God.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 68 

10. Obstacles ........................................ '" . 75 
11. Final Preparations fOI' the Debate.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 87 
1') The Thirteenth Thesis ............................... 104 
13. Leyptzigk .......... . ............................... 110 
14. Carlstadt Ve1'81IS Ef'k ... . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 116 
15. A Memorable Fourth of .J uly. (Forenoon.)............. 129 
16. A 'Memorable Fourth of July. (Afternoon.) ............ 145 
1 j. A Memorable :Foul'th of .July. (Evening.).............. 157 
18. The Remainder of tIl(' Debate on the Primae." .......... 164 
19. The Debate on Purgatory ......... , ................. 174 
20. The Debate on Jndulgenf'es ........................... 178 
21. The Debate on Repentance ........................... 181 
22. The Debate on Priestly Absolution amI Satisfaetions for 

Sin .............................................. 184 
28. The COllcl usion of the Debate .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . .. 188 
24. Reports about tll(' Debate .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 194 
25. Exit Dr. Eck ........................................ 204 
26. Hail, Doctor Mnrtinmd .............................. 208 

ApPENDIX:-

1. Theses against tI,e ScholastiC' Theologr ............ 213 
II. Theses for LutlH'l"s Debate at Heidelberg, .April 26, 

1518 ........................................ 218 
III. Summar), of Eek's Obelisks amI Luther's Asterisks 221 

INm;x ................................................. 233 

CONTENTS. 

PAGE 
1. A Proposal of Friendship ..................... , . . . . . . . 1 
2. May FI'ost on a Budding Friendship ..... ........... . , 10 
3. Stabbing a Friend in the Back .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 
4. The Daggers and the Sta.rs ............ ',' . . . . .. . . . . . .. 24 
5. Alas! Another Friend! ............................... 31 
6. The Challenge t.o a Debl! te .. . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . . . . . . .. 38 
7. Duke George lIas His ,I\'ay .. .......... .. '. ... . . . . .. . .. 46 
8. Striking at Andrew and Aiming at Martin.. . . . .. . .. . .. 58 
H. The Hand of God.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 68 

10. Obstacles ........................................ '" . 75 
11. Final Preparations fOI' the Debate.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 87 
1') The Thirteenth Thesis ............................... 104 
13. Leyptzigk .......... . ............................... 110 
14. Carlstadt Ve1'81IS Ef'k ... . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 116 
15. A Memorable Fourth of .J uly. (Forenoon.)............. 129 
16. A 'Memorable Fourth of July. (Afternoon.) ............ 145 
1 j. A Memorable :Foul'th of .July. (Evening.).............. 157 
18. The Remainder of tIl(' Debate on the Primae." .......... 164 
19. The Debate on Purgatory ......... , ................. 174 
20. The Debate on Jndulgenf'es ........................... 178 
21. The Debate on Repentance ........................... 181 
22. The Debate on Priestly Absolution amI Satisfaetions for 

Sin .............................................. 184 
28. The COllcl usion of the Debate .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . .. 188 
24. Reports about tll(' Debate .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 194 
25. Exit Dr. Eck ........................................ 204 
26. Hail, Doctor Mnrtinmd .............................. 208 

ApPENDIX:-

1. Theses against tI,e ScholastiC' Theologr ............ 213 
II. Theses for LutlH'l"s Debate at Heidelberg, .April 26, 

1518 ........................................ 218 
III. Summar), of Eek's Obelisks amI Luther's Asterisks 221 

INm;x ................................................. 233 

CONTENTS. 

PAGE 
1. A Proposal of Friendship ..................... , . . . . . . . 1 
2. May Frost on a Budding Friendship ................ ". 10 
3. Stabbing a Friend in the Back .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 
4. The Daggers and the Sta.rs ............ ',' . . . . .. . . . . . .. 24 
5. Alas! Another Friend! ............................... 31 
6. The Challenge t.o a Debll te .. . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . . . . . . .. 38 
7. Duke George Has His 'Vay ... , .......... '. ... . . . . .. . .. 46 
8. Striking at Andrew and Aiming at Martin.. . . . .. . .. . .. 58 
H. The Hand of God.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 68 

10. Obstacles ........................................ '" . 75 
11. Final Preparations fOI' the Debate" ...... ". . . . . . . . . . .. 87 
1') The Thirteenth Thesis ............................... 104 
13. Leyptzigk .......... . ............................... 110 
14. Carlstadt Ve1"81IS Ef'k ... . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 116 
15. A Memorable Fourth of .J uly. (Forenoon.)............. 129 
16. A 'Memorable Fourth of July. (Afternoon.) ............ 145 
1 j. A Memorable :Fourth of .July. (Evening.).............. 157 
18. The Remainder of tIl(' Debate on the Primae.'" .......... 164 
19. The Debate on Purgatory ......... , ... . .. ..... 174 
20. The Debate on Jndulgenf'es ........................... 178 
21. The Debate on Repentance ..... . ................. 181 
22. The Debate on Priestly Absolution amI Satisfaetions for 

Sin .............................................. 184 
28. The COllC] usion of the Debate .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . .. 188 
24. Reports about tll(' Debate .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 194 
25. Exit Dr. Eck .. . . . .. . ............................... 204 
26. Hail, Doctor Mnrtinmd ...................... 208 

ApPENDIX:-

1. Theses against tI,e ScholastiC' Theologr ............ 213 
II. Theses for LutlH'l"s Debate at Heidelberg, April 26, 

1518 ........................................ 218 
III. Summary of Eek's Obelisks amI Luther's Asterisks 221 

INm;x ............................ . ................. 233 



1. A Proposal of Friendship. 

In t h ~  early part of April, 1517, Lutller rewired a l u t t e ~  
from Nuernbcrg. It came fro111 his forlncr colleagixe a t  
Wittenberg, Christophorus Scheurl, Doctor of Jurisprudence, 
who had left his ho~~oruble  position a t  the young university 
on the Elbe to beconle City C'ouuselor of Sucrnberg, "the 
jewel cahket of the Holy Rorriaii I3inpire of the Gcrnlaii 
Nation." Scheurl had written this letter to Luthe~.  i n  ful- 
filment of a promise which he hat1 mado to a guest urliom lie- 
was a t  that  tirne entertaining a t  his house. IIowever, by 
writing this letter, Scheurl had also gratifiecl a personal de- 
sire: Croin what he had to propose to IIAutEler he belicred that 
gdod would result to the Church, if Lu t l~c r  chose to act upon 
his suggrstion. This same suggestioil hc had made to his 
guest rnontl~s before. On January 14 he had ~ v r i t t e i ~  him : - 

Amol~g the Wittenberg tlleologians there arc. errlineill I\l~rtiit  
Luther, ail Angnstinian, ~ 1 1 o  is expounding the Pauline Epistles 
with \vonil~rful geniality; Andreas Carlstadt, Nicolans Amsdorf, 
Johanncs Felclkirchen, and several othe~s. If you wish to eilter 
into familiar relations with these men, let me tell you that I can 
bring that about, if anybody can.1) 

Kow that he had this person a t  his home, he increased 
his eflorts to bring about a friendly relationship between his 
guest and the young Doctor of Theology whom he llad left 
a t  Wittenberg. 

When the guest had heard Scheurl extol the noble quali- 
ties of Luther, he had manifested a great desire to become 
personally acquainted with him, and, with that end i11 view, 
had a t  ouce dispatched a letter to Luther, which he accom- 
panied with a brochure that  he had just published. Scheurl's 
letter was written for the purpose of securing a favorable 
consideration for his guest's ofler of friendship. With the 
- 

1 )  Enders, Luther8 BriefwechseZ I ,  93. 
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2 1. .\ PROI~I'OSAT. O F  FRIENDSHIP. 

scholarly courtesy of the Humanist that he was, Scheurl 
wrote : - 

I have no doubt  t h a t  you wil l  answer him, and  release m e  
from m y  promise. For you consider i t  a disgrace t o  le t  a n y  one 
exceed you i n  love or  surpass  you i n  kindness. I pray,  however, 
t h a t  you will wr i te  him i n  a friendly manner, because I deem 
him worthy of your  friendship.%) 

At the same time Scheurl wrote letters of the same im- 
port to Carlstadt, Luther's colleague at the university of 
Wittenberg, and to Spalatin, Luther's most trusted friend.3) 
Scheurl's solicitousness indicates that he attached consider- 
able importance to a possible union between his forrner asso- 
ciates and his present guest. 

Who was this guest? His name was Johann Maier, or 
Mayr, of Eck on the Guenz, in the district of Ottobeuren in 
Suabia, where he had been born h'ovember 13, 1486. At  the 
time of which me are writing he was thirty years old and 
1;utller's junior by three years. Johann hlaier of Eck had 
indeed had a remarkable career. Born of a respectable 
family, - his father, 3lichael Maier, was for many years the 
magistrate of the town, - he had a t  the age of nine (March, 
1495) been mceived into the home of his uncle and name- 
sake, Johann Maier, the pastor of a congregation at Rotten- 
burg on the Keckar. F o r  three years his uncle superintended 
and supplemented the poor education which his nephew re- 
ceived at the school of the place. The boy, however, developed 
so rapidly 4) that his uncle decided to send him to Heidelberg, 

2) St. Louis Ed. of Luther's Works, XXIa, 65. -This edition mil1 
be quoted throoghout this treatise by giving merely volume and column. 

3 )  Enders, 2. c.  
4 )  Eck, later in life, gave an account of his education a t  Rotten- 

burg. At school he learned his Latin from Paul Niave's Idioqwa Lati-  
twna and Cato, and flnished Virgil's Bucolics, Fkeocl?~Z, and the sixth 
treatise of Isidore. Besides, he read Aegop's Fables, the Co?nedieu of 
Aretin, the Elegies of Alda, Seneca's 0 9 %  t he  Virt t trs  and the Epist le 
t o  Lttcilizts, the Letters a f  Gaspa?ilz, Gerson's Joacpki?tus, an Intro- 
duction to the Bible, Boethius's O n Disdpline and On the  Co?~solntion 
of Philosophy, the entire Terence, the first six books of the Aeneid, 
and was drilled in Isidore's five chapters on Logic. In  the afternoon 
his nncle read with him the Eooks of Moses, the Four Gospels, Acts, 
treatises on the Fofrl' Last Thiligs, on S o ~ r b ,  a part of Augostine's 
Orntinns to  fhe  Erenuiten. the treatise of Augustine of Ancona on the 
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where Johann Maier, in  April, 1498, entered the university a t  
the tender age of twelve years. In accordance with a pre- 
vailing cus ton~ the young student Latinized his name, calling 
himself after his birthplace Eccius, or Eck (rarely after his 
uncle, Johannes Majoris).5) This precocious freshman be- 
came the Dr. Eck who figures prominently i n  the story of 
the Lutheran Reformation. 

For that have not been explained to us, EcL sooll 
left Heidelberg, the oldest of the German universities, and 
i n  the spring of 1499 entered the University of Tuelringcn. 
I n  six months he advanced to the degree of Bachelor of Arts 
(October, 1499), while fifteen months later (January, 1501) 
he became Master of Arts. H e  now took up the study of 
theology. H i s  leading teacher was Johann Jacob Lemp. 
This is the learned doctor of whom Mclanchthon, who studied 
a t  this university a few years later, has related that he would 
graphically demonstrate to his classes the doctrinc of tran- 
substantiation by crayon drawiags on the hlackboard.6) An- 
other proniinent teacher was IZonrad Summenharclt, who 
taught Eck the rudiments of Hebrew, ancl inciclentally in- 
stilled in  him his peculiar views on social economy. The 
theology which Eck learned of these men is strongly reflected 
in  his: ornil ~ v ~ i t i n g s  a t  a later day. Paul  Scriptoris, "the 
quiet reformer before the Reformation," 7) seems to have had 
only a passing influence on Eck. 

I n  the fall of 1501 the pest began to rage in  Suabia, and 
yielding to the anxious coilcern of his uncle, Eck i n  October 

Authority o f  t he  ChtcrcR, a n  Introductio+t t o  Jzcrisgrudence, and four 
books o f  t h e  Decretals w i t h  t he  GZouses. He learned b y  heart  t h e  Law 
Rules o f  Panormitanus, i n  alphabetical order. His uncle's assistants 
expounded t o  h i m  t h e  Four Gospels, Cicero's treatise O n  Friendship, 
Basil's Introductioa t o  S tudy ,  and Homer's account o f  t h e  Trojan  War .  
O n  h is  own  initiative he read t h e  entire History o f  Lombard, t he  
BhieZd o f  Faith,  and many  Lat in  and German books, "although these 
studies were not  flourishing a t  t h a t  t ime  i n  Germany." (Wiedemann,  
Dr. Joh. Eck, p. 4 f . )  T h i s  modest account draws f rom Hausrath 
(Luthers  Leben, I ,  195) ,the remark t h a t  Eck's uncle m u s t  have bren 
raising a prodigy ('CVunderkind) i n  h is  quiet parsonage. 

5 )  Hausrath (Z. c.) suggests t h a t  i n  assuming his n e w  name, Eck 
was  imitating such noble personages as  t he  Bavarian Chancellor, Leoa- 
hard von Eck,  and t h e  Fiscal o f  Treves,  Johann von  der Ecken. 

6 )  Corp. Re f .  IV, 718. 7 )  PRE2 V, 138. 
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left Heidelberg, the oldest of the German universities, and 
in the spring of 1499 entered the University of Tuebingen. 
In six months he advanced to the degree of Bachelor of Arts 
(October, 1499), while fifteen months later (January, 1501) 
he became 1.'laster of Arts. He now took up the study of 
theology. His leading teacher was Johann Jacob Lemp. 
This is the learned doctor of whom Melanchthon, who studied 
at this university a few years later, has related that he would 
graphically demonstrate to his classes the doctrine of tran­
substantiation by crayon drawings on the blackboard.6) An­
other prominent teacher was Konrad Summenhardt, who 
taught Eck the rudiments of Hebrew, and incidentally in­
stilled in him his peculiar views on social economy. The 
theology which Eck learned of these men is strongly reflected 
in his own writings at a later day. Paul Scriptoris, "the. 
quiet reformer before the Reformation," 7) seems to have had 
only a passing influence on Eck. 

In the fall of 1501 the pest began to rage in Suabia, and 
yielding to the anxious concern of his uncle, Eck in October 

A. uthority of the Oh!wch, an Introductiott to Jurisprudence, and four 
books of the Decretals with the Gl088es. He learned by heart the Law 
Rules of Panormitanus, in alphabetical order. His uncle's assistants 
expounded to him the Four Gospels, Cicero's treatise Ott Friendship, 
Basil's Introduction to Study, and Homer's account of the Trojan War. 
On his own initiative he read the entire History of LombCllrd, the 
Shield of Faith, and many Latin and German books, "although these 
studies were not flourishing at that time in Germany." (Wiedemann, 
Dr. Joh. Eck, p. 4 f.) This modest account draws from Hausrath 
(Luthel"S Lebett, I, 195) j.he remark that Eck's uncle must have been 
raising a prodigy (Wtmderlcind) in his quiet parsonage. 

5) Hausrath (l. c.) suggests that in assuming his new name, Eck 
was imitating such noble l'Iersonages as the Bavarian Chancellor, Leon­
hard von Eck, and the Fiscal of Treves, Johann von del' Ecken. 

6) Gorp. Ret. IV, 718. 7) PRE" Y, 138. 



transferred lziliiself to Cologne. IIere hc heard the Thomist 
Tlleodoric veil Guenstern and Arnold voxl Tungern, who, 
a decade later, was one of the iilquisitorial judges that con- 
deinncd Reuchlin for defending the study of Hebrew with 
the aid of the Talmud. At Cologne, Eck's talent for oratory 
and his skill in debate were first noticed, and Eck was eager 
to cultivate these qualities by engaging in inany a dialectic 
tilt with his fellow-students. But the pest again caused him 
to change his residence: in June, 1602, he went to Freiburg 
in the Brcisgau, where he continued his inajor studies, 
theology and jurisprudence, at the same time crowding his 
schedule with a variety of other studies. His principal 
teachers at this university were Georg Nothofer, Ulriclr Za- 
sius, the huinanistic jurist, and Gregor Eeysch, the encyclo- 
pedist. 

Another of the unexplained happenings in Eck's life oc- 
curred during his residence in Freiburg : his uncle withdrew 
from hiin the yearly allowance by means of which Eck had 
supported himself at  the univarsities, and Eck was forced to  
parn his livelihood by teaching. He  taught with con.;iderabl~ 
success, especially after he llad received (in 1505) the appoiiit- 
lnent of rector of the A~tistetzburse zunz Pfnu, that is, after 
he had become pl.inc.ipa1 of the hall for student.; of art. 
Students froin other "Bursea" were attracted to his." Nor 
did hr neglect his exercises in oratory and debate, ln1t rather 
engaged nith greater zcst than ever in the regular and 
extrwordinary disputations which fornied part of the cur- 
~iculum of students in those days. On various occasions, a t  
church festivals, at academic functions, Eck came forward 
as a brilliant and accomplished speaker?) but he also becaine 
k i l o ~ n  as an extremely abusive debater. 

Eck's theological curriculum was completed a t  Freiburg, 
as follows: he became Bachelor of Theology in 1506, Si111- 

S )  "By the  multitude of his accomplishments he sought cvcJn a t  
this tirnc to irnl~ress men ; for he often delivered six lecture% in :L clay." 
(Hausrath, I .  c . )  

9) Wiedemann (p. 448 ff.) has  facsimiles of the  t i t l ~  pngc,s of many 
of these ra l ly  ~ ~ r o i ~ n c t i o n s  of Wck. 
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this time to impress men; for he often delivered six lechll'PS in :l day." 
(Hausrath, l. c.) 

9) Wiedemann (p. 448 if.) has facsimiles of the pagp:; of mapy 
of tllt'se efll'lr [ll'oductions of Eek. 
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tentiarius, that  is, lecturer on the dogmatics of Peter Lom- 
bard, in  1506, Licentiate of Theology i n  1509, and obtained 
the title of Doctor of Theology in  1510, a t  the age of twenty- 
four. TWO years prior to this (December 13, 1505) he had 
been ordained priest a t  Strassburg, a special disl~cnsatioli 
having been obtained for hirn from the Pope because he was 
below the canonical age. 

A t  Freiburg Eclc published his first literary product, 
Ludicrn Loyices E.vercita?n~?~ta,  that is, Laughable Exer- 
cises in Logic. 

His  unfairness, his ungenerous treatment of an  opponent, 
and his abusive style of speaking in  debate had caused oery 
unpleasant relations to spring up between Eck ailcl his col- 
leagues, and this circumstance induced him to apply for 
a vacant chair of theology a t  the {Tniversity of Ingolstadt. 
Tipon the urgent recommendation of Peutiager to' the Dukes 
of Bavaria he was called to this position i n  November, 1510. 

Eck's ability mas sooil recognized ut Ingolstadt; for in 
two years he rose, first, to the dignity of rector (1511), next, 
to that o f  pro-chancellor of the university (1512). H e  re- 
lnaiilcd with this school to the end of his life, and his 
Catholic reviewers are undoubtedly right when they give as 
the reason why in the age of the Reformation this great 
school of Germany mas eavecl to the Catholic Cllurch the 
complete domination which Eck had secuivld over it.10) 

A remarkable literary activity frorn now 011 to the end 
of his theological career of thirty-two years marks the prog- 
ress of Dr. Eck. H e  began to show his learning in  the   no st 
diverse clcpartments of learning. "He engaged in geograph- 
ical research and published a series of philosophical works, 
some of which mere to serve as text-books ill the faculty of 
arts a t  Ingolstadt. I n  these writings he attempts to com- 
bine in a rational synthesis the advantages of the older 

10) "Schroedl, in Wetsep- ulzd Welte, says that Eck gave it that 
robust Catholic tendency by which it became a flrm citadel of faith in 
Germany and a wholesolne antidote against the Protestant acade- 
mies. ( ! ) "  (PREI? V, 138.) 
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6 I .  A PROPOSAL OF FRIENDSIIIP. 

philosophy with those of the new."11) This means that Eck, 
while adhering in principle to the old scholastic views and 
methods of the intellectual leaders of the Church, sought 
to polish his writings with the new progressire views of the 
modernism of that age, the humanistic learning, at least 
whenever he could do so without incurring the s~xspicion 
that he had actually become a Humanist. He  never went 
over coinpletely to the camp of the Humanists. 

His l~riacipal theological work during this early period 
Eclc inscribed C h ~ y s o p a s s u s .  This title was borrowed from 
Rev. 21, 20, where the tenth of the precious stoiles iiz the 
foundatioil of the heavenly Jerusalem is called a "chryso- 
prasus.?' Eck certainly thought very highly of his virgin 
effort in theology. The treatise develops the doctrine of 
predestination from Semi-Pelagian premises. Eclr's later 
Catholic reviewers think that the treatise prophetically fore- 
shadowed the author's part in the struggle that was soon to 
come upon the Church; for the dogmas of divine grace and 
human free will which Eolr discussed in the Clz~y.sopassus 
became the battle-ground between Luther and Rome.12) Be- 
sides this treatise Eck wrote commentaries on the Sztnxmulae 
of Petrus Hispanus and the treatises of Aristotle 0 1 2  Heaven 
and On the S o u l ,  by which he endeavored to create the im- 
pression that he was in harmony with the new learning of 
his time. 

A deplorable trait in Eck's character - doubly deplorable 
because i t  was seen in  a theologian, and that, such a young 
theologian- cropped out when he ventured upon the terri- 
tory of social economy. It was Eck's avarice. We noted 
the impulse which Eck had received in  this direction from 

11) J. P. Kirsch, in Cath. Etccycl.V, 272. This writer cite.; the fol- 
lowing monographs on the non-theological activities of Eck : Gaenther, 
Jolt. Eck als Beograph, in Porschungen a. Ktdltur- II. JIL'terat?(rges~h. 
Bayerns (Munich, 1894),  11, 140-162 ; Rauch, Die Anfnengs des 
Humani.smz~s i n  Ingolstadt (Munich, 1901) ; Greving, Joh. Eck aZs 
junger Geleltrter, in Refor?nationsge.scl~ichtl. Stfbd6en u .  Texte (hfunich, 
1906),  I .  

12) The Chrysopaxstts and other books of Eck were burned by the 
students of Wittenberg a t  the Elster Gate on December 10, 1520. 
(Grisar, Luther, 11, 51.) 
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Eck inscribed Chrysopassus. This title was borrowed from 
Rev. 21, 20, where the tenth of the precious stone::; in the 
foundation of the heavenly Jerusalem is called a "chryso­
prasus." Eck certainly thought very highly of his virgin 
effort in theology. The treatise develops the doctrine of 
predestination from Semi-Pelagian premises. Eck's later 
Catholic reviewers think that the treatise prophetically fore­
shadowed the author's part in the struggle that was soon to 
come upon the Church; for the dogmas of divine grace and 
human free will which Eck discussed in the Chry.sopassu.s 
became the battle-ground between Luther and Rome.12) Be­
sides this treatise Eck wrote commentaries on the Surnmulae 
of Petrus Hispanus and the treatises of Aristotle On Heaven 
and On the Soul, by which he endeavored to create the im­
pression that he was in harmony with the new learning of 
his· time. 
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11) J. P. Kirsch, in Oath. Encycl. V, 272. This writer cites the fol­
lowing monographs on the non-theological activities of Eck: Guenther, 
Joh. Eck als Geogt'aph, in ]I'orschungen z. Kultur- U·. Diteraturge8ch. 
Bayerns (Munich, 1894), II, 140-162; Bauch, Die Anfaenge des 

in Ingolstadt (Munich, 1901); Greving, Joh. Eck als 
.iunger Gelehrter, in Reformationsge.schichn. St1t(lien u. TelCte (Munich, 
1906), 1. 

12) The and other books of Eck were burned by the 
students of Wittenberg at the Elster Gate on December 10, 1520, 
(Grisar, Luther, II, 51.) 



1. A PROPOSAL OF FRIESDSHTP. '7 

Prof. Summenhardt a t  Tuebingen. By making extensive use 
of the treatise of his former teacher, T7.actatzrs B i p a ~ t i t u s  
de Decinzis ( A  Treatise in Two Parts on Tithes), Eck pre- 
pared a series of theses in which he defended the charging 
of five per cent, interest on loans. This seems a moderate 
rate, but we must bear in mind that in that age the canon 
law forbade all usury, that is, all taking of interest, for that 
was called usury; and for ages the civil law had enforced 
the ecclesinstica1. Usury meant, "not the taking of excessive 
interest alone, but the taking of any interest." The age had 
begun to fight capitalism, which engaged in the "lending of 
money in business, with a prospect, almost a certainty, of 
profit. Tisury had formerly been an exaction of that for 
which the borrower had received no real equivalent, from 
which a t  any rate he had derived no profit; i t  was now 
a sharing of profits between borrower and lender." 13) This 
was an entirely new conception, and for his attempt to de- 
fend i t  Eck was promptly charged with "Fuggerisn~"; for 
i t  was believed that he had yielded to golden inducements of 
the well-known bankers of emperors and popes, the Fuggers 
of Augsburg, when he launched his defense of their usurious 
practises. Eck published his theses on the five per cent. 
interest rate in October, 1514, ancl intended to discuss them 
publicly a t  his university. But the Bishop of Eichstaett. 
Gabriel von Eyb, who was the chancellor of the university, 
refused his consent, and Eck had to desist. Homevel; in 
1515 he went to Bologna, where he defended his theses, but 
found few men agreeing with him. His attempt to repeat 
his disputation a t  Vienna in 1517 was a complete failure. 
I11 spite of his incessant begging for permission he was not 
allowed to speak on his pet theme. Only a few minor theo- 
logical questions he was permitted to discuss. Estimate, 
now, the abnormal conceit of the man when you behold him 
coming back from Vienna, boasting that he had achieved 
"a victory." He set to work to publish his theses with the 
expositioll he had given them, and with an account of the 

13) Vedder ,  The Reformation i n  Gevman21, p. X X X V .  
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proceedings a t  Bologna and Vieizna. It \\.as this treatise 
that he sent to Luther with his fcquebt for Luther's friend- 
ship.14) Pirckheimer, the wealthy and culturetl protector of 
the Hurnnnists in Germany, after receiving this treatise of 
Eck, wrote a satirical review of i t  which he clntitled Eccius 
Dedolatus (Eck Planed Down). H e  cites Eck's otvn com- 
nlent on his "success" at Vienna: 

I arrived at Vienna, in Pannonia, and there left a singular 
proof of my genius and learning; for I overcalne all by shouting, 
and showed that all tlie Viennese lacltcd literary training and 
er~dition.1~;) 

For this Eck inclnclecl Pircklieiuer in the bull of esuom- 
~nunicatjon x~~l~ ich  hc published ngainst Luther in 152O.l';) 
Eernard Adelmnnn of Augsbuvg always referred t o  Eck ah 
"the gnrr~rlous sophist." 17) 

IIis nerves still tingling with the glowing feeling of his 
inzaginary triuinph, and greedy of greater honors. Eck im- 
mediately after his rrturil from Vienna, i11 a spirit of pnre 
combativeness, picked a quarrel with his forn~cr teacher at 
Freiburg, Ulricll Zasius. Not satisfied with this, he even 
bumped into the aclrnomledged literary king of the agc, Eras- 
mus, who had. just issued his Greek New Testament. Eck 
mroto r l ~ ~ t / ~ L u t i o t ~ e . s  in Xol lu rn  l'e.stamgnturn (Notes on the 
New Testament), in which Le aseun~ed the r6le of champion 
of orthodoxy over and against Erasmus, becausc tlie latter 
had said that the Greek of the New Testament x~ns not as 
good as that of Demvsthenes.18) 

This was the inan \vllt>rn S c h ~ u r l  proposed to Luther for 
:t friend. Schelirl thought that 1112 saw in Eck a "gleich- 
strebenden Geist," a person of kindred aspirations with Ln- 
ther.19) He hnd not discovered the character of Eck; his 

14)  The title of the hrochure which had been pnblishcd a t  Augs- 
burg February 1 was  : Dinpt~fatro Joan. Eckii Theologi Viclrnne P ~ Y L -  
toonine habitcz. On fol. 15 ff. he had added his disputation a t  Bologna. 
(Enders,  1. c.; Preserved Smith, Lutke)-'s Correspondo~ce 1, 57.)  IJ7iedp- 
mann, 1. c., p. 447, has  a photograph of the t i t le page of th is  brocllure. 

15) PRE2 V, 129. 16)  Gris t~r ,  11, 39. 
17) Wiedemann. 1). 35.  1s) I'rescrvcd Smith,  7 r .  . 11. 53. 
19) PREZ, I .  c .  
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1. A PEOPOSAL OF FRIENDSHIP. 9 

intention was sincere, but his judgment was at  fault. How- 
ever, it  is also ~ossible that Scheurl had not read the char- 
acter of Luther correctly; for Scheurl's friendship with Lu- 
ther was terminated in 1523, after which time Scheurl sides 
with Eck against Luther, and is eager to make his peace with 
Rome.20) 

We are now looking back upon the completed drama of 
the Reformation. We are apt to inuse how much differently 
the story of the Reformation would have to be written to-day 
if Scheurl's wish had been realized. I n  that case i t  is likely 
that Albertine Saxony, with the University of Leipzig, would 
have joined the Iteformation movement much sooner than i t  
did, and Luther would have been spared the pain of having 
to issue a number of unpleasant writings. It is likely that 
Protestailt influence in Southern Germany, guided from the 
University of Ingolstndt, would haw  materially changed the 
course of events at Worms in 1921. It is likely that at Augs- 
burg in 1530, at  Worms in 1540, at  Ratisbon in 1541 the 
Lutheran cause would have had a11 able champion more in- 
dtead of x sinister opponent. I t  is likely - well, let us dis- 
miss dreams. Man proposes; God disposes. Even our friend- 
ship~: a-lrc. subject to His revision. So Le it.21) 

20)  Preserved Smith, 1. c., 51. 
2 1 )  ll'iedemann. Eck's Rolnan biographer (p. S 3 ) ,  curiously mis- 

understauds a remurk of Eck in a letter t o  the abbot Gallus, and claims 
t h a t  Eck was in correspondence with Luther before Scheurl suggested 
the estabIishment of a friendshi11 between the two men. By misconnect- 
iug t h r  ~ l r r a s e  "ex commendatione," clc., nit11 "ridisset" instead of 
"traxisse," Wiedemann translates : Eefore I harl seen Luther on the 
'ccommendation ot Scheurl, I had entered into friendly relations with 
him. I t  hhoulrl road:  1 had not st>m L o t h ~ l .  before I enlerctl into 
friendly relations with him on the reco~nmenrlation of Hcheurl. Ecli 
wrote the letter l o  which we have referred in the  beginning of this 
chapter from Schenrl's home. IJi5 conduct wonlcl certainly be ( J I I ~ P L .  

if he had allon~c~tl Schcurl t o  secnre for hinx a f~,icnil\hip tha t  wa. 
already rstablishetl. BJ- the w a y ,  011 t l~ i*  prrccclinq pnqe \Yietlr~mann 
has  quoted a remtrrk of Eck which nlnkes hi111 say t l ~ c  vc.rg ol,l,o\ite of 
what  JVi~Aemann has imagined in this p1:ic.c. 
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recommendation of Scheurl, I had entered into friendly relations with 
him. It sbould re(ld: I had not Sf'('ll Luther before I f'ntered into 
friendly rf'Jations witb him on the recommendation of Scheur!. Eclc 
wrote tile letter to which we have in the oeginning of this 
chapter from Scheur}'s home, His conduct wonld certainly oe ']Ilepl' 

if he had allowed Scheurl to secnre for him n amt wal' 
alreauy established. By the way, on tlw p(lge \Vied,;malll1 
has quoted a remark of Eck which makes him sn.y tlw opposite of 
what \Viedemal111 has imagined in this 
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2. May Frost on a Budding Friendship. 
The early correspondence of Luther that has corrlc down 

to us is fragmentary. Among the letters that still rcinain 
unrecovered are the letter of Xck to Luther to which we have 
referred, and Luther's answer to the same.%) But we have 
evidence that Luther entered into the friendly scheme of 
Scheurl. The Nuernberg counselor had dated his letter to 
Luther April 1; Luther replies to him under date of Mag G :  

As regards your admonition to write our Ecli in n friendly 
manner, I have done this with the greatest care possible. TVlit~ther 
the letter has reached its dwtination I do not lmow.%3) 

At  that time, then, Luther had received no reply from 
Eck. But observe Luther's expedition : scarcely fiue weeks 
had elapsed between Scheurl's request and Luther's com- 
pliance. Considering the postal facilities of those times, me 
should call that rapid correspondence. Luther was very 
willing to make a friend of Eclr, if he could. I n  fact, Luther 
had by this time received Eck into his friendship merely oil 
the reconlinendation of Scheurl, for he calls him "our Eck," 
and that meant, in the parlance of the day, "our friend Eck." 

We hare a letter of Luther to Scheurl, dated Septem- 
ber 11, in which Luther refers to theses n~hidi  he is sending 
to Scheurl, with this requcst: - 

These tl~eses you may submit to our frienil Eck, the very 
lcarned and acccomplished man, in order that I may l ~ c a t  and see 
-\vhat lle has to  say about tI~ni.24 

From this language and the nature of tllc suggestion we 
infer that a certain degree of intiir~acy must havc sprung up 
between Luther and Eck during the four n~onthv ~~hic.11 had 
passed since Ecli made his overtures to Luther. 111 n letter 
dated September 30, Scheurl acknowledges the receilrt of the 
theses, and proinises to forward them to Ecli.2;) On Novem- 
ber 3 he inforins Luther that the theses havc l~eei* rc~ad with 
approval by the dean of Eichstaett, Erhard Truchwss, and 
by the Prior of Rebclorf, ICilian 1llein.BO) In  scildillg the 

22) E n d ~ r s ,  I .  c.,  I. DS. 23) XXI a, GS. 
24) S X I a ,  74. 25)  XXIa,  76. W )  XSTn.  77. 
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theses to these places in the immediate neighborhood of 
Ingolstadt, and to Eck7s immediate associates, Scheur17s in- 
tention was to obtain the joint opinion of all these men. I n  
his letter to Eck he reiterated Luther's wish and joined his 
own with it: - 

With Luther I desire to be informed what you think of these 
theses.27) 

There is some anxiety manifested in these repeated and 
urgent requests for an opinion. The nature of the theses ex- 
plains this anxiety: the theses in question represent one of 
the earliest efforts of Luther to break down the tyranny of 
the scholastic theology, that is, of the pagan philosophy of 
Aristotle as applied to theology. The theses are a clear call 
to the theologians of the age to break with the untenable 
prineipIes of a misguided past. 

VTrhat do we mean by scholasticism and scholastic the- 
ology? These terms are used to designate the forin which 
the teaching of the Church had assumed after the great 
teachers of the earlier centuries had passed away and theo- 
logical learning was fostered chiefly by great scllools, uni- 
sersities. The prominent teachers of theology were usually 
attached to some school, and hence came to he called scho- 
lastics, or schoolmen. The dogmas that had received the 
sanctic~n of thr C!hurch llacl crystallizcd in creedal stntenlents, 
and were accepted and taught on the authority of the Church. 
Tlle lnbor of the schoolmen consisted in organizing the dog- 
n ~ a s  into.ao1ne system and in harnlonizinq them. "The scho- 

I 

lastic theologians were therefore not patres, generators of 
clog~~~as, but only doctores,  teachers and defenders ; 2nd they 
were not docto7.e~ in geiiel.al, but only doctores c~c le s iae .  
They taught not merely in the Church, but for the Church 
and in defense uf the Church. Their central task was to 
conciliate, or at least to cast a bridge over the gulf which 
lies between, faith and lrnowledge. The instrument ~ h i c h  
they used chiefly was formal logic - syllogistic argnmenta- 
tion." 8chol:~stic theology, in search after the primary source 

2 7 )  Rnders, I .  c., 'I, 110. 
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of religious knowledge, thought i t  had found that source in  
the reason and the inoral sellse of man. The Cburc l~  mould 
have i t  so; that mas the great pity and the shame of it. 

The age of scholastic theology opens with filldclnl of 
Canterbury (t 1109). To him is ascribed the first distinct 
recognitioii aild efficient application of the central principle 
of scholastic theology: "the unquestioned acceptance of the 
traditionally and officially sanctioned body of ortl~odox doc- 
trine, and the earnest defense of the same by a11 t he  ye- 
sothrees of log ic  and  ason. on." Allselm chafed 11ntlc.r tllc 
charge that theology is i~ blind a ~ l d  irrrttioiial hahllling of 
certaiil beliefs after some renomiled teacher or  the dccision 
of solne fanlons churclrl council. H e  wanted to S ~ U T V  that 
reason has very much to do in theology, provided only i t  does 
not become haughty and scllf-confident. H e  found i t  difficult. 
however, to collfi~~e this unruly and presumptuous reason 
within due bouncle. Though sti-iviilg against rationalism, 
Anselm hiinself uttered rationalistic principles and seuti- 
ments, som~tillles poii~g so far  as  to claim that  "reason c ~ l i  
of itsclf de~nonstrnte the absol~xtc necessity of eavh and 
every dogma of the wl~olc faith of the Church." 

Aftrr  Snsclnt two tendei~cies 111ay he obsrrrcd alnong the 
~ c ~ l ~ o o l n ~ c ~ n :  one bold and aggressjre, striving to get n w a y  as 
>ilurli a h  pos i i h l~  from the ituthority of the Clmrc.1~ and its 
dogmas, thotigh still deferring ostelieihly to that authority; 
t h e  other, qtriving to hold 011 to the trndition:~l f:~itli. 2nd at 
the sa rw tilnc coquetting wit11 reason. The ~cl)rescnt,ltive of 
the fornie~. tcndencp w:ls Abelard (t 1142) ; o f  the latter, I3cr- 
nard of Clairvaux ( t  1 1  53). The latter tenclmlcfiy t r i ~ ~ ~ t ~ ~ l l c c l ,  
chiefly thvough the labors of thc school of thc St .  Victors 
(Tiugo St.Yic.tor, ) 1140 ; hi5 pupil, IZnbert St.Trir:tor, + l l73),  
~vliich i~ljectcd a crrtaiiz c.ontelol~lative or mystic c.l(.li~cnllt into 
the sc:tt-c>h after tlic primary so~xrce of Iinocvlc(1oc in tlic~nlogy. 
"Acc~rtrcling to Robert St. Victor there are sis kind.: nf coil- 
t ~ i ~ q ~ l : \ t  ioii. (J\iTc know 1. 1,y the ilnngina tion ( t l ~ c ~  $eniihle 
imprc,siolls made Ly ~reatiorl) ; 2. by reawn (~)erccl>tioil of 
law and orrl~t- i n  creation) ; 3. irz reason accorclinq to ilnngi- 
nation (symbolicnl knowledge of nature as n 111in.o~ of the 
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of religious knowledge, thought it had found that sour<:e III 

the reason and the moral sense of man. The Church would 
have it so; that was the great pity and the shame of it. 

The age of scholastic theology opens with Anselm of 
Canterbury ct 1109). To him is ascribed the first distinct 
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of scholastic theology: "the unquestioned acceptance of the 
traditionally and officially sanctioned body of orthodox doc­
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SOtlrCes of log'ic and i·cason." Anselm chafed ulHler the 
charge that theology is a blind and irrational babbling of 
certain beliefs after some renowned teacher or the d('cision 
of some famous ehurch council. He wanted to show that 
reason has very l11ueh to do in theology, provided only it does 
not become haughty and sdf-confident. He found it difficult, 
however, to confine this unruly and presumptuous reason 
within due boundt'o Though stIYlving against rationalism, 
Anselm himself uttered rationalistic principles and senti­
ments, sometimes going so far as to claim that "reason can 
of itself oemonstn,tc the absolute necessity of eaeh and 
every dogma of the whole faith of the Ohurch." 

After Ansolm two tendencies may be observed among the 
sehoolull'l1: one bold and aggressive, striving to get il,vny as 
much as l)()ssihle from the nuthority of the Cll11reh ll11d its 
clogmas, though still deferring ostensibly to that a11thol'ity; 
the other, striving to hold on to the traditioTlnl {nith. and at 
the SmTIH time cO(luetting with reason. The n:prescntntive of 
the former tendency was Abelard (t 1142); of the latt!"r, Ber­
nard of Clairvallx (t- 1153). The latter tendeney triulllphed, 
chiefly through the labors of the sehool of the Rt. Victors 
(Hugo At.Vietor, t1140; his pnpil, Hobert St.Vi(;tol', t1173), 

a cC'rtain contemplative 01' mytltic e!<'llwnt into 
the search after the primary source of knowl!"dp:e in tJI('o]ogy. 
"Ac(:orrling to Robert St. Vietor there are six of con­
templatiou. '\Va know 1. by the imagination (the 

made by nreation); 2. by reason (1)crcept1011 of 
law and order in rreation); 3. in reason acconling to illlagi­
nation (:,;ymholicnl knowledge of nature as a lIlirror of the 
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spiritual) ; 4. in  reason and according to reason (the internal 
referred to the internal without a sensible image); 5. above 
and not against reason (rational knowledge carried to a higher 
stage by revelation) ; 6. abwue and (apparently) against rea- 
son (as, e. g., the mystery of the Trinity).? " 

Contemplation, however, seemed too much like labor to 
the race of churchn~en that was now arising. These men 
were becoming pronouncedly materialistic and sensual. They 
preferred their theological diet in the canned and predigested 
form. Accordingly, for their convenience chiefly, however, 
also for the sake of displaying the logical acumen of thcii. 
authors, collections of the dogmatic deliverances of the lead- 
ing teachers of the Church were made, which were called 
sumrnae sententiarum, Summaries of Dehitions. A modest 
author would occasionally call his collection summulae, Little 
Summaries. On these summaries the tlleological lecturers 
used to commnent and were called sententiami. "All intel- 
lectual acumen was concentrated upon the logical defense of 
the formal orthocioxy of the official Church." The leader 
ainong the theologians of this age (illagister sententinrt~nz) 
became Peter Lombard (1.1164). His treatise Sentsnticcrunz 
Libri QuntLl~or- became the indispensable text-book in all 
tl~eologic~nl scllools, and students took their second academic: 
degree when they were admitted to the privilege of lecturing 
on the Aewteqztiae of the Lombard. 

In 1204 ocrurred the fall of C'onstaiztjnople. One of the 
effects of this cvent was that tlre 'cvritilzgs of Aristotle were 
made acrtlssible to the West. The trainecl intellects in tlzc- 
Western Church fell with nviditj upon the philosopliy of 
this cult~ired pagan, in .cvhoil~ llunlan reason has scored it5 
greatest triumphs. All the fundanierltal questions which the 
schoolmen hacl for a hundred years debated without the aid 
of Aristotle were taken up with a new zest, and the authority 
of the great thinker of classical antiquity was invoked to  
prove the correctness or incorrectness of a l~osition in the- 
ology. "The explanatioil of Aristotle7s great influence on 
the medieval Church is not far  to scelr. I t  is accounted for 
by the fact thnt he was and is and always is to Be the great 
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expounder of the laws of thought. It has been more than 
two thousand years since he wrote,%) and no essential point 
in  this teaching has been impeached, and no really fruitful 
addition to his work has been made. Now i t  is one of the 
constantly recurring illusions of men that, if they only had 
the right method of reasoning and investigation, they might 
ascertain and demonstrate all truth. Aristotle was supposed 
to have furnished that method. By analysis and synthesis, 
by induction and deduction, by the magic power of the syl- 
logism, all things were to be revealed." 29) The comsnentators . 
on the Sentences of the Lombard now enriched their disser- 
tations with copious references to a writer who had never 
heard of Christ, had not read a word of the Bible, and was 
altogether outside of the pale of the Christian Church. Chief 
among them were Alexander Hales (1 12741, Duns Scotus 
(f i308), Occam (f 1347). The line of scholastic theologians 
is generally regarded as closed with the death of Gabriel Biel 
in 1495,joj when Luther was getting ready to quit the parish 
school a t  Mansfeld and go to Magdeburg. 

Already by his theological studies at the cloistcr in Er- 
furt, and still more after his election to a professorship at 
the University of Wittenberg, Luther had become thoroughly 
familiar with the scholastic theology and its profane master 
A~istotle. He knew every variety of this theolom, in1113 could 
with ease cite the views of the principal scholastics. 111 pro- 
portion, howcver, as Luther became acquainted with thc Scrip- 
Lures, he became greatly disturbed in mind orer the uildis- 
puted authority which Aristotle was seen to exercise upon the 
teachers of the Church. His disquietude turned to indignu- 
tion when he noticed that Aristotle  as practically   cane rated 
as a god and his teachings were accepted blindly, while the 
teaching of God's Word was practically regarded a s  n-orthless. 
His Christian conscience felt this as an aboniiilt~tioil, and i t  
would not suffer him to remain silent long. "If tilt. Gospel 

28)  Aristotle, the pupil of Plato and teacher of A l c s a n d ~ r  the 
Great, lived 384-322 B. C. 

29) Vedder, 2. c., p. 16. 
30) YcCl i i~ toch:  and Str.o?tg Cgcl.,  p n s ~ i 1 1 1 .  
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was to achieve a thorough buccess, Aristotle must be over- 
thrown." (Walch.) 

As early as February 8, 1516, Luther had voiced his in- 
dignation with the force of a personal grievance in a letter 
to his friend Johann Lang a t  the University of Erfurt. He  
declared that he was "full of blasphemies and curses against 
Aristotle and Porphyry and the sententiarics"; he calls Aris- 
totle "that actor who, in his Greek mask, has deceived the 
Church," and goes so far as to say: "If Aristotle had not 
been ill the flesh, I would not hesitate to say that he was the 
devil." 31) 

Luther felt that to truly perform the functions of a theo- 
logian he must come to an understanding with the church- 
men of his age as regards fundamentals. By what standards 
must the theologian determine truth and error? By the 
Xentetices of the schoolmen? But what if these authorities 
coiltradict Scripture? Then i t  became the plain duty of the 
theologian to overthrow the authority of the accepted stand- 
ards in theology. Accordingly, n resolution mas pasred at 
T;CTittenborg on August 21, 1517, to arrange for a public dis- 
cussion of the philosophy of Aristotle. Luther drew up 
a series of theses for the occasion, and sent them to his 
friend Lang at Erfurt with the offer that he would come to 
Erfurt kind maintain the theses in debate with the professors 
of thc university. The Erfurt theo1ogi:tns had grown gray 
teaching sc.holastic theology; they were shocked a t  the bold- 
ness of Luther's theses. They declarecl Luther forward, reck- 
less, high-minded, and altogether too ready to conclem~l the 
opinions of other men. They refused to debate with Luther. 
Rut at Wittcnberg the theses werc received with great satis- 
faction, and a public discuesioil of them took place on Sep- 
tember 4, when Franz Guenther of Nordhausen came before 
the theological faculty to defend the theses for his degree of 
Bachelor of Theology. Luther presided at the discussion, 
and the young al~plicaiit for academic honors acquitted hiin- 

31) De Wettc, Ltcthers Bviefe, I, 15 ; Vrdd~r,  I .  c., p. 13 f. 
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31) De Wettc. Luthers Briefe, I, 15; Vedder, 1. c., p. 15 f. 
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self so well that he was awarded his diploma uno consensu 
dominorzsm, with the unanimous approval of his teachers. 

The theses afford an insight into that theology which was 
to become dominant a t  Wittenberg. For this reason we have 
reproduced them entire in an appendix a t  the end of this 
book. Certain details in these theses are not easily intelligible 
to the modern reader who is not conversant with the medieval 
literature against which they are directed. But everybody 
understands readily that in these theses there is a vigorous 
insistence on such fundarncntal Christian truths as these: 
Man is by nature corrupt and incapable of fulfilling the Law 
of God; only the grace of God can help him out of his 
misery; this grace is mediated through Christ and offered 
in the Word of His  grace. This grace it is that malies theo- 
logians, rather than reason, even when exercised with con- 
summate skill and aided by the greatest masters of logic. 
The polemical remarks at the end of the theses indicate 
against which particular representative of the prevalent 
teaching the thesis is aimed. The authors named were all 
aclcnowledged authorities of the Church. Above all, Aris- 
totle the pagan was the theological oraclc of medieval scho- 
lasticism.32) 

On these theses Eck remained discreetly silcnt. have 
110 evidence that he ever expressed the opinion which harl bcen 
30 urgently solicited both by Luther and Rchc~~rl .  B11t his 
jubsequent conduct showed that he was fundnmentallg op- 
posed t o  Luther's theses. Out of these tllcses tlirrc had 
clesccllded upon the habitual beliefs of Eck, whicli had grown 
and thriven on Italian soil in southern sm~sl~inc~. :I cold 
northern blast. His Wittenberg friend was propo.inq to him 
that as theologians they should hcnccfortll live in another 
than the accustomed atmosphere. The p-urt~ brc1;r tli 4 ,f trnth 
chilled Eck's infant affection for Luther, and his 1)uclding 
f~iendship vras nippecl. He  was not iuclinc~tl to appi'oyc Lu- 

33) Plitt (Life  of Luther, p. 69) cal!s this disputation ":I decisive 
blow struck at medieval doctrine." 
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ther's position, and i t  did not seem prudent to disapprove it. 
His silence is very expressive. 

Silence! Oh, well are Death and Sleep. and thou 
Three brothers named, the guardians, gloomy-winged, 
Of one abyss, where life and truth and joy 
Are swallowed up. Slzelley. 

Hausrath has seen in Eck at this period the cunning 
dissembler. "The great Humanists Brant, Geiler, Peutinger, 
Reuchlin, Wimpheling, Zasius, are his patrons a t  this time, 
and he overwhelms them with letters breathing his venera- 
tion for them. However, he had a t  the same time maintained 
relatioils with the obscurantists in  the Church, which proved 
revy useful to him. This was revealed when in his twenty- 
fourth year he mas called as professor to Ingolstadt, which 
still was under the influence of scholasticism. This did not 
prevent him, however, from keeping up a friendship with 
a I-Iumanist like Scheurl a t  Nuernberg, nor from offering, 
in 1517, his friendship to Luther, of whose opposition to 
Aristotle and the scholastics he must even then have known. 
Luther, hon~ever, had to blame himself because in his free- 
dom from suspicion he had accepted as genuine the assur- 
allccs of friendship of this aspirant, who mas casting his 
lines now to the right, now to  the left."97) 

3. Stabbing a Friend in the Back. 
We have traced Ecli's relation to Luther to a point within 

one month of an event which was destined to shalre all 
Europe, On October 31 Luther published his theses against 
the traffic of iadulgences. Luther attached only local im- 
portance to the Thcses: they were to serve as a basis for 
a public discussion nt TVittenberg, and he mede no effort 
to spread them. His friend Scheurl had to upbraid him for 
not sending him the Tlieses.~) I n  the eyes of thoughtful 
men, however. the Xi~lety-five Theses assumed a very great 

33) 1. c., I ,  196. 
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importance the more they studied and pondered them. When 
the Theses were published in convenient prints at Nuern- 
berg, both in the original Latin and in a German translation 
by Nuetzel,35) every prominent person in Germany was dis- 
cussing the Theses with his neiglibors and associates, and 
endeavoring not only to grasp their exact meaning, but, still 
more, to determine their bearing on tho practical life of the 
Church and the autocratic rule that had been set up in the 
Church. Very many people saw at orlee what Luther had 
failed to foresee, ziiz., that the Theses were a challenge to the 
Papacy, and sooner or later must involve Luther in a conflict 
with the rulers of the Church. Men were taking sides for 
or against Luther. The majority of tlie influential men in 
Germany, in particular all who permitted their jud-grnent to 
be swayed by their temporal interests, soon voiced their dis- 
sent from the views which Luther had published. 

EcB was among the first to become interested in Luther's 
Theses. It is quite liltely that his frieild Scheui-l sent them 
to him. Xoreovcr, Eck was observing the effect of thc Theses 
on the public mind. "Luther's Ninety-five Theses against 
indulgences gave Ecli, who had already attained notoriety 
us a vainglorious polemist, no rest. Iminediatcly after re- 
ceiving them, he had declared that 'he would go ten miles 
to debate thcxn with the author.' The distance to TTTittenberg 
was indeed greater than ten miles."3tj) To remain on Lu- 
ther's side - if he ever was on Lutller's side - required 
w stronger friendship fnr Luther and, above all, a more dis- 
inte~ested luve of the truth than Eck pos$essed. Eck placed 
himself on the side of Luther's opponents. At the same time, 
however, he was careful not to betray his sentiments to 
Luther too soon; not a word of criticism or warning did he 
send to  his friend. 

On business of his university Eck one day had to visit 
the bishop of Eichstaett. During the (:onversation with the 
bishop be alluded to Luther's Theses and voiced his dissent. 
The hishol~ did not agree with the argnrnents advanced by 

35) Enders, I. c., I, 167. 
36) Knaake, i n  Weimar Edition of Luthei 's  Works, I, 278. 
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Eck, and the conversation became a lengthy discussi6n. Eck 
had marked the places in Luther's Theses which he con- 
sidered objectionable by little daggers, which scholars called 
"obelislrs." 37) After his visit to the bishop he wrote out his 
exceptions, and sent a copy of his Obelislc~, that is, of Lu- 
ther's Theses with his annotations, to  the bishop. He de- 
clared later that he had to do this because the bishop had 
asked him for his theological opinion on the Theses. This, 
however, was a subterfuge; there is no evidence that the 
bishop had asked Eck for a written opinion; on the con- 
trary, it is known that the bishop was displeased with the 
exaggerated accusations mhich Eck had raised against Lu- 
ther. By spreading this tale, Eck was simply feeding his 
vanity, and a t  the same time preparing a safe retreat for 
himself in case he should be attacked for his Obelislcs. 
Itching with a desire to  become known as a learned critic 
of a document which mas rapidly gathering national fame, 
Eck let i t  be known that he had prepared a criticism of 
Li~ther's Theses, and manuscripts of his 0beZisX.s began to 
be circulated among his friends and the saoants of Germany. 
Xcl< had adroitly permitted them to pass out of his hands. 
IIis cousin Michel claims that Eck had not written his 
ObeZisXs for publication, and Eck himself, when the matter 
hecanle mooted, seemed greatly surprised that they should 
have become public.38) 

Onc of the manuscript copies of the Obelisks reached 
Wittenberg via Augsburg and Suernberg about the end of 
March, 1515. Eck must have dropped a copy a t  Augsburg, 
where he had obtained n n  appointment as preacher; for from 
this place Canon Bernard Adelinann sent the Obelisi-s to 

37) Peter Mosellanus, in his Oratio de variarum linguarum cog- 
nitione paranda, published a t  Base1 in 1519, explains the origin of this 
custom as follows: "Origen, the Hebrew scholar, used to stab any 
deviation from the original text of the Scriptures with which he met 
in a commentary with an obelislr (f.) or noted it  with an asterisk (*)." 
(Bl. E., 2a . )  
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reply in the first volume of Luther's Works, published at Wittenberg, 
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Eck, and the conversation became a lengthy discussion. Eck 
had marked the places in Luther's Theses which he con­
sidered objectionable by little daggers, which scholars called 
"obelisks." 37) After his visit to the bishop he wrote out his 
exceptions, and sent a copy of his Obelislcs, that is, of Lu­
ther's Theses with his annotations, to the bishop. He de­
dared later that he had to do this because the bishop had 
asked him for his theological opinion on the Theses. This, 
however, was a subterfuge; there is no evidence that the 
bishop had asked Eck for a written opinion; on the con­
trary, it is known that the bishop was displeased with the 
exaggerated accusations which Eck had raised against Lu­
ther. By spreading this tale, Eck was simply feeding his 
vanity, and at the same time preparing a safe retreat for 
himself in ease he should be attacked for his Obelisks. 
Itching with a desire to become known as a learned critic 
of a document which was rapidly gathering national fame, 
Eck let it be kno"ln that he had prepared a criticism of 
Luther's Theses, and manuscripts of his Obelisl,;s began to 
be circulated among his friends and the sa'Vants of Germany. 
Eck had adroitly permitted them to pass out of his hands. 
His cousin }fichel claims that Eck had not writtcn his 
Obel'isks for publication, and Eck himself, when the matter 
became mooted, seemed greatly surprised that they should 
have become public.3S) 
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20 3. STADBIKO A FRIEND IN THE BACK. 

Wenceslaus L ink  a t  Nuernberg,  who, in turn, f o r v a r d e d  t h e m  
to  his f r i end  Luther. Lu the r  was pained when he received 
the ObeZis?;s, a n d  upon the u rg ing  of his f r iends  prepared 
a reply which he called AsterisEs, a n d  a manuscr ip t  copy of 
which h e  sent  t o  Link wi th  t h e  following let ter:  - 

It seemed good to  me to go over one by one the Obelisks which 
you sent me and which our friend Eck has manufactured against 
my Tl~eses, and to  add Bstevislcs to  my S'heses, which are indeed 
somewhat obscure. If you will communicate them t o  him, he mill 
readily perceive by their light how rash it i s  to  condemn the work 
of others, especially when one has not understood it, and how ex- 
tremely treacherous and abominable it is t o  cover with such bitter 
gall the  views, nay, the mcJre inquiries, of a friend without giving 
him previous warning, and while the  friend expects tha t  every- 
thing will be taken for the  best by his friend. Rut  i t  i s  t rue  
what Scripture says: "All men are  liars" (fiom. 3, 2 ) .  We are 
men and will remnin me11.39) 

This letter, which was wri t ten  March 23, wits follon~ed t h e  
next day by another,  addressed t o  the pastor of Zwickau, 
Joh.  Sylvius Egrnnus.  This le t ter  reveals still more  clearly 
t h e  keen grief which L u t h e ~  experienced o n  account of t h e  
fai thless action of Eclr. It also cotttniizs a reference t o  
Lcipzig t h a t  i s  almost pi.ophetic. L11t;ller comforts Egrainls,  
who h a d  hcen attacked by a Catholic theologian of Leipzig, 
wi th  liis own exaltlple a d  says :  -- 

I lxwe scen the tlicseq of Dr. Jerome Ochsenfart,aO) which are 
appalbently directed against you, although your name has not been 
mentioned. Be stvadfast and brave, my dcsr Egranus; i t  has 
to co~ne to this. If these things were of the world, the world 
\voulcl loTe it? own. Wliatcver i s  i n  the  norld must necesvarily 
~ c r i s h  ill the ~ i ~ o r l d ,  tha t  thc spirit Ir)c glorified. If you are wise, 
congratulate me, ns 1 do yon. 

Slecently a man of signal and clever learning and of a trained 
mind, and, what s n ~ a r t r  tllr more, a m:za tvho was bouncl to mc 
by a great nncl revently established frien~lship, llxs written Ohe- 
lislcs against my Tiacses. I mean Joha1111 ICck, Doctor of Theology, 
vice-chancellor of the university of Ingolstadt, canon of Eich- 
staett, a~l i l  now, a t  length, preacher a t  -4 i1~sbnr~ ,  a n ~ a n  already 
famous and wiclely known by his books. If I did not Iinow the 

29) XVIII,  526. 
40) This is the Leipzig theologian ; he is nfllued aftrr his birtlr- 

place Ochsenfurt on t h e ~ G n ;  his Peal name was Jeromc Unngc~rsheim. 
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vYenceslaus Link at Nuernberg, who, in turn, forwarded them 
to his friend Luther. Luther was pained when he received 
the Obelisks, and UPOll the urging of his friends prepared 
a reply which he called Asterisli:s, and a manuscript copy of 
which he sent to Link with the following letter:-

It seemed good to me to go over one by one the Obelisks which 
you !lent me and which our friend Eck has manufactured against 
my Theses, and to add Astet-islcs to my 'Theses, which are indeed 
somewhat obscure. If you will communicate them to him, he will 
l'eadily perceive by their light how rash it is to condemn the 'work 
of others, especially when one has not understood it, and how ex­
tremely treacherous and abominable it is to cover with such hitter 
gall the views, nay, the lIH're inquiries, of a friend without giving 
him previous warning, and while the friend expects that every­
thing will be taken for the best by his friend. But it is true 
what Scripture says: "All men are liars" (Hom. 3, 2). vVe are 
men and will remain men.39) 

This lettE'l', which was written March 23, W<.lS followed the 
next day by another, addressed to the pastor of Zwickau, 
Joh. Sylvius Egranus. This letter reveals still more clearly 
the keen grief which Luther experienced on account of the 
faithless action of Eole It also cOlltains a reference to 
Leipzig that is almost prophetic. Luther comforts Egranus, 
who had been attacked by a. Catholie theologian of Leipzig, 
with his own example and says: --

I have se(m the tl1ese3 of Dr. Jerome Ochsenfart,40) which are 
apparently directed against you, although your name has not been 
mentioned. Be steadfa!-lt and brave, my dellr Egranus; it has 
to come to this. If these things were of thc world, the world 
would love i.ts own. vVllatcver is in tl1e lVorld must necessarily 
perish in the world, that tlw spirit be glorified. If you are wise, 
congratulate me, as I cto you. 

Hecently a man of signal and clewr learning and of a trained 
mind, and, what smarts the mOTe, a man who was bound to me 
by a great and reeently established friendship, has written Obe­
lisks against my Theses. I mean .Jolmnn Eck, Doctor of Theology, 
vice-chancellor of the university of Ingolstaclt, canon of Eich­
staett, and l10W, at length, preacher at Angshnrg, a man already 
famous and widely known by his books. If I did not know the 

:>0) XVIII, 536. 
40) This is the Leipzig theologian; he named aftt'l' hi" birth­

place Ocllsenful't on the Main; his real name was .Jerome Dungpl'sbeilll. 
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purposes of Satan, I should be astonished a t  the fury with which 
the Inan breaks our friendship, which was of quite recent origin 
and very pleasant, without giving me the least warning, without 
writing me a word or bidding me farewell. 

He has written Obelisks, i n  which hc calls nle a fanatic Hus- 
site, heretical, seditioua, insolent, and rash, not t o  mention lesser 
abuses, such as, t ha t  I am dreaming, clumsy, unlearned, and 
lastly, tha t  I am a despiser of the Supreme Pontiff. I n  short, he  
has written nothing but the  foulest abuse, and he aims a t  my 
Theses, so tha t  there is in the  Obelisks nothing but the malice 
and envy of a most infl i~iated mind. 

Still I wanted to awalto~v this sop fit for Ccrberus in patience; 
but my frielids compelled ma to  reply to him, however, i n  a private 
cornn~unication. Blessed be the Lord Jesus, yea, may He alone be 
glorified, and we confounded a s  we deserve. Rejoice, my brother, 
rejoice, and be not terrified a t  thesc whirling leaves so a s  to  quit 
teaching as  you have begun, but be like a palm-tree in  Kadesh 
beneath the burden tha t  weighs it down. 

The more they rage, the further I advance. I leave yester- 
day's doings and let them bark a t  them, and I p a s  on to  new 
things, tha t  they may bark a t  them also. Continue your success; 
only pray the Lord that  Ife may Himself ivork out His glory, and 
see tha t  His will is done. I haw written Dr. 3ero1ne Ochscnfart 
t h i ~ t  your assertions do not seem errors to me, but truths, while 
his theses for the most par t  seen1 erroneous to  me; also that  
I all1 pr~parccl and do not doubt in the least t o  see you defend 
both your and nry errors. However, if they should come with 
quotations from the schoolnien, I would have him know that  he 
nil1 not accomplish anything with us  by such t ~ c t i c s ,  a.nd \vould 
only waste his words. 

I nrn allnost ~-cndy t o  swear tha t  there is not a ~cholastic 
theologian, especially not  a t  Leipzig, who underbtalicls one chapter- 
of the Gospel or of the Bible, yea, not c,\7en a chapter of the 
p11iloqopl~c.r Ariutotle, nncl I tru-t  if evrr I havc ail ol~portnnity 
tllnt I shall prove ihis honor, u~zlrss to  la~~orn tlic Gospcl 
itleaus to spell out i t s  letters and syllnblrs the best you cnn. 
Acc,ordingly, be not afraid in the presence of ignoranc~c,. J k t  the 
rattling of such titles a s  doctors, univc,rsitit.s, u~agisters, pws 
out of your mincl; for thry a re  specters and faces.-do not 
trvmble before men whose heart you see! -nor nrc they the faccq 
of men, but only of spectc'rs.41) 

So011 nftc>r wri t ing  his Bs ter i s l~s  and sending the111 t o  
Link, Luther had to sc:t out on a journey to  Heidelberg, - 

where he attended a n~eeting of the Augustiniaii chapter. 
---- -- 

41 )  XI-, 9461 ff. 

3. STAf;BI;;rG A FRIEND 1;,\ TUE BACK. 21 

purposes of Satan, I should be astonished at the fury with which 
the man breaks our friendship, which was of quite recent origin 
and very pleasant, without giving me the least warning, without 
writing me a word or bidding me farewell. 

He has written in which hc calls me a fanatic Hus­
site, hcretical, seditious, insolent, and rash, not to mention lesser 
abuses, such as, that I am dreaming, clumsy, unlearned, and 
lastly, that I am a despiser of the Supreme Pontiff. In short, he 
hat> written nothing but the foulest abuse, and he aims at my 
Theses, so that thcre is in the Obelisks nothing but the malice 
a.nd envy of a most inhniated mind. 

Rtill I wanted to swallow this sop fit for Cerberus in patience; 
but my friends compelled me to reply to him, however, in a private 
communication. Blessed be the Lord Jesus, yea., may He alone be 
glorified, and we confounded as we deserve. Rejoice, my brother, 
rejoice, and be not terrified 'at these whirling leaves so as to quit 
teaching as you have begun, but be lil;:e a palm-tree in Kadesh 
beneath the burden that weighs it down. 

The more they rage, the further I advance. I leave yester­
day's doings and let them bark at them, and I pass on to new 
things, that they may bark at them also. Continue your success; 
only pray the Lord that He may Himself work out His glory, and 
see that His will is done. I have written Dr. Jerome 0e11seniart 
that your assertions do not seem errors to me, but truths, while 
his theses for the mORt part seem erroneous to me; also that 
I . f\,m prepared and do llot doubt in the least to see you defend 
both your and my enors. However, if they should come with 
quotations from the schoolmen, I would have him know that he 
will not. accomplish anything with us by Buch tactics, and would 
ouly waste his words. 

I am almost read,\' to swear that there is not a scholal:ltic 
theologian, especially not at Leipzig, who understands one chaptE'l' 
of the Gospel or of the Bible, yea, not eyen a ehapter of the 
philosoph"r Aristotle, and I trust if ev('r I have all opportullity 
that I shall prove this with honor, un]PSfl to know the Gospel 
Illeans to spell out its letters and syllables the best you Cf\,11. 

AC('ordingly, be not afraitl in the presence of ignorance. Ll't the 
rattling of such title,; a;.; doctors, universities, magisters, jJtlSS 

out of your mind; for tlwy are specters and faces, - do not 
before men whose heart YOU see! - nor are thev the faccs 

of men, but only of specters"'1) • • 

Soon after writing his A.sterisk:s and sending them to 
Link, Luther had to S(]t out on a journey to Heidelberg, 
where he attended a meeting of the Augustinian eh8pter. 
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where he attended a meeting of the Augustinian eh8pter. 
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The  journey took from April  I1 to  May 15. On Apri l  26 
Luther  debated a series of theses a t  the  Augustinian convent, 
which a re  reproduced i n  a n  appendix a t  the  end of this book, 
because . they afford fur ther  insight in to  t h e  quality of Lu- 
ther's theology a t  th is  time. Having  returned t o  Wittenbcrg, 
Luther  o n  May 19 wrote the  following letter to Eck, address- 
ing him a s  "one of his  special friends": - 

Some Obelisks have come to me in which you have tried to 
demolish my Theses on indulgence. This is a proof of the faithful 
friendship which you have voluntarily offered me, yea, of that 
evangelical charity according to which we are bidden to  admonish 
a brother before accusing him! How could I, simpleton that I 
was, believe or suspect tha t  you would come a t  me from behind 
while you were flattering your brother? You, too, have fulfilled 
the Scriptures which say: "Which speak peace to their neigh- 
bors, hut mischief is in their hearts." (Ps. 28, 3.) I know that  
you would not want me to do this to you, but you have clone it 
and have had the courage to do i t ;  Nee now what your con- 
science is saying to you. I am quite astonished to see with what 
effrontery you presume to judge my opinions before you know and 
understand them. Surely, this rashness is a very faithful wit- 
ness that you think yourself the only theologian, so much so that 
you imagine that your opinion nlust take precedence of every 
other, yea, that all that you have condemned, even when you 
have not understood it, must stand condemned because it does 
not please Mr.  Eck. Prithee, suffer God : ~ t  least to live and reign. 
However, not to be a t  great length with you, since you are so 
utterly infuriated against me. I have sent you A s t e ~ i s k s  against - 
your obelisks, that  you may see and ~,ecognize your ignorance 
and rashness. I am indeed sparing your honor by not publishing 
them, but send them to you privately, so as not to render evil 
for the evil that you have done me. I have written them only 
for the person from whom I received your Obelisks,  and desire 
that  you should receive my Asterisks  through him. Otherwise, 
had I wished to publish them, I should have written against yon 
more carefully and pertinently, yet also with more firmncsu. 
Now if your confidence in your worthless stuff is still unshaken, 
go to work and write; I shall meet you with equal conficlenc~. 
Perchance it will then happen that I shall not spare you either, 
although God knows that I would rather that you should come 
to your senses again, and, if you see anything in me that is dis- 
pleasing to  you, you would first deal with me like a friend. as 
you know i t  behooves a theologian to do. For what harlot, when 
in a passion, could not have vomited forth the same abuses and 
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revilings which you have vomited forth against me? Yet you 
are so far from feeling sorry for this that you even boast of 
it, and think you have done right. You have your choice: I shall 
keep up our friendship if you wish i t ;  or I shall cheerfully meet 
your attack, for I see that  you know nothing in theology except 
the husks of scholastic opinions. You will find out what you can 
accomplish against me when you begin to prefer war to peace 
and fury to love. But may the Lord give to  you and to  me 
good sense, and bid us be of good cheer. Behold, though you 
have hurt me, I lay down my arms, not because I fear you, but 
God. After this i t  will not be my fault if I am forced to defend. 
myself publicly. Howevt!r, let us speak pleasantly.42) 

Ibfcanm~hile affairs m7cre assunling a n  ominous aspect fo r  
Eck  through the entering in of a new element of which we 
shall speak i n  another chapter. This caused E c k  to  dispatch 
a letter to Luther's colleague Carlstadt on May 28, i n  which 
lie says : - 

Most famous Carlstadt, I hear that you and your Witten- 
bergers are greatly incensed a t  me beca,use I wrote a few things 
privately for my bishop against the teaching of our mutual friend 
Martin Luther, thinking that these trifles would never be sub- 
mitted to the learned for their judgment. Now, as to how these 
writings got out of the hands of my bishop into yours, I have 
my suspicions indeed, but no certain knowledge. Had I foreseen 
this, I bhould not have composed them without previous prepara- 
tion or without consulting any books just as the thoughts came 
into my head, nor should I have dumped them into my manu- 
script ill such a hurry. For as you know, we all use greater free- 
clom \v11e11 writing private letters t11a11 when publisliing some- 
thing. Accordingly, I am much surprised that you are so angry 
a1 your most devoted Kck. I am told that you accuse me of 
fawning. Ask all who know me, and they will confcss that Eck 
iq not a man to be put off with empty words. And were I even 
capable of it, I would not do it, least of all to a bishop with 
mliom indulgences for some accidental reason, I suppose, have 
little weight. By tho way, people say that you are getting ready 
for a learned contest with me, which I can hardly believe. If 
that is your intention, i t  seems strange to me that you do not 
rather nlalre for your neighbors a t  Frankfort and for the in- 
quisitor who is appointed for discovering the malice of heretics; 
for in their printed and published writings they claim that Martin 
has erred a hundred times, and that sometimes he is mad, raving, 
and insane. But if you will accord me the privilege of our re- 
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cently established friendship, I shall regard your acts as done in 
love, and shall ask you not to carry out what you are meditating 
against the innocent Eck. It was not my intention a t  all to  hurt  
Martin, but if you make light of my friendship and believe that 
I have gone beyond bounds, I shall not restrain you. However, 
it would have been your duty i f  you wished to publish anything 
against me to inform me beforehand. If I am convinced that 
T have erred, I shall gladly confess my crror, and not be ashamed 
to  do so. But if I see that you write against me in a heated and 
cutting manner, I  hall, as far as truth demands, defend myself 
with the aid of faithful teachers and friends a t  the more cele- 
brated universities in Christendom. Iiowever, I should rather 
be spared this trouble. You will have to make up your mind 
what is to be done, and when you have considered everything 
well, you will have to s tar t  the skirmish. Greetings to  you, 
whose welfare I cordially desire and wish.43) 

A few months later tho Obelisks hati come into  the  hands 
of Erasmus, who wrote to L a n g  a t  E r i u r t  on October 1 7  : - 

I hear that Eleutherius [Luthcr] is approved by all good 
men, but i t  is said that his writings are unequal. I think his 
Theses will please all, except a few aboul, purgatory, which they 
don't want taken from them, seeing that they make their living 
from it. . . . I wonder what  has conle oTrr Eck to begin a battle 
against Eleutherius. But, "cursed love of fame, what wilt thou 
not fowe niortnl breastb to do?" (denwid  11, 66 f . ) 4 4 )  

4. The Daggers and the Stars. 
It, is necessary nomr t o  take a little closer loolr a t  th is  

innocent lamb Eck  and  his little pleasantries, the Obelisks. 
These Obrlisks are  the fir& reply that Luther  received to  the  
challenge which he had  issued lug publishing his Ninety-five 
Theses. W i t h  all their  inanity and silliness they are  a fa i r  
sample of t.he arguments of Rolnan theologians with wliich 
Luther  had to  contend all his life. Iforeover, practical 
church-life in the  Catholic Church of Luther's day is  fa i th-  
fully mirrored i n  them. 

We indicated before that the Obelisks were n o t  published 
until  a year before Luther's death. If Eck  had not yielded, 

43) XV, 504. 44) Pres. Stxith, I. c., I, 122. 
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4. The Daggers and the Stars. 
It is necessary now to take a little closer look at this 

innocent lamb Eck and his little pleasantries, the Obelisks. 
These Obelisks are the first reply that I,uther received to the 
challenge which he had issued by publishing his Ninety-five 
Theses. With all their inanity and silliness they are a fair 
sample of the argnments of Roman theologians with which 

had to contend all his life. :Moreover, practical 
church-life in the Oatholic Ohurch of Luther's day is faith­
rully mirrored in them. 

We indicated before that the Obelisks were not published 
until a year before Luther's death. If Eck had not yielded, 

43) XV, 804. 44) Pres. Sn:ith, 1. C., I, 122. 
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Luther mould have publislied them with his reply. However, 
when Eck showed a disposition to drop the matter, Luther 
met him more than half way. H e  even tried to suppress his 
Aste~isl;.~. Bernard Adellnnnn of Augsburg writes in a letter 
dated January 10, 1519, and addressed to Pirclrheimer of 
Nuernberg : - 

You know how anxious our good Martin was that his Asterisks 
slioulil not be published.45) 

When Luthcr. tx year Lefore his death, collseilt~cl to the 
puhlicatiori of the Obelis1,-s and the Asterisl;.~, he undoubtedly 
wished to leave to postc~ity a faithful r ~ c o r d  to shox~r for 
what issues he had to contend a t  t h e  very opening of his 
reformatory career, and what malevolc~nce hod been rnani- 
fested against hirn froin the start. 

We ha~re in  an  appenclix, a t  the end of this book, given 
an esllaustivc summary of the ObeZi~l,,s and A s terisks, and 
shall contcnt ourselves here mi th  recording a few opinions 
which others have exp~.cssed on thcni. 

Grisar makes very much of Eck as  all nntagonist of 
Luther. I'ie says of thc OBeZisAs: "Tliis tract is chiefly con- 
ce~.ned in R calm diqc~~~ision of the matter in  dispute, though 
i t  does not refrain from c)c~casionally describing this or that 
opinion of Luther's a<; 'rasl~, corrupt, impudent assertion,' 
as an  insipid, unblnshing error, a ridiculous ~nistake, etc. 
The severest remark, howe~-er, and that which incensed Lu- 
ther beyond all the rest was, that certain passages in the 
Indulgence Theses, owing to a confusion of ideas, made ad- 
missions 'containing Bohemian poison,' i. e.,  savoring of the 
errors of Hus." Grisar's enumeration of the epithets which 
Eck applies to Luther will hardly convince the reader that 
the Obelisks were a "calm discussion." Nor has he, as  he 
should have done, specified wherein the "confusion of ideas" 
consisted which led to Luther's fatal admission. Of the 
Aste~islcs, Grisar says: I n  them Luther "speaks of the be- 

45) Enders, I. e., I, 210. - Grisar (IV, 077) states in opposition t o  
all historians and to the editor of the Weimar edition of Luther's Works 
that 1,ather did publish the Obelisks together mith the Asterisks in 
August, 1518 ; but he does not state where he has seen this print. 
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havior of Eck, his quondam 'friend,' as most insidious and 
iniquitous, and mocBs at  his 'grand, not to say high-flown,' 
preface. He says: 'Hardly was I able to refrain from 
laughter'; Eck must have written his Obelisks during the 
carnival; wearing the mitsl; of genius, he had produced 
a chaos. His writing adduced nothing concerning the Bible, 
the Fathers, and the Canons, but mas all arch-scholastic; 
had he, Luther, wished to peripateticize, he could with one 
puff have blown away all these musty cobwebs," etc.46) As 
a re'surn6 of the two treatises, Grisar's account is worthless, 
as the reader can see by a perusal of the sunlmary st the end 
of this book. Grisar's f o ~ t e  is the study of Luther's passions 
and indiscretions, and he has been true to his metier also in 
this instance. 

Vedder says of the 0belisli.s: "As they were written early 
in the controversy, about the beginning of the year 1518, they 
treated principally the doctrine of repentance and the char- 
acter of the sufferings in purgatory; they touched lightly, 
hardly at  all, on the question of the Pope's power. They 
were brief criticisms of selected propositions from the Theses, 
free, incisive, outspoken, but there ~ 1 s  little in them that 
went beyond the bounds of legitimate controversy. There 
were several things, however, that made them particularly 
worrying to Luther and his friends, chief of which was the 
fact that Eck had but recently become acquainted with the 
Wittenberg professors, and had shown a marked disposition 
to cultivate their friendship. Ris attack on Luther was of 
the nature of a surprise. Besides, Luther complained that 
Eck treated him ungenerously, called him violent, a Bo- 
hemian, a heretic, seditious, rash, impudent; said he was 
inept, unlearned, a contemner of the Pope, and other things 
little less unpleasant. Eck was probably too harshly judged, 
and Luther was oversensitive?' "Legitimate controversy" is 
good; but will not some genius come forward at  last to fix 
for us the "bounds" of such controversy? Vedder evidently 
does not take Luther's complaint of Eck's treatment seri- 

46) Grisar, IV, 377 f. 
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ously. If Luther's complaint rests oil fact, -and every his- 
torian can examine the records, - it is not easy to discern 
the fairness in Vedder's judgment. Of the Aste~*isks he says: 
"In his Asterislis, as ir not unusual in controversy, Luther 
attributed to Eck offensive epithets that the latter had not 
used, while 11e used others toward Eel< even more offensive 
than those of which he complained. The controversy, of no 
great importance in itself, had an important influence in 
determining the course of events: i t  called out Carlstadt, 
Luther's first active associate in his work against indul- 
gences, and it produced a permaneilt estrangement between 
Eck and his opponents. Both parties had just enough o f  
controversy to make them wish for more; each had a score 
to settle. Eck, in particular, mas restless, enterprising, un- 
forgetting, unforgiving, and wished and watched for an op- 
portunity to meet Luther and Carlstadt on another field. 
Thus the Obelisks, a slight thing, of which he thought little, 
and from which he expected nothing, was Eck's first step 
toward becoming a prominent actor in a great drama." 47) 

Luther's reply to Eck is indeed sharp and unsparing: it 
lays bare the equivocations, sophisms, and self-contradictions 
of Eck; i t  exposes him to ridicule; it contains irony and 
bitter scorn; i t  is a polemic such as Luther would write. 
But a close examination of the document mill convince any 
reader that Eck had applied to Luther all the offensive attri- 
butes which Vedder has enumerated, and more besides. He  
had called him "violent" and "rash" in the 6th, Tth, 8th, 13tl.1, 
and 19th Obelisk, "a Bohemian7' and "a heretic7' in the 18th 
and 22d Obelisk, "inept" and "unlearned" in the 3d, 17th, 
23d, and 24th Obelisk, "seditious" in the 13th, 26th, 29th, and 
31st Obelisk, and "a contemner of the Pope" in the 22d and 
28th Obelisk. Besides, we find such epithets applied to Lu- 
ther's Theses as "frivolous" (3d, 5th, 11th Obelisk), "impu- 
dent" (23d Obelisk), "poisonous" (13th, 26th Obelisk), "raw" 
and "insipid" (22d Obelisk), and in the 25th Obelisk Eck 
calls 1,uther sneeringly "a new prophet." 

47) 1. c., p. 56 f. 
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calls I,uther sneeringly "a new prophet." 
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However, in fairness to Luther two things should be borne 
in mind. In  thc first place, Eck hld  been giving himself 
the airs of a Humanist; he had created the impression that 
he favored an improvenicnt of the ruling theology of the age, 
and a removal of the abuses that were practised in the 
Church. His new friends in Wittenberg had frankly opened 
their hearts to him. When they rmd his Obelislcs, they 
uatu~txlly felt themselves deceived; for in that document Eck 
swore by the old scholastic oracles, :md fought them with 
authorities which they believcd he had renounced. H e  
showed himself an obscurantist as milch as the Inen of Er- 
furt, Leipzig, Cologne, a i d  other places that had been char- 
acterized in the Episf olae V i r o ~ u r n  O bscz~rorum. H e  mu& 
now be treatcd accordingly, and plac'ed where he truly bc- 
longrd. In the second place, there is u selfish and mercenary 
vein running through the Obelisks. Eck manifests a great 
concern for the old superstitions and church customs of the 
time, in the preservation of which the parish priests and 
bishops mere deeply interested, for they ninde part of their 
living by them, as Erasinus shrewdly observed. Eck, more- 
over, goes out of his way to point out that the supremacy of 
the Pope has been endtlngered by Luther's Theses. By such 
argunlents nlotives were imputed to Luther which were alto- 
gether foreign to him, and the odiurrl which was thus en- 
gendered against him rnust render all public discussion of 
the issues which Luther had broached unfruitful, yea, 
dangerous. Eck hinted that the laymen would henceforth 
meet the priests not only with objections, but with arms. 
He  deplored that the attention of layinell had been invited 
to these matters. His 0belisl;o.s were an undisguised plca for 
the perpetuation of the old ecclesiastical autocracy and aris- 
tocracy. Such an  opponent could not be treated with def- 
erence, all the more because he was regarded as a learned 
man and a genius. And yet we shall see how readily Luther 
yielded to overtures of peace with Eck afterwards. 

The account of McGiffert is much more in keeping with 
the facts in the case. "For a tirne," he says, "Eck was gen- 
erally reckoned a member of the growing humanistic party, 
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sind was on terms of intinlacy with rnany of its leaders. 
Luther spoke of him with marked respect in some of his 
earlier letters, and frequently sent him greetings through 
cosnmon friends. But the appearance of the Ninety-five 
Theses led to a perma~lent break and the alinement of Eck 
upon tho side of reaction. IEe criticized them severely in 
a paper intended for private circulation called Obe7isll.s. Out- 
raged that a man he supposed his friend should attack hi111 
without giving hiin any warning, Luther replied with con- 
siderable asperity in a similar paper entitled A s t e ~ i s b .  
Thenceforth, although the forins of friendship were observed 
for a while, there was growing enniity between the two 
~l~en."  48) 

Iiolde sees in the exchange of polemics between Luther 
ant1 Eck the first in1pac.t caused by the collision of a theology 
that is oricnted by the Bible, and another which is reared 
up011 the tenets of scholasticism. EcB7s Obelisks, Kolde, too, 
thinBs, served to forneut enmity against Luther.4:)) 

Hausrath suminari~es the 0beZisX-s as follows: "The ob- 
jections raised by Eck came with a bad grace fro111 a Hu- 
manist; for throughout they paid deferencae to the logic of 
'our Magisters.' I n  Eck's opinion the words of Christ: 'Re- 
pent, for the kingdom of heaven is a t  hand,' signify the in- 
stitution of the sacrament of penance as i t  existed in the 
Church of that day, for the simple reason that the kingdom 
of lleaven is the Church. He  says that he would consider 
Luther's Theses merely clumsy, if they did not contain 
a poisonous sting. Luther's claim that it depends entirely 
upon the good pleasure of God whether the intercessory 
prayers of the Church are heard or not, would lead to an 
abolition of all rnemorial masses, masses for the dead, and 
even of the canon of the mass, because the latter embraces 
the dead in its intercessions and salutary effects. A similar 
damage Eck sees arising from Luther's claim that the merits 
of the saints are available directly, without letters of indul- 
gence; for in that case all fraternities and sodalities for the 

48) Martin Luther., p. 134. 49) iliartin. L ~ ~ t h e r ,  I, 159. 151. 
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veneration of saints would be useless. That means, thinks 
Eck, nothing else than the scattering of Bohemian poisou. 
Yea, of Luther's Theses in general (most of which he regards 
as rude and foolish) Eck can only say that 'they smacli of 
Bohemia.' " Of the Aster-isks, Hausrnth says : "Luther sees 
in the perfidy of Eck, who secretly clenounces him t o  his 
bishop as a Hussite and at the same time privately writes 
him friendly letters, a sad confirniation of the words of Scrip- 
ture, 'All men are liars.' . . . Mockillyly Luther remarks, 
one can see that, Eck wrote his boolr. during the carnival 
season, while he was wearing a mask over his face. 111 these 
transactions two points emerge prominclntly, which were des- 
tined to play a more important part later. While scholas- 
ticism tried to find the grace which oop~:rates in a Sacrament 
in mhat the Church and the priest do, Luther finds i t  in the 
faith of the recipient. 'The Sacraments,' says Luther, 'do 
not effect the grace which they signify, but prior to any 
Sacrament faith is required.' Faith, however, is a grace. 
Hence faith always precedes the Sacrainei~t, according to the 
accepted axiom: 'Not the Sacrament, hut faith in the Sacra- 
meilt, justifies'; 'not because i t  is done, but because i t  is be- 
lieved,' to speak with Augustine. - Aucbther cardinal point 
is touched upon in what Eck called 'the frivolous Theses.' 
Luther has to admit that an Extravagant of Clement VI  
speaks of a treasure of the merits of Christ, which is dis- 
pensed through ind~~lgences, while he had claimed that the 
merits of Christ are communicated to the penitent by the 
Office of the Keys, not by the puschave of an indulgence. He  
thinks not all indeed that a Pope does is a decision of the 
Church, but he admits that on this point the Bull Unige~zitus 
is not on his side. This concession Eck never permitted to 
be wrested from him. The last and fundamental reason why 
Luther would not allow faith and the merits of Christ to be 
depreciated Eck did not understand, no matter how many 
schoolmen he cited, and how ~lluch learning he displayed. 
Luther mocks a t  him: 'He is the very tower of David on 
which hang a thousand shields of testimony, but he has not 
yet learned that the peace of Christians consists in this, that 
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ture, 'All men are liars.' . .. Mockingly Luther remarks, 
one can see that, Eck wrote his book during the carnival 
season, while he was wearing a mask over his face. In these 
transactions two points emerge prominently, which were des­
tined to playa more important part later. While scholas­
ticism tried to find the grace which operates in a Sacrament 
in what the Church and the priest do, Luther finds it in the 
faith of the recipient. 'The Sacraments,' says Luther, 'do 
not effect the grace which they signify, but prior to any 
Sacrament faith is required.' Faith, however, is a graee. 
Hence faith always precedes the Sacrament, according to the 
accepted axiom : 'Not the Sacrament, but faith in the Sacra­
ment, justifies'; 'not because it is done .. but because it is be­
lieved,' to speak with A1.1gustine. - Another cardinal point 
is touched upon in what Eek called 'the frivolous Theses.' 
Luther has to admit that an Extravagant of Clement VI 
speaks of a treasure of the merits of Christ, which is dis­
pensed through indulgences, while he had claimed that the 
merits of Ohrist are communicated to the penitent by the 
Office of the Keys, not by the purchase of an indulgence. He 
thinks not all indeed that a Pope does is a decision of the 
Church, but he admits that on this point the Bull Unigenitus 
is not on his side. This concession Eek never permitted to 
be wrested from him. The last and fundamental reason why 
Luther would not allow faith and the merits of Christ to be 
depreciated Eck did not understand, no matter how many 
schoolmen he cited, and how much learning he displayed. 
Luther mocks at him: 'He is the very tower of David on 
which hang a thousand shields of testimony, but he has not 
yet learned that the peace of Christians consists in this, that 
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they glory in having a good conscience, which no indulgence 
can bestow, but only the remission of guilt by grace."'50) 

It may not be amiss to call attention to the fact that both 
in  the Ninety-five Theses and in the Asterislfs we have before 
us Luther in his formative period. His views on such points 
as the intercession of the saints, prayer to the saints, purga- 
tory, the mass, and others, are not clarified, not as definitely 
formed as they appear a few years later. Besides, the Theses 
were not a statement of Luther's faith, - a popular error! - 
but a draft for a debate. They do not settle the matters to 
which they refer, but call for a settlement. Luther purposely 
inserted things in these 7'heses for no other purpose than to 
bring on a discussion, and in  the Asterisl~s Luther tells this 
to Eck. 

5. Alas! Another Friend! 
Eck's letter of May 28, written in explanation of his 

Obel isk,  was addressetl not to Luther, but to Carlstadt. Who 
was this Carlstadt, and what caused Eck to write to him? 

The real name of Carlstadt was Andreas Bodenstein. 
Like Eck, he had been narned after his birthplace Carlstadt, 
or Carolostadt, in Franconia. He was Luther's senior by 
three years. After studying theology and the canon law at 
Erfurt, 1499-1503, and at Cologne, 1503-'09, he had come 
to Wittenberg in 1504. Here he became Magister of Phi- 
losophy in 1505, and took his degree as Doctor of Divinity 
in 1510. H e  had become one of the earlier celebrities of 
Wittenberg because of his scholastic learning, and in 1513 
was made professor at the university. Soon after his appoint- 
ment to a theological chair he made a journey to Rome, from 
which ha returned in 1515. H e  was startled a t  finding Lu- 
ther express views about theology that were a t  variance with 
the accepted teaching. H e  vigorously opposed them as sub- 
versive of the entire scholastic system, which indeed they 
were and were intended to be. Luther, however, had main- 
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tained liis ground with such force that Carbtadt beg:ln to  
doubt his own position. H e  mas forced into a more direct 
and earnest study of tlle Scriptures tlliill ] I ( :  had heretofure 
engaged in. The result was that  he was completely won over 
to Luther's side. Carlstadt's wxs an impulsive nature: wbat- 
ever he took hold of he pushed to the extreme. 31elanchthon 
has estimated him correctly when he says that Carlstadt 
laclied both souilcl 1e:irning and real gmius. H i s  piety, too, 
was questioued. Superficial and sll,tllow, he seems to have 
been able to impress rnen mostly by tile mighty fervor with 
which he threw himself into ally issucl. A man of thi3 sort 
usually lsecornes ;I violent, and mire;tsc~niilg partisan in ally 
cause he espouses. Accordingly, Carlstadt no sooner felt 
himself freed from the spell of schola~ticisu~ than he bcgan 
to attack Aristotle and the scholastio thrology with pas- 
sionate zeal. While T,uther was still quietly testing the 
sou~id~less of his convictioas regarding this theology l)y in- 
creased application to the Scriptures and 1)y anxious cor- 
res~~ontlence with his friends, Carlstadt, in  September, 151C;, 
leapecl into the arena of p ~ ~ b l i c  discuqsion with 151 theses 
against the s~1101:~stie theology. He mas prel)ai'ed to met-t 
any one who still wjsliecl to defend 1 1 1 ~ ~  oltl system. Pre- 
server1 Snlith thivlis that  Carlstadt W:IS "by 11at11t-e a Peru- 
lutioll:iry, and longed to out-Luther Lnther."51) fI is  tlieses 
against sc2lolasticism are the first evidt~llce of this tendency. 

The  secoild evidence mas furnished soon after. Carlstadt 
seems to ]lave possessrd little judgment of the illconsistency 
of his actions. H e  failed to see that his position on scho- 
lasticism inust affect his entire tl~eology. After his im- 
petuous onslaught on the theology of tlie schoolmen he could 
not avoid appearing as a man ~-110 had completely broken 
with his theological past, as a progressive man far  ahead of 
most men in  his time as regards enlightenment. That  is 
most likely the in~pression which he wished to create. W e  are 
therefore justly surprised to see him defend relic worship and 
indulgences in 1517. On April 26 of that year the Elector 
-- - - ---- 
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to attaek Aristotle and the scholastie theology with pns­
sionate zeal. 'While I.uther was Rtill quietly testing the 
soulldnes::l of his ('onvictions regaruing this theology by in­
creased application to the Scriptnres and l>y anxious cor­
respondence with his friends, Carlstadt, in 151(;, 
leaped into the urena of public discussion with 151 theses 
ag;1im;t scholastie theology. He was prepared to meet 
anyone who still wished to defend the old system. Pre­
served Smith think" that Carlstadt was "by nature a revo­
lutionary, and longed to out-Luther Luther." 51) His theses 
agaim,t scholasticism tHe the first evid,mce of this tendency.· 

The second evidence was furnished soon after. Carlstadt 
seems to have possessed little judgment of the inconsistency 
of his actions. He failed to see that his position on 8cho­
lastieism must affect his entire theolog-y. After his im­
petuous onslaught on the theology of the schoolmen he could 
not avoid appearing as a man who had completely broken 
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most men in his time as regards enlightenment. That is 
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had his rollcction of relics exhibited a t  the S'tiftsl, ircke 111 

Wittenberg. On this occasion generous indulgences were pro- 
claimed fur a11 who would malre confessiol~ a t  an  appointed 
place. Carlstadt publishetf theses in  which he defended and 
lauded this cubtorn. Luther oypo~ed him, and detllared that 
the regulation concerning the p1ac.e of confes~ion stated 
merely a privilege, but not a conlmand; for the forgivc.ness 
of sins cannot be restricted to any locality. Carlbtadt re- 
plied ar~grily: "Luther, if I believed that you seriously hold 
this view, I shuulcl prefer cllargcs of heresy against you with 
the POII~'.'' 5 2 )  

This Carlstadt now beconlev a defender of Luther's Theses 
against iildulgences when he hears that thcse have becn at- 
tacked by Eck. It was elliefly up011 Carlstadt's urging that 
Luther wrote his Asterisks and sent them in mnrluscript to 
his fricntis u7ho had received Eck's O b e l i ~ l ~ ~ s .  That had rnded 
the matter with Luther. But  the ambitious and headstrong 
Carlstaclt was ]lot satisfied. Eck had darcxd to besmirc.11 ail 
enlinent member of the university; for this lie must be 
humiliatctl. Aside from his personal assurance that hc was 
well quirlificd for this task, Cnrlstadt decided that as dei111 uf 
the faculty he was the proper person to humiliate Eck, rc- 
stvre the tarnished g l o r ~  of the Vniversity of Wittenberg, 
and lead rnen t o  a better estimate of Luther and - of Lu- 
ther's doughty champion Carlstadt. Behold the wonderful 
gyratiuns of gmins :  the former opponent of Luther on the 
question of indulgellces is become his protecting patron and 
defender ! 

Luther had started for Heidelberg on April 11. Burning 
with zeal, his restless colleague could not abide Luther's re- 
turn, but must take speedy action against the naughty Eck. 
On Nay 9 Carlstadt issued theses which were to be debated 
seriatim in  public by appIica~lts for degrees during the 
semester. All the subjects contained i n  these theses related 
to points of difference between Luther and Eek, but those of 
the second and followillg series were a direct attack upon 
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plied angrily: "Luther, if I believed that you seriously hold 
this view, I should prefer charges of heresy against you with 
the POIJe." 52) 

This Carlstadt now becomes a defender of Luther's Theses 
against indulgences when he hears that thc"e have been at­
tacked by Eek. It was chiefly upon Carlstadt's urging that 
Luther wrote his Asterisks and sent them ill manuscript to 
his fril'nds who had received Eck's o bel-isles. That had ended 
the matter with Luther. But the ambitious and headstrong 
Carj"tadt was Hot satisfied. Eck had dared to besmirch an 
eminent member of the university; for this he must be 
humiliated. Aside from his personal assurance that he was 
well qualified for this task, Carlstadt decided that as dean uf 
the faculty he was the proper person to humiliate Eek, re­
store the tarniDhed glory of the rlliversity of Wittenberg, 
and lead men to a better estimate of I.uther and - of Lu­
ther's doughty champion Carlstadt. Behold the wonderful 
gyratiuns of genius: the forme!.' opponent of Luther on the 
question of indulgences is become his protecting patron and 
defender! 

Luther had started for Heidelberg on April 11. Burning 
with zeal, his restless colleague could not abide Luther's re­
turn, but must take speedy action against the naughty Eck. 
On 9 Carlstadt issued theses which were to be debated 
seriatim in public by applicants for degrees during the 
semester. All the subjects contained in these theses related 
to points of difference between Luther and Eck, but those of 
the second and following' series were a direct attack UpOll 

52) l. C., I, 98. 
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34 5 .  .\LAY ! ANOTHER F R I E N D  ! 

Eck. Carlstadt could never do anything on a small scale: 
he ran his list of debatable subjects up to 370, and in July 
increased it even to 405.53) The theses were printed, and the 
first sheets came off the press the day before I,uther7s return, 
May 14. Carlstadt hastened to send these sheet3 to Spalatin, 
who, in the interest of the Elector, watched all that was going 
on a t  the university with the closest interest. I n  the letter 
accompanying the theses, Carlstadt says: - 

Herewith I am sending your Eminence a part of Iny theses; 
for all have not yet come off the press. With the help of God 
you shall see how little Eck will be able t o  say in relluttal, and 
then you will believe that I am not a t  all afraid of him, and of 
others, whom I shall refute one by one. . . . The entircl theses 
I shall send with the next post.%) 

I t  was upon receiving the information that theses hostile 
to him were to be debated at Wittenberg that Eck wrote the 
letter to Carlstadt which mc introduced in a previous chapter. 
Eck's plea of innocence in that letter is amusing, if not 
disingenuous, but the letter shows that he would prefer to 
have the matter dropped. The letter of May 19 which hc had 
received from Luther had suggested such a termination of 
the affair. Being written four days after his return from 
Reidelberg, that letter also shows what Luther thotlght of the 
effort of Carlstadt, of which he c3ertainly had leariled in the 
mean time. But Carlstadt would not per~nit  himhelf to  be 

53) As regards the doctrinal contents, little faul t  can be found 
w ~ t h  thcse theses, except with Nos. 326-343, which lack perspicuity. 
There is a genuine Biblical r ing in all  of t hem;  their greatest faul t  
is prolixity which has  made some of the  theses redundant. Carlstadt's 
effort was simply overdone. 1,oescher (Vollst .  Ref. Act& 11, 62 ff.), 
who follows the old numeration of the  theses, divides their contents a s  
follows : Kos. 1-101, on Biblical theology ; 102-140, against  the prc- 
amble in the  Obelislcs; 141-192, against the  notion tha t  repentance 
means the  Roman sacrament of penance ; 141-211, against  the  teach- 
ing tha t  the  Pope remits penalties, except such a s  he hirnsrlf has  im- 
posed ; 214 -263, on free wi l l ;  264-288, on the damnation of un- 
baptized infants, on hell and purgatory; 289--325, on predestination 
and free will ; 326--343, on indulgences and purgatory ; 344-380, on 
the  charge tha t  the  Wittenbergers are  heretics ; 381-406, on free will. 
The last  twenty-three theses a re  directed against  Trtzel. The theses 
were published in four sections, beginning May 14 and concluding 
June  7. The first respondent was Nicasius Clajus of Hcrabrrg, who 
made his Bachelor's degree by the  discussion. In  the St. 1.oriis edition 
the theses are  found In XVIII, 590-633. 
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Eck. Carlstadt could never do anything on a small scale: 
he ran his list of debatable subjects up to 370, and in July 
increased it even to 405.113) The theses were printed, and the 
first sheets came off the press the day before I,uther's return, 
J\fay 14. Carlstadt hastened to send these sheets to Spalatin, 
who, in the interest of the Elector, watched all that was going 
on at the university with the closest interest. In the letter 
accompanying the theses, Carlstadt says: -

Herewith I am sending your Eminence a part of my theses; 
for all have not yet come off the press. With thc help of God 
you shall see how little Eck will be able to say in relmttal, and 
then you will believe that I am not at all afraid of him, and of 
others, whom I shall refute one by one. . .. The entire theses 
I shall send with the ncxt post.1>4) 

It was upon receiving the information that theses hostile 
to him were to be debated at \Vittenberg that Eck wrote the 
letter to Carlstadt which we introduced in a previous chapter. 
Eck's plea of innocence in that letter is amusing, if not 
disingenuous, but the letter shows that he would prefer to 
have the matter dropped. The letter of J\£ay 19 which he had 
received from Luther had suggested such a termination of 
the affair. Being written four days after his return from 
Heidelberg, that letter also shows what Luther thought of the 
effort of Oarlstadt, of which he certainly had leal'llcd in the 
mean time. But Carlstadt would not permit him:'ielf to be 

53) As regards the doctrinal contents, little fault can be found 
with these theses, except with Nos. 326-343, which lack perspicuity. 
There is a genuine Biblical ring in all of them; their greatest fault 
is prolixity which has made some of the theses redundant. 
effort was simply overdone. Loescher (Vollst. Ref. Acta II, 6:.! ff.), 
who follows the old numeration of the theses, divides their contE'nts as 
follows: Nos. 1-101, on Biblical theology; 102-140, against thE' pre­
amble In the Obelisks; 141-192, against the notion thnt rf'pentancc 
means the Roman sacrament of penance; 141-211, against the teach· 
ing that the Pope remits penalties, except such as he himself has Im­
posed; 214--263, on free will; 264-288, on the damnation of un­
baptized infants, on hell and purgatory; 289-325, on predestination 
and free will; 326--343, on indulgences and purgatory; 344-:l80, on 
the charge that the WittenbergeL's are heretics; 381-406, on free will. 
The last twenty·three theses are directed against Tetzel. The theKCs 
were published in four sections, beginning May 14 and concluding 
June 7. The first respondent was Nicasius Clajus of H('rzlwl'g, who 
made his Bachelor's degree by the discussion. In the St. Louis pdition 
the theses are found In XVIII, 590-63.3. 
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to him were to be debated at \Vittenberg that Eck wrote the 
letter to Carlstadt which we introduced in a previous chapter. 
Eck's plea of innocence in that letter is amusing, if not 
disingenuous, but the letter shows that he would prefer to 
have the matter dropped. The letter of J\£ay 19 which he had 
received from Luther had suggested such a termination of 
the affair. Being written four days after his return from 
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then you will believe that I am not at all afraid of him, and of 
others, whom I shall refute one by one. . .. The entire theses 
I shall send with the ncxt post.1>4) 

It was upon receiving the information that theses hostile 
to him were to be debated at \Vittenberg that Eck wrote the 
letter to Carlstadt which we introduced in a previous chapter. 
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disingenuous, but the letter shows that he would prefer to 
have the matter dropped. The letter of May 10 which he had 
received from Luther had suggested such a termination of 
the affair. Being written four days after his return from 
Heidelberg, that letter also shows what Luther thought of the 
effort of Oarlstadt, of which he certainly had leal'llcd in the 
mean time. But Carlstadt would not permit him:'ielf to be 
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5. ALAS! ANOTHER BEIEND! 3 5 

balked in h i s  grand design to humiliate Eck.  I n  order  not 
t o  be behind E c k  in scholarly courtesy and a conciliatory 
spiri t ,  he decided, first of all, t o  answer  Eck's let ter .  On 
J u n e  I1 lie writes him: - 

Most learned Eck, your elegant letter has duly come to  hand. 
To answer briefly, I callllot withold from your Eminence tha t  
I arn greatly displeased with your u~ l jus t  treatment of t ha t  pro- 
foundly learned man Martin Luther. You have indeed accused 
him of great an.1 grierous crimes, ?Ti:., t ha t  he has offended the 
Majesty by clisseminating heretical teachingr and causing a schiqin 
in  the Church. You have described him a s  a rebrllious Boh~~mian  
and havr published these accusations. I n  the opinion of your 
own Scotus, do's ,lot anything tha t  is written in i ts  very nature 
make things public and generally l;nown? You have done this, 
and thereby have furnished others not only the occasion t o  reply, 
but even forced them to  do so. For this  reason I have published 
a challenge, or  rejoinder, to some of your conclusions. It has 
been printed hcrc a t  Wittenberg and is  for sale a t  several places. 
Because of your huirlanity I an1 truly sorry for ]laving- bcxen conl- 
prlled to attack you. If things done could be unclone, I would 
rather tha t  I llad borne your injustice with patie~lce than to  
settle thc matter  with polemics and disputations. Tlle reason 
why I clicbse you particularly for a n  adversary illstead of the 
illitelate jnquisitor or some one like him was not envy, anger, 
or pasaion, but your elegant style, industry, acumen, and, a l~o re  
all, your own salvation and tha t  of the common people. I hope 
indced tha t  you will come over to  our way of thinking, ant1 out 
of a Saul be made into ;I I'aul. I did not want to  engage in 
a conflict with a stupid ass, but with a reuowned lion and an  
eloquent illark, and I thought i t  wonld not barn1 me to  train 
ulgself a little more in eloquence by your esample. If I have in- 
snlted you, I ask you t o  forgive me. But  i f  you continue oflend- 
ing me, whom you have already offended, do so if you are able, 
and if  you clo not mind being regarded a s  a person who mali- 
ciously maltreats another, or  even wants to  overthrow the Holy 
Scriptures. I am resolved to suffer war and tyrannical attacks 
rather than keep a peace tha t  is altogether wrong, because i t  
is  to  the daniagc and disparagement of the divine Word. I do 
not care what I?ecomes of me. I would not  like to  lose your 
friendship if you grant  me the privilege. I love you heartily. 
May I perish if I desire your death or slightest misfortune! 
I am striving with a l l  might to  have tho Word of God, which, 
alas! has been cast aside in our sad times, become brighter and 
more cheering to  men, yea, a s  bright a s  the sun. Long live our 
Martin, who has furnished the opportunity for proclaiming the 
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balked ill his gnmd design to humiliate Eck. In order not 
to be behind Eck in scholarly courtesy and a conciliatory 
spirit, he decided, first of all, to answer Eck's letter. On 
June 11 he writes him:-

:\iost learned Eck, your elegant letter has duly come to hand. 
To answer briefly, I cannot withold from your Eminence that 
I am greatly displeased with your unjust treatment of that pro­
foundly learned man Martin Luther. You have indeed accused 
him of great and grievous crimes, l' i:::. , that he has offended the 
Majesty by disseminating heretical teachings and causing a schism 
in the Church. You have described him as a rebellious Bohemian 
and have published these accusations. In the opinion of your 
own Scotus, does llOt anything that iR written in its very nature 
make things public and generally known? You have done this, 
and thereby have furnished others not only the occasion to reply, 
but even forced them to do so. For this reason I have published 
a challellge, or rejoinder, to some of YOUl" conclusions. It has 
been printed here at vVittenlJerg and is for sale at several places. 
Becau;;e of your humanity I am truly solTY for having been COIll­

pelled to attack you. If things done could be undone, I would 
l·ather that I hu,d borne yom· injustice with patience than to 
settle the matter with polemics and disputations. The reason 
why I ch'ose you particularly for an adversary of the 
illiterate inquh;itor or some one likp him was not envy, anger, 
or passion, but your elegant style, industry, acumen, and, above 
all, your own salvat.ion and that of the common people. I hope 
indeed that you will come over to our way of thinking, and out 
of a Saul be made into it Paul. I did not want to engage in 
a conflict with a stupid ass, hut with a renowned lion and an 
eloquent :Mark, and 1 thought it would not harm me to t.rain 
myself a little more in eloquence by your example. If I have in­
sulted you, I ask you to forgive me. But if you continue offend­
ing me, whom you have already offended, do so if you are able, 
and if you do not mind being regarded as a person who mali­
ciously maltreats another, or even wants to overthrow the Holy 
Scriptures. I am resolved to suffer war and tyrannical attacks 
rather than keep a peace that is altogether wrong, because it 
is to the damage and disparagement of the divine Word. I do 
not care what hecomes of me. I would not like to lose your 
friendship if you grant me the privilege. I love you heartily. 
May I perish if I desire your death or slightest misfortune! 
I am striving with all might to have the Word of God, which, 
alas! has been cast aside in our sad times, become brighter and 
more cheering to men, yea, as bright as the sun. Long live our 
Martin, who has furnished the opportunity for proclaimiug the 
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To answer briefly, I cannot withold from your Eminence that 
I am greatly displeased with your unjust treatment of that pro­
foundly learned man Martin Luther. You have indeed accused 
him of great and grievous crimes, l' i:::. , that he has offended the 
Majesty by disseminating heretical teachings and causing a schism 
in the Church. You have described him as a rebellious Bohemian 
and have published these accusations. In the opinion of your 
own Scotus, does llOt anything that iR written in its very nature 
make things public and generally known? You have done this, 
and thereby have furnished others not only the occasion to reply, 
but even forced them to do so. For this reason I have published 
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l·ather that I hu,d borne yom· injustice with patience than to 
settle the matter with polemics and disputations. The reason 
why I ch'ose you particularly for an adversary of the 
illiterate inquh;itor or some one likp him was not envy, anger, 
or passion, but your elegant style, industry, acumen, and, above 
all, your own salvat.ion and that of the common people. I hope 
indeed that you will come over to our way of thinking, and out 
of a Saul be made into it Paul. I did not want to engage in 
a conflict with a stupid ass, hut with a renowned lion and an 
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myself a little more in eloquence by your example. If I have in­
sulted you, I ask you to forgive me. But if you continue offend­
ing me, whom you have already offended, do so if you are able, 
and if you do not mind being regarded as a person who mali­
ciously maltreats another, or even wants to overthrow the Holy 
Scriptures. I am resolved to suffer war and tyrannical attacks 
rather than keep a peace that is altogether wrong, because it 
is to the damage and disparagement of the divine Word. I do 
not care what hecomes of me. I would not like to lose your 
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:\iost learned Eck, your elegant letter has duly come to hand. 
To answer briefly, I cannot withold from your Eminence that 
I am greatly displeased with your unjust treatment of that pro­
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him of great and grievous crimes, l' i:::. , that he has offended the 
Majesty by disseminating heretical teachings and causing a schism 
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all, your own salvat.ion and that of the common people. I hope 
indeed that you will come over to our way of thinking, and out 
of a Saul be made into it Paul. I did not want to engage in 
a conflict with a stupid ass, hut with a renowned lion and an 
eloquent :Mark, and 1 thought it would not harm me to t.rain 
myself a little more in eloquence by your example. If I have in­
sulted you, I ask you to forgive me. But if you continue offend­
ing me, whom you have already offended, do so if you are able, 
and if you do not mind being regarded as a person who mali­
ciously maltreats another, or even wants to overthrow the Holy 
Scriptures. I am resolved to suffer war and tyrannical attacks 
rather than keep a peace that is altogether wrong, because it 
is to the damage and disparagement of the divine Word. I do 
not care what hecomes of me. I would not like to lose your 
friendship if you grant me the privilege. I love you heartily. 
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Law of the Lord in its power! Yea, long livc. Kck, our frirnd! 
If, however, he is our enemy, he shall become a lover of the truth. 
This is what I wished to disclose to you hurriedly, and a t  the 
same time scud you my best wishes. . . . Hy dear Eck, forgive 
me hecnuse I have wanted to forgive you. Pardon me if you 
think that I have offered you vile talk. For nly part, however, 
I wish that you would not yield the least to falsehood, but rather 
have it exterminated, banished, and crushed.55) 

Two features in particular are striking i n  this letter: 
the penitent mood that bad seized Carlstadt. H e  bpenks of 
patience as the preferable method of dealing with offcllses. 
That  soullds very much like Luther. Had Carlstadt had 
a conference with his colleague? We doubt not. The other 
feature is the undisguised vanity of the man, u7llic.l~ rentlers 
him contemptible and unfit to be a spoliesman of tlic Church 
in her troxhles. 

However, Carlstaclt decided upon another matter. After 
writing Eck such an a m i a h l ~  letter, the trouble might have 
been coilsidered a t  an  end. Like in a French duel, t>acall c.0111- 
batant, with a cruel effort, had perforated a ribbc)n on his 
opponent, and had inade a co~xrteous bow, and offered elo- 
quent apologies. However, despite the reassuring sc~llti~llents 
which he had voiced in  his letter to Eck, Carlstadt ordercd 
the disputations a t  the university to proceed. Thc firht took 
place on J u l ~  14. Eck was disposed to pay no nttcnticnl to  
this disputatior~ because i t  did not refer to him dirrc.tly. Rut  
W I I P I ~  Lutller's pupil Bastholomew Bernhardi aqinnit~cl tlie 
afirmativc~ in the second disputation, which was elltirely 
directed against Eck, the latter did not deem i t  l)ropcJr to rcL- 
main silent any longer. On August 14 he publislied a trcati-c 
which he entitlcd "Defeizse of John Eck against tlie I3ittl.r 
Tuv~ctives of Dr. Andreas Bodenstcin of Carlstadt." 111 thi, 
Defensio Eck makes an  interesting statement: - 

The Reverend M. Luther, he says, in  ~vhosr I ~ c ~ I ~ a l f  I)r. Uotl~~ri- 
stein has undertaken this duel, frankly acknowledge+, i r ~  tllc 
kind letter which I received last from him, that lir tlo~.. 11ot .ent3 

how I can decently remain silent and not defc,nrl 111y honor i i t  

all, although he asks me with wise foresight to ali<ncrr 1)r Hoctc.11- 
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Law of the Lord in its power! Yea, long live l<.ck, our friend! 
Ii, however, he is our enemy, he shall become a lover of the truth. 
This if! what I wished to disclose to you hurriedly, and at the 
same time send you my best wishes. . .. My dear Eek, forgive 
me hecause I have wanted to forgive you. Pardon me if you 
think that I have offered you vile talk. For my part, however, 
I wish that you would not yield t1le least to falsphood, hut rather 
have it exterminated, banished, and crushed.55) 

Two features in particulal' are striking in this letter: 
the penitent mood that has seized Carlstadt. He speaks of 
patience as the preferable method of dealing with Offt'IlSCS. 

That sounds very much like Luther. Had Carlstadt had 
a conference with his colleague? We doubt not. The other 
feature is the undisguised vanity of the man, whidl renders 
him contemptible and unfit to be a spokesman of the Church 
in her troubles. 

Ho,vever, Carlstadt decided upon another matter. After 
writing Eck such an amiable letter, the trouble might Imve 
been considered at an end. Like in a French duel. caeh (,Olll­

batant, with a cruel effort, had perforated a rihbl>l1 on his 
opponent, and had made a courteous bow, and offered elo­
quent apologies. However, despite the reassuring sPlltiments 
which he had voiced in his letter to Eck, Carlstadt ordert'd 
the disputatiom: at the university to proceed. The fir"t took 
place on July 14. Eck was disposed to pay no attention to 
this disputation because it did not refer to him diredly. But 
when Luther's pupil Bartholomew Bernhardi HRsl1llH'd the 
affirmative in the second disputation, which elltirely 
directed against Eck, the latter did not deem it Pl'(lPPl' to l'('­

main silent any longer. On August 14 he published n tl'enti"e 
whieh he entitled "Defense of John Eck against the Bittpr 
Invectives of Dr. Andreas Bodenstein of Carlstadt." III this 
Defensio Eek makes an interesting statement:-

The Reyerend M. Luther, he says, ill whose l)('half Dr. B'Hl('II­
stcin has undertaken this duel, frankly ill thl' 
kind letter which I received last from him, that II(' lIot H'P 

how I can decently remain silent and not ddeud lily honor at 
all, although he asks me with wise foresight to an"\Yl'r Dr. Bo(h'lI-
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stein in a very gentle manner. To this request 1 an1 not a t  all 
reluctant to accede, chiefly because i t  i s  he [Luther] that  has 
urged mc to do so.5i;) 

This le t ter  of L u t h e r  is lost, b u t  there is n o  reason to  
clucstion the t r u t h  of Eck's s ta tement ;  f o r  Luther himself 

refers to jus t  such  a letter as E c k  has described i n  n let ter  
t o  Scheur l  da ted  J u n e  15. Scheurl, it appears, had inter-  
ceded wi th  Luther i n  behalf of Eck, a n d  Luther i n  his reply 
assures h i m  as follows: - 

34y clearest Christopher, what you ask i11 behalf of our friend 
Eck ~~rou ld  have been altogether unnecessary for such a friend as 
you to ask if the situation had not become coniylicated and 11e 
had written before you. But my suspicjon tha t  Eck's mincl has 
been alienated from mc bas hcvn greatly inercased since after 
calling we such dreadful names, even though i t  was done in a 
private writing, he wrote me no lctter and sent me no message. 
However, ilow tha t  the theses of our C'arlstadt have been puh- 
lishecl, though witl~out my consent or cvcn Iny knowledge, I am 
not quite clecidecl what each of us oiigl~t to do. I know that  
we love the man's genius and atlmirc hi* learning. Moreover, 
a s  to what has happened, I a t  least am conscious and declare 
tha t  it mas done in sorrow ra thrr  than ill anger or envy. -4s for 
myself, 1 have written to him the enclosed letter, which, you see, 
is very friendly and full of good will townrcls him. Not only 
for your hake, but itlsa becausc of  his own candid confession 
I am quite reconciled with him, because he writes tha t  i t  diu- 
pleases him, if not me, tha t  this accident has happened either 
through some one's craftiness or malice. Accordingly, you have 
my authority to do what you like in this matter, and so has Eck. 
This regard only I sl~ould expect from your friendly offic~s that  
Eck clo not write our Carlstadt a hard1 reply, and that  he con- 
sider that  his was the first fault t ha t  such evil things happened 
among friends. For since I gave out my Astct-isks privately, I be- 
lieve that  there is no necessity of my replying to him, unless 
he desires i t .  But if he prefers tha t  a reply should be written, 
I am ready for tha t  also, although I should prefer peace. Let 
us know therefore tha t  you grieve with us tha t  this temptation 
has been launched by the devil, and, again, tha t  you rejoice with 
us because hy the compassionate Christ i t  has beer1 overcome and 
put  to rest.57) 

I11 all fairness it m u s t  be acknowledged t h a t  Eck's De- 
fensio was calm a n d  considerate, though as regards t h e  points 

56) Enders, 1. c., I. 510. 55) X S l  a. 103 f .  
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pleases him, if not mc, that this accident has happened either 
through some craftiness or malice. Aceonlingly, you have 
my authority to do what you like in this matter, and 1:'0 has Eck. 
This regard only I should expect from your friendly offices that 
Eck do 110t write our Carlstadt a harsh reply, and that he COll­

sider that his was the first fault that such evil things happened 
among friends. For since I gave out my Astet'isks privately, I be­
lieve that there is no necessity of my replying to him, 
he desires it. But if he prefers that It reply should be written, 
I am ready for that also, although I should prefer peace. Let 
Ut> know therefore that you grieve with us that this temptation 
has been launched by the devil, and, again, that you rejoice with 
us because by the eompassionate Christ it has been overcome amI 
put to rest.51) 

In all fairness it must be acknowledged that Eck's De­
fensio was calm and considerate, though as regards the points 
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in controversy he yielded nothing. There had now been an  
equal exchauge of polemical literature between Carlstndt and 
Eck, just as between Lilther and Rck. The case might have 
been closed a t  this point. Luther was so sure that he had 
come to a fair understandjllg with Eck that he could assume 
the r61e of arbitrator betu~ee~l his colleague and Eck. Carl- 
stadt had placed Luther in a delicate position. Luther had 
to disavow all knowledge and cooperation in Carlstadt's 
polemical undertaking. Carlstadt had interfered in a matter 
that was almost entirely personal between Luther and  Eck. 
and in which Tkther had already taken the necessary action 
by publishing the Astei,isb. The plea that the honor of the 
university denlanded Carlstadt's action is too weak. More- 
over, Carlstadt had acted with undue haste. By rushing into 
print, Carlstadt had made it impossible for Eck to ignore the 
attack made upon him, and Luther frankly acknowledged 
this. On the other h:~nd, Luthcr fastened upon F:ck the 
blame of the original offense in this whole sad business. Eck 
rilust not forget that 1~ started the trouble. Thus Lutller's 
conduct at this stage of the affair is marked by excellent 
(.andor and impartiality. 

6. The Challenge to a Debate. 
Eck's Defensio reached Carlstadt August 25: After read- 

ing it,  Carlstadt gave i t  a new name: he called i t  Eck's 
Monomachia, that is, Duel. As a means to settle his con- 
troversy with Carlstadt and the Wittenbergers, Eck, namely, 
had proposed in his Defensio either that Carlstadt's theses 
and his Defensio be submitted to the Holy See for a papal 
decision, or that a public disputation be held betmce~l him 
and Carlstadt before the universities of Rome, Paris, or 
Cologne. For, said he, 

Of what use is it f o ~  me here at Ingolstadt to krep shouti~~g 
against you while you are defending yourself at Wittcnberg? This 
will produce nothing but public offenses, waste of timc.. -Iandc~rs, 
divisions, contempt of the Holy Scriptures, and we shall l~oth 
hecome ridiculous. For in such a difficult matter to n . ; s ~ i I  so 
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shamelessly the good name of another is indeed in keeping wit11 
the practise of theologians, but not with Christian godlineus. 
Paul says to Timotlly that the servant of the Lord should not 
strive nor engage in a wordy warfare. For such striving is not 
to any useful purpose, but to the su1)version of [the faith of] 
the hearers. For the love of Christ and with a most godly 
yearning I pray you, therefore, my dear Andrew, let us not seek 
our own, but God's glory, and although we differ as to terms, 
let us be united in brotllerly love of the truth by the operation 
of the Spirit, who through the diversity of tongues has gathered 
all nations in the unity of faith. Farewell, and forget not your 
profession of love and friendship.58) 

Carlstadt, however, heeded this appeal so li t t le tha t  he  set  
to work forthwith to prepare a counter Defensio, which h e  
published September 14. I I e  inscribed i t  "The Defense of 
Andreas Carlstadt against the  Illonomachy of the  Excellent 
Dr .  Johann Eck." (To avoid confusion, we sliall hereafter 
~ e f e r  to  Eck's treatise a s  the  1Cfonomachy, to  Carlstadt's a s  
the  D~fexsio.) Carlstadt prefaced his Defensio with the  fol- 
lowing remarks : - 

Carlstadt accepts the verdict not only of the Apostolic Sce 
and of the universities a t  Rome in Italy, a t  Paris in France, or 
a t  Cologne in Germany, but of each and all \\rho have read not 
only the conclusion, but the entire contents of such writings as 
these: the Dialogs of Jcrome against Pelagius, the books of 
Augustine on the Rewards of Sin, on the Spirit and tl!e Letter, 
on the Perfection of Righteousness, and against Julian, and the 
writings of other Church Fathers, such as Chrysostom, Cyprian, 
Cyril, Hilary, Ambrose, Cassian, Gregory, Bernard, Bede, as far 
as these have a bearing on the present controversy, and who have 
understood these books. 

1 It does not  bespeak great  confidence in  t h e  learning of 
t h e  universities to  which Carlstadt refers t h a t  he  specifies so 
minutely the  qualifications fo r  which he  looks i n  his judges. 
O r  did h e  only wish to publish a catalog of his own attain- 
ments, and to  serve notice tha t  he  would only submit t o  the  
verdict of his compeers i n  erudition? T h e  Defens io  itself, 
however, Carlstadt addressed to Provost Henning Goede and 
Dean Laurentius Schlamau, doctors of jurisprudence and pro- 
fessors a t  Wittenberg, and says : - 

1 58) Wirdernann, 1. c., p. 79. 

O. THE CHALLENGE TO A DEBA'!'E. 39 

shamelessly the good name of another is indeed in keeping with 
the practise of theologians, but not with Christian godliness. 
Paul says to Timothy that the servant of the Lord should not 
strive nor engage in a wordy warfare. :For such striving is not 
to any useful purpose, but to the suhvcrsion of [the faith of] 
the hearers. For the love of Christ and with a most godly 
yearning I pray you, therefore, my dear Andrew, let us 110t seek 
our own, but God's glory, and although we differ as to terms, 
let us be united in brotherly love of the truth by the operation 
of the Spirit, who through the diversity of tongues has gathered 
all nations in the unity of faith. Farewell, and forget not your 
profession of love and friendship.58) 

Carbtadt, however, heeded this appeal 1;10 little that he set 
to work forthwith to prepare a counter Defensio, which he 
published September 14. He inscribed it "The Defense of 
Andreas Carlstadt against the :M:onomachy of the Excellent 
Dr. J ohunn Eck." (To avoid confusion, we shall hereafter 
refer to Eck's treatise as the }.If onomachy, to Carlstadt's as 
the Defensio.) Carlstadt prefaced his Defensio with the fol­
lowing remarks:-

Carlstadt accepts the verdict not only of the Apostolic See 
and of the universities at Rome in Italy, at Paris in France, or 
at Cologne in Germany, but of each and all who have read not 
only the conclusion, but the entire contents of such writings as 
these: the Dialogs of Jerome againHt Pelagius, the books of 
Augustine on the Rewards of Sin, on the Spirit and Letter, 
on the Perfection of Righteousness, and against Julian, and the 
writingtl of other Church Father:;, such as Chrysostom, Cyprian, 
Cyril, Hilary, Ambrose, Cassian, Gregory, Bernard, Bede, as far 
as these have a bearing on the prcsent controversy, and who have 
unden;tood these books. 

It does not bespeak great confidence in the learning of 
the universities to which Carlstadt refers that he specifies so 
minutely the qualifications for which he looks in his judges. 
Or did he only wish to publish a catalog of his own attain­
ments, and to serve notice that he would only submit to the 
verdict of his compeers in erudition The Defensio itself, 
however, Carlstadt addressed to Provost Henning Goede and 
Dean I,aurentius Schlamau, doctors of jurisprudence and pro­
fessors at Wittenberg, and says: -

58) Wiedemann, I. c., p. 79. 

O. THE CHALLENGE TO A DEBA'!'E. 39 

shamelessly the good name of another is indeed in keeping with 
the practise of theologians, but not with Christian godliness. 
Paul says to Timothy that the servant of the Lord should not 
strive nor engage in a wordy warfare. :For such striving is not 
to any useful purpose, but to the suhvcrsion of [the faith of] 
the hearers. For the love of Christ and with a most godly 
yearning I pray you, therefore, my dear Andrew, let us 110t seek 
our own, but God's glory, and although we differ as to terms, 
let us be united in brotherly love of the truth by the operation 
of the Spirit, who through the diversity of tongues has gathered 
all nations in the unity of faith. Farewell, and forget not your 
profession of love and friendship.58) 

Carbtadt, however, heeded this appeal 1;10 little that he set 
to work forthwith to prepare a counter Defensio, which he 
published September 14. He inscribed it "The Defense of 
Andreas Carlstadt against the :M:onomachy of the Excellent 
Dr. J ohunn Eck." (To avoid confusion, we shall hereafter 
refer to Eck's treatise as the }.If onomachy, to Carlstadt's as 
the Defensio.) Carlstadt prefaced his Defensio with the fol­
lowing remarks:-

Carlstadt accepts the verdict not only of the Apostolic See 
and of the universities at Rome in Italy, at Paris in France, or 
at Cologne in Germany, but of each and all who have read not 
only the conclusion, but the entire contents of such writings as 
these: the Dialogs of Jerome againHt Pelagius, the books of 
Augustine on the Rewards of Sin, on the Spirit and Letter, 
on the Perfection of Righteousness, and against Julian, and the 
writingtl of other Church Father:;, such as Chrysostom, Cyprian, 
Cyril, Hilary, Ambrose, Cassian, Gregory, Bernard, Bede, as far 
as these have a bearing on the prcsent controversy, and who have 
unden;tood these books. 

It does not bespeak great confidence in the learning of 
the universities to which Carlstadt refers that he specifies so 
minutely the qualifications for which he looks in his judges. 
Or did he only wish to publish a catalog of his own attain­
ments, and to serve notice that he would only submit to the 
verdict of his compeers in erudition The Defensio itself, 
however, Carlstadt addressed to Provost Henning Goede and 
Dean I,aurentius Schlamau, doctors of jurisprudence and pro­
fessors at Wittenberg, and says: -

58) Wiedemann, I. c., p. 79. 

O. THE CHALLENGE TO A DEBA'!'E. 39 

shamelessly the good name of another is indeed in keeping with 
the practise of theologians, but not with Christian godliness. 
Paul says to Timothy that the servant of the Lord should not 
strive nor engage in a wordy warfare. :For such striving is not 
to any useful purpose, but to the suhvcrsion of [the faith of] 
the hearers. For the love of Christ and with a most godly 
yearning I pray you, therefore, my dear Andrew, let us 110t seek 
our own, but God's glory, and although we differ as to terms, 
let us be united in brotherly love of the truth by the operation 
of the Spirit, who through the diversity of tongues has gathered 
all nations in the unity of faith. Farewell, and forget not your 
profession of love and friendship.58) 

Carbtadt, however, heeded this appeal 1;10 little that he set 
to work forthwith to prepare a counter Defensio, which he 
published September 14. He inscribed it "The Defense of 
Andreas Carlstadt against the :M:onomachy of the Excellent 
Dr. Johann Eck." (To avoid confusion, we shall hereafter 
refer to Eck's treatise as the }If onomachy, to Carlstadt's as 
the Defensio.) Carlstadt prefaced his Defensio with the fol­
lowing remarks:-

Carlstadt accepts the verdict not only of the Apostolic Sce 
and of the universities at Rome in Italy, at Paris in France, or 
at Cologne in Germany, but of each and all who have read not 
only the conelusion, but the entire contents of such writings as 
these: the Dialogs of Jerome againHt Pelagius, the books of 
Augustine on the Rewards of Sin, on the Spirit and Letter, 
on the Perfection of Righteousness, and against Julian, and the 
writingtl of other Church such as Chrysostom, Cyprian, 
Cyril, Hilary, Ambrose, Cassian, Gregory, Bernard, Bede, as far 
as these have a bearing on the prcsent controversy, and who have 
unden;tood these books. 

It does not bespeak great confidence in the learning of 
the universities to which Carlstadt refers that he specifies so 
minutely the qualifications for which he looks in his judges. 
Or did he only wish to publish a catalog of his own attain­
ments, and to serve notice that he would only submit to the 
verdict of his compeers in erudition The Defensio itself, 
however, Carlstadt addressed to Provost Henning Goede and 
Dean I,aurentius Schlamau, doctors of jurisprudence and pro­
fessors at Wittenberg, and says: -

58) Wiedemann, I. c., p. 79. 



It shall be your  office t o  a c t  t h e  p a r t  of the  Ysylli i11 thi5 
controversy, t o  t h e  end t h a t  tlie t r u t h  may send for th  i t 5  light, HI~CI 
t o  p ray  God that pride may  be conquered and  envy p u t  far auay 
from us.@)) 

T h i s  m i g h t  mea i l  t h a t  C a r l s t a d t  chooses W i t t c l l b e r g  a2 
the place,  a n d  his col leagues at  t h e  u n i ~ ~ e r s i t y  a s  t h e  judge3  
o f  his d e b a t e  w i t h  Eck .  At a n y  ra te ,  W i t t e n b e r g  m u s t  h a y e  
been mei l t ioned  d u r i n g  t h e  negotint iol is  f o r  t h e  d e b a t e ;  f o r  
IZolde rccords  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  E c k  decl i i led t h i s  placc.61) 

C a r l s t a d t  conc ludes  h i s  l l e f ens io  w i t h  a l e t t e r  t o  J o l i a i l ~ i  
W o r t w e i n  of  t h e  O r d e r  o f  t h e  K n i g h t s  o f  St. J o h n  a t  W u e r z -  
b u r g ,  w h o  wilI  "refresh himself," he hopes, "with t h e s e  l i t -  
e r a r y  labors" of  his,  a n d  ~xyitll a br ie f  n o t e  t o  EcB,  i n  whic.11 
he s t a t e s  t h a t  be h a s  reviewed o n l y  t h e  f i rs t  t w o  herip4 of 
theses  in Eck's  Jfonomachy, a n d  s a y s :  - 

Now turn pour hear t  wi th  care t o  t h e  t ~ a c l i e ~ ~ q  of tlle Cln11 ch 
If there  is any th ing  ungodly i n  this affair of ours  (which Gocl 
prevent! ) ,  refute it! Verily, I shall yield t o  t h e  nlnn nllo oies-  
comes me in battle.  I ask  your  forgiveness for nig 1111rl.itd 
writing. In  Chsibt falex-ell. 

T h e n  fol lows t h e  n a m e  of the p r i n t e r ,  J o h a i i n  Gru{.r le~l-  
berg ,  the year of publ ica t ion ,  1518, a n d  this H e b r e w  c i t a t i o ~ l  
f r o m  Eccl .  1 , 2  : Habel habalim, t h a t  is, V a n i t y  of  vanitier.')r) 
What a confess ion  a t  the end of s o  n l u c h  l a b o r !  

C a r l s t n d t  stipulated t h r e e  c o n d i t i o n s  t h a t  must I)c n1r.t i f  
he w a s  t o  f a c e  E c k  in p u b l i c  d e b a t e :  a l l  his expenses  n i u s t  
be r e f u n d e d  hin1;'*3) h e  must b e  a s s u r e d  o f  s a f e  c o n d u c t  tc~ 
a n d  f r o m  t h e  p lace  of  debate ,  and re l iab le  n o t a r i e s  m u s t  be 
s e c u r e d  t o  t a k e  d o w n  t h e  a r g u a ~ e n t s  o n  e i t h e r  side. 

59) The Psylli were said to be an African race of snakc-c11n1 n l r l <  
who healed snake bites by sucking the poison from the woiinds 

60) XVIII. 632 E. 81) 1. c., I ,  192. 62) S V I I I ,  710 f .  
63) Carlstadt complains of extreme poverty in a letter t o  Spalatin 

dated June 1 4 :  "I do not wish to conceal from you that I a m  so 
poor that I would not like to have my encmies know it. I hare not 
suffered such want as  long as I am a doctor. I-IowcLvrr, do not Ict the 
other side know this. I can neither purchase books nor food sufficient 
to keep in good health. The zeal of my students is my onlv comfort. 
I am troublt,d, however, because many have to stay ou t  of my l c c t u r c ~  
because they cannot get the necessary copies [of book5 wl~ich Carl- 
stadt ought to publish for them, but  had no money to h a x ~  printed], 
and I fear that some will go away in disgust, i f  our mo\t grflc~ouq 
Prince does not come to my aid. They are appeating to mc ( . \ r r> dar. 
and I have to feed them with empty hopes. (XV, 807 ) 

40 6. THE CHALI_ENOE TO A DEflATE. 

It shall be your office to act the part 01 the Psylli 58) in this 
controversy, to the end that the truth lIlay Rend forth its light, and 
to pray God that pride may be conquered and envy put far Rway 
from us.W) 

This might mean that Oarlstadt chooses Wittenberg as 
the place, and his colleag'ues at the university as the judges 
of his debate with Eck. At any rate, Wittenberg must 11<we 
been mentioned during the negotiations for the debate; for 
Kolde records the fact that Eck declined this place.61) 

Oarlstadt concludes his Defensio with a letter to J ol1ann 
Wortwein of the Order of the Knights of St. John at W uerz­
burg, who will Hrefresh himself," he hopes, "with these lit­
erary labors" of his, and with a brief note to Eck, in \vhieh 
he states that he has reviewed only the first two ;.:eries of 
theses in Eck's J.[ onomacllY> and says:-

Now turn your heart with care to the teachers of the Church. 
If there if; anything ungodly in this affair of ours (which God 
prevent! ), refute it! Verily, I shall yield to the man wllO over­
comes me in battle. I ask your forgiveness for my hl1rriE'cl 
writing. In Chrit;t farewell. 

Then follows the llame of the printer, Johann Gnwnell­
berg, the year of publication, 1518, and this Hebrew citatiOll 
from Ecc1. 1, 2: Habel habalim, that is, Vanity of vanities!>:!) 
What a confession at the end of so much labor! 

Oarlstadt stipulated three conditions that must he met if 
he was to face in public debate: all his expenses must 
be refunded him; he must be assured of safe eonduct to 
and from the place of debate, and reliable notaries must be 
secured to take down the arguments on either side. 

59) The Psylli were said to be an African race of 
who healed snake-bites by sucking the poison from tbe 

60) XVIII. 632 11'. 61) I. C., I, 192. 62) XVIII. 710 f. 
63) Carlstadt complains of extreme poverty in a letter to Spa latin 

dated June 14: "I do not wish to conceal from you that I urn so 
poor that 1 would not like to have my enemies know it. I lla,e not 
suffered such want as long as I am a doctor. Howpver. do IIOt Ipt the 
other side know this. I can neither purchase books nor food sufficient 
to keep in good health. The zeal of my students iR my only comfort. 
I am troublpd. however, because many have to stay out of my 10ctn1'c" 
because they cannot get the necessary copies [of books which Carl­
stadt ought to publish for them. but had no money to hay£' printpdl. 
and I fear that some will go away In disgust. if our most gl'acious 
Prince does not come to my aid. They are appealing to me ('vcry day, 
and I have to feed them with empty hopes_ (XV, 807.) 

40 6. THE CHALI_ENOE TO A DEflATE. 

It shall be your office to act the part 01 the Psylli 58) in this 
controversy, to the end that the truth lIlay Rend forth its light, and 
to pray God that pride may be conquered and envy put far Rway 
from us.W) 

This might mean that Oarlstadt chooses Wittenberg as 
the place, and his colleag'ues at the university as the judges 
of his debate with Eck. At any rate, Wittenberg must 11<we 
been mentioned during the negotiations for the debate; for 
Kolde records the fact that Eck declined this place.61) 

Oarlstadt concludes his Defensio with a letter to J ol1ann 
Wortwein of the Order of the Knights of St. John at W uerz­
burg, who will Hrefresh himself," he hopes, "with these lit­
erary labors" of his, and with a brief note to Eck, in \vhieh 
he states that he has reviewed only the first two ;.:eries of 
theses in Eck's J.[ onomacllY> and says:-

Now turn your heart with care to the teachers of the Church. 
If there if; anything ungodly in this affair of ours (which God 
prevent! ), refute it! Verily, I shall yield to the man wllO over­
comes me in battle. I ask your forgiveness for my hl1rriE'cl 
writing. In Chrit;t farewell. 

Then follows the llame of the printer, Johann Gnwnell­
berg, the year of publication, 1518, and this Hebrew citatiOll 
from Ecc1. 1, 2: Habel habalim, that is, Vanity of vanities!>:!) 
What a confession at the end of so much labor! 

Oarlstadt stipulated three conditions that must he met if 
he was to face in public debate: all his expenses must 
be refunded him; he must be assured of safe eonduct to 
and from the place of debate, and reliable notaries must be 
secured to take down the arguments on either side. 

59) The Psylli were said to be an African race of 
who healed snake-bites by sucking the poison from tbe 

60) XVIII. 632 11'. 61) I. C., I, 192. 62) XVIII. 710 f. 
63) Carlstadt complains of extreme poverty in a letter to Spa latin 

dated June 14: "I do not wish to conceal from you that I urn so 
poor that 1 would not like to have my enemies know it. I lla,e not 
suffered such want as long as I am a doctor. Howpver. do IIOt Ipt the 
other side know this. I can neither purchase books nor food sufficient 
to keep in good health. The zeal of my students iR my only comfort. 
I am troublpd. however, because many have to stay out of my 10ctn1'c" 
because they cannot get the necessary copies [of books which Carl­
stadt ought to publish for them. but had no money to hay£' printpdl. 
and I fear that some will go away In disgust. if our most gl'acious 
Prince does not come to my aid. They are appealing to me ('vcry day, 
and I have to feed them with empty hopes_ (XV, 807.) 

40 6. THE CHALI_ENOE TO A DEflATE. 

It shall be your office to act the part 01 the Psylli 58) in this 
controversy, to the end that the truth lIlay Rend forth its light, and 
to pray God that pride may be conquered and envy put far awa;v 
from us.W) 

This might mean that Oarlstadt chooses Wittenberg as 
the place, and his colleag'ues at the university as the judges 
of his debate with Eck. At any rate, Wittenberg must 11<we 
been mentioned during the negotiations for the debate; for 
Kolde records the fact that Eck declined this place.61) 

Oarlstadt concludes his Defensio with a letter to J ol1ann 
Wortwein of the Order of the Knights of St. John at W uerz­
burg, who will Hrefresh himself," he hopes, "with these lit­
erary labors" of his, and with a brief note to Eck, in \vhieh 
he states that he has reviewed only the first two ;.:eries of 
theses in Eck's J.[ onomacllY> and says:-

Now turn vour heart with care to the teachers of the Church. 
If there if; an'ything ungodly in this affair of ours (which God 
prevent! ), refute it! Verily, I shall yield to the man wllO over­
comes me in battle, I ask your forgiveness for my hl1rriE'cl 
writing. In Chrit;t farewell. 

Then follows the llame of the printer, Johann Gnwnell­
berg, the year of publication, 1518, and this Hebrew citatiOll 
from Eccl. 1, 2: Habel habalim, that is, Vanity of vanities!>:!) 
What a confession at the end of so much labor! 

Oarlstadt stipulated three conditions that must he met if 
he was to face in public debate: all his expenses must 
be refunded him; he must be assured of safe eonduct to 
and from the place of debate, and reliable notaries must be 
secured to take down the arguments on either side. 

59) The Psylli were said to be an African race of 
who healed snake-bites by sucking the poison from tbe 

60) XVIII, 632 11'. 61) I. C., I, 192. 62) XVIII. 710 f. 
63) Carlstadt complains of extreme poverty in a letter to Spa latin 

dated June 14: "I do not wish to conceal from you that I urn so 
poor that 1 would not like to have my enemies know it. I lla,e not 
suffered such want as long as I am a doctor. Howpver. do lIot Ipt the 
other side know this. I can neither purchase books nor food sufficient 
to keep in good health. The zeal of my students iR my only comfort. 
I am troublpd, however, because many have to stay out of my 10ctnrc" 
because they cannot get the necessary copies [of books which Carl­
stadt ought to publish for them, bnt had no money to hay£' printpdl, 
and I fear that some will go away In disgust, if Otlr most gl'aciotls 
Prince does not come to my ald. They are appealing to me ('vcry day, 
and I have to feed them with empty hopes_ (XV, 807.) 



6. TIIE ('IIALLENGE TO A DEBATE. 4 1 

Thc account of Eck's i l fo?~omachy and of Carlstadt's De- 
jrnsio fills seventy-eight columns in the St. Louis edition 
of Luther's Works. Carlstadt follows Eck point for point 
just as Luther had done i n  the Asterisks. The joint publi- 
cation of Eck's and Carlstadt's treatises is in  the St. Louis 
edition divided into two main sections. I n  the first, em- 
bracing forty-two theses, Eek defends the claim which he had 
set up in  the preanlble to the ObelisLs, vix., that  the kingdom 
of heaven signifies the Church as i t  exists now i n  the era of 
the Rew Testament; he denies the necessity of daily re- 
pentance for believers, and admits such a necessity only for 
mortal sins. Carlstadt, on the other hand, is occupied with 
showing the difference between the repentance of which Lu- 
ther had spoken i n  his Theses and the sacrament of penance. 
I n  the secoild main divisioll, again embracing forty-two 
theses. Ecli maintains his first Obelisk, r? ix . ,  that repentance 
of the heart is a great thing, because Christ prizes the in- 
tcnticm and the will above the deed. The argument turns 
on the question what human free will can accomplish in f o ~ o  
theologiro, that is, when applied to divine matters. Eck's 
:~rguinent is Pelagian; he declares the will the king in  man's 
soul. Carlstadt argues against the merit of man's works; he 

1 shows that Eck's teaching on the powers of free will rein-  
diates the Scriptures, and that it collfounds intcntion. wl~ich 
is R gift of God, wit11 the natural powers of man. Eck's 
third divisio11, on the spirit and the letter, i n  which me- 
rhauical serx~ice is unduly extolled, Carlstadt has not jnc1uctc.d 
ill his rejoinder. Carlstadt's review of the positions taken 
hy Eel; is clrama o u t  a t  great lengtll. 

Carlstadt col~lpletecl the manuscript of his Def~rbsio in  
t,wo weelts (Angust 14-28). Luther must have seen Carl- 
sttlclt's mal~uscript, for he writes to Spalatin August 31: - 

Another battle is being prepared by Dr. Andrew Carlstadt ~ agai~lst Eck's LIIonomachy. As much as I call gather, Eck has not 
nccomplished anything by his treatise, e~cept  that he has shorn11 

I 
where he is most rulnerahle.cili 

6. 1'IIE CHALLENGE 1'0 A DEBATE. 41 

The account of Eck's 1l10nomachy and of Carlstadt's De­
/ensio fills seventy-eight columns in the St. Louis edition 
of I,uther's Works. Carlstadt follows Eck point for point 
justus Luther had done in the Asterisks. The joint publi­
cation of Eek's and Carlstadt's treatises is in the St. Louis 
edition divided into two main sections. In the first, em­
bracing forty-two theses, Eck defends the claim which he had 
set up in the preamble to the Obelisks, viz., that the kingdom 
of heaven signifies the Church as it exists now in the era of 
the New Testament; he denies the necessity of daily re­
pentance for believers, and admits such a necessity only for 
mortal sins. Carlstadt, on the other hand, is occupied with 
showing the difference between the repentance of which Lu­
ther had spoken in his Theses and the sacrament of penance. 
In the second main division, again embracing forty-two 
theses. Eck maintains his first Obelisk, viz., that repentance 
of the heart is a great thing, because Christ prizes the in­
tention and the will above the deed. The argument turns 
on the question what human free will can accomplish in fo1'o 
theologico, that is, when applied to divine matters. Eck's 
argument is Pelagian; he declares the will the king· in man's 
soul. Carlstadt argues against the merit of man's works; he 

,shows that Eek's teaching on the powers of free will repu­
diates the Scriptures, and that it confounds intention. which 
is a gjft of God, with the natural powers of man. Eck's 
third division. on the spirit and the letter, in which mc­
ehanical seryice is unduly extolled, Carlstadt has not ineludcd 
in his rejoinder. Oarlstadt's review of the positiolls taken 
by Ed: is dmvm out at gTeat length. 

Oarlstadt completed the manuscript of his Defensio in 
two 'weeks (August 14--28). Luther must have seen Carl­
stadt's malJuscript, for he \-vrites to Spalatin August 31:-

Another hattIe is being prepared by Dr. Andrew Carlstadt 
against Eek's Jionomachy. As much as I can gatlwl", Eck has not 
accomplished anything by his treatise, !'xe!'pt that he has shown 
where he is most ,'ulnerable.6-I) 

(4) XXla, JOG. 

6. 1'IIE CHALLENGE 1'0 A DEBATE. 41 

The account of Eck's 1l10nomachy and of Carlstadt's De­
/ensio fills seventy-eight columns in the St. Louis edition 
of I,uther's Works. Carlstadt follows Eck point for point 
justus Luther had done in the Asterisks. The joint publi­
cation of Eek's and Carlstadt's treatises is in the St. Louis 
edition divided into two main sections. In the first, em­
bracing forty-two theses, Eck defends the claim which he had 
set up in the preamble to the Obelisks, viz., that the kingdom 
of heaven signifies the Church as it exists now in the era of 
the New Testament; he denies the necessity of daily re­
pentance for believers, and admits such a necessity only for 
mortal sins. Carlstadt, on the other hand, is occupied with 
showing the difference between the repentance of which Lu­
ther had spoken in his Theses and the sacrament of penance. 
In the second main division, again embracing forty-two 
theses. Eck maintains his first Obelisk, viz., that repentance 
of the heart is a great thing, because Christ prizes the in­
tention and the will above the deed. The argument turns 
on the question what human free will can accomplish in fo1'o 
theologico, that is, when applied to divine matters. Eck's 
argument is Pelagian; he declares the will the king· in man's 
soul. Carlstadt argues against the merit of man's works; he 

,shows that Eek's teaching on the powers of free will repu­
diates the Scriptures, and that it confounds intention. which 
is a gjft of God, with the natural powers of man. Eck's 
third division. on the spirit and the letter, in which mc­
ehanical seryice is unduly extolled, Carlstadt has not ineludcd 
in his rejoinder. Oarlstadt's review of the positiolls taken 
by Ed: is dmvm out at gTeat length. 

Oarlstadt completed the manuscript of his Defensio in 
two 'weeks (August 14--28). Luther must have seen Carl­
stadt's malJuscript, for he \-vrites to Spalatin August 31:-

Another hattIe is being prepared by Dr. Andrew Carlstadt 
against Eek's Jionomachy. As much as I can gatlwl", Eck has not 
accomplished anything by his treatise, !'xe!'pt that he has shown 
where he is most ,'ulnerable.6-I) 
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42 6. TIIE CHALLENGE TO A DEBATE. 

Four days later Capito, who was a t  Base1 and had read 
Eck's Monomachy, wrote to Luther : - 

Johann Eclr has written against Andr. Carlstadt. You will 
not debate before fair judges; may your most strenuous efforts 
place us in a safe position! I am privately writing Eck with 
great freedom.&) 

It is surprising that Capito regards it as self-evident that 
Luther will be a party to the impending debate, and that he 
expects a favorable issue from i t  because of Luther's co- 
operation. 

While these polemical writings were being exchanged, the 
German Diet was assembled a t  Augsburg. Though nothing 
was said at the Diet regarding Luther and his attack on in- 
dulgences, the discussion of his Theses was the most popular 
subject of co~lversation among the German princes and the 
delegates. Eck, too, had come to Augsburg, chiefly to pay 
his respects to the papal Legate Cajetan, who had been em- 
powered by the Pope to suppress, by all means a t  his dis- 
posal, the Hussjte hcresy in Bohemia and the neighboring 
districts. Luther wab regarded a t  Rome as a Hussite, and 
the Cardinal Legate had been given detailed inst~uctions how 
to deal also with Lutbcr. If i t  should be necessary, he n7as 
empowered to arrest Luther and selzd him to Rome. To~val-ds 
the end of August Luthcr received the official citation to 
appear before the Legate for a trial of his ehargcs against 
Tetzel and the Cjlzurch. A month later he sta~tccl on his 
journey to Augsburg. I t  tnust have been forescci~ that he 
would meet Eck a t  Augsburg, for Carlstadt had authorized 
Luther to arrange definitely for his debate with Eck. Luther 
entered Augsburg October 7 ,  and found lodging ~v i th  the 
Carmelite monks. He postponed his visit to the ('nrdinaI 
because lzis friends had insisted that he must not present 
himself before Cajetau without an imperial swfc- ond duct, 
which he did not receive until October 12. During his very 
first interview, which occurred on this day, the Cardiilal cited 
against Luther the Extravagant Unigevzit~rs, which declares 
that the indulgences flow from the bounrlleqs ~nerits  of 
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6. TIIE CIIALLEXGE TO A DEBATE. 4 3 

Christ, from which, as from an inexhaustible treasure, the 
Church dispenses to all who are in need by the sale of in- 
dulgences. This was the very point on which Luther, in the 
Asterisks, had to make an  admission to Ecli. Luther seems 
not to have been struck with this peculiar coincidence that 
the Cardinal a t  their very first meeting, and after they had 
exchanged but a few words, put his fiiger a t  once on a point 
which Luther had had to acknowledge to be 3 weak point in 
his position. Had the Cardinal been informed? The his- 
torians thinli that the circumstantial evidence points to Eck 
as the informer. Luther, however, makes no such complaint. 
If a suspicion was raised in his mind by this circumstance, 
he prornptly suppressed it. It certainly would not have helped 
his cause if lie had charged the Cardinal that the latter was 
fighting hiin with Eck's weapons. 

During Luther's stay a t  the Carinelite convent, Eck came 
to visit him and discussed his debate with Carlstadt with 
Luther. It is not easy to fix the exaclt date when this meet- 
ing took place. On October 11 Luther writes to Melanch- 
thon, telling him that he will be informed by Carlstadt what 
the state of affairs is at Augsburg.66) This letter is not ex- 
tai1t.G;) It is possible that i t  contains an account of Luther's 
conference with Eck. On October 14 Luther wrote nn ac- 
touilt t o  Carlstadt of his third interview with Cajetan, but 
in this Setter hc says nothing about having nlet Eck.68) Lu- 
ther left Augsburg during the night of Octrober 20 to 2.1, 
alld the six days which intervened between his last interview 
with the Cardinal and his departure were taken up with irn- 
portant literary work. For not only did he write lengthy 
Setters to his friends about his coilferenoes with the Cjardinal, 
but he also wrote wry careful statements of his doctrinal 
position for the use of the Cardinal, and, besides, his farnous 
"Appeal from the Pope ill-informed to the Pope to-be-better- 
informed." These activities must have fully occupied Lu- 
ther's tiine. 011 this ground we are inclined to believe that 
1,uther's meeting with Eck had talcen place before the first 
interview with Cajetan. If  Ecii., as i 3  very probable, had 
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44 6. THE CHALLENGE TO A DERATE. 

forxned a connection with the Cardinal, and the two had 
reached a secret understanding, i t  was to the interest of Eck 
and the Cardinal that Eck should visit T,uther as soon as the 
latter had reached Augsburg. 

For the first time, then, the two men who had exchanged 
letters for a year and a half met face to face at Augsburg. 
The meeting seems to have been pleasant, and Eck showed 
himself quite tractable. Three months later Luther was corn- 
pelled, by another queer move of Eck, to refer to  this mcet- 
ing, and in the letter which he addresses to Carlstadt he says 
the following about this meeting : - 

A s  p o u r  representa t ive  I discussed ~ v i t h .  him at Augsburg the 
1)ossihilit-y of composing y o u r  differences with h i m  11-y a personal ,  
f r iendly ,  and familiar meeting.GQ) 

The places which Eel< in his pompous challenge had named 
for the debate were rejected by Luther. Eck, on his part, 
declined to have the debate at Wittenberg. The two places 
on which an agreemeilt was reached were Zrfurt and Leipzig, 
aild Luther promised to report the agreement to Cttrlstadt 
and have him make a choice. 

Towards evening on October 31, 1515,50) a tired mo11B rode 
into Witteaberg on the road from Kernberg. The DuBe of 
Anh:tlt, whom lze inet on the road, had laughed a t  swing hi111 
ride, for i t  was plain that the monk could not ride. Near 
Leipzig he hacl lost his way, or he would have scachcil Wit- 
tenberg sooner. The irloilk was Luther, returning from 
Augsburg on the first anniversary of the Ninety-fin, 'rheies. 
-- - 

69) ST, 811. - \T'iedemann's uncritical work is  sern again a t  t h i s  
point. I-Ie claims tha t  Luther mas not sincere in his ~ r o ~ o s o l  of an  
amicable settlement of the differences between Carlstadt and Eck by 
a private meeting of the two. in a letter t o  the  Elector of Xovem- 
ber 39, 1518, Luther ileclarps t h a t  he was ready for a pnl,lic debate, 
bnt Cardinal Cajetan had deuicd him permission to  11old a tlebate. 
This remark does not at all  refer t o  the  debate betwc.cn Carlstndt i ~ r ~ d  
Eck, bnt  t o  a debate which L ~ l t h e r  was personally ~~r i l l i np  to Il(11d with 
any one a t  Auqshurg in order l o  maintain his Theses for which hr was: 
being tried. Besidcs, Luther had wished to repeat tlic cliscu<sion of 
the  scholastic theology in  which he  had engaged at I l e id~~ lbc ru :  lie 
thought i t  might be held a t  th? Carmelite cloister. Alvo for thiq ills- 
ctlssioxl the consent of the  cardinal would have ber,n ncccbssar$. If 
Wiedemann's remark means anything, i t  must mean that sincr Luther 
was personally so pngnacious a t  Angsb~urg, i t  is  impossi1)lc tha t  he 
suggested a peaceful settlement t o  Eck of his trouble n-lt11 Carlstndt. 
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point. He claims that I,uther was not sincere in his proposal of an 
amicable settlement of the differences between Carlstadt and Eck by 
a private meeting of the two. For in a lettel' to the Elector of Kovem­
ber 29, 1518, Luther declares that he was ready foJ' a pllillie debate, 
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thought it might be held at the Carmelite cloister. Also for l11is dis­
cussion the conseut of the cardinal would have be,'n If 
Wiedemann's remark means anything, it must mean that sine<' Luther 
was personally pugnacious at Angsbnrg, it is impoRsihll' that he 
suggested a peaceful settlement to Eck of his trouble with Curlst udt. 
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A year had passed since that memorable day when he had 
come forward in the simple faith of an honest inquirer with 
the request that whoever could, would tell him by what right 
indulgences are sold, and what they are good for. What 
a year i t  had becn! His huinble act had been proclaimed 
throughout Europe. The great men in Church and State 
had begun to make inquiries about him, and the majority 
of his friends had begun to move away from him as from 
a marked man. H e  went to his humble cell in the Augus- 
tinian cloister and wrote to his friend Spalatin: - 

Hail, niy dear Spalatin! By the grace of God I rcturiied to 
Wittenberg to-day, but I do not know how long I shall remain 
here; for my affairs are in such strai ts  t ha t  1 am tossed alrout 
between fcar and hope.71) 

But he did remain, trusting that He in whose name he 
had begun the good work would see hirn through to the end. 
He  plunged right into his accustomed work, anlazing his 
friend with his courage and confidence. Two weeks later 
(November 15) he wrote to Eck: - 

Magister Andreas accepts our agreement madc a t  Augsburg 
that you meet either a t  Leipzig or Erfur t  in a fair dispntatioil 
for the discovery of the truth,  in order t ha t  there may be an 
end of quarreling and writing books. Hc asks you, accordingly, 
to  fix the day for the meeting and select one of the two places 
named. He would have made the selection, but he thought tha t  
hc ought to  give you the choice, because the fatigue of the journey 
will I)e greater for you, and you map be rushed with work more 
than he. See to  it,  then, t ha t  I have not urged him to this 
resolution in vain, and that the hope of our adversaries, that  the 
theologians will quarrel forever and never agree, may be proved 
futilr.72) 

Carlstadt, then, liad the clloice of the place fo r  the debate, 
and colirteously surrendered his privilege. Luther seems to 
have advised him to that eff'ect. This generosity of the 
'CVittenbergers was used to their disadvantage; for Eck chose 
Leipzig, where Duke George and his university professors 
and magistrates frowned and sneered and raved against the 
daring heretic Luther a r~d  the little upstart university on the 
Elbe. Luther never was a diplomat. Poor Luther! 
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7. Duke George Has His Way. 
Both Luther and Eck now proceeded without delay to 

make the necessary arrangements for the debate. The first 
step to be taken was to obtain the consent of the authorities 
a t  Leipzig. Both addressed letters to the theological faculty, 
Luther still acting as agent for his colleague. Eck, however, 
wisely sent another letter a t  the same time addressed to 
Duke George, under whose territorial jurisdiction the Uni- 
versity of Leipzig was placed, who was, in fact, its legal 
owner. I n  this letter of December 4 Eck recounts to the 
Duke the development of his difference with Carlstadt in 
such a way as to reflect all credit on his own conduct and 
throw all blame on his opponent. His bishop, he relates, had 
requested him to write out an opinion on Luther's Theses, 
which he had done in all sincerity. His  exceptions had come 
into Luther's hands, and then Carlstadt had felt himself 
called upon to defend Luther's propositions, and had attacked 
Eck in  such a manner that the latter had no choice but to 
challenge him to a public debate, unless Carlstadt preferred 
to recant his errors and withdraw his charges. Carlstndt had 
accepted the challenge, but to Eclc's surprise had declined 
Rome, Paris, and Cologne as suitable places for the debate, 
and then Eck had offered him Erfurt or Leipzig. 

Wherefore, as I do not fear to debate before ar?y l ea~nrd inen, 
I beg your Grace for permission to debate at Leipzig.73) 

By the facts presented in previous chapters regarcling the 
origin and development of the controversy, we are prepared 
to make the necessary corrections in the accour~t ~rrhich Eck 
gave to Duke George. H e  does not mention that T,l;thrr had 
replied to his Obel~sks, nor that the public disc:~~wion had 
been arranged with the impartial aid of Luther. With his 
letter Eck sent the Duke a copy of his dlonomac11,1/. 

The first result of this correspondence appears in the fol- 
lowing letter of December 16, which the Dean and Doctors 
of the Theological Faculty of the university acldres$c~ri t o  
Duke George: - 

73) Pres. Smith, Luther's Corresp., I, 135. 
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We send your Grace certain letters of Dr. Eck. We surmise 
that  he is trying to  get from your Grace tha t  which he spoke 
about in  his letters to our faculty. And tha t  your Grace may 
briefly comprehend the  affair, we give your Grace to  understand 
what happened last summcr about the day of St. John [June 241, 
when-there was a dispute about papal graces and indulgences be- 
tween the Reverend Dr. Martin Luther, of Wittenberg, and John 
Tetzel, then of Frankfort [on the Oder], a s  your Grace cloubtless 
~.emembers. Then Lord Albert, Archbishop of hlagdeburg and 
Mayence, sent a n  honorable embassy to us to  inquire ~vhich side 
in this dispute was nearer the t ru th  and what our opinion on 
the said difference was. But  considering tha t  certain imperial 
counselors a t  that  time refused to give an  opinion, we clid the  
same, and sent his Electoral Grace our memorial testifying our 
good will t o  the  following effect: Whereas both sides have 
brought much scandal among the people, and we fcar tha t  more 
will arise, and as  each side is convinced tha t  it is in the right, 
our opinion would not make them lay aside theirs, but  would 
only impel them to  assail each other with injnry ant1 scandal. 
Moreover, a s  the affair concerns the Holy Father a t  Rome, i t  i s  
not fitting tha t  we should meddle with it.  But we advised that  
his Electoral Grace should assemble a synod and have the thing 
heard and decided by them. Otherwise, we eared an  increase in  
scandal. I n  the mean time John Eck, a3 he informs u~i ,  gave his 
opinion oil the same question to  the bishop of Eichutaett, and 
thereby fell into a dispute with Dr. Carlstadt of Wittenberg. 
And when 1 1 ~  offered to  dispute a t  Rome, Paris, or Cologne, 
Dr. Carlstitdt declined. And though wc wcre long ago requested 
by Dr. Luther in behalf of Dr. Carlstadt, as well a s  by Dr. Eck, 
to interfelt! in this  affair, we have thought i t  best for sundry 
reason3 to refuse both parties. For we fcared tha t  others, even 
laymen, might be drawn into the quarrel, and that  the  Elector 
Frederick might lay i t  up against this university, and that  thereby 
there inight arise a quarrel between him and your Grace. Wherc- 
fore we rc~commend Eck to commit the chief points of Dr. Luther's 
propobitions to some bishops for decision, or to a select board 
drawn from certain universitiei, for thus, by a awritten or oral 
disputatio~l between select coaimissioncrs, the thing n~ igh t  11e 
ended.~4) 

Bo th  applicants, then, had been refused permission by the 
theologians of tlle university 011 the plea t h a t  the respect f o r  

74) The entire correspondence on this phase of the Leipzig Debate 
is quite extensive. I t  is found in Seidemann, Die Leipziger Dispq~tatio~c 
im Jahre 15L9, p. 22 fP. 111 fP. We have selected only essential parts. 
The present translation is from Preserved Smith, l .  c ,  I, 129 f.  
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opinion OIL the same question to the ui;;;hop of Eichstaett, and 
thereby fell into a dispute with Dr. Carlstadt of Wittenberg. 
And when he offered to dispute at Rome, Paris, or Cologne, 
Dr. Carlstadt declined. And though wc wcre long ago requested 
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to interfere in this affair, we have thought it best fur sundry 
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Frederick might lay it up against this university, and that thereby 
there might arise a quarrel between him and your Grace. \Vherc­
fore we reeommcnd Eck to commit the chief points of Dr. Luther's 
propositions to some bishops for decision, or to a ;;elect buard 
drawn from certain universities, for thus, by a written or oral 
disputation between select commissioners, the thing might he 
cmied.74) 

Both applicants, then, had been refused permission by the 
theologians of the university 011 the plea that the respeet for 

74) The entire correspondence on this phase of the Leipzig Debate 
is quite extensive. It is found in Seidemann, Die Le·ipz'iger D'lsputation 
im Jahre 151.9., p. 22 If. 111 If. We have selected only essential parts. 
The present translation is from Preserved Smith, l. C., I, 139 f. 
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the Pope, the peace of the Church, and public safety de- 
manded that the debate be not held. These theologiails were 
far  better statesmen and diplomats than theologians; their 
answer would in our day he termed "a beautiful straddle" 
by every politician. One reason, however, which they did not 
express was their fear of the antischolastic theology which 
was being championed at Wittenberg, and which was utterly 
opposed to their ideals, they being hide-bound schoolmen. 
Besides, they bore Luther personal ill will, which they had 
manifested first through their Dr. Dungersheim, who wrote 
against Luther, and then on it later occasion, of which we 
have an interesting accouut from Luther. In July, 1518, 
Luther had been at Dresden, most likely on business of his 
order, and had preached before Duke George on July 25. 
Duriug his visit the following incident occurred which Lu- 
ther ,six months later explained to Spalatin at the latter's 
request : - 

You must not he surprised, my dear Spalatin, tha t  some 
people claim I was co~lquerecl a t  a banquet in  Dresden, for they 
have long been saying even othcr things, in fact, anyt l~ing thvy 
have pleased. True, together with our John Lang and the Dresdru 
Prior [Melchor &liritsch] I was compelled rather than invited 11y 
Jerome Xmser ( a  lec,turer in tlleology a t  Ideipzig and ro~lfiilrntial 
agent of Duke George) to attend an evening drinking party. 
Thinking that  I was among friends, I soon found t11,lt I ha(1 
fallen arnoag spies. There was present a little 1,vil)zig professor 
[TVeissestaedt], a poor Thomiat, who thought tha t  he lrilc~w (>>er j -  
thing e~traorclinarily well. Though full of liatierl aga i~ l i t  ntc, he 
treated me kindly a t  first, but fiaallp, when a d i s p ~ ~ t e  ;lro\e, I N *  
attrtkrd me violently and wit11 a loud voice, All the ~vlkile there 
stood outside n Dominican monk of the preaching fratel.nity, -rvho 
was listening to all I said. Later I heard that  he hsd 1)ragged 
that  he had become extremely incensed against me, am1 c-onld 
hardly restrain himself froni coming in t o  spit ill 1 1 1 ~  f a c ~  a n d  
call me all  manner of foul names. So much thi'i man \\.a, h~al l -  
dalized because I refuted Thomas Aquinas for the 1)cwc. l i t  of thc 
little profesuor. This i s  the person who hoabts r r r n  to-clap tha t  
Z was so completely confounded tha t  I could not nnsntsr a ~vorcl 
either in Latin or German. For since we argnt'tl as I I . I I ~ ~  in 
niixed Latin and German, he claimeil quite confi~lvr~tl ,~ that  I did 
not understaud a word of Latin. By the \Tray, our dispntcb ~c,lated 
to the worthless stuR in Ari-totlc and Thoma.: A(l~~in;t+.  J -11o\vtd 
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Jerome Emser (a leeturer in theology at Leipzig and confidential 
agent of Duke George) to attend an evening drinking party. 
Thinking that I was among friends, I soon found that I h:vl 
fa11en among spies. There was present a little 
[vVeissestaedt], a poor Thomi8t, who thought that he k11(,W ('very­
thing extraordinarily well. Though full of hatred against IIIe, he 
heated me kindly at firAt, but finally, when a diHpute aroH!c', lu,' 
attacked me violl'ntly and with a loud voice. All t.he while thl're 
stood outside a Dominican monk of the pl"l'aching fraternity, \\'110 
was listening to all I said. Later I hearel that he had l)ra.gged 
that he had become extremely incensed against me. alHl eould 
JJardly restrain himself from coming in to I'pit ill 111.1' f;wl' and 
call me all malmer of foul names. So mueh tbis mall was :;;ean­
rlalized because I refuted Thomas Aquinas for t.}1(> hmH'flt of the 
little professor. This is thc person who boast,., eVPH to-day that 
I was so completely confounded that I could not ails,,",,!" a wurd 
either in Latin or German. For since ,,,e a rgll!',j a,. 1\HIIH 1 in 
mixed Latin and German, he claimed quite confidcntly that I did 
not understand a word of Latin. By the our di:-;pute Tdated 
to the worthleRs stufl" in Aristotle and Thomas J "howell 
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t ha t  nrither Thorrlab nor all the Thoiiii~ts together had under- 
stood a single chapter in Aristotle. A t  last, when he I~ecame 
boastful, I askecl him to gather together all the forces of his 
Thomistic learning and esplain to me what i t  means to fulfil 
the  comtnandments of God. "I know," I said, "that there is not 
a Thonlist who knows this." A t  this point the rude man, con- 
scious of his ignorance, criecl out, "Pay your fee!" (for so the  
money is called which a pupil pays to his teacher) ; for what 
else could he have answered since he knew nothing else? Break- 
ing into a laligh a t  this silly reply, we partcd. Afterwards the 
Prior of Dresden wrote me how they had bragged and made me 
contenlptible a t  the Duke's court, calling me an unlearned, proud 
man, and I know not what other names; also, how they hat1 
twisted my sermon a t  the castle in evety possible way. I had 
referred to an  entirely theological subject, vix. ,  the story of three 
virgins, and afterwards thrg  prated tha t  I had refe,rred to three 
women a t  the court of the Duke. I n  short, I have had to suffer 
from a generation of vipers (Luke 3, 7), who, thinking that  they 
lose some of their dignity i f  they leave anj th ing ahout me un- 
bIamed, want to do e%erything and can do nothing. I have 
treated these clowns with contempt, ancl wrote him to keep quiet 
and leave me my Cain and Judas. But E~nse r  has cagerly ex- 
cused himself, and when I was a t  Leipzig Iatcly, he swore to  me 
that  he had set no t rap  for me. 1-said to him what I still say: 
tha t  I despise such empty fury. If they are so very learned, they 
have presses ancl paper, let them publish something and display 
the glory of their splendid learning. 3ly sermon was on St. James 
the Greater, whose festival occurred a t  that  time. I preached on 
the Gospel (Matt. 20, 20--23) : "Ye know not what ye ask," and 
I scored the foolish wis11i.s which men utter to God in prayer, 
and taught ~ v h a t  a Christian ought to ask for.%) 

Iialkoff relates t h a t  the spy to -whom L u t h e r  refers i n  th is  
let ter  "collected what  Lu the r  said, together wi th  other th ings  
h e  had  ut tered  jn h i s  sermons, a n d  some th ings  f r o m  his 
writings, a n d  sent  t h e m  promptly to Rorne, where they pro- 
duced a great  effect. l adeed ,  th is  probably had  g rea t  weight 
in inducing Pope Leo t o  change Luther 's  summons to Rome 
t o  a citat ion to Augsburg (before Cajetan),  where it was 
thought  h e  could h e  more  expeditiously deal t  svith."'G) 
These Leipzig worthies, then, xvould certainly do all  in thei r  
power to thwart ally public d iscuss io i~  t h a t  was t o  be held 
i n  t h e  interest  of Luther's teaching. 

7 3 )  XV, 2386 f. 76) Pres. Smith, I. c., 1, 150. 
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treated these clowns with contempt, and wrote him to keep quiet 
and leave me my Cain and Judas. But Emser has eagerly ex­
em.ed himself, ancl when I was at Leipzig lately, he swore to me 
that he had set no trap for me. I. said to him what I still say: 
that I despise such empty fury. If they are so very learned, they 
haye presses and paper, let them publish something and display 
the glory of their splendid learning. bermon was on St. James 
the Greater, whose festival occurred at that time. I preached OIl 

the Gospel (Matt. 20, 20--23): "Ye know not what ye ask," and 
I 8cor('(1 the foolish wisht's which men utter to God in prayer. 
and taught what a Chl'iRtian ought to ask for.75) 

Kalkoff relates that the spy to whom Luther refers in this 
letter "collected what I,uther said, together with other things 
he had uttered in his sermons, and some things from his 
writings, and sent them promptly to Rome, where they pro­
duced a great effect. Indeed, this probably had great weight 
in inducing Pope to change Luther's summons to Rome 
to a citation to Augsburg (before Oajetan), where it was 
thought he could be more expeditiously dealt with." 76) 

These Leipzig worthies, then, would certainly do all in their 
-power to thwart any public discussion that was to be held 
1Il the il1tereRt of Luther's teaching. 

75) xv, 2:386 f. 
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On December 30 Duke George sent the following answer 
to the theological faculty of Leipzig : - 

Honorable, learned, dear, and trusty Gentlemen! We have 
received your letter and one from our dear and trusty John Eck 
of Ingolstadt, in which he begged that he might hold a public 
debate wi th  Dr. Andrew Carlstadt of Witttnberg before you. And 
we have read the reasons why you refused this, and we consider 
that if ,  instead, you would do all you could to further it, and 
would give these doctors ~f other universities a place to debate 
in, you would win no little fame, praise, and honor thereby. 
And if you did this, you would not therefore be compelled to 
give any assent or recognition to the debdte, but a t  need could 
recommend the decision to the papal co~nmissarie~ or other proper 
authorities who stand ready to take the responsibility. Moreover, 
you should not be anxious lest any uproar or unpleasantness 
might arise from the propositions; but when and i f  it should 
arise, we can then deal with it.77) 

Duke George, then, was determined, in  opposition to his 
theologians, to have the debate take place a t  his university. 
His  primary reason was the petty jealousy with which he  had 
from the beginning pers~cuted the young university founded 
by his relative in  E rne~ t ine  Saxony, when that  part of the 
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the Duke's low opinion of his theologians. H e  regarded them 
w s  N lazy set of men, who did not earn the bread he was pro- 
viding for them, aiid must be stirred up to do something for 
the glory of the university. 

During these negotiations Eck and Luther were still in 
correspondence with one another. We nottd a letter which 
Luther wrote to Eck to inform him that Carlstadt had left 
the choice of the place for the debate to him. Meanwhile 
Luther had published a reply to the criticism which Rome, 
through Silvester Prierias, had directed against his Theses. 
Eck read this reply and wrote his opinion about i t  to Lnther. 
In  a letter to Link a t  Nuernberg, dated December 11, Lu- 
ther says : - 

Dr. Eck wri tes  me  t h a t  h e  i s  neither altogether pleased nor 
altogether displeased wi th  my reply t o  Silvester Prier ias ,  a n d  adds 
a very wise a n d  t r u e  remark, vb., t h a t  h i s  opinion does not  weigh 
niuch w i t h  m e ;  for, illdeed, I regard his  advice a s  worthless.70) 

I n  the letter to which Luther refers Eck must also have 
nlentioned the effort which he had made to obtain from the 
1,eipzig authorities the favor to hold his debate at that place. 
Por on January 7,1519, when Luther was a t  Leipzig, he wrote 
tro Eck: - 

My dear  Eck, we have t r ied in many ways t o  obtain from 
t h e  gentlemen a t  Leipzig t h e  permission concerning which you 
write, b u t  they simply refuse, alleging t h a t  it is no t  i n  their  
power t o  serve u s  i n  th i s  affair,  because t h e  decision rests with 
the i r  ordinaries. F o r  so  the  dean of t h e  theological faculty 
answered my letter.  Hence I fear  th i s  debate wil l  he frustrated,  
unless you have another  plan. 

over to the tender mercies of the inquisitorial tribunal a t  Rome. On 
November 19 he wrote t o  Spalatin, pleading that  the Elector should 
insist that  Luther be tried on Gernian soil, because of the Wittenberg 
school. "I would pot like to see," he writes, "an interruption of the 
study of the best young men, who are showing nn extraordinary zeal 
for the Holy Scriptures, and who ought to come under the merciful 
provision of the rule statcd in Ex. 23, 1 9 :  'Thou shalt not seethe the 
kid in his mother's milk' ; for they are still suckling kids in theology. 
But after I am soppressed, the door is thrown open to our enemies 
against Carlstadt and all our theologians, and our university, hardly 
bursting into flower, will be suddenly destroyed, just as Pharaoh ordered 
the new-born infants of the Israelites to be drowned." (SV, 2420.) 

79) XV, 2431. 
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Bt the same time Luther replied to Ecli's criticism of his 
answer to Prierias : - 

As regards my "Explanations" [to the lu'inety-five Theses], 
I expect, and that  quite eagerly, t ha t  you will do what you have 
promised, aiz., prove tha t  even the principles on which I base nly 
Theses are worthlesb. when  1 quote Taulcr, yon say: "1 do llot 
know who tha t  is," and you are surprised tha t  I prefer Tsuler 
alone to Thomas Aquinas, Bonaventura, Alexander Hales, etc. 
I t  seems ridiculous to you that  I demand that  you should with 
me accept this one writer who is unkliown to the Church, while 
I have mysrIf rejected so many authoritic.s. But I beg you to 
read him before you pronounce him a dreamw, unless by your 
long-continued habit of being engaged on vanities you, too, have 
bcconle one of those very smart  people ~ v h o  call the Pope, the  
bishops, the professors a t  the universities the Church, and think 
that  whatever is unknown to these people is unknown to the  
Church. I wonder, ho~vever, who map have told you tha t  Tauler 
is unknown to the Church. But you are  the Church; all things 
are known to you! Do you not see tha t  you arrogate to  your- 
self the right to judge things which you have not pondered? 
Wherefore, if you wish to admonish me, pray, e~llploy judicial 
acumen, and consider each point carefully. Reflect tha t  I know 
very well tha t  he was unknow~l to your Chru.ch; for I said tha t  
he was not four~d in the public schoolh and had been written in 
the Latin language. SIolcwver, remcarnbe~' i r ~  what way I have 
given him the preference to the scholastics, namcly, because 
I have learned more from him than from all the rest. How 
prudently you have dodged this statement of mine! And yet 
I do not understand how ~ O L I  can fillally threaten to hurl thunder- 
bolts a t  me by attacking my ignorance, as if J had not read and 
did not kno\v what you \\rote, while you know well what I wrote, 
when you say of my a~i thor i ty :  "I do not know who tha t  is." 
Well, tha t  yon may know who he is, read him, lcst you be found 
to be a foolish judge who condemns what hc does not know. 
Not to  dclnancl of you what i s  beyond your strength, I do not 
ask you by rlrawing ~ ~ p o n  each and all of your S C ~ O ~ I L H ~ ~ C ~  t o  
produce one sermon equal to  his. I do not ask this because I am 
certain tha t  i t  is impossible. But I only ask you urgently to 
use a11 your powers of intellect, with all the fulness of your 
scholastic learning, all your qualities and acquirements, and see 
whether you can frilly undtbrstand one or two of his srrmonq. 
After that  we shall believe you tha t  he i~ a dreamer while you 
are wide awake, or are a t  least one nho is sleeping with I ~ i s  
eyes oycn. I write you this, nry dear Eck, to keep you from 
spending useless labor by admonishing mr, and to induce you, 
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instead, to undertake son~etliing which 1 cannot overthrow, and 
which will compel me to change my mind. I mean, do some- 
thing that is worthy of your gifts and your effort, lest we both 
make a poor use of our time. Farewell, my dear Eck.80) 

I n  Luther's opinion, then, there was to be no debate un- 
less Eck should find a new way to arrange one. Bu t  when 
Luther wrot,e this letter to Eck from TJeipzig, he did not know 
that  Duke George, seven days before, had given Eck the d e  
aircd per~nissioa to hold the debate a t  LeipzigFl) and when 
Eck received Luther's letter, he must have smiled. Yes. 
Dulre George had simply overridden his theological professors. 
I n  his letter to the theological faculty which we noted before, 
he informed them of his action, and enclosed not only Eck's 
letter to him, but also a draft of the reply which he desired 
the faculty to send to Eck. This mas brutal; but brutal was 
the character of Duke George. Besides, the 1)uke knew that  
only the theologians opposed the debate, while all the other 
members of the university favored i t  as an  event that was 
destined to bring great renown to their school. 

For Eck the action of Duke George proved fortunate; 
for this eager disputant had as early as December 29 pub- 
lished twelve theses which he proposed to debate with Carl- 
stadt "in studio I;ipsensi," that  is, a t  the University of 
Leil~zig. This premature pul)lication of Eck has been pro- 
nounced rash, on the ground that Eck could not know, when 
he issued the publication, whether he would be permit,ted to 
debate a t  T,ripzig. This may be true, and in  that case Eck, 
who a t  Vicnna had had ail experience with a reluctant faculty, 
may have wished to confront the Leipzig theologians with an 
accomplished fact from which they might feel that they could 
not recede with honor. Eck could argue that, having waited 
three weeks for the rc~ply, -he afterwards claimed a much 
longer time, - and in order not to lose more time, he had 

SO) XXIa, 136 f .  
81) Pres. Smith, 1, c. I, 144. Dnke George says: "We are  pleased 

that  you have chosen our university. We trust to  you. that  this debate 
may not be dangerous, but only for the salre of elucidating the truth. 
We have therefore given order [ !I to our llnivprsity to grant your 
rcqnest." 
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interpreted the silence of the faculty as consent, and pro- 
ceeded with the further arraugements for the dcbate.82) 
However, it is also possible that Eck, a t  the time when he 

his theses for the debate, knew that the university 
and the Duke were in favor of permitting the debate, and 
he shrewdly figured on the ultimate defeat of the opposing 
theologians. I n  this calculation he was not deceived. 

The poor theologians received their Duke's letter before 
January 4. In their plight they resolved to send a personal 
representative to tlie Duke, who was to plead with him to 
desist from his resolution. At the same time they addressed 
a letter of complaint against the Duke and the other mem- 
bers of the university to Bishop Adolph of Merseburg, who 
was the chancellor of the university. During these trans- 
actions Luther paid his hurried visit to Leipzig, and received 
the impression that there would be n o  debate. H e  did not 
learn all that had transpired between Duke George and Eck, 
and Duke George and the Leipzig theologians. But what he 
had learned aild written to Eck urns essentially correct; for 
three days later, January 10, Caesar Pflug, the Duke's trusted 
counselor, wrote to his master: - 

The theologians a t  Leipzig are  rut~.emely sorry to allow the 
disputation between Martin Luther ant1 tlie professor of Ingol- 
stadt, and beg that your Grace will be present a t  it in person.%) 

But did not Pflug'zi pen slip when he wrote Martin Lu- 
ther instead of Carlstndt? We shall see. 

The Bishop of Merseburg came to the aid of the distressed 
theologians with a letter to Dulie George dated January 11 : - 

We doubt not that  your Grace well knows tha t  many scan- 
cialous writings and sayings about iiidulgencea have recently gone 
about, causing much offense among the common people and much 
danger to  souls. Also, we ha-ve rerently heard from His Holi- 

82) He declared later, when he was faulted for having published 
his theses so soon, that  he had acted in good faith, for the refusal of 
the theological faculty had not reached him till February 4, and 
Luther's letter from Leipzig he had not received until February 8, 
because he had Been compelled at that  time to  make freqnent jonrneys 
between Ingolstadt and Augsburg. 

83) Pres. Smith, I .  c., I ,  147. 
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ness a t  Rome that he will not suffer such matters to be disputed, 
inasmuch as they are not doubtful or disputable. But we are in- 
formed by the worthy and learned dean of Meissen and his brother 
[Matthew Hennigk, professor of theology a t  Leipzig] that Dr. Eck, 
of Ingolstadt, has begged of the University of Leipzig the oppor- 
tunity to dispute on indulgences, as your Grace doubtless knows. 
But we think, as the Pope expressly forbids the same, that  we 
are straitIy bound by our oath to hinder in our diocese all that 
might offend or disparage the honor of the  Roman See. Where- 
fore we have written and warned the dean of the university. . . 8 4 )  

T h e  bishop's argument is  unimpeachable. T h e  Pope had, 
by the  Bul l  Cum postquam of November 9, 1518, forbidden 
all  public discussion of the  Ninety-five Theses, a n d  neither 
t h e  bishop, a s  chancellor, nor  the  theological professors had 
any  option i n  t h e  matter. B u t  neither, it seems, had Duke  
George and  t h e  other professors of t h e  university, if they 
wished to  be obedient sons of the Church. 

The cornfort which t h e  Leipzig theologians derived from 
the  letter of their bishop was of short  durat ion;  fo r  o n  
J a n u a r y  15 the  rector a n d  doctors - not  t h e  theologians - 
of the university wrote Duke  George: - 

We would have your Grace know that  Dr. Eck has asked for 
a convenient time and place to hold his debate with Dr. Carl- 
stadt. . . . Wherefore we forward his prayer to your Grace, and 
ask that you will write us what yo11 think on the matter. We 
will 1:~bor diligently in this for the profit of the university. not 
considering the earnest and written protest of Lord Adolph, 
Bishop of Merseburg.85) 

This  nleant tha t  t,he theological faculty was disavowed 
by the  rest of the  professors. The  writers unddubtedly h e w  
the  Duke's mind in t h e  mat ter  a s  expressed in his letter to  
Iiis theologians, because t h a t  had led to  the  remoi~strancc. with 
the  Rishop of Merseburg, a n d  they refer to  that.  W h a t  they 
u~ished to  know of Dtlke George was, whether he  adhered 
to  his original resolution to  have the debate take place a t  
1,eipzig. 

Two days later Duke George sent a blunt  reply to the  
hishop. and  since there had been a suggestion tha t  the  affair 

84 )  Pres. Smith, 2 .  c. ,  I, 147 f. 8.5) 7. c.. I, 1.72, 
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by the rest of the professors. The writers undoubtedly knew 
the Duke's mind in the matter as expressed in his letter to 
his theologians, because that had led to the remonstrance with 
the Bishop of 1\1"erseburg, and they refer to that. What they 
wished to know of Duke George was, whether he adhered 
to his original resolution to have the debate take place at 
Leipzig. 

Two days later Duke George sent a blunt reply to the 
bishop, and since there had been a suggestion that the affair 

84) Pres. Smith, I. c., I, 147 f. 85) l. c .. T, 1;-;:.!. 



56 7. DUKE GEORGE IIAS HIS WAY. 

might require oral representation by ix confidential agent, he  

had the following memorandum d r a m  u p  for  his counselor 

Dietrich von Wertheril : - 
Dr. Eck has desired of us that  he might debate after the 

scholastic manner before the t21eological faculty of Leipzig with 
Dr. Carlstadt, and has prayed that we should arrange with the 
said faculty for a time knd place, and that we should be present 
in person to hear the debate. T4'e have no objection to the same, 
thinking that it will redound to the honor and glory of the uni- 
versity to  have such able men dispute hefore it. And we rep- 
resented to the said faculty that they should not object to the 
same, considering that they were in no wise committed to the 
subject of the debate, but could take what stand they chose in 
it, and, moreover, as they were doctors and teachers of the Holy 
Scriptures, that i t  was their duty to bring to light what is  t ~ m c  
and what is false. But the dean of Rleissen has informed me 
that  i t  is not considered well that the disputation should take 
place, which I think hc did a t  the iiihtigation of the facuIty. 
For they arc so small-minded that they fear they mil1 get into 
trouble through this debate, or perchance, as they themselves 
confess, they are not able to convcrsc with such learned men. . . . 
But we think that they should earn their bread by dischargi~~g 
the duty of theologians. namely, briiiging the truth to light. For 
otherwise I shoulcl have to tell the truth to Dr. Eck, namely, that 
I found my theologians so unlearned that they were afraid to 
dispute with such learned me11.80) 

W e  see here the same brutal  frankness as on a previous 
occasion. T h e  pig-headed Duke  refuacs to do what  h i s  re- 
ligious principles should have compel1c.d h im to  do, viz., obey 
the Pope. He would have his way, a t  least i n  this instance. 
O n  January  19 he wrote to  the  univr.rsity tha t  he  believed 
tlze debate would increase their renown abroad, tha t  he  had 
written a letter to the  bishop, wllich, he hoped, would prove 
satisfactory, and  tha t  lze was glad to  learn tha t  the  members 
of t h e  university had coine to  a n  agreement, and  would grslilt 
Eck and Carlstadt yerlnission to hold their debate.87) 

T h e  bishop, however, was no t  a t  all  satisfied with t h e  
letter of Dnke  George, and 011 January  24 wrote to  remincl 
hiin tha t  it was really his duty as  a loyal member of the 
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the debate would increase their renown abroad, that he had 
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letter of Duke George, and on J anUal'y 24 wrote to remind 
him that it was really his duty as a loyal member of the 
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Church to pre~rent the debate because the head of the Church 
mould not have it. He now asked the Dulie to send a con- 
fidential commissioner with whom he inight discuss the mat- 
ter, because he felt that i t  was not convellient to say all he 
wished to say in a letter. To the university members who 
had written their bishop an explanatio~~ why they had con- 
sented that the debate should be held, the bishop wrote 
January 31 and declared i t  a matter of course that they 
could not disobey the Duke's order, mrllich clearly was to the 
effect that the debate should be held. He  desired that the 
Duke's dignity and exalted station should be respected; 
nevertheless, he asserts that his interdict of January 11 was 
not issued without conipelling reasons. 

On February 1 the ~ui~i~rersity informed Duke George that 
they had executed his order and granted Eck the desired 
permission. It still remained to win over the theologians 
and the bishop, whose last letter the Duke had answered with 
another brutal and indignant reply that was not at all com- 
plimentary to the theological faculty. Instead of sending 
n coinmissioner to the bishop, the Duke suggested to the 
bishop that he might send a con~missioner to him. When 
the bishop, however, on February 5,  repeated his request for 
a conference with a personal representative of the Duke, 
Caesar Eflug was sent to Merscburg. But he acconlplished 
nothing; for the bishop declared that in view of the papal 
bull of November 9 he would be compelled to publish a notice 
forbidding the debate. This was probably the delicate point 
which he had not wished to mention in writing, because he 
foresaw that it would rouse Duke George's resentment. The 
theological debate between Eck and Carlstadt, therefore, was 
arranged without the consent and against the wishes of the 
Leipzig theologiails and the ecclesiastical powers. It had 
been anathematized in advance. 
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8. Striking at Andrew and Aiming at Martin. 
We noted in the preceding chapter a letter which Luther 

wrote to Eck from Leipzig. What had brought him to 
Leipzig a t  this time? H e  was on his way home from a con- 
ference a t  Altenburg, where he had met the papal cominisvary 
Miltitz. This gentleman had accomplished what Onjetan had 
failed to accomplish a t  Augsburg: he had induced Luther 
to promise that he would desist from further polemics on the 
subject of indulgences, provided his opponents mould like- 
wise stop all controversy. At  Leipzig Duke George himself 
told Luther that Eck had been refused to hold his debate 
with Carlstadt at Leipzig. This augured well for the cessa- 
tion of hostilities to which Luther had just obligated hiin- 
self. To his Elector Luther had written the day before: - 

I promised t o  stop my discussion of the pending controversirs 
aid allow the matter t o  bleed t o  death, provided my adversaries, 
too, remain silent. For I believe that i f  they had allowed my 
writings to go unattacked, everything m~ould now be quiet; the 
song would be finished, and everybody wo111d be tired of it. I fear 
that if this measure is not adopted, and they continue to attack 
me by violence and speech, the quarrel wi l l  begin in earnest and 
the offense will become a serious matter; for my arhenal is still 
fully stocked. For this reason I have thought it best t o  stop thin 
business.@) 

It seemed now as if Carlutadt's trouble with Eck, too, 
would Be relegated to forgetfulness. If  peace could be n3- 
storecl to the Church by this truce, Luther felt disposed not 
to hinder it, though he would have preferred to have the 
matter fought out in  a clean argument on the basis of 
Scripture. 

Towards the end of January he received a copy of the 
theses which Eck had published for his debate in Leipzig. 
Eck called this his "schedula" for the debate; he had sent 
Luther this copy. To his amazement Luther read the follow- 
ing propositions : - 

1. It agrees neither with the statements of Holy Scripture nor 
with the holy fathers, Augustine and others, to declare that our 
Lord Jesus Christ, when saying, "Repent!" desired that the entire 
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life of believers should bc repentance; accordingly, this term can 
quite properly be understood as referring to sacramental penance. 

2. Although venial sins occur daily, yet we deny that the 
righteoub sin continually, even in every good ~vork, also in the 
moment of their blcssecl death; we also declare i t  an error that 
the righteous, while his righteousness remains in him, can com- 
mit a mortal sin, or that in a baptized infant that sin remains 
~ ~ h i c h  has sprung from the will of another person. 

3. We hold that a person who maintains that  repentance is 
not properly begun by abhorring sin and considering its great- 
ness, etc., and that this mskcs a person's sin still greater, should 
not be listerled to, brsausc, he teaches, as it were, contrary to the 
Gospel and the holy fathers. 

4. n7e consider it contradictory to 13oly Scripture and the 
custom of the Church to say that  ,God, by canseling guilt, also 
remits the phnishment and does not change it into a temporal 
penalty by which satisfaction is to be rendered, and which is made 
known by the canons and the "fines which the priest imposes. 

5 .  We do not grant tliat every priest, no piclate excepted, can 
silt1 must remit the guilt and punishment of his subjects when 
they ask him, and that  a prelate who does not completely absolve 
from punishment and guilt commits a sin; because this is con- 
trary to the practise of Holy Mother Church. 

6. I\'P consider i t  an fwor  to say that the souls in purgatory 
do not render satisfaction for the punishment due their s i n i  from 
the guilt of which they were absolved here, but for which they 
had not sufficiently atoned; just as we do not regard tliat persoil 
free from error who does not believe that God exacts from the 
dying another punishment besides that of death. d 

7. We do not grant that because of the imperfection of love 
and faith there arises in the souls of the dying a horror and 
something akin to  despair by which they are tormented in pur- 
gatory, and that they are overwhelmed with this horror by their 
fear of death which causes them to loathe dying; because this 
is contrary to the truth and reason. 

8. We deny as contrary to our faith and all reason that the 
souls in purgatory merit more grace (than they possessed here), 
or that their rewards arc decreased when they are liberated by 
the merits of others, or that they are not certain of their salva- 
tion, or that they do not desire our help. 

9. We deny that the merits of the sufferings of Christ are not 
the treasure of the Church from which indulgences are dispensed, 
because this contradicts the truth and th; Apostolic ~Lcrees;  
jusb as we consider i t  w r y  great ignorance to believe that the 
Keys are the treasure of the Church. Moreover, we revercntly 
believe tliat n e  are helped by the merits of the saints. 
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life of believers should be repentance; accordingly, this term can 
quite properly be understood as referring to sacramental penance. 

2. Although venial sins occur daily, yet we deny that the 
righteous sin continually, even in every good work, also in the 
moment of their blessed death; we also declare it an error that 
the righteous, while his righteousness remains in him, can com­
mit a mortal sin, or that, in a baptized infant that sin remains 
which has sprung from the will of another person. 

3. We hold that a person who maintains that repentance is 
not pr'operly begun by abhorring sin and considering its great­
nef'S, etc., and that this makes a person's sin still greater, should 
not be listened to, because he teaches, as it were, contrary to the 
Gospel and the holy fathers. 

4. vVe consider it contradictory to Holy Seripture and the 
custom of the Church to say that God, by canceling guilt, also 
remits the punishment and does change it into a temporal 
penalty by which satisfaction is to be rendered, and which is made 
known by the canons and the ,nnes which the priest imposes. 

5. We do not grant that every priest, no prelate excepted, can 
and must remit the guilt and punishment of his subjects when 
they ask him, and that a prelate who does not completely absolve 
from punishment and guilt commits a sin; because this is con­
trary to the practise of Holy Mother Church. 

6. \Ve consider it an f)rrOr to say that the souls in purgatory 
do not render satisfaction for the punishment due their sins, from 
the guilt of which they were absolved here, but for which they 
had not sufficiently atoned; just as we do not regard that person 
free from error who does not believe that God exacts from the 
dying another punishment besides that of death. ----' 

7. '¥e do not grant that because of the imperfection of love 
and faith there arises in the souls of the dying a horror and 
something akin to despair by which they are tormented in pur­
gatory, and that they are overwhelmed with this horror by their 
fear of death which causes them to loathe dying; because this 
is contrary to the truth and reason. 

S. We deny as contrary to our faith and all reason that the 
souls in purgatory merit more grace (than they possessed here), 
or that their rewards arc decreased when they are liberated by 
the merits of others, or that they are not certain of their salva-
tion, or that they do not desire our help. . 

9. We deny that the merits of the sufferings of Christ are not 
the treasure of the Church from which indulgences are dispensed, 
because this contradicts the truth and the Apostolic Decrees; 
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Keys are the treasure of the Church. Moreover, we reverently 
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10. I t  is an error to say that indulge~ices are useless; like- 
wise it is a very vicious error to my tlmt illdulgences are a sort 
of poor makeshift substituted for works, and that they are there- 
fore of inferior value. Accordingly, me also hold that the per- 
son errs who says that he is bound to reject indulgences on the 
ground that the Lord says: For My sake I blot out transgressions, 
instead of saying: For the sake of money. 

11. I t  is an error that the Pope, by issuing indulgence+, can- 
not remit the punishlnent due for sin; yea, i t  is an error that 
he cannot absolve the souls in purgatory from punishmrnt; but 
above all we rlo not admit that the dying, the sicli, those prc- 
vented from going to confession, and those who are not guilt1 
of flagrant and gross offenses, are not in need of indulgences. 

12. We deny that the Roman Church, prior to the times of 
Silvester, was not superior to other churches, but we have always 
acknowledged the person who occupies the chair and has the faith 
of St. Peter to be the successor of Peter and thc Vicegerent of 
Christ.%) 

These theses showed plainly that in  the coming debate 
Eck meant to fight 1,uther while ostcalsibly struggling with 
Carlstadt. H i s  very first thesis is the antithesis to the first 
of Luther's Ninety-five Theses. H e  contradicts Luther again 
when he claims that the souls i n  purgatory are performing 
a postponed atonement for their church pellaiices with which 
they were in  arrears a t  the moment of death, that death does 
not liberate them froin the jurisdictioi~ of the Church, and 
that  purgatory is not merely a stage i n  the inner develop- 
ment of the soul. It is again Luther a t  whom he aims when 
he says that buying ind~ilgences for souls in purgatory does 
not a t  all decrease the merit of those souls, nor diminis11 
their assurance of salvation. Against Luther, too, he affirms 
that  the merits of Christ are applied through the device of 
indulgences. Last, not least, i t  is Luther whom he attacks 
in  his last thesis; for  that  was a point ~vhich only Luther 
had touched in  his "Rcsolutions," that is, in  the treatise in 
which he had explained his Theses against Tetzel. Carlstadt 
had only lightly touched on some of these points, confining 
himself almost entirely to a discussiorl of the powers of free 
will in  fallen man. Carlstadt had not referred a t  all to the 

89) XVIII, 712 ff. 
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primacy of t h e  Pope,  a n d  could n o t  afford t o  do this,  h e  
thought,  \>ecause he held his position a t  t h e  Stiftskirche by 
a simple g r a n t  fro111 t h e  P o p e  a n d  could be  deprived of it 
by a simple order f rom t h e  same  power. Car ls tadt  h a d  in- 
tended only to c o i ~ b a t  scholasticism, a n d  became qui te  un- 
cJasy ~vhen Lu the r  showed n disposition t o  make Eck7s twelfth 
thesis t h e  chief battle-ground.90) "It m u s t  rouse t h e  indigna- 
t ion of every fair-minded pcrson," says Kaus ra th ,  "to see how 
this  sophist f rom Ingols tadt  shams a duel wi th  Car ls tadt  in 
order to  makc side-thrusts a t  1,uther." 91) 

T h u s  t h e  t ruce  which Milt i tz had  patched u p  wi th  Lu the r  
was about  to  be broltcn a few weeks a f t e r  it h a d  been estab- 
lished. F o r  Lu the r  could n o t  consider himself bound by t h a t  
:rgreen~ent af ter  th i s  new a c t  of faithlessness o n  the  p a r t  of 
Ecli. Hc first expressed his m i n d  in a n  open le t ter  to  Carl-  
s t ad t  late in January or  early in Februa ry :  - 

Our Eck has issued a schedule in which he noisily proclaims 
with grand a i d  proud vrords, a s  is his way, tha t  he will ineft you 
in debate a t  Leipzig. ' Z had conferred with him in your name at 
Xagsbulg to see wllethc~r your controversy possibly could be com- 
posed by a friendly ancl confidential meeting, and, a s  becamp your 
dignity, you did not drclinc this. Sec now how beautifully this 
Inan is mindful of his claim that  he never changes, how, after 
shamefully abusing you, Ile promises you a duel, but no\+ turns 
'his frogs or gnats - I know not which - againrt me. 

I had hoped tha t  surll highly important suhjects would be 
discusred as the grace of God, humari ruise~y, ancl the matter 
which is the principal point in your corltrovcrsy with him. Mean- 
while Eck is shouting against poor me. I n  keeping wit11 the  
times he is playing a carnival prank: he digs up the foolish 
questions legarding indulgeilce. Four subjects he treats as sicle- 
issues, and doeq not touch them with tlit. tip of his finger, as wc. 
say. Perhaps thc Holy Gllost foresaw this prank and trick, an;\ 
illspired the heart of the escellent doctors of the University of 

90) By the way, in this thesis Eck had changed the wording of 
Luther's "Resolutions." 1,uther had denied that the Roman Church 
was over the other churclles (sirper al ius )  : Eck makes him deny that 
the Roman Church is su1)erior to the other churches (superior nl i i s ) .  
Moreover, Luther had insisted on the  snpreme authority of the Scrip- 
tures in this connection; this Eck interprets to be a denial of the 
authority of the Pope. (Enders, I. c., I, 406.) 

91) 1. c., I, 288. 
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JJl'imacy of the Pope, and could not afford to do this, he 
thoug'ht, because he held his position at the 8tiftslcirche by 
.u simple grant from the Pope and could be deprived of it 
by a simple order from the same power. Oarlstadt had in­
tended only to combat scholasticism, and became quite un­
pasy when Luther showed a disposition to make Eck's twelfth 
thesis the chief battle-ground.90) "It must rouse the indigna­
tiou of every fair-minded person," says Hausrath, "to see how 
this sophist from Ingolstadt shams a duel with Oarlstadt in 
order to make side-thrusts at Luther." 91) 

Thus the truce which Miltitz had patched up with Luther 
was about to be broken a few weeks after it had been estab­
lished. For Luther could not consider himself bound by that 
ilgrccment after this new act of faithlessness on the part of 
Eck. He first expressed his mind in an open letter to Oarl­
stadt late in January or early in February:-

Our Eck has i5sned a schedule in which he noisily proclaims 
with grand amI proud words, as is his way, that he will meet you 
ill debate at Leipzig'.' I had conferred with him in your name at 
Augsburg to see whetlwr your controversy posRibly could be com­
posed by a friendly and eonfidential meeting, and, as became your 
dignity, you did not decline this. Sec now how beautifully this 
man is mindful of his claim that hf>. never changes, how, after 
shamefully abusing you, he promises you a duel, but now turns 
l1is frogs or gnats - I know not which - against me. 

r had hoped that such highly important suhjectR would be 
discussed as the grace of God, human misery, and the matter 
which is the principal point in your controversy with him. Mean­
while Eck is shouting against poor me. In keeping with the 
times he is playing a carnival prank: he digs up the foolbh 
questions regarding indulgence. Your subjects he treats as side­
issues, and doeR not touch them with tIw tip of his finger, as we 
say. Perllaps the Holy GllOst foresaw this prank and trick, an'll 
inspired the heart of the excellent doctoI'R of the University of 

90) By the way, in this thesis Eck had changed the wording of 
Luther's "Resolutions." Luther had denied that the Roman Church 
was over the other churches (slIper alias); Eck makes him deny that 
the Roman Church is superior to the other churches (superior alUs). 
Moreover, Luther had insisted on the snpreme authority of the Scrip­
tures in this connection; this Eck interprets to be a denial of the 
authority of the Pope. (Enders, 1. c., I, 406.) 
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inspired the heart of the excellent doctoI'R of the University of 

90) By the way, in this thesis Eck had changed the wording of 
Luther's "Resolutions." Luther had denied that the Roman Church 
was over the other churches (slIper alias); Eck makes him deny that 
the Roman Church is superior to the other churches (superior alUs). 
Moreover, Luther had insisted on the snpreme authority of the Scrip­
tures in this connection; this Eck interprets to be a denial of the 
authority of the Pope. (Enders, 1. c., I, 406.) 

91) l. 0., I, 288. 
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Leipzig to refuse you pernlission to settle this matter a t  their 
school. 

But, my clear Andrew, neither will 1 hav' you go into this 
mean sham debate, not only because this pretty red-checlted and 
white-armed mask is attacking mo and nLy propositions, but also 
because your gifts and your disputatio~r art? of too high an  order 
to  be degraded by a discussion of the foolis11 c la i~ns  of this sopl~ist 
and of my assertions regarding indulgence-;, which should r:~ther 
be called negligible*. All teachers, even the scholastics. tl~ohe 
miseral~le authorities of Eclt, admit, first, tha t  indulgences are nof 
necessary for a Christian; next, t ha t  i t  would be better thvre 
were none, and tha t  this subject is a s  suitable for being treated 
in writing or in a debate as a donkey for playing the harp. Nor 
had I ever considered i t  worthy of a dt~b:rtcb, if i t  had not been 
Necessary for the sake of Christ's people on account of deceivers, 
vain talkers, selfish and greedy people, %\rho must be reproved 
(Titus 1, 10. 7.) Kevertheless, these great anrl ~ ~ o b l e  tllrologian~ 
are worried so fearfully with these trifiing and useless things and 
strive to  magnify their iulportanee with such a display of anxiet: 
t ha t  one can see they believe the honor of their name and ofice 
to be a t  stake. I n  the mean time they entirely neglect and put 
aside the t rue  object of theology and of the essential things-- 
not, of course, because they seek after  lucrc and glory, oh, no1 - 
escept in an  incidental way, and providecl thehc. advantages are 
not put too far from them. 

However, God wills tha t  I shall not be engaged in it worthiei 
occupation than to spend my life wrairgliug with tricky and 
senseless sophists, with the noxious fttwnerh of the Pope. and 
with Romanizing tyrants. I shall therefole put my serious occu- 
pation hack gladly and cheerfully, and attend to the pleasantries 
of thesc people. 

Accordingly, my dear Eck, I do not charge you with a vanity 
tha t  is very plain, becauqe you published your bcl~edule for the 
debate before you were assured of the consent of Leipzig, yea, 
after you had learned from me tha t  they absolutely refnsed their 
consent. For you have indeed hoped to gather fame from t h ~  
air, t ha t  is, from a debate which is never to  take place. I do 
not charge you with treachery, lack of kindness, and conduct un- 
becoming a theologian because you present theses to Carlstadt 
which are  foreign to the matter between you. Since you could 
hope tha t  he would not acknowledge them as  relating to  him, 
you would again score an empty triumph over such a great man. 

I do not charge you with having changed to most contemptible 
fawning to the Pope, with having again produced a fiction about 
me, and foisted new errors upon me which you have imagined, 
while you pretend to  do nothing of the kind. I submit t o  such 
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treatment from a theologian. I only want to  show that we see 
through your miserable artifices and the fancies which you have 
woven out of nothing, and we wish to  remind you kindly to 
employ a little suhtler cunning in your insidious machinations. 
Your boorish and sleepy slnartness you may employ against your 
fellow-sophists. 

Ifeanwhilc be a brave man and "gird thy sword upon thy 
thigh, 0 most mighty" (Ps. 45, 3 ) .  For since you have not ac- 
cepted me for your pcbacc as arbitrator, you may perhaps wel- 
come me as a combatant. Not that  I have decided to gain a vic- 
tory over you; I only want to give yo11 an opportunity -after 
your victories in Austria, IJombardy, and Bavaria ( a t  a disputa- 
tion held a t  Landshut) - to  achieve the reputation of having 
triumphed also in Saxony and Meissen, ancl to be hailed forever- 
more as the great paladin of the empire. Then, after gaining 
such great and eternal glory, you wil l  be able to rest, according 
-to the saying of your master: Motion ceases when the highest 
perfection in anytliing has been attained. I should prefer, how- 
ever, if you would a t  last give birth to the wonderful beast 
which you are carrying about with you such a long time, and 
spit out the nauseous thingy that afflict your stomach, and thus 
make an end of your imposing and grandiloquent threats. 

But, nly dear Andrew, I come back to yon and heg that you 
will join me in writing to the gracious prince, Duke George, and 
the  wise counselor a t  Leipzig, whether they would let ns have 
aome public hall in wliich we might hold the debate. For I do 
not wish a t  all to see the cscellent doctors of the university bur- 
dened with the dangerous office of judges of this debate, which 
they have very prudently declined. 

Yes, this is what we shall do: we shall call in two notaries to 
wl~om both Eck and Luther, and others if they wish, may dic- 
tate their arguments. I make this suggestion lest we, too, should 
be charged with that contemptible vainglory and useless lal~or 
which can be observed in Eck's disputation a t  Vienna; also, that 
the shouting arid violent gesticulation with which disputants 
in our day are in the habit of raving and slaying the truth may 
he subdued, and, on the other hand, that every point may be set 
down in writing with the greatest modesty, and then he sub- 
mitted to the Apostolic See, the hishops, and the entire Christian 
world for their judgment.92) 

When  Beatus Rhenanus read this  open letter, he wrote 
t o  Zwingli t h a t  n o  painter could have portrayed Eck more 
strikingly t h a n  Luther  had done in this  letter. 

92) XV, 811 ff. 
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dened with the dangerous office of judges of this debate, which 
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F o r  m a n y  weeks L~Lther  in his le t te rs  t o  f r i ends  expresses 
his indignat ion  and  grief a t  this la tes t  txeachrry of Eck.  On 
Februa ry  2 he  writes to E g r a n u s  at Zwickau: - 

Our Eck, whom I approached a t  hngsburg for thr  purpohe of 
induciug him to  meet Csrlstadt in public debate ~ r i t h  Car ldndt  
a t  Leipzig, in order t ha t  the  controversy might be settled, 1111~3 

a t  last  consented. Listen now how this mitii acts: he seizes upon 
my Theses and chews them up terribly, lmt lle ignores the party 
with whom he has to  do. One is tempted to  think tha t  he i s  in- 
dulging in a carnival play. I shall be forced to enter lnto a con 
flict with this inan a l~ou t  my Tlic*\es on indulgtbnccq. Hc i~ 
a quite vainglorious, miserable little beast I ie  promises t o  hold 
the debate after Easter. Some claim tliat he has her11 instigated 
by the  Dominicans. The Lord's will he done! I would h ~ v e  sent 
you a copy [of Eck's theses], but I have only one, \vliich \ \a\  
sent me from Nuernbrrg.93) 

On Februa ry  7 L u t h e r  published twclvc, comlter-theses in 
reply to E c k  : - 

I. Every day a person sins, and every d,ly he iepents, as  Ohiirt 
teaches us, sayilig, "Repent." (Mat t .  4, 17. t \VT~( mu>t except a -  
llot in need of reperitnnce :L certain riglltcous yer70n who ha-. 
recently appeared, althougli the heavenly T7inc>-drwrer purgcz cayen 
the branch which hears fruit .  

2. To deny tha t  a person sins men w h r n  engaged in a goo(! 
work, and tha t  a sin is venial, riot )Jc.c;luac of i ts  nature, but 
only by the merc*y of God, or tha t  there is h i l l  rc.rnainir~g in at1 

infant even after baptism, is t o  tread 110th Paul and Christ 
under foot. 

3. We number wit11 the Pelagiarl l~cretics ally one \:.!lo claims 
tha t  before loving righteousness a person lnay begin a good work 
or repentance without sinning therein, and we hhall prove evc.11 
with his master St .  Aristotle t ha t  the cl:~irn ih senseless. 

4. God changes eternal punishment to  a temporal hy making 
us hcar the cross, which neither ranon.: nor priests have any 
power to  impose or to  remove, though, being led astray by v ~ l e  
flatterers, they have dared to do so. 

5. Every priest must absolve n penitent person from punihli 
ment and g u ~ l t ,  or he comniits a sin;  likewise a prelate sin# when 
he reserves secret processes without sound reasons, although the  
practise of the Church, tha t  is, of the flatterers, is opposed t o  this. 

6. Perhaps the souls in purgatory do atone for their guilt, but 
only in vilest rashness can the claim be set up tha t  God demands 
of a dying person anything I~eyond this  t ha t  he die ~ i l l i n g l y ,  be- 
cause this can in no wise he established. 

93) X V ,  2442. 
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For many weeks Luther in his letters to friend::; expresses 
his indignation and grief at this latest treachery of Eck. On 
February 2 he writes to Egranus at Zwiekau:-

Our Eck, whom I approached at Augslml'g for the of 
inducing him to meet Carlstadt in public debat<, with Carl"tadt 
at Leipzig, in order that the controven;y might be settled, ho,,, 
at last consented. Listen now how this man acts: he seizes npon 
my Theses and chews them up terribly, but he ignores the party 
with whom he has to do. One is tempted to think that he is in­
dulging in a carnival play. I shan be foreed to enter into a con­
flict with this man about my Thc,;es on iudulgences. He is 
a quite vainglorious, miserable little beast. He promises to hold 
the debate after Easter. Some claim that he been instigated 
by the Dominicans. The Lord's will be done! I would have Rent 
you a copy [of Eck's theses], but I have only one, which was 
sent me from Nuernbel'g.!J3) 

On Februal'Y 7 Luther puLli.shed twelve counter-theses in 
reply to Eck: -

1. Every day a person sins, and every (by he repents, as Christ 
teaches us, sayillg, "Hepent." (Matt. 4, 17. i \V(· except. 
not in need of repentance it certain righteons peLion who ha" 
recently appeared, although the heavenly purges ('ven 
the hranch which bean; fruit. 

2. To deny that a person sins even "\VliPll (·ngaged in a good 
work, and that a sin is venial, lIot because' of its nature, hut 
only by the merey of God, or that there is "in remal1l111g in all 
infant even after lJaptism, is to tread both Paul and Christ 
under foot. 

3. vVe number with the Pelagian heretics allY olle who claims 
that before loving righteousness a pe'l'son may begin a good work 
or repentance without siuning therpin, amI we shall prove eVlen 
with his master St. Aristotle that the chdm is Henseless. 

4. God changes eternal punishment to a temporal by making 
us bear the cross, whh-h neither ranons nor priests have any 
power to impose or to remove, tlJOugh, being led astray by vile 
flatterers, they have dared to do so. 

5. Every priest must absolve a penitent per::;on from 
ment and guilt, or he commits a sin; likewise a prelate sins WlWll 

he reserves secret processes without sound rea,;on8, although the 
practise of the Church, that is, of the flatterers, ifl opp08ed to this. 

6. Perhaps the souls in purgatory do atone for their guilt, but 
only in vilest rashnesfl can the claim be set up that God demands 
of a dying person anything beyond this that he die willingly, be­
cause this can in no wise he established. 

93) XV, 2442. 
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For many weeks Luther in his letters to friend::; expresses 
his indignation and grief at this latest treachery of Eck. On 
February 2 he writes to Egranus at Zwiekau:-

Our Eck, whom I approached at Augslml'g for the of 
inducing him to meet Carlstadt in public debat<, with Carl"tadt 
at Leipzig, in order that the controven;y might be settled, ho,,, 
at last consented. Listen now how this man acts: he seizes npon 
my Theses and chews them up terribly, but he ignores the party 
with whom he has to do. One is tempted to think that he is in­
dulging in a carnival play. I shan be foreed to enter into a con­
flict with this man about my Thc,;es on iudulgences. He is 
a quite vainglorious, miserable little beast. He promises to hold 
the debate after Easter. Some claim that he been instigated 
by the Dominicans. The Lord's will be done! I would have Rent 
you a copy [of Eck's theses], but I have only one, which was 
sent me from Nuernbel'g.!J3) 

On Februal'Y 7 Luther puLli.shed twelve counter-theses in 
reply to Eck: -

1. Every day a person sins, and every (by he repents, as Christ 
teaches us, sayillg, "Hepent." (Matt. 4, 17. i \V(· except. 
not in need of repentance it certain righteons peLion who ha" 
recently appeared, although the heavenly purges ('ven 
the hranch which bean; fruit. 

2. To deny that a person sins even "\VliPll (·ngaged in a good 
work, and that a sin is venial, lIot because' of its nature, hut 
only by the merey of God, or that there is "in remal1l111g in all 
infant even after lJaptism, is to tread both Paul and Christ 
under foot. 

3. vVe number with the Pelagian heretics allY olle who claims 
that before loving righteousness a pe'l'son may begin a good work 
or repentance without siuning therpin, amI we shall prove eVlen 
with his master St. Aristotle that the chdm is Henseless. 

4. God changes eternal punishment to a temporal by making 
us bear the cross, whh-h neither ranons nor priests have any 
power to impose or to remove, tlJOugh, being led astray by vile 
flatterers, they have dared to do so. 

5. Every priest must absolve a penitent per::;on from 
ment and guilt, or he commits a sin; likewise a prelate sins WlWll 

he reserves secret processes without sound rea,;on8, although the 
practise of the Church, that is, of the flatterers, ifl opp08ed to this. 

6. Perhaps the souls in purgatory do atone for their guilt, but 
only in vilest rashnesfl can the claim be set up that God demands 
of a dying person anything beyond this that he die willingly, be­
cause this can in no wise he established. 
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7. It is indeed contrary to  t ru th  and reason tha t  those who 
are  loath to die are  deficient in  love, and for tha t  reason suffer 
a horror of purgatory, provided t ru th  and reason are  the same 
as  the  opinion of poor theologians. 

8. We know that  the claim is set up by poor theologians that  
the souls in purgatory are certain of their salvation, and that  
grace is not inrreased in tlicm, but we wonder a t  t l~ese highly 
learned people because they can produce for their faith no ground 
that  even seems plausible to the average man. 

9. I t  is certain tha t  the merits of Christ a re  the treasure of 
the Ch~uch,  and that  wc derive aid from the merits of the saints: 
but tha t  indulgences are this treasure can only be claimed by 
a vile flatterer, by Extravagances which conflict with the truth,  
and by a few mythical acts and customs of the  Church. 

10. I t  is madness to say tha t  indulgences are  a blessing to  
Cllristians, for they are  in reality a makeshift for a good work. 
A Christian must repudi:tte indulgences berausc of their abuse, 
because Christ says (Is .  43,25)  : "For Mine own sake" -not for 
lnoney ! -- "I blot out thy  transgressions." 

11. It is ccrtaillly a dream of the vt3i.y Irarncd sophists and 
harniful flatterers tha t  the Pope can rcnlit all puriishlnents due 
for sins in tliis ancl the future life, and tha t  indulgences benefit 
those who have not committed gro3s sills; but not the least proof 
can be offered for this dream. 

12. That tlw Rom.111 C'hurcli ii supcriol to all othe15 is es- 
tablished from the altogether lifeless decretals of the Roman 
Popes that  have appeared during the last four hundred years; 
but the history of eleven ll~uldred years, the text of the divine 
ficriytures, and the decree of the Conr~cil of Nice, which is the 
holiest of all, contradict this claim 94)  

These thescs Lu the r  forwarcled to  Spala t in  on t h e  day of 
publica.ti'on, wi th  t h e  following remark : - 

Our Xclr, the little vainglorious animal, has published a sched- 
ule for liis debate with Carlstadt after Easter a t  Leipzig. I n  his 
unreasonable and crooked way of acting the man wants to in- 
dulge the hatred which he had conceived against me long ago,%) 
and now rushes against nlc and niy writings. He names one 
person as his opponent in the debate, but  attacks another, and 
-- --  

04) S V I I I ,  718. 
95) "When Eck noticed tha t  Luther in his ~vr i t ings  and srrmons 

vigorously oyposed the Semi-Pelagian error (z;is., that  the human will 
has the power to  effect a person's conversion), he conceived a secret 
grudge aqainst Luther, and took occasion of the  publication of Luther's' 
Theses arainst indulgences to  commpnt on them sneeringly." (Loescher, 
Z c ,  I 6 f.) This is a really keen observation and points out  cor- 
rectly thc real cause of Eck's animosity. 
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tablished from the altogether lifeless decretals of the Roman 
Popes that have appeared during the last four hUJl(lred years; 
but the history of eleven hundred years, the text of the divine 
Scriptures, and the decree of the Couneil of Nice, which is the 
holiest of all, contradict this claim.D4) 

These theses Luther forwarded to Spalatin on the day of 
publieation, with the following remark: -

Our Eck, the little vainglorious animal, has published a sehed· 
ule for his debate with Carlstadt after Easter at Leipzig. In his 
unreasonable and ('rooked way of acting the man wants to in­
dulge the hatred which he had conceived against me long ago,95) 
and now rushes against me al1d my writings. He names one 
person as his opponent in the debate, but attacks another, and 
---- ---- \ 

D4) XVIII, 718. 
95) "When Eck noticed that Luther in his writings and sermons 

vigorously opposed the Semi-Pelagian error (viz., that the human will 
has the power to effect a person's conversion), he conceived a secret 
grudge against LuthE'r, and took occasion of the publication of Luther's' 
Theses against indulgences to comment on them sneeringly." (Loescher, 
1. C., II, 62 f.) This is a really keen observation and points out cor­
rectly the real cause of Eck's aninrosity. 
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forces him to  take up  this matter. I am displeased with the  
cowardly hypocrisy of the man, and have published a reply to  
his theses, a s  you can see by the enclosed print. Perhaps Eck 
will furnish the occasion for treating in a serious manner a sub- 
ject t ha t  has so far  been treated only in a playful way. This will 
be unfortunate for the Roman tyrants.96) 

To Eck, however, Lu the r  wrote Februa ry  18: - 
I salute you and wish tha t  you would a t  last stop seducing 

the Christian people. I regret, my dear Eek, tha t  by plain proofs 
your friendship for me has a t  last been shown to he hypocritical. 
You boast t ha t  you are  seeking the glory of God, the truth,  the 
salvation of souls, the increase of faith, and yet yon teach in- 
dulgences, which is done to the neglect of truth,  faith, salvation, 
and the glory of God. Yours i s  such an  obtuse hear1 :tnd such 
a beclouded brain that ,  as the apostle says, you understa~ld neither 
what you say nor whereof you affirm (1  Tim. 1, 7 )  or, to speak 
in terms of your logic, yon do not see what the predicate states 
regarding the suhject. Either your hatred against me or your 
greed of glory has driven you into this blindness. Accordingly, 
when the whole world now calls you a silly person and a sophist, 
you must attribute tha t  to your immoclerate condnct, not to  me; 
for I was so much concerned about you that  1 first suppressed 
my r ls tcr isks  for your sake, and afterwardq labored to reconcile 
you with Carlstadt. Champion that  you are for the grace of 
indulgences, you are rewarding me beautifully for my labor: you 
intend to debate the subject of repentance with Carlstndt, and 
a t  the  same time you rave against me on the pubject of indul- 
gences, t ha t  is, on the relnission of repentance, ancl thus under- 
take matters tha t  are eiltircly contrary to one another. I leave 
you to reflect what sort of persou he is who undertakes such 
thing$. Well, T desire that  you fix the day for the debate; or 
if you prefer, J shrtll fix it. All the rrst  we shall settlr at the 
tirne of the debate.%) 

This le t ter  of Lu the r  p a ~ s e d  in transmission a le t ter  which 

Ecl. wrote t o  Lu the r  February  19. This let ter  connects w i t h  
Luther 's  let ter  t o  Eck f r o m  Leipzig. It furuishes  the di rec t  
proof t h a t  Eclr h a d  all the  time, while a r r ang ing  wit,h L u t h e r  
fo r  n debate w i t h  Carlstadt ,  in tended to  make L u t h e r  his 
real  opponent. 

Grace in the Lord, and I wish tha t  you ma.y be truly wise in 
Jesus. I t  was very annoying to me tha t  the very learned gentle- 

- 

06) S X I a ,  145.  A brief refercncr to  the same matter occurs in 
a letter  to  Spalatin of February 12. (ST, 2391.) 
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forces him to take up this matter. I am displeased with the 
cowardly hypocrisy of the man, and have published a rcply to 
his thescs, as you can sec by the enclosed print. Perhaps Eck 
will furnish the occasion for treating in a serious manner a sub­
ject that has so far been heated only in a playful way. This will 
be unfortunate for the Roman tyrants.gG) 

To Eck, however, Luther wrote February 18:-
I salute you and wish that you would at last stop seclucing 

the Christian people. I regret, my dear Eck, that by plain proofs 
your friendship for me has at last been shown to be hypocritical. 
You boast that you are seeking the glory of God, tIle truth, the 
salvation of souls, the increase of faith, and yet you teach in­
dulgences, which is done to the neglect of truth, faith, salvation, 
and the glory of God. Yours is such an obtuse head Rnd such 
a beclouded brain that, as the apostle says, you understand neither 
what you say nor whereof you affirm (1 Tim. 1, 7) or, to speak 
in terms of your logic, you do not see what the predicate states 
regarding the subjcct. Either your hatred against me or your 
greed of glory has driven you into this blindness. Accordingly, 
when the whole world now calls you a silly person and a sophist, 
you must attribute that to your immoderate conduct, not to me; 
for I was so much concerned about you that I first suppressed 
my Asterisks for your sake, and afterwards labored to reconcile 
you with Carlstadt. Champion that you are for the grace of 
indulgences, you are rewarding me beautifully for my labor: you 
intend to debate the subject of repentance with Carlstrtdt, and 
at the same time you rave against me on the of indul­
gences, that is, on the remission of repentance, and thus under­
take matters that are entirely contrary to one another. I leave 
you to reflect what sort of person he is who undertakes such 
things. Well, I desire that you fix the day for the dt'bate; or 
if you prefer, J shall fix it. All the rebt we shall settle at the 
time of the debate.97) 

This letter of Luther passed in transmission a letter which 
Eek wrote to Luther :Februal'Y 19. This letter connects with 
Luther's letter to Eek from Leipzig. It furnishes the direct 
proof that Eck had all the time, while arranging with Luther 
for a debate with Carlstadt, intended to make Luther his 
real opponent. 

Graee in the Lord, and I wish that you may be truly wise in 
Jesus. It was very annoying to me that the very learned gentle-

96) XXla, 145. A brief reference to the same matter occurs in 
a lettl'r to 8paJatin of February 12. (XV, 23\H.) 

97) XXI a, 146. 
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This letter of Luther passed in transmission a letter which 
Eek wrote to Luther :Februal'Y 19. This letter connects with 
Luther's letter to Eek from Leipzig. It furnishes the direct 
proof that Eek had all the time, while arranging with Luther 
for a debate with Carlstadt, intended to make Luther his 
real opponent. 

Grace in the Lord, and I wish that you may be truly wise in 
Jesus. It was very annoying to me that the very learned gentle-

96) XXla, 145. A brief reference to the same matter occurs in 
a lettl'r to 8paJatin of February 12. (XV, 23\H.) 

97) XXI a, 146. 
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Inen a t  the University of Leipag declined the task of listening 
to us, and I did not see clearly what course to pursue, when the 
most gracious prince Duke George of Saxony took action on 
petition to his university, so tha t  they finally gave their coasent, 
a s  is shown by letters which I received to-day from the most 
illustrious Duke, f r o ~ n  the uriiversity, and from the [theological] 
faculty. Accordingly, 1 have chosen June 27 for the openi~lg of 
the debate, but we are  to rneet on June 26, to determine who is 
to be the first speaker. 

Now, since Carlstadt i5 your champion, while you are the real 
principal, by spreading the5e teacllings throughout Germany which 
in my poor opinion are false and erroneous, i t  is ploper that  yon 
appear. too, ancl either defend your teaching or disprove mine. 
But how 1 would love to see you rhnnge your mind, show your- 
self obedient in all things to the Apostolic See, listen to Leo X, 
the vicar of C'hrist, not seek t o  be singular, but come down from 
your opinion to the unanimous belief of the teachers, being a5- 
sured that  Christ would not have permitted His Church to re- 
main f o r  four hundred years in such error-; a s  you iniagincl! 
You see: from illy schedule for the debate that  I I~ave drawn up 
my theses not so much against Roclenstein as against your teach- 
ing. Farewell, my dear filartin, and let us each pray for illu- 
mination.98) 

H i d o r y  has hallcied dnwn he r  judgment  on E c k :  he i s  
"a bold, bad man." W i t h  t h e  nonchalance of impudericc ancl 
t h e  air  of innocaence, a s  if what he does is erllinently proper 
and nreds  no justification, lle faces Luther .  T h i s  m u s t  ac- 
caonnt fo r  L u t h e ~ ' s  viildictive spcrc.h t o  t h e  Inan. Lu the r  a t  
first scJ('nls non-pl~ilursecl a t  t h e  brazen audaci ty  of his self- 
:~ppointed  ailtagonist ; t hen  h e  sees through t h e  vile t r ick  
t h a t  is being p l a ~ e d  o n  him,  a n d  a f t e r  t h a t  h e  does n o t  spare 
t h e  trickster. Let i t  not be sa id  t h a t  E c k  thought  h e  was  
doing r ight ,  tha t  he  was defending wha t  was dear  to  h is  hear t  
and h i s  Church.  T h a t  would merely make  hiin o u t  to  be a n  
h o ~ l e s t  farlatic i n  a n  unr ighteous  cause, who does n o t  scruple 
about t h e  rnealis aiid methods to  ca r ry  h i s  point  and gain his 
end.  I l c  acted 

With that  dull, rooted, callous impudence 
Which, dead to shame, and every nicer sense, 
Ne'er blushed, unless, in spreading vice's snares, 
Shc blundered on some virtue unawares.'N) 

98) Enders, I .  c . I. 428 99) Churchill, R o s c ~ n d ,  I, 135 
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self obedient in all things to the Apostolic See, listen to Leo X, 
the vicar of Christ, not seek to be singular, but come down from 
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sured that Christ would not have permitted His Church to re­
maiu for foul' hundred years in such errors as you imagine! 
You see from my schedule for the debate that I have drawn up 
my theses not so much against Bodenstein as against your teach­
ing. Farewell, my dear Martin, and lpt us each pray for iUu­
mination.98) 

History has handed down her judgment on Eek: he is 

"a bold, bad man." With the nonchalance of impudence and 

the air of innoeencc, as if what he docs is eminently proper 
nnd needs no justifieation, he faces Luther. This must ac­
eonnt for Luther's vindictive speech to the man. Luther at 
first seems non-plussed at the brazen audacity of his se1£­
appointed antagonist; then he sees through the vile trick 
that is being played on him, and after that he does not spare 
the Let it not be said that Eck thought he was 
doing right, that he was d(,fcnding what was dear to his heart 
and his Ohurch. That would merely make him out to be an 
honest fanatic in an unrighteous cause, who does not scruple 
about the means and methods to carry his point and gain his 
end. He acted 

With that dull, rooted, callous impudence 
Which, dead to shame. and every nicer sellse, 
N e'er blushed, unless, in spreading vice's snares, 
She blundered on some virtue unawares.1l9) 

98) Enders, I. c .. r. 428 99) Churchill, Rosciad, I, 135. 
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6 8 9. THE HAND O F  GOD. 

9. The Hand of God. 
Despite the resentment with which Luther viewed the un- 

blushing perfidy of Eck, he had the grace to see also in these 
sinister movements of his enemy the call of God suminoning 
him to a task far greater than he had imagined when he 
published his Theses. I t  was a far-seeing remark which 
Luther made to the Elector in the letter in which he an- 
nounced his agreement with Miltitz : that agreement would 
not only have brought literary peace to a few controversialists 
and ease of mind to frightened churchmen, but i t  wo~ild have 
put a quietus to a hopeful movement in behalf of vital in- 
terests of true Christianity. A modern reviewer of Luther's 
life-work has caught the significance of Luther's remark to 
the Elector that, if unopposed by the priests and monks, the 
thing which he had started would blced to death. Referring 
to the period after the conference with Miltitz, this reviewer 
says: "Things seemed to be going ~vell with Luther, and in 
some respects they were going well; the suspension of active 
measures against him brought quiet, and in the quiet his 
writings were circulated and read. A11 this was good, and, 
as things turned out, only good. But in  t h i ~  quiet there mas 
danger. If  i t  had continued, the interest in the Lutllcran 
controversy must have aancd, arrd after a while ecclr.;iastical 
matters would have settled down in their old chaiinel, and 
what became 'the Lutlleran tragedy' might have turned out 
to be only 'the Lutheran incident.' This result was favored 
by political conditions. As a rule, when an important matter 
has once thoroughly possessed the public mind, it does not 
give place until i t  has gone on to its logical conclusion- 
the exception occurs when i t  is thrust aside by some rival 
interest. I n  this particular case the rival in t~res t  was fur- 
nished by the death of the Emperorl") and the questions 
connected with the choice of a successor. The affairs of the 
Empire might have supplantcd the affairs of the Church, and 

100) The fifty years' reign of Maximilian I came to a close Janu- 
arx 12, 1519, five days after Luther's conference with hli l t i tz  a t  
Altrnbnrg. 
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when Europe had once become involved in the grcat national 
contests that soon followed, there would have been no time 
or inclination to return to Luther's affairs. Luther was right: 
'If let alone, the thing would bleed to death,' and i t  seemed 
to be in danger of being left alone. For t h e  present, a t  least, 
Luther was safe. He  was under the strong protection of the 
Elector, and t h e  Pope was too busy to care for him - his 
principal enemy could riot disturb him, and he was pledged 
to peace. Let the peace last and the tide would ebb, the 
opportunity mould pasd. But the peace did not last." 1'1) 

Por now comes blundering Eck, the little "Ruhn~tierlein," 
as Luther callcd him. But behind Eck, in the darkness with 
which H e  veils His awful, but always beneficent de'signs, 
stands God. Luther's eye of faith saw Him as in a glimpse, 
and saw God beckoning liim onward. He bowed his head 
and obeyed. Already on February 3 he wrote his friend Lang 
at Erfurt : - 

Our Eck is  planning a new mar against me, and, if Christ 
gives me the grace, you will see me clo what I have long medi- 
tated, via., I will a t  last rush a t  this Roman brood of vil~crs with 
a book. So far  I have only clandled and played with the Roman 
affair, although they set up a grievous wail as i f  1 had written 
against them with intolerable seriousncss.102) 

Now he writes to Staupitz under date of Eebrutliy 20: - 
My Eck, the trearherous man, is again dragging me into a new 

affair, as you see from the enclosed [open lettt-r to Carlstadt and 
Eck's schedule]. Thus the Lord takes care tha t  I shall not be 
idle. But, Christ willing, this  debate will turn out disastrously 
for the Roman rights and customs which Eelc regards as his staff 
of support ( Is ,  36, 6 ;  Ezek. 29, 6 )  .l@3) 

To Scheurl Luther wrote on the same day: - 
Our Eck, who has hitherto fairly concealed his rage against 

me, has a t  last revealed it. See what sort of man he is. But 
God, who is  in the midst of the gods l the authorities on earth], 
knows what He intends to bring forth out of this tragedy. I11 

this affair we shall not serve our interests, neither Eck his, nor 
I mine. It seems to me that  the counsel of God is being carried 
out in this. I have often said tha t  what I have done heretofore 

101) Vedder, I .  c . .  F8  f .  102) XV, 2468. 103) S V ,  2444. 
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stands God. Luther's eye of faith saw Him as in a glimpse, 
and saw God beckoning him onward. He bowed his head 
and obeyed. Already on February 3 he wrote his friend Lang 
at Erfurt:-

Our Eck is planning a new war against me, and, if Christ 
gives me the grace, you will see me do what I have long medi­
tated, vi,?:., I will at last rush at this Roman brood of vipers with 
a book. So far I have only dandled and played with the Roman 
affair, although they set up a grievous wail as if I had written 
against them with intolerable seriousness.102) 

Now he writes to Staupitz under date of February 20:­
My Eck, the treacherous man, is again dragging me into a new 

affair, as you see from the enclosed [open letter to Carlstadt and 
Eck's schedule]. Thus thc Lord takes care that I shall not be 
idle. But, Christ willing, this debate will turn out disastrously 
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To Scheurl Luther wrote on the same day:-
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me, has at last revealed it. See what sort of man he is. But 
God, who is in the midst of the gods £the authorities on earth], 
knows what He intends to bring fortll out of this tragedy. In 
this affair we shall not serve our interests, neither Eck his, nor 
I mine. It seems to me that the counsel of God is being carried 
out in this. I have often said that what I have done heretofore 

101) Vedd<:>r, l. e .. 88 f. 102) XV, 2468. 103) XV, 2444. 



9. THE HAKD OB QQD. 

lias been mere play; now I shall a t  last act in earnest against. ' 

the Roman Pope and tlie Roman arrogance.104) 

T o  another prominent person a t  Nuernberg, Pirckheimer, 
Luther  wrote on the  same day:  - 

I have quite thankfully received the artifices [the schedule 
for the debate] of my very suave Eck. I am smding you what 
I have composed against him. My aim, as you ser, is directed 
against the holy canons, that is, against the u~ilioly perversions 
of the Holy Scriptures. I have long wished for such an oppor- 
tunity, but upon my own initiative I did not like t o  come out 
with this matter. The Lord is drawing me, and I follow not 
unwillingly. If the Roman court is in mourning ovrr the dying 
indulgences, what will it do when, God willing, the decretals ex- 
pire? Not that, confident of my strength, I am raising a shout 
of triumph before the victory is gained, but I put my trust  i n  
the mercy of God, who is  wroth a t  the traditions of men. I shall 
maintain and acknowledge the authority and majesty of the Pope, 
but I shall not tolerate the perversions of the Holy Scriptures.105) 

These remarl<s show tha t  I~uther ' s  mind  mas being con- 
centrated on Eck's twelfth thesis, t h e  primacy of the  Pope. 
I n  a peculiar manner Luther's attention had been called to  
this subject to which he had not  given much thougbt pre- 
viously. I n  August he had been waiting a t  Wittenberg fo r  
t h e  decision of tlie Curia,  and  had resigned llimself t o  the  
thought t h a t  he  would be delivered u p  to  Roine and martyred 
fo r  his  Theses. In those days a n~aiiuscript had  been handed 
him i n  t h e  fo rm of a letter which opened u p  a new world to 
him. The document had heen prepared for  the  Die t  a t  Augs- 
burg;  i n  trenchant terms it warned the Germans against sub- 
mit t ing to t h e  tax fo r  the  war against the Turks.  O n  Sep- 
tember 2 Luther  wrote to Spalatin, who was a t  Augsburg a t  
t h e  t ime : - 

Thrre has arrived here a very intelligently written letter from 
the city of Itome,lOG) which sharply criticizes the levy of new 
taxes for a war against the Turks. It is plain that  this tax was 
devised by the Florentines, the greediest people under the l~eavens. 

104) XXIa. 149 f .  106) XXla, 151. 
106) This letter is the treatise h'~1bortatfo cir.i c~cj t~sdan& cloctis- 

simi ad ~ ~ v i i ~ c i p e s ,  7te i t b  decilr~ae graestatio?zetn conse~ztia$?f ( A n  Ex- 
hortation by a very learned gentleman to the princes not to consent 
to  the leoyi~lg of the tax) .  The author mas canon Frederick Fifichcr of 
\Vuerzburg, who had lately returned from Italy.) 
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They are making use of the Pope's good nature to fill their 
maw. . . . You may not know that the cardinals are the am- 
bassadors of avarice, but it is surely so, i f  this report is true.107) 

German li terature had been rilrichecl i n  those day.; with 
many a treatise on the same subject;  on manF a diet t h e  
German nation had voiced its grievances against t h e  extor- 
tions of the  Roman Curia, b u t  of this Luther knew nothing. 
All the  more reason why the letter which h e  hnd rweived 
gave hirn food fo r  reflection. It also roused the  patriot in 
Luther. O n  September 1 he  wrote to Staupi tz :  - 

I shall give free scope to my thought and pen, and show that  
there are people in Germany who see through these Roman tricks. 
The sooner I can do this, the better i t  will please me. Too long 
and too grievously these Romanist~ with their elidless intrigues, 
turns, and pranks have mocked us as dunces and clowns. They 
do not so much deceive us with their cunning as they openly and 
inipude~ltly ulalre fools of us.108) 

B u t  Luther was n o t  ready yet to  believe all t h a t  he had 
read i n  Fischer's letter. His eyes wcre opened a t  Augsburg 
a t  the conference with Cajetan and his Italians. One  day 
Urban of Serralonga, of t h e  Carclinal'b suite, had come into 
his lodging and pleaded with  h im to recant his Theses. H e  
had advised Luther  not to  enter into a n  argument with the  
authorities of Rome. He might  think and  believe what he  
pleased, b u t  he must  not  a t tack the  Pope's power. Luther 
relates the  episode i n  a letter t o  Spsllatia of October 10 and  
says: - 

Then he proceeded to make the most stupid suggestions. He 
declared frankly that it was permissible to preach lies, if that  
will bring money and fill your coffers. He said the Pope's power 
must not be disputed, but you mu,t extol him so highly that you 
declare, by one nod the Pope can abolish anything, even things 
that  belong in the Creed, especially in my present contention. 
He said a few other things, which I will communicate to you 
orally. But I turned down this Sinon, who has not been well 
trained in the Pelasgian art,lO9) anti he went.110) 

107) XV, 2399. 108) XV, 2395 f.  
109) Sinon is a wily Greek, who appears in Virgil's Ae?teid, 11, 70. 

106. 152. 
110) XV, 2414 f.  
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