AUTHOR #H&Hl

TITLE =l2% ¥-3H(Martin Bucer)9]
wEYAAH EFo Yeiyt 23 E

IN A=
vol.20 (2003): 161-183




uieEl 23 (Martin Bucer)?) ZEUXE @Eo] vepd EHE 161

nj2el 23] (Martin Bucer) 9}
FHYAA 85 Jehd 232

Lejetol Ali= o} ul=El F-H(Martin Bucer = Butzer, 1491-1551)%} ©l
2 Q77 ARapcn o e okd Aolek Sl Bl s Fa
2 $A09] AL A Cl B7E T AR A
asle) oloIZgel de 1A 7)Re) Atk ek ol an e
Rs) AKED Ao arilel s} A 5 G, A8 AsEE s

1) G. Anrich, Martin Bucer, StraBburg 1914; J. W. Baum, Capifo und Butzer,
Nieuwkoop/B. de Graaf 186C; H. Bornkamm, “Martin Bucer: Der dritte deutsche
Reformator,” in: idem, Das Jahrfundert der Reformation: Gestalten wund Kréfte,
Gottingen 1951, S. 88-112; H. Eells, Martin Bucer, New Haven 1931, K. Exalto,
Een pastorale gemeente, Apeldoorn 1986; M. van Campen, Martin Bucer: een
vergeten reformator 1491-1551, s'-Gravenhage 1991, M. Greschat, Martin Bucer:
Ein Reformator und seine Zeit 1491-1551, Minchen 1950, H. Joisten, [er
_ Grenzgdnger: Martin Bucer: Fin ewropd@ischer Reformator, Stuttgart 1991: W. Kohler,
_Dogmengem’zfcbte I, Zirich 1651; M. de Kroon ea., Bucer und seimne Zeit,
Wiesbaden 1976, A. Tang, [ler Fvangelienkommentar Martin Butzers und die
Grundztige seiner Theologie, Leipzig 1900(Aalen 1972); A, Lienhard, Martin Butzer,
StraBburg 1914; H. J. Selderhuis, Huweljk en echtscheiding b Martin Bucer,
Leiden 1994; W. P. Stephens, The foly Spirit in the Theology of Martin Bucer,
Cambridge 1970; W. van't Spijker, De ambten bij Martin Bucer, Amsterdam 1970(=
1. Vend ea. trans., The Beclesiastical Offices in the Thought of Martin Bucer,




162 =i

Pl2® 3 ( Martin Bucer) 9] EEYAE 2% Vel mEE 153

& AAFTY
o TAR 14912 1191199 WA A BAEHEE Schlertstadgol A
ol BAE o) ) gt 3 2ol Sag chwA, g $505) ol
T e WA 2 154 o) deEdeEd) g SrjUZE 2L ge] So)
E . eIA 2 e ol AR5 A7t 15159 wae) on 3old
12320 gl TR oR $A%Y. @714 2= 1) o] olg wre BAL 7
IR LT DA FYE T18900, 15184 49 Solzac) S
2 Hal -
2) L. Leijssen, Martin Bucer en Thomas van Aquitio: De imvioed van Thomas op PRI A 1521730} AH4lo} A% TEHUY Eojz w) AN ) Aok
. O —g Y ilsl) = .
het denkpatroon van Bucer in de commentaar op de Romeinenbrief(1556), Leuven = w3 A & AL 2. v 7 5 49 WL BAL P ey A
.. 7 . LR LI - { i [e] = = ~11
e 55 Lo 1018 5. 2t T e s Fh Rake 15220 igel U e Dol
Fovaeases 55, Lewven THF% = S0 720 (ilbercisen) 7 2EE 7, 1 8] 7 W) W0l -2 5 Weissenburg )] £
3) F. Friiger, Bucer und Frasmus: Fine Untersuchung zum Binfluss des Erasmis g A N
auf die Theologie Martin Bucers, Wiesbaden 1970; N, Peremans, Erasme et Bucer ' oy o
. TA7E 1523\ 59 F¢ SERE(Strasbourg) ] $E 1), o] EAlOJE

d'aprés lewr correspondance, Paris 1970, )
TIAHL] Bol WAL YUk 1 sle] 2= 20] Hze) A PAVee.

o 248 Aolry. Bvls olFuA D olEkaT a3 FE 9 ZUF5 AMEsist
el $5T 6 AT AFFR 71e} G vhe AP} T8 52 FA
A BAHes we A0 08 ug Az ok JPe = BT, 1
A kel Melx), dEe] 184, waje] A EM AN S5 A9 4

Leiden/New York/Koin 1996); H. Strohl e, Martin Bucer 1491-1551, Lichtweg
1951; F. Wendel, Martin Bucer: Fsquisse de sa vie ef de sa pensée publiée d
Uoccasion du de février 1551 Strasbowrg 1932 G H. Wiliams, The Radical
FReformation, Philadelphia 1952, '

4) A Wiedeburg, Calvins Verhalten zv Luther, Melanchthon wnd -dem
LuthertundDiss.), Trbingen 1961, L ANE S1siA] A o] opjal, the Alukgg el Aojor B} S of
‘%?711 7700 meE S 9ty (1523)8 EUAL0 FAE F39 gty 2
iﬂl St vzl 29lo) ANk e 22 2F(Ulm), EKéln), 53] 34

essen) A 5o A FuofEe) ZeRse 8ok, ZAGPARE 1=
WFe] HE AFE 7123 154097 U 2Egai a2 Aldgn,
HSL el 2ot 1B w8 Ao fujel) A= Tatrim, 1549) 2
2520 hA] ulAl)L B, O ol Y L%l E7FesH EHzp 5

L

= IE WA M2 A Byge Avstn, guos FstA Ak

5) HJ, Selderhuis, “Bucer en Zwingli,” in: F. van der Pol{red.), Bucer en de ké
Kampen 1991, pp. 55-56.

6) CE. W. Balke, Calviin en de doperse radikaten, Amsterdam 1970, pp. 1-5; I
Bakhuizen van den Brink e.a., Handboek der kerkgeschiedems 3: Reformatie
contra—reformate, Leeuwarden 1980, op. 97-108 M. Greschat(Hrg),
Refortmationszeit 1, Stuttgart 1981; RM. Jones, Spitfual Reformers in the 16t
17th Centuries, London 1914; C. van der Valk, Bucer en de dopersen tof het J
1534DS), Gouda 1976; G. H. Williams(red), Spiitusl and Anabaptist Witer
LCC XXV), London 1957; idem, The Radical Reformation, Philadelphia 1952.

)3 W :van't Spijker, “De kerk bij Bucer: het rijk van Christus,” in; ideni(red.) De

L Wezen, weg en werk van de kerk maar reformatorische opvatfing, Kampen
; pp. 1271, |

7) M Lienhard, Crovants et sceptigues au XVle siécle’ Le dossier
Epicuriens, Strasbourg 1978, G. Livet e.a. (red.), Strasbourg au coeur religieus
XVe siécle, Strasbourg 1977.

8) A Hyma, The Christian Remaissance: A History of the “Devotio Modern
Grand Rapids 1924, pp. 40, 340, 3409,

.0)’ Das ym seibs(1523), i R Stupperich{Hrg.), Martin Bucers Deutsche
&ﬁ{rﬁem I, Gitersloh 1966ff(= MBDS), 44-67. |




S wEAAL) o) gl v, hee® AT Yol tisiA v

164 Fta SR $A] (Martin Bucer) ] wH9AE $%o) Ukt 3FE 165

3= 15494 44 696 Sulsle] 449 2590 = dHel mFse] ofd ¢ o=
Y= GAE 712d Bl ohle), YEreyel mhA AREA gl A=A
WA dFe FaAE £5L gtk e 250E Bolex] Sala vl 9
A 1551+ 24 2890 283k w
$e7h BaelM AFF oz tRal s E4lE ¥A7 29 elFias %’.
&0 ofwdAl s1e] ol mEES WAPETIOITh o7 e S
B3d7} 743 FA Al 712 Akl dlisiA Azl B gt A w9

A A B2 Yol AFA ha %Ei o= ﬂfﬂﬂé B9l o2, “Ehe: o]
HETHEC) Yol ge ARIES dgamsle] Ag@mA)osiy Bejar)n
712 BAE male) AXAe «4)4(%5&)0 3 PHE o7} opia,
AT 520 U £330 A A mz e Ll Q4 Solp
ek 1) ul o7l nsle] Al BT “Roluths Wl wa x|
gl H49) el HE=s FasloiAer oo

tasle] RS adamste] QA o gt} BAE o] 22 y|2EA ¥
{25 wae] dXAE 93 19 B ot e o AR, TRjEE B
= aEFaRad oaFEs A AEAE] wsdld A 4RE
| ol s vidgn T2e deivh fla el gle AR ATy, 1
259}e] 8 AREAT 22lARY B PHE HTHR) Gk 2] WA
A A1oge] Bujgo] ouzshEe) Rel Ahed) Puehl SeuA wgkers
ARES ofggulel AuAbze] meje} 44T JAL dyalA g, of
$Fe B4 T QLAY TE) 2E FoUE TrivE oz o)At
B2o Spohs ABE olth A9 “dBFATe) 2 %" (rottenmeister) & A
54 1 WHBRE WIES $EAYAN, 258 5L gk e n
SN YAASTE FANETE AV ) YATHY

ol 2R Solx] Sl Mgk 2olus)e) AR5 IXale moTREAS A
)& AN, SAMIE 92 @ 7 Semto] v, of 4ee Fay T
2529 5189 Ao} olmHolo} Fitk ody|N @ 7l Srdolals R By
o2A w8 FEA WA 759 ztzke) ARA B 7180l Aol
I AFES TRlaEd AR dmdhs AP o] ALEYT. BE T
250 AR AIg) YRE FhAol B} @3] Sold RANEL TElAEE
A Alals Aol Fsslct. Akee, male) BE 2o XA 2eAko)
12) MBDS VII, 93,

13) MBDS Vi1, 95,

14} MBDS VI, 95.

11) MBDS VIL 90. - 15) MBDS VI, 97.

a

%

T

El

7, sHEto 2 o) A Sely ZElawlge] 9X el Hpad Pk

Il 239 4

Ol

F

FAz mEe] U dis] HET S 7k 5988 19 A% Teie —:
#E,1 (Von der waren Seelsorge, 1538)1A A= w3} o[ 4@ __
A o7 2 VISR 8NE WAHE TR 44 F 389 $I4% I ﬁl‘
8 A4 Aol #AT s a3 Aoz ¥tk fele FA7 ot ;\}@'0}
W AEGARET} AP A5 S04 o] BEL 7|85k 478 £ 5 ok
AE of s FollA] “o] Bty YA R HEZSE F= FaLo 4L ¥
2re 23le] A FAA eld] ulE AME oA olBE & gl AT
derd] dislAd v1Esta Achl) FAHE of A NFo|A| e} Jre| @A
w3e] a4 9 AT @3] AMFADA ek A He| gE v

2 gjslo] HEsjrhe AL BaalA Balc) ARIEE AE B, YFezof
T Aw 0A Yol 150 wsle] HIYE e ok 22y et iﬂ-i
A w3 § GEol sofof shat, el ats} 16 Fof A|ASo} Holek g,

3, %Al Fazte) AASo] Hololshe rr} @m glerk g msje] 4
g BEE AL w2 @39 B U3 e FARYE URHASE




22 93 Ytk 2easAA 19 W] &N fosa FXRL YrEITE T
2B 28] BAEE A7) AT AN Fe FaAP ARSI o] e

166 Fonid

"EE P (Martin Bucen)) 53957 g% vt mEe 187

%4 | Aoln], AR} E0]7] Wtoltk. b Telawe) AR mEe] TEE
A 7Y Aol g BE T2 SAA Pie

FAe] 3o T of AR AMERE, Jelave] 387 Exe) Al
o] NupALERE U APgolth, m3le] Ui HlE o] M 74K Al 23
Hojok ). 27 oA TN Tole ofF LAHe N2 Pyshu, 595
AEHIE Age] YR AR@AYL BAds Fay, o) Re SN AgEe
Az A2olA 4 B4t 22 B4E S 5 WA B0 BA 2L o
e NGRE AT Sl HAEo] fu, eEgelw A AAHoz fojd g

S FA B sl

AZ SESUA w3le] dx4 el ARHe @
| AR, '

. e 9

- TR H Mo 2 B AN 9AE 0% wHel b s
19101 22 B2 w98 ol S ofn] 4 olafzl vkt o) 15209 A
EJ_ vlanagg] £zt & Das Marburger Religionsgespriich, 1529)¢]
B0 7 REGe Sae BE el 2A2 998 AR, SHs Ax
SREN Al U Hskg 7, “gae Sae ne e 7Rice
L EREYA BP9 ol Brsl, B Trde HEkE To)8hA) ebor
o RAE 29 MEeAFA, (153008 Rlzies o17teimd] @4gn, alane
2o TEES} S480) 2R 715 I o) B 45 g -
A= 7S AT PAL i) RS oo A6 TErEsg
BAE A A9 Ao Faeo] vgatin By aEsselse) A
Aol weheh Ariake kgl Al Uik daska dalslel, AU @
4 Lobedl mele) Uige TN AREL MEAo M, AREe A8 ANE
T T weE WeleleA] w350 YN ool dael e uolso
R Wl A8 9alalA) g

85 Uoluh Toih 4% BASS 47 S} Ank 9F EAEE T
ste] A3 SN P FPuololt S wsje] BATe ol R Wt g
ok A9l BABE Amile] 459) S5 Bl BHEY(ES 2mday
2y 2912004 of 2 Yo] YR AN, AL 9499 FASE Wk Ay
At QB o WAE Aold] $84 SUE@ANE AA ket wslg
PP AAWAEY G} SR, BE S Al g mess) 3
7 4o P mEEl el Ak ARckS o] 2 AP 87 S
NBBE 94 4@t BIAAEBIAA) Y AR R, |

2R AT ERe BE BYS SolME fl4 e asganpies
2E 250 YAE ARl 41 i AR ARE 39 981 TS
Hgste] WANAAT Al A 0 S & 2Te Bas gus B
2 ) gl Bes 29 £08 449 B4598 A0E 2asE AHEHE
2 ¥ o), 3AE 007w Aol gtk S AAEEdA e
WA $A0] FEANE DA ANE] 23 e AR Spde Do}

| IEE ANES DA e BE PR TEAEY 92 AT glg
L 2 e Qe of 49, w)% aelake) g gaa A9 gn, A2
T 9 ke Qo) AT, AgEe Ao 40 Roel, 2

Q

-9 Fo] FAAAE A3 aeaiA) kA ¥k ek Skl elE Al g

19) W. Kohler, s Marburger  Religionsgesprich 1599 Versuch  einar

16) MBDS VI 101, Rekonstruktion, 1eipzig 1929, 38,

17) MBDS VIt 103, “durch sich selb ubd seinen Geist’, 20) A, Lang, Der Evangelienkommentar Martin Butzers und die Grundzige seiner
77_160]05&7'8, Leipzig 1509, 386-410.

21) Ibid, p. 337.

18) F. Wendel, LZEglise de Starsbowrg sa constitution et son orgarmisaftion
1532-1535, Paris 1942, 228-235.




& $e JE2E QoY kit A 49 5 gl

168 e

T, ST, $ehs URLE BE 2SS 9§ 9 el Ay,
oFRE 23] glol of ol y qU7) wheelt 2

of7lof] vhEREzol FEe FEel tiE $A2] sjele] vtk B §
B g SRS 0EE 94 R FHe 29 S, uF 2RiaEe 9
AnsReAehE, T S0 Balel A=Y BEol v el 43 gtk 4
A% Augch S0 e ARE0) 4R ANZ BeE A7 vRE K
DALY YA e b ARD ARG Tl Axie] Sda) ZaA e
. 714 ool sfipde] Halh RelnE Y 4 A, Ee 404 o

HAE S7h %ds v deedl S4L 9] <99 3 o4 :Lﬂ_};__ﬂ
Tulshe A5, o) Agke JElake) oo glolis SuEA $TE 4 ‘u’i
the AR, ARl A7) A Wl AEERTES AdsalAn EE 5)
U2 1B Qo AR 90 AR, 25 e ol U
927} 29 22 ARBE B Asle D ghenie, Seke Row o
¢l Alxe 2EARE 7FERs Hojok 2

Ak oa@u T A5SRE ARE Aol SIS Aol HsiH ofF %
B 71630 olge 2R g 2ku oA A9 Faig dA) W o -
oIt Mgt ol A FAlsh AsleiE HelRe)A7)L, A e

A Qe TRiamde Rte RAPT, i wA AgEte AR g A
mhoh o)zt GheARE T AndY Ao AR AT gha oz 8

Fl B2 FYE A5l B AYXNTE, o]W(hacreticus) S o} FAd)T £

ol she W, Aes ASE ARl Aol we Bsy Q79 9RE A
S Wk 0% INFORE ST, AT $UE ofd: AR dok s
R ASE Yol AR 23 428 o & Ak e Bl v e
$2 A0E TRl B AW EE St Fel gol met &2 4Y

T P

22) Ibid, p. 387.
23) Ibid, p. 388.
24) Ibid, p. 390.

e

WHEE R (Martin Bucer) 8] mHYAE Bge] Ukt HS 140

AWl o] e Aol gl A9 el Az Ao 278 Pl
|29 vz of]A Ta 1% A B3e) (R AHow ara)e
HEE AlE THY & oke A% A H, BE Aol 5T P
frefel szt*Ele et —%ffa A 75T Aol o)A she) A
19k o] ¢ 5Y5E vejFe zm NS oj7i3) ol ARES Auw ghen)
9%, 2t :LEM‘EA AARA ZFHolok gheh20 A e F i)
P SAS “Lalast 999 §98l TSR S 28k 4B
Iefska, 2l $2le) Balsh Ao} S ol AT FAEE o B2

of gol Wl P 71EE /T BAE A3 #Ad) il aeass

g
o

A ] ol AR v, [ AAA e el =g A A BAE Hshe
A% 29 3585 W1 Dotk BAE o BE 38 BERAs 23
Atk BAE ZYEe 28 Aol I9u 4R A osd v2d Zo
A3 A7 o) clahd, 1E Aleld] A4S wx) wilge] Brisin, A

=R AU AR 1534990 $HE F AYE Fo o 3 2% I
2.8 2] v Az A8 giglor, it T AYsL e o) Ag 9
- OJSERA] RS Rojehu FAAG2 “THme yLs) By zape] Bk
TEUF EAE G5, 9 dolo Alge] B § =30) Ytk= Alale
Tk ARos sk vlolrh 29 Ral 19 A Aol Esx LTk,
27} 28] Aol Rl G5ielA] o) Fo n18] SHIEA AAgriAlY, wak
a8 gAge] 4L ZoxEgty B o ‘Ra9710PJogomachia) = #(Joh.
Bancks)ell &afiA AF8HSck. At dAlsle] 3k 2o)7} EARTE 22t o)A

o

25) Ihid, p. 39,
26) Jhid, o. 394,
97) Mbid, p. 396.

28) M. Goldast, Politica Imperialia sive discursus Politici, Acta publica et
Tractatus generales, Prankfurt 1614, 1282,

29) Jbid, p. 1282 “Nobis igitur persuassimum est, in re ipsa milam esse

- controversiamy de verbis est.”




170 B

w2yl

4 (-Ma_rtin Bucen) 9] FEUAH BEe] rjny THE 171

& 2ol 7hE wale) YRS ANAGS BAs= AR, o534
AR ST BolA Yzhel Holst ZAg, T BYsiAs Fas)
P AT AR £ kel WA S0 W= w4 ¥

o AR, FA e 940] ollel, gols] wgolneh A9l 0l <
B, 2. ol ¢ g BT YNE o)) o)y

3 Aale) Asmaps FAZL A9R A8 P4 mE o goy )

23] T3 Atojel A3 YAHLTE o] AYARZIE Z 1, Bx : T G P AR Konsman)d B Bebed
W2ele) 45 2YRe 491$ Sl Sl ARz wojch v za IR Blaucer) 1) \le] ATt sk, Baslskel Pl Az %wﬁﬁﬂzla;r; -

£ ofelgol AUgch AA e Bl el F W) fE ARAEL B
B w=Aol fEd ARES A byl fsM 3 598 4R e *rEM
AFEE “‘—r*ﬁ‘lf)r e zdgeet BRAE BEYS Ut 3 2 3’-’3
QAg pEsted B 958 AT 258 B 2ot Wt § ages

o] Aol digM =AY WSS £, 24E g £ A, v 2
Aol @A deld BaelM 2 A AldE ¢Al 53

ok BE o)) $AL f02 B V0 BHE o Wjae=a 9
A2y (1536)90 FEige) Felo =23m, 295 B 1A B850 ths o)
’ "Z218) Fo1¥s (consensus Tigurinus)(1549)14 B9} 3
e =G ol70] FEHR olgi= ok o] 10 YA uT BAn
ASANL 4 U307) oIk, e} 15364 A7} M=ol SHel 4
A0 dig BAIN S5 Golol SRBS o, ohiu) Hgo] B} AR, ok

BA o BAS FRTAR Aot gk $elE R UFUE ¢ 3(G. Ancich’h HHTA, 8l2. o] $io]) BA] Mok AAmY A A
@ Ash} ohighh A3 ARE 4 9ok et Az a9 42 F g S BRI, ¥ AN 43 Re Sebh Telrwst 2 9 A

ol$riz BAE 19 Pule] 7P BES NGRS o) & ARgol3ly] |k ¥
e 28] AR et 7S] 249 Aol EE Bk Tent HAE 19 2e
Noz wolSo|e ARGtk dusH, T 119 Algte 44 Yol 2gA
olBY 4t fgiTh BAe Ade 4E gEFY
theologic)o137} WHEolTh, Be] A8 W 8e] Srlsh xiuiske] vz oAl §
ZHolzlny o]z AsA vz fuld Aol Aise BEFokt gk

Bl A G, AR A0k dElA wAsier & AFe] ohd Al
& AxAoz A8shs Ao] Fadh naAdsd £l A FTEA A
ol 4} qich o] NEE B $ES BEste 2HE o) A4l A
Age) $A02ME Ot PSS FAAL & Yoich v oHelA T
o WAls AuiE 9r1E gk 2k A ZaE 2 duste] kg 34
& AF STNRLIE B8, oJAe B 1 L TRE 2498

349 o] Ade YT AYLE Y, FYF TivE S Ay
T AEslel 919 22 1} Bolbes waE sl

218N communicatiev

FAHE YRS delN B2 aavelse] ?_:JR]QJF BAsle B gEzo
A B} By o) ik o 2 WAk 9B WO )xE g e B
PIHIAR] TS SolX] R7IERe )R] oA ek o), As oﬂ?g}
18] KT v eR AN 5 gl o) SelNE EAw. $Ae] A
28] 2 4 gl 152540 o9 E-zﬂi 1T o]0} &wﬁ@! &
felel 3% Bel7} dofuin}. B AFTIAEL FH9 9l B Y 23
19853 239} 22} olsle AA el &ﬂyuﬁae] BaAol] ofaja Aoz
7 It AstAlEe] YolglA] Wsithe AL EaNE gt AEganE
BATE QRFAREE 2FE} o FHAY Webg 7MIT olRe of}

3
IEFOIAZL 3 2 AF80] AH0) A & gleke S Aty B

~~30) Gonville and Caiuscollege, Cambridge, manuscr. No. 423 “dissensio nor’l

quidem de re ipsa, sed de verbis, ut dictum est.”

31) Banck's collegeverslag, 42.




172 Eiemg

o) vzole) & e Zeitk Sas P B SRS © 2o Bk W
Ao A wal2) ABe] the 210} g} diald 7ol 2 4k PHE

dlol7] Aoz FoFHA o] FurFE shbde] UEAY dA] S T

ol

€ ¢alsha sl A S glofoku av, 2 BE TGRS 1 719
& 22 WE vSd g3 o BERAE AlRlclitin Adg «adme,

2 uhe urld) YR Bol of Wl 1 . o] 2& Whzd
12d 4 gl 2olA Uy 93T U2 Tl Al AL 98 & g Fo
£ o w8 G U = e ae 28 (28)7H AEsjelE, 4
A9 88 Gio] o Rol)E H7H, ol HIelare] HgEe] ot
A7} o} gIok. e DEE UE sdn BHe Axshs An i 39
ZAFEE WalE Aotk dukeld, Aoielawe) AFEL 948 AR & 9]

o

rir
i
Y

2
=]

TR

BAE shide] 9% 58S A4oe gAYk we vt shide) Had
o3 FL & & Q= 7138 9SS glvhd, 2 0BG o Ega, O T
A} EASTE 9 FalEe BRA Aol B o] B FA
sEe w39 daid BES o)Bal] 9% FAY 13 & 22 ¥ W
< PAgT 9E] 29U AT oM AAH 4] FaF ST Pk HYolA
THI ) AHE T, AAT ADST 58 Qe W8S AAE Fge] e
AAAEAES) A N2 FraoE, SuiEe vlde Pol & Aol AHE
£ sigie), ol wellq 9Xo] Qi Bk ofGIATE, A 19 AR dgo
2 % A8 4k -

FAE A AgEe v Be) E2RY(collogium) & A1 Z ¢ fl=rh
Bz} waje] 9x¢) Hll g Mg A AdEE FEEe) a3
(Granvelle)9h 19 Ax o] A7} 3t Ak S0 G 18 Al B2

f
-

32} Calvini Opera XII, col. 356.

'33) M. Lenz, Briefwechsel Landgraf Phlipp's des Grossmithigen von Hessen mit
Bicer 1, Osnabrick 1965, 278. C. Augustin, Gudsdiensigesprefken tussen

 rooms-katholieken en protestanten van 1538 tot 1641, Haarlem 1967, p. 60.

=" %R (Martin Bucer) o) ®HUXNF BEe] Uunt HEHE 173

o s ol8FEA B3 HTL AT 4 vt o)k F 2L o Yo} 3 7

o IEHE ARg] gled], AL viE GrNE FEAoR AR 2 g Ay

S sfald FIAY 2190] FJa7) 2 5 gl Aot olg} 28 Asko] 9
o4 & gtk A St A2 FaM A6 B 5 oo vaad ZaEe
A7) AsA] e BEARA 15343 s EL dalo) agssly, =
Beleols] B4 ol 2 YehRol, ALEE AT F7lo] Bale 23] &
Ak Cl . (Hediop7h Aol elke @, RA sPsAse] dgt o] wgel o)
Ag FANZE AR B o, 714 7RR0E Zag ee 94 w9
QAo chigh BAe) APgelRlSol Eale), «msle) 8 AHi= HARS Fo
2 27, Shbdel B2 Felr|B 1-s) 2ok Wal) 43 DS 7ked) 9ol
off e FIME EANA Gtk ksl TElag Belok Alloe ojd
SHEAVE §7] MEolch. AN ERA)S shivdel o] &3 I ofafsi]
ZHL A shhde M9BT 99 TelE e WA o AlSe] AAah 2ol
S gl 2el2wglEe) Bojo] 2Agolo} Htk, o] K9] o4 THAEEL
gow gues) shide 2 Aol HelrEdsH AEde BHEE 13
S ASAEY TFET $UF 2L HEshE AFgSo] ArEolor gk, 1A
§lo] male] Wbk welslolof k3 AR Aol Bus) Wa slofok 3
o Zeh} 2 FaiEE g wolEe 2eST GN@ER)e FHE0]
Fol YA e FsAS F5% Qs Qo $RE ZEZE 14 g
(pota) SoI4] FEE NFEFESS st} WA Uzk, ar)d AQ Je9 2
e Aol B AYTHoI. 7= P2 GAste] U] Sl olash
3 oer). = @R B3 el dals ol ) dFeich T 1
9] A2l vilo 2 Al gl BEP (praesentia vera)olzhe A& shde]
EE0% th} 2] odd. 2= EwlEe 99 ST 476 e =
How Folol TeE 2E A WMt gk 29 o3e BAZ s
F AdET A0 Agse] 2YS S AR 289 o 2 g3 1

34) M. Goldast, on. ait, p. 1280.
35) ibid, p. 1281,
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36) bid, p. 1283.

- 37) T. SchieB, Briefwechsel der Brider Amprosius Blawrer und Thomas Blaurer |,
Freiburg 1908, p. 643.

38) Ivid, p. 647.
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39) T. SchieB, ap. o, 1, 814.
4Q) fBid, p. 815.
41) "Wie alle recht GotBfortigen von beden, vetz finemmen theylen so man

at-und new gleubige, Bapsttische und Lutherische nennt, zu Einigkeit Christlicher
kirchen kommen und sich darin unbewegt halten mogen 1 (1533)

42) Stupperich, Bibl.,, No. 41.
43) MBDS V, 266.
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dissidiorum in religione, verasque vias illa tollendi, et Christiznam consensionem
restituendi” [Strasbourg 1542], p, 2 recto-21 verso,

46) C. Augustiin, op. o, 3.

47) F. W. Kantzenbach, Das Ringen um die Einbeit der Kirche in Jahrbundert der
Keformation, Stuttgart 1957, 1315 '

48) H. Wagenhammer, Das Wesen des Christentums, Eme Begrifisgeschichtliche
Untersuciung, Maing 1973, pp. 50-5H4,
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<Abstract> ,

Martin Bucer s Ecclesiology
in his Ecumenical Activities

Yoon—Bage Choi

This thesis treats of Martin Bucer’s ecclesiology in his Ecumenical
activities. 'This study begins to sketch the life of Bucer(= DButzer,
1491-1551) as a Reformed reformator. From Bucet' ecclesiology in his
activities we find the unities of the churches, Protestantism, and
Christendom. (1} The unity of the churches is very important for him. This
unity is rooted in the Wotd of God and the doctrine of the Church
Fathers. The unity is the unity of mystical body of Jesus Christ. This body
is controlled by one Head, Jesus Christ, who is also the King of the
church, and is animated by one Spirit of Christ. The matks of the church
is the true preaching of the Word, the rght administration of the
sactaments, and the faithful exetcise of discipline. (2) Bucer ttied to
reconcile the Reformed Reformation with the Lutheran Reformation. The
denominational pattern of church life that was to develop in Protestantism
could not have been imagined by Bucer, (3) Bucer put the accent on the
unity of Christendom. He tried to unify the Reformation with the Rome
Catholic Church in Germany until the Augsburg Intrim(1549). He aided the
Church of England to reform theit churches and society. He made a
Anabaptist convert into the Reformed churches. The distinction which

Bucer made between the ‘necessatis’ and the ‘non-necessatis’ played an
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important role in the unity of Christendom.

It is said that Bucer is regarded as ‘the spititual fathet’ of John Caivin.
In his catly days Calvin wouldn’t like to take pat in the ‘Religonsgesprich’
with Bucet. But undet the influence of Bucer, he became an ‘ecumenist’. In
a letter to Atchbishop Cranmer(April 1552), Calvin delclared that the
disunity of th; chugch was to be ranked as one of the great evils of the
time. “- the membets of the Church being severed, the body. lies
bleeding. So much does this concern me, that could I be of any service, I
would not grudge to cross even ten seas, if need wete, on account of it”

Calvin is famous for an ecumenist. It is to be regtetted that Bucer isn’t
well-known as an ecumenist. Reformed churches have been Vety active in
councils of churches, and Reformed churchmen have provided outstanding
leadership(W.C.C., WAR.C, etc). Reformed churches may inherit their

ecumenical heritage from the Reformed Reformation, namely, Bucer and
Calvin.



