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TIhe context and making of the Corona Annı

In 1603, Martin Crusius, Professor of TrTee an: Rhetoric in the Arts aC of the
University of Tübingen,’ published four-volume collection of SCII1NON\NS. He entitled
his work “the of the year, ' Corona annl, “that IS explication of the ospels
and epistles, ASs they WCIC preache Sundays anı feast days ın the Church at
übingen Dy the professors of theology an others: TIhe title Wäas reference

from Psalm 11) OTroNnNas HNNÜ benignitate UQ vest1g14 [[U stillant
pinguedinem, CQU the YCal with yOUTr benevolence:; yOUr tracks overflow with
richness” TUusius intended his collection cshow an make known the riches of the
church yCal 1t Was preache: iın the Stiftskirche in Tübingen.” Just the agricultural

This article 15 based presented at the conference “Paul’'s Cross anı the Culture of
Persuasion In England 0-1640” held at McecGill University, Montreal 1618 Uugus 201
VErYy grateful Professor Torrance Kirby for his invitation attend the conference, an the Social
Sciences an Humanıities Research Council of Canada for funding partıcıpatlion. Ihe research Was
made possible by the generosity of the Herzog-August-Bibliothek Wolfenbüttel, which granted
the Status of Guest Researcher, and by financial Support from the University of Glasgow. would also
ike thank Dr. Hannah Cleugh, Professor Dr. Johannes Helmrath and the AaNONYINOUS PCCI
reviewers at FG for their helpful cCoOomMmMents and suggest10ns.

For the ife of artın TUS1US (1526-1607), SO articles arl ugus Klüpfl, 1n ADB (1876)
633 Hans Widmann, 1N: NDB (1957), 433 an Albrecht Weyermann (ed.), Nachrichten VO  e}

Gelehrten, Künstlern un! andern merkwürdigen Personen AaUus Leipz1ig 1798; facsimile edition:
Neustadt der Aisch 1999, vol. E 128-136; Erhard Cellius, Imagines Professorum Tubingensium,
facsimile edition ed. by Hansmartin Decker-Hauft/Wilfried Setzler, Sigmaringen 1981, vol Z 133{f.

The title of Crusius’ work ın atın reads: Corona NNAL Hoc esT, explicatio evangeliorum eft
epistolarum, QUAE diebus dominicis et festis In Ecclesia Dr  f Tubingensium, aliorum
Theologorum Concionibus. As discussed below, the work Was printed 1n Wittenberg; only ONe edition

have een published (ef fn 16)
Tübingen Was Württemberg’s un1versity LOWN, anı the Stiftskirche ıts maın church. Ihe

Reformation had een introduced into Württemberg ın 1534 and the unıversity of Tübingen played
VeErYy significant role in implementing it. For the introduction of the Reformation ın Württemberg,
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yYCar brings forth different fruits In different SCAsONS, he explained In his introduction
the first volume, LOO does the church YCAL.,
rusius’ work Was effectively postil, collection of SCIINOMNS the Sunday

lectionary readings.“ Württemberg’s TO Kirchenordnung (1559) instructed that
the traditional pericopes continue tO be sed the basis for preaching,” an also that

Saturdays teachers iın atın chools cshould explicate the ollowing day’'s gospel
eading 1n ree anı Latin.© In his Corona Aannl, TUSIUS provided for this

the transformation of Württemberg’s monasterles and Convents into schools and hospitals, and the role
of Tübingen s Stift, SC  @ Hans ayer, CUum patrıa statque caditque Ssua‘. )as evangelische Stift als
württembergisch-kirchliche Bildungseinrichtung, 1n Joachim Hahn/Hans ayer Das 'Van-

gelische Stift 1ın Tübingen: Geschichte und Gegenwa zwischen Zeitgeist un! Frömmigkeit, uttga!
1985, 1-1 and particularly 11—-29; Heinrich Hermelink, Geschichte der evangelischen Kirche In
Württemberg VOI der Reformation bis ZUT egenwart: das Reich Gottes In Wirtemberg Stuttgart
1949, 60—34; Gunther Lang, Geschichte der württembergischen Klosterschulen: VOIl ihrer Stiftung bis

ihrer endgültigen Verwandlung ın evangelisch-theologische Seminare, tuttgart 1938, 3-180,
CSP 2536

Crusius recognises that this 1S the I which his work belongs, although he 15 1LLLOTE

interested In the cyclical nature of the Church yCal than In defining his work. He explains that the
lectionary, ike the church VCAaL, 1s intended reflect NOT only the stages of Christ’'s ife but Iso the
phases ofuman ife C} ıtem queadam Majores Evangelia, qualitati partium Nnı accommodar-
unt: saplenter itidem factum est. UG temporIı sat1ion1is, quatuor geNCIa sem1n1s: temporIı esur1t1on1s,
cibatum PCI quinque N tempor 1 pass10n1Ss, bonum Pastorem Christum: termporIı morbis ob-
NOXI10, aegrotantem Regıl ministrı filium, excitationem filij vidae Morte. FEadem ratiıone, singulis
JUOQUC Evangeliis Dominicis, SUac Epistolae congruentes subiunctae sunt. Cum CISO S1IC aliud post
aliud sıt ordinatum: hoc pOst illud factum est, ut propterea talis liber, barbaro vocabulo,
appellari soleat. Quae 1CS5 CLE quotannıs ın orbem redeant: Giraece liber nuncupatur NEPLOÖOG
EUAVYEALKN); (.ircultus Evangelicus. Corona NN vol. aill‘.) Hans-Christoph Rublack includes 1n
his ist of Lutheran postils both the C(,orona ANNA1 and another work, apparently published Dy TUS1US
in the SaInle YCATL: Erklärung der Evangelien. See Hans-Christoph Rublack, Lutherische Predigt un
gesellschaftliche Wirklichkeiten, 1: idem (ed.), Die lutherische Konfessionalisierung, Gütersloh
1992, 344 -—-395; ere 384 John Frymire Iso includes the Corona nNNA1 In his catalogue of early
modern postils: John rymire, 'Ihe primacy of the postils. Catholics, Protestants, and the dissem-
ination of ideas 1n early modern Germany, Leiden 2010, 462, 478, with brief discussion 478{£.
Frymire has een unable Tace separate Erklärung der Evangelien, andıI suspect that this 15 simply

German translation of the opening words of the subtitle of the Corona NN hoc est explicatio
euangeliorum|[...] rather than reference separate work.

Württembergische Große Kirchenordnung 1559, Tübingen 1559 (facsimile edition: uttga:
Ixxxvii": [Wi achten aufß allerley bedencken für nutzlich das auft die Sontag die

gewonlichen Evangelien für VNN! für gepredigt vnd außgelegt werden beuorab denen Oorten
da Sontag der Feilertag rein Predig gethon würdt.  S Consequently preachers In Tübingen, aAs

In INallıy other Lutheran retained the UusSscC of the traditional lectionary, although, discussed
below, they clearly Iso preached other Hermelink asserts that the lectionary readings
weTe SOOIN complemented by continuous readings of the gospels and other biblical books, although he
g1ves evidence for this Hermelink, Geschichte der evangelischen Kirche (cf fn. For the UuscC

of per1copes, their relation tOo postils, their persistence In GGerman Lutheran churches, anı Lutheran
arguments for their antıquity, SC rymire, 'Ihe primacy of the postils (cf 4), G 11-18,; 29, 185-195,
and COIMMNDATIEC Iso Rublack, Lutherische Predigt (cf fn 2345348 There Was little regional varlatıon
in the ate medieval period, and this consistency ave persisted in those where
Protestants continued use the traditional Jectionary. Ihus, the peri1copes sed 1ın Tübingen and
those included 1n Ihomas Cranmer’s 1549 Book of Common Prayer dIiIec strikingly similar.

Große Kirchenordnung, CXXXil”, and COINDATIC Charlotte Methuen, Securing the Reformation
TOU: Education. Ihe uke’s Scholarship System of ixteenth GCentury Württemberg, 1n ixteenth
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1n Crusius’ (‚orona Annnı 175

task: he offered selection of SCITNONS, usually three four, for CVEIY gospel anı ONMNC,
sometıimes LWO, for each of the epistles set Dy the lectionary for Sundays an maJor

feast days; his work also NnCclude number of SCI 1110115 Old Testament
elated particular themes. Most of these SCITI110O115 had originally been preache ın
the Stiftskirche in übingen, the town'’s maın parish church but also the University
Church, attended Dy the students. In eneral the preachers wWeIec the Professors of
eology of the University ofübingen, who werTe also responsible for minıstry at the
Stiftskirche,‘ although the published SETINONS werTe reconstructed from NOTtes taken Dy
TUS1uUs anı his students. ()ver period of nearly (he Wäas Professor for
ree In übingen from 1559 until 1607, appointed also Professor of Rhetoric

TUSI1US made no the SCI 1110115 preache ın the Stiftskirche.“ In the
preface earlier collection of catechetical CIIMMNONS, (ivitas coelestis,” C rusius
explained that he shared the task of recording erIINON\NS with his students, SOMINE of
whom took notes ın atın an others in German, the anguage 1n 1C the SCTINONS

were preached. TIhose taking notes ın German, he thought, benefitted from the
opportunity gaın SOINE understanding of “German eloquence , 16 Was not
otherwise part of the curriculum. TUuSsius himself took NO iın his favourite anguage

WNI1ch, he wTrote, 1S “ tO delight” Greek.1©0 From these NOTes TUSIUS produce
the published SCIINOIN in both Latın an! Greek.*'

Century ournal (1994), 8541-8951, here 846 Ihe Große Kirchenordnung 15 ambiguous whether
it Wäas the Gospel text the explication itself which Was to be iın Greek atın, but In the atın
schools, both WeIiC probably the Case.

Sabine Holtz describes this arrangement and ıts further development during the seventeenth
CenturYy. Sabine Holtz, Theologie un! Alltag: Lehre und Leben 1n den Predigten der Tübinger
Theologen 0-1 Tübingen 1993, 16—-20 For account of who held these roles during this
period SCC 178 below.

It 15 from the extant volumes of Crusius’ diary that he normally attended church
Sundays, Thursdays, an ther feast days, and he generally recorded OCCaS10ONs when he Was unable

do Ihus January 1596, he noted: “maiore frigore. Coactus SUuMm OM1 INanNneIC, ut
COoONCclones 1O: audirem: quoniam heri I1L1Laillec coepit COIDUS mihi UubD. sSinıstram dolere: ut

erigere flectere sine cruclatu 110  — possim. BYy Thursday it Was stil] OO cold for him fOo
church: M NeC die Domen1co, 1ta HE hodie, concionibus interfui: frigori 11O1I11 audens INEUM dolorem
committere” See 1arıum Martiniı Grusit, ed. by Wilhelm Göz/Ernst Conrad, vol 6-1
Tübingen 1927, 18{£. On ther OCCaS10ONSsS, the cold church made ıt impossible for him take nNnotes

during the servıce, and he wrote them afterwards. Ihus Sunday 1:5 February 1596, he
commented: “Concionum SULTIL1IL1LAaIN domi Graece notau: qula nondum INECUIN

In Templo ad scribendum flectere commode: et iın frigore scabiosae, OUX EU PEPOVTAL. See
1arium Martini GCrusil, vol.

(.ivitas coelestis, seCeu catecheticae CONCLIONES, first published in Tübingen in 1578, with much
expanded version appearıng ın 1588

Crusius, (ivitas Coelestis (ef fn A3 w  Facit idem hoc studiosa 1luuentus: sed
partim, SCII1OIL1LC Latine: alij populari linguae, qUuUa habentur: idque FeECTE; mihi quidem videtur: qQUO
scilicet qula Concionatores futuri sunt: CU) multiplici plarum optimarum cogniıtione, simul
et1am (‚jermanicam eloquentiam, UUa huilus seculi Theologi plurimum pollent, imbibant: posteaque
eodem modo 1psi qUOQUC alios diserte perpiscueque docere pofßint. Mihi VeIO, qula 11O  - modo Latinos,
sed TaeCOos et1am scriptores, 1n hac Academia, PTO INeCca mediocritate 1lam multos explico:
Graece ın templo scribendi Conciones consuetudo est: quod lingua, deliciae INeae sint.  A

11 OoOme of the SCTINONS included 1n Corona nnı wWeIc also published separately 1n German.
Comparison of these with the versions included ın (‚orona NN has not yet een possible; ıt may well
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Crusius’ choice of ree anı atın for the published SCTITI11O115S5 reflected nNnOoTt only
his personal love of the Greek anguage, but also the fact that this work Was in part
intended contribution ecumenical endeavour. During the anı S,
Crusius Was closely involved in the theological discussions between the Württemberg
theologians an the Patriarch of Constantinople, *“ Aan! translated aCco Heerbrand’s
Compendium Theologiae into ree ogether with ree translation of the
Confessio Augustana this Was sent the Tee theologians in order demonstrate
the gospel truth of the Lutheran faith.*° (rus1us had compiled his Hirst collection of
SCTINONS, the catechetical (‚iviıtas Coelesti, In part contribution these discus-
sions.* Although by 1602, when he Was writing the prefaces for the C(‚orona annl, the
correspondence with Constantinople lay enty in the past, Crusius nonethe-
less presented the C(‚orona Annı urther attempt upport the ree church In
its resistance the Turks and demonstrate the strengths of evangelical preaching.
Ihe uUuse of Latın an Tee. for the of the SEr ONS Was intended in part make
the gospel insights of the Tübingen theologians the l  brea of Christ: accessible
beyond the linguistic boundaries of the German-speaking ands, “t0 kurope and
indeed the whole world?”* However, Crusius’ decision COM1DOSC his dedicatory

instructive 1ın assessing Crusius’ SCIINOINL summarı1es, although it MUST be assumed that I1Lalıy of
the individually published (Jerman SETINONS will Iso ave een produced from notes taken by listeners.

Crusius published documents relating {O this encounter 1n cta scr1ipta theologorum
Wirtembergensium, Patriarchae Constantinopolitani Hieremtae: QUAE utriıque ab ANNO

DDEXSXCVA: ad de Augustana Confessione inter miserunt, Wittenberg
1584 The exchange has een examined Dy Dorothea Wendebourg, Reformation un!: Orthodoxie. Der
ökumenische Briefwechsel zwischen der Leitung der W ürttembergischen Kirche un! Patriarch
Jerem1as IL VO  e Konstantinopel In den Jahren 3-15 Göttingen 1986; SCc«C Iso George Mas-
tranton1s, Augsburg and Constantinople: Ihe Correspondence between the Tübingen Theologians
and Patriarch Jeremiah of Constantinople the Augsburg Confession, Brookline MA) 1982, and
Constantine Tsirpanlis, TIhe historical an ecumenical significance of Jerem1as II's correspondence
ith the Lutherans (1573-1581), Kingston NY) 1982

TIhe Confessio Augustana Was originally translated into Greek bDy Paul Dolscius, but the
translation exX1sts only ın form revised by Philip Melanchthon. FOor discussion of the strengths
an weakness of the translation and ıts role 1n the encounter with the Greek church, SCC Wendebourg,
Reformation und Orthodoxie (cf fn. 11), 1551762

( .rus1us lists the etters exchanged ith Constantinople an the sent the theologians
there in his preface tOo the second volume of Corona NNAU vol H} - Ihe Greek translation of
Heerbrand’s work 15 mentioned Dassım by Holtz, Theologie un Alltag (cf fn 7)s uke August of
aXONY, whom Heerbrand had dedicated his Compendium Theologiae, bestowed Thaler
Crusilus for the translation, which, he said, ould :  not only be VE seful tOo the people in

Germany who study theology, but would Iso ear fruit ın foreign nations” “Das nicht allein der
Jugend In Teudschlandt Theologiam studieren sehr dienstlich: sondern uch bei frembden
Natıonen je] frucht schaffen.‘ See (‚orona nn (1ij —. Oddly, Wendebourg, Reformation und
Orthodoxie (cf fn 11) only discusses the TrTee translation of the Confessio ugustanag, and oe€es nNOtT
SCCINH know of TUSiIUS’ translation of Heerband’s theological compendium; although che mentions
that TUSIUS had published the (‚ivitas Coelestis anı the C orona Annı, she oes not connect them
the negotlat1ons with the Greeks.

Corona nn vol 111} “Habet nOostra Tybingae Theologos, Doctores Ecclesiasticos de
caeter1s aliarum sclientiarum Professionum praestantif$imis VIr1S nıhil lam dicam |) , quales dum
GERMANIA, 1psa qQqUOQUC Europa, 1M0 unıversus UnNnCcC Orbis, VIX habet. Illis CU)

Sacros ın Ecclesia distribuendos dederit.
ZKG 123, Band 2012-2/3
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epistles in Latın ould uggest that he did nOot really expect his maın audience be
the Greeks

TUS1US also explained in his edicatory epistles that his choice of dedicatees the
Elector of aXONY, Christian 11; who had recently reached his maJority, an Y1S-
tian s VOUNSCI brothers Johann eorg an ugust, with honourable mention of their
mother Sophie VOIN Brandenburg an their sister Sophie ogether with the fact that
the work Was eing printed in Wittenberg, werTe intended demonstrate that the
heology contained within it Was properly orthodox (in the Lutheran sense). ©
Crusius’ Corona annnı thus claimed the authority of Luther’s Wittenberg, an! with
1t mantle of rthodox Lutheran theology, for übingen an ıts theologians:
Lutheran Orthodoxy WOU become the description which that university' s heology
would en]JOoy for much of the seventeenth centurYy. More mundanely, TUS1US also
hought ıt useful for students an preachers to ave aACcCcess5 sSseTMMONS Dy those
praestantifßimi Virı, Tübingen's Professors of Theology, which they could uUuse

inform their OW preaching. 10 that extent his work, despite its choice of languages,
Was indeed pOos ouUg. they preache iın German, pastors who had studied al
the University of übingen, 16 ncluded MOST of those who ministered iın

Württemberg, ““ would ave received virtually their entire education 1ın Latın an!
mınımMuUum of S1X of Greek.}®$ atın an ree werTe the languages of the elite, in
the late sixteenth an! early seventeenth centurIies, this WAäs, therefore, elite
16 the maJority of Württemberg’s pastors elonged.

Of the 51847 difterent SETINONS collected in the C(‚orona Annl, the vast majJorIı1ty, 458
(838 %), werIre preache between 1573 an 1586 Ihe highest number of SETINONS

from AalLYy ONe YCal Was represented by collection of SCTITI1NOIMNS from 1583; al least
SETINONS WEeIC included from each of the 157/8,; 1581, 1582 anı 1585° the

1584 anı 1586 each supplied mınımum of twelve Most of these
WeTe preache iın the Stiftskirche übingen, although TUuS1uUSs also includes L[WO of

For instance Corona NNAL )(4': “Excusum INNE est VVI CEXCUSUIN est in
ofhcina Seelfischiana vrbis Academiae nobilissimae VVITEMBERGAL: ubi in1ıt1o ante
LXXOCHT: Verbum Del, sincera religio Del, mirabili misericordia beneficio Del, pCI Virum,

per virum Spiritu fortitudine Del plenum: impudentibus
figmentis humanis, Idolomania horrenda, tenebris Pontificijs Crass1ssım1s: quibus ubique
errarum involuta obruta Jacuerat: In clarissiımam laetissiımamque lucem reducta fuit.

Tolley observes that by 1550, “more than percent of | Württemberg’s| clergy WeEeIC former
stipend holders of the Tübingen i an that {rom 1581 1621 the Tübingen clergy WeIC

predominantly, an the Tutlingen clergy almost exclusively, of Württemberg origin.' TIhose Orn
outside Württemberg had all studied in Tübingen. Bruce Tolley, Pastors parishioners in

Württemberg during the ate Reformation: 1-1 Stanford 1995, 10f£.
For the curriculum iın Württemberg schools,;, SSr Methuen, decuring the Reformation (cf fn

845-848
Crusius recorded that three of these SCTINOINS had een preached twice, that when looking at

dates and at preachers, the total number of Sermons preached 1s 521 It 1s not possible know
whether these double dates cshow that identical sermnon Was preached twice by the Samnle preacher

whether TUS1US took the decision tO synthesise (perhaps VC similar) sSseEeTINONS Dy the Samnle

PCIrSON the sSamne text.
Ihe numbers of SCII11OI1S from each of these ATe: 1573 FZe 1574 12; 1575 17 1576 19;

ST 23 1578 44:; 1579 29; 1580 20; 1581 50; 1582 4/; 1583 8S0O; 1584 38; 1585 35 1586
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his OW) 'house meditations” and few erm1015s preache elsewhere. Ihe remainıng
12% of the sSerTINONS contained in Crusius’ work WeICcC made of SETINONS dating
from 1529 1572 including eleven preache Dy Crusius’ father, another Martın,
between 1529 an:‘ 1553 In “Noriberga (apparently Nuremberg, although Martin
(rUuSs1ius sen1o0r had in fact moved from there before 1529) < three SCIINOINS from
E ONe undated SCIINLOINL ascribed to Al Saints; ser1les of synoptic aCCOUN of
the passıon of Christ, synthesising all four ospels; ife of Martın Luther, probably
written Dy Crusl1us; an undated SeTINON attributed Luther himself the
OCCaslon of the dedication of church.** Ihe overwhelming maJjority of the SCITI110115

represented in the collection 433, 83% Was constituted Dy those preache by
Tübingen’s theologians: Andreae, first ordinarius 1n heology, chancellor of the
unıversı an ducal advisor from 1562 until his ea 1n 1590 (76 sermons);
Heerbrand, second ordinarius in heology, rst superintendent of Tübingen's Stift,
an ean of the Stiftskirche from 1556 ntil 1590, anı subsequently rst ordinarius
until 1599 107 sermons); TIheodore chneppf, ird ordinarius in Theology from
1557 until his eg 1ın 1586 165 sermons); Johannes renz the yOUNSCHI, exIra-
ordinarius 1n theology and second superintendent of the Stift from 1562 until 1590
an then 1Tr| ordinarius until 1591 1592, when he became the of the
Klosterschule 1n Hırsau (22 sermons); Johannes Vesembeck, supernumerarıus from
1576 until 1579 (9 sermons); Stephan Gerlach, supernumerarius from 1580 until
1587, an subsequently 1rı ordinarius until 1590 anı second ordinarius until his
ex 1n 1612 (45 sermons); an Johannes eorg igwart, supernumerarıus from
1576 ntil 1590, subsequently extraordinarius until 1612 an ird ordinarius until
1618 (9 sermons  )‘23 Ihe collection therefore offers the researcher remarkabl dense
sample of the regular congregational preaching offered ın this late sixteenth-century
Lutheran town

21 For the life ofınC(rusius sen10r, sCeEC Weyermann, Nachrichten VOIl Gelehrten (cf fn. vol.
K

Luther’s SCITINOIN 15 for the dedication of church; it 15 the Samnle text (Luke 19) Aa the three
sermons by dedication SETINONS by Luther found in the 1ın atın 670-674; 1527. ın
atın JO  D 50/-514; In (erman 1  D 496-—-507), but 15 not identical with any of them.

For the holders of the Tübingen professorships iın theology, RE Holtz, Theologie un: Alltag
(cf fn. 7 9 282{£. and COINDAIC Charlotte Methuen, Kepler's Tübingen: Stimulus Theological
Mathematics, Aldershot 1998, Z both drawing TNS! Conrad, DIie Lehrstühle der Universita:
Tübingen und ihre Inhaber 7-1 Tübingen 1960 (all of whom uUuScC the German form of
eodore Schneppf’s all! Dietrich). dates the end of Heerbrand’s position fiırst ordinarius

1L605, but SINCE he died ın 1600 this cannot be correct.
Ihe density 15 by Comparıson with the sSserTINONS used by Holtz in her study of

preaching in Tübingen between 1550 an 1750. Holtz asserts that for this period of twO hundred
Ya  > liegen für den Untersuchungszeitraum rund 1000 Predigten VOFr.  P 'Ihis figure includes
Leichenpredigten, but iıt Oes not include the SCITINONMNS reproduced by C(rusius 1ın Corona annt, of
the existence of which be UuNaware. Around 150 of the sSeTINONS considered by Haoltz
fall ın the period —1 and SOIILLC of these are probably Iso be found 1n rusius’ work,
although ıt has not yet een possible check this. The first edition of Crusius’ Civitas coelestis
includes further twenty-five undated catechetical SCTINONS, of which 15 were preached by eodore
Schneppf, four Dy Jacob Andreae, the Chancellor of the University, by Johannes Dachtler, by
Jacob Heerbrand, an ONe each by Aegidius UnNn1us an Johannes Liebler. The expanded 1588
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I1 Preaching the church YCal übingen

übingen Was university [OWN. Attendance al the Stiftskirche Was expected of
students, although for SOMNIEC of the townspeople this Wäas also their parish church.
We ave WaYy of owing how ManYy 0CCa people attended the Stiftskirche, an
how Man y went the other parish churches iın the LOWN. Württemberg's To  e
Kirchenordnung (1559) ald OWnNn that sSEeTINONS be preached Sundays
and feastdays,“” an that these days the people uld attend the SEeTINON an
the distribution of the holy sacrament ”° Crusius’ diary indicates that this Was indeed
normal practice iın the Stiftskirche.“‘ Ihe Corona annnı suggests that SErTINON Was

given the gospel äl the unday morning service and the epistle in the even1ıng
servıce, Vespers. Ihere were exceptions: al Pentecost 1596 TUSI1US (in accordance
with the instructions of the ro  € Kirchenordnung)“® records hearing morning
sermon Acts 229 HIls diary cshows that there Was also regular preaching
Thursdays, ”® sometimes epistle (perhaps read continuously) e but probably
also from the Old Testament. 'Ihere werTe also L[WO sermons feast days,

edition included additional dated SCIINONNS, but OIMIC of which had een preached ONE of the
maJor festivals. Of these, five each WeIcCc preached Dy eodore Schnepf, Jacob Heerbrand and Jacob
Andreae: four Dy Christoph Staehelin, three Dy Stephan Gerlach and OIlC Dy Johannes Brenz:; all WeIiICc

preached between 1563 and 1556. Allowing for the possibility of SOINC duplication, taken together
Crusius’ collections thus ffer aACccess5 approximately 4/5 SEIINOINS preached Tübingen between 1573
and 1586, including SOMEC by preachers from whom other printed SCIINOINS SCCIH have survived.
Schneppf, for instance, 15 well represented iın Crusius collections ith around 170 SCITINOMNS, but Holtz
lists SCIINOINS by him ın her bibliography, and ther than funeral address,; German of his
sSEeTINONS apPCal be extant.

Große Kirchenordnung (cf fn 5), Ixxxix”-xc".
Große Kirchenordnung (cf fn Ixxxvii..
On Sundays, ('rusius regularly recorded: “conciones in Templo SraCCcE scripsi” (Sunday r

anuary “duas CcConclones (ıraece excepi” (Sunday 8 July “duas conclones Graece

scripsi” (Sunday September See 1arıum Martinı Crusi (cf fn. 8);, vol 5 129, 195 He
seldom gaVC alıy indication the scriptural Unfortunately the volumes of his diary for
the eaTrs from which the serTINONS iın Corona NNAL AL drawn ATeE not extant.

Große Kirchenordnung (cf In 5); “ Auft den Pfingstag VNN! elertag hernach soll InNnan

das ander Capitel iın Actis Apostolicis predigen.
1arıum Martıinı Crusii (cf fn. 8), vol. 101
TIhe Große Kirchenordnung ald down that there should be regular preaching L[WO days each

week iın OWNS and HI day each week 1n villages. See Große Kirchenordnung (cf fn C
Presumably the “  alle Wochen ZwWEeIl Tag  n Was held include the Sunday preaching.

41 For example, in spring 1596, chapters an of Paul’s Epistle the Romans SCECINMN toO ave een
the subject of the Thursday sSEeTINONS. TUS1IUS records: &S:  Tlanu. Die Iovis] Concionem Rom
parocho siguardo (Giraece Scripsi. “Apl'll DIie OVIS Concionem Parochi Siguardi, Rom.
Graece exipio. “Apnl Die Oovis] Concionem Rom Graece scripsi. Zarıum Martıinı Crusii (cf
fn. vol. 10, P 78.) C(rusius ses planetary symbols identify the weekdays; however, the key
given by the ditors of his diary confuses the symbols for Jupiter and Mars. See Z1arıum Martinı
Crusii (cf fn. vol. And thus makes Tuesday the 1es Jovıs an Thursday the 1es 11 (they
should be the other WaYy round). In addition, the edited text sometimes incorrectly ses the symbol for
Venus instead of the symbol for ercury identify Wednesday. TIhese mistakes ave een silently
corrected ın quotations from Crusius’ diary.
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when comMmMmMUnNlonN also to ave been celebrated.“ Ihe composiıtion of the
(‚orona annnı SU: that the set gospel often formed the basis for regular
preaching. It includes Ja SCITINONS from the ospels 75 Matthew,

Mark, Luke, an! an 134 the Epistles, the of 1C|
WeIcCc preached drawn from Romans (21); Corinthians 23

Corinthians (10), Galatians (11); Ephesians 215 Philippians (8) an! Colossians (6)
SCII1NOINS from Acts an from Revelation completed the sSeTINONS

New Testament Almost all these sSserTIMNONS WeICcC indeed ase: the
lectionary per1ıcopes, that the choice of reading, whether Gospel Epistle, Was

1a(011 the preacher’s.”” serles of sSseTINONS the passıon an: the resurrection
complete the preaching the New Testament.“*

Sermons the Old JTestament SCCI1I ave been less frequent. Crusius nCclude:
in the Corona Annnı Just SEeTINONS ase‘ Old Testament PassapcS, an urther
S1X the Apocrypha He presented these SCIINOINS in such WaY underline
Christological interpretation of Old Testament passagcs, entitling these sectlions of
his work “Predictions of the comıng of the Messiah chiefly from the Old Testament“”
an “Predictions of the Passıon chiefly from the Old Testament” an “"The ‚U[r-

rection in the Old Testament“”. With the exception of SeTINON the Lucan

Ihis Was 1n accordance with the instruction of the Große Kirchenordnung, Ixxxvii. CX cited In
fn 40), and contradicts Hermelink, who that cOommuUN10oN Was be celebrated four times
each VCAarT. See Hermelink, Geschichte der evangelischen Kirche (cf fn. 335 /5

Preaching 12 November SA Heerbrand explicitly ommented his decision not

preach the Passasc set for the day, the aCcCCount of the healing of the ith haemorrhage
and the raisıng of Jairus’ daughter, but come‘ which had recently appeared In the night sky. This
Was justified, he said, because 1n the come God had sent different preacher for that Sunday:
“Explicandum Sane MNUIC erat ad utilitatem aNımı1s nostrIis, pulcherrimum hoc Euangelium: 1ın JUO est
historia filiae lairl, filuentis sanguine mulieris. Nunc VCIO, alium nobis PrFraccONCIN in coelo tatuıt
Deus: hunc recens apparentem horribilem Cometam de UJUO UNC verba faciemus.” Corona nNAL
Z In this Case (GGerman version of the SCITINOIN 15 Iso extant „Ich solte letzo geliebte 1mM Herren
Christo twas nnd predigen VO  — dem heutigen Euangelio ın wo“ lchem VNS ZWCY scho“ne
vnnd herrliche Wunderwerck VI1SCIS Herren Jhesu Christi werden fu rgehalten eines VO  — dem
arbeitseligen Weiblin wolches zwolf Jar Jang eın beschwerliche Kranckheit gehabt darauff jr uch
alle Jr aab VN! Gut vnd Jr doch VO  - keinem Artzet mocht geholffen werden. ber der
Herr Christus als S1e jme auß Glauben selnes Kleides aum anrurret macht s1e alsbald gesund. [)as
ander VO  e} de{fß Obersten der Schülen mıiıt Jaırus Tocchterlin wolches der Herr Jesus
Christus als schon gestorben VO  — dem Tod als aufß$ einem sieffen üssen| schlaff erwotcket /
dadurch se1in Allmacht vnd den ellenden VN! betru hten 1mM auften / se1n leutseligkeit /
gnad gurte barmhertzigkeit vnnd hulff ın allerley Beschwerden Creutz vnd leiden erzeiget.
Wolches disen ku‘ümmerlichen eıitten nnd geschwinden Leuftfen/ Salız tro“stlich damit WITr
ehrnen vnd w1lssen WEeIN WIT zuflucht ın a”ngsten vnd no“tten haben sollen. SO hat uns

ber der Allma”chtig nnd gerechte ‚ ott eın andern Prediger diser erwecket vnd auft eın sehr
hohe Cantzel den Himmel auffgestellet Nemlich das erschrockenlich grofß un! grewlich
Wunderzeichen Himmel den ometen der WI1IeEe INans nennet / den Pfawenschwanz dardurch

der gantzen Welt eın andere Predig thut unnd Chelt den WITr sollen anschawen nnd ho“ren
Was unl predige.” (Jakob Heerbrand, Ein Predig Von dem erschrockenlichen Wunderzeichen
Himel dem Cometen der Pfawenschwantz, [ Tübingen 1—2.) Even CUrSOTY
Comparıson of the exXts reveals the extent which Crusius has summarised Heerbrand’s words.
For 1LLLOTC detailed discussion of Heerbrand’s SCITINLOIN, sCcECe Methuen, Kepler's Tübingen (Gf fn. 23),
132136

The preaching of Holy Week and Easter will be considered 1ın larger study of C(‚orona NN
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genealogy1C| TUS1US somewhat surprisingly dates ugus 1584, those in the
first SEEIN ave been preache during Advent; SOINlC of the predictions of the
passıon anı resurrection werTe preache in Lent, an! others iın Advent. nsurprI1s-
ingly, gıven Crusius’ (and perhaps also the preachers’ unashamedly Christological
interes in the Old Testament, Isaiah and the Psalms WeIC the most frequent
chosen, with SETINONS the former anı the latter. Isaiah ave
been popular text in Advent an! also al New ear. Ihe remainıng SECETINONS nclude
four GGerman ymns Kee of which werTe preache by Iheodore chnepp al

major festivals: “FEin Kindlein lobiglich” at Christmas 1583 “Christus 15 erstanden”
at EKaster 1573 an “Nun bitten WITFr den Heiligen Geist” al Pentecost 1579, the fourth,

the hymn “Mitten WIT 1m Leben sSind” aDDCAaIS be ddress gıven at the nNner‘:
of Crusius’ rst wife in an three events 1n the natural world all preache
by aCco Heerbrand, the l0ss of vineyards to frost in April 1576, the come of
November ISAL an the effects of STLOrmM in June rusius’ selection of
SCETINOINS thus reveal SOINEC of the particular approaches an! of individual
preachers: Schneppfs use of popular ymns, for example, Heerbrand’s interes in
the WdY that God speaks through the natural wOTrI1d, (as will be SCECI1 below) aCco
Andreae’s interes in the place an role of Ihe juxtaposition of SETINOINS Dy
different preachers the Samnlle text 'Venl of SCIINOINS by the S\adIlle preacher the
Samllle text makes it possible identify differences in emphasis ell COINIMNON

themes _”
As published, the 1110115 aTre NOTt particularly long in atın their lengths aN$s!

between SO0 an 1200 words. However, 1t 15 clear from Crusius’ preface to the second
volume that the sSeTINONS preache mMUust ave been considerably longer. Appa-
rently responding criticısm, TUS1US denied that what he 15 offering dIiC &f g_
ments”; rather, he had sought present ın textual form an therefore without the
need for repetition the central truths offered Dy Tübingen s preachers.”® He noted
the posıtıve reception of his (‚ivitas coelestis, 1ın 1C he had applied the Samne

technique, reporting that the work had been used in Tübingen s Pädagogium.”” He

Attention tOo difterence an the possibility of historical development dIC somewhat Jacking in
Holtz’'s otherwise excellent study, iın that che presents the ontent of SCTIIHNONMNS without payıng much
if alıy attention the date they werTe preached. Given that she 15 considering SETINONS from period
spanning [WO hundred 5 from 1550 tOo EZL30; this methodology 15 1n danger of yielding
somewhat a-historical homogenisation of attitudes ACTOSS the period.

(‚orona NNAL y “Fragmenta: respectu conclonum prolixarum, ESSC concedo: respectu VeTIO

SUl1 1psarum, fragmenta eESsSS«C NCBO. Fragmenta na[m]que (proprie accepta voce) 110  - cohaerent inter
SC; sed res disiectae sunt. Unaquaeque ero harum CONCIONUM, habet 110  - disiectas LCS, sed partes
inter (Oratorie cohaerentes. nes Uun1iculque CONC1ION1, primo Exordium: deinde Propositio, aut
Partitio: tu:  3 diligens proposition1s, membrorum|[q]ue partıt1on1s singulorum, explicatio, solida
1VINUus scr1ptis (testimoniis fideliter ad verbis recitatis) confirmatio. Quod S1IC quid in prima lextus
declaratione 110  — est: id ın altera,; aut ertla, CONCIO reperitur. Refutantur illa, qUaC aliquis Haereticus
obiecit, aut obiicere potest. Concluduntur demum demum Oomn1a Epilogo TEeVI: ets1 Uunc »
studio brevitatis OM1 quod 1PS1S 1n confirmatione tractatıs rebus, haud difhcile sıt, vel mediocriter
docto, Epilogum attexere.

C(‚orona nn (v': “Na[m]que S1 INeCAaC coelestis civıtatıs conclones relecta 110  — sunt: sed ea

laudem invenerunt: ut 1uxta summ 1ı et1am Attıicı Oratorı1s oratıones, ın Pedagogio Tybing. 1uventutı
explicentur (ut in praefatione prımı Tomıi dictum est) 110  —_ possunt HC hae Oronae Annı conclones,
QUaeE 10  - lio modo, L1CC celerius, QUaLI illae Catechistica conclones, perscriptae sunt, FeJicL:
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conceded that it Was indeed the asec that these werTe nNnOTt the SETINONS preache
an eard; instead they wWeTIieCc intended be read an! tudied. closer comparıson of
extant German with Crusius’ atın an Tree vers1ons will be revealing ASs his
approach, an will demonstrate the extent which TUuSs1us imposed his OW ideals of
content an SITUCGCEUTE: theology and rhetoric what he Was hearing.”“ However, ıt
MUust be borne 1n mind that the extant printed vers10ons of INaly, if NOT MmMOST,
sixteenth-century sSerTINONS whether iın the vernacular iın atın WeIc —-

structed from the of their listeners, the SAalllc cCaveatlt must appIy, 'Vell if the
PTOCCS of redaction 15 NOoTt always acknowledged openly it 15 Dy TUSI1US.

As WOU. be expected In work of this kind, the sermons collected in C‚orona annnı
WEeIC rdered according the ecclesiastica YCal. Volume covered the period from
Advent through Lent, with strong focus the preaching at Christmas, New ear
(an indication that New ear Was held fall anuary), ‚p1phany, an! Lenten

penitential discipline. Volume covered Palm Sunday, Holy Week (including
SETINONS for Maundy TIhursday, Good Friday, Holy aturday, Easter Sunday, kaster
Monday an Easter Tuesday; TUS1US also offered unifled passıon narratıve synthe-
S1SINZ the ACCOUNTS of all four gospels), ntil the Sunday after Ascensiıion. Volume
covered Pentecost the end of the ecclesiastical YCAL, including the twenty-five
possible Sundays after Trinity. Ihe final volume ncluded SETI1N1O0OI115 for festivals an
feast days, MOST but nOot all of which aTre 1DU11Ca. those that WEeIC not NCIude: the
assumption of Mary (for 1C TUS1IUS ncluded what be the SCTINOIN

preache at the uneral ofhis rst wife iın All Saints, an the feasts of ST Martın
(featuring ife of Martıiın Luther) an: St Catherine (including EITINOINS virginı
anı the funeral SETINONMN for Crusius’ second wife, Catherine, iın 1566).””

At first sight, the structure of the C(‚orona Aannı SUu: cycle of preaching tightly
governed by the lectionary an! by educed but still quite set of feast days,
including number that WeIC not aid OWN Württemberg's 1559 To Kirchenord-
40  nuUnNg. However, closer ook at the dates when SOINEC of the SCITINOIMNS weTe preached

This has NOT yet een possible, but that such comparıson Call be expected yield interesting
results 15 evident from the from the beginning of Heerbrand’s SCIINOIN the cCome‘
discussed ın footnote 33 above.

Crusius’ ist of festivals and saints’ days marks St Andrew (30 November), ST Ihomas (21
December), St Stephen (26 December), St John the Evangelist (27 December), the conversion of Paul
(25 January), the purification of Mary (2 February), St Matthew Matthias the Apostle (24
February), the annunclation Mary (25 March), Philip and James May), St John the Baptist
(24 June), eier an! Paul (29 June), the visıtatiıon of Mary (29 August), St Mary Magdalene (22
July), St James 25 July), St Laurence (10 August), the assumption of Mary (15 August), St
Bartholomew (24 August), St Matthew the Evangelist (21 September), St Michael (29 September),

Simon anı Jude (28 October), Saints November), St 1ın (11 November) anı S{
Catherine (unspecified).

Ihe Große Kirchenordnung instructed that the Fetiertage, the people cshould “bestimpte zeıt
WISse die Predig VN! die aufßstheilung der heiligen Sacrament zübesüchen Und die gemeinen
Weltlichen Recht zu beweisung ihres gehorsamen Diensts Christo dem SOn (Gjottes und seiner
Kirchen.“ Ihe Feiertage comprised: “ AIl Sonntag. Der ristag. Der nacchst Tag darnach. Der Jars
tag. Der o berst Epiphanias genannt. Der m dem na°’chsten darnach. Die Himmelfahrt
Chhristi. Der Pfingstag samt volgendem onntags. DIie Liechtme{fß Purificationis Marılae. Verkündi-
gung Mariae genannt Annuncıilationi1s. Aller Aposteln tag. Joannıs Baptiste.‘ Große Kirchenordnung,
Ixxxvii".
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reveals that in SOINEC TUS1uUs Was imposing liturgical calendar which did not 1n
fact reflect the practice of the Stiftskirche. FOor instance, five of the ven

SerMmOI11>s collected for ST Bartholomew's Day werTe indeed preached August (in
1566, 157 1574 1580, an the remainıng weIc preached May 1568
and JAl December 15/0; TUS1US has SIMPIY assigned them St Bartholomew,.
However, in this dsSCc iıt 15 clear from Crusius’ diary that the general rule Was for

sermons be preached August, indicating that 1t Was considered feast

day.  4l It Can therefore be concluded that St Bartholomew continued be marked In

übingen.
TIhe saints’ days which WeICcC preserved weTIie generally those of the apostles the

Marıan festivals which elated specifically Christ. Ihus the dates which the
relevant SermOonNs In the Corona annı werTITe actually preache 1MpILYy that the ifts-
kirche Was keeping the days of St Andrew, St Ihomas, St Stephen, St ohn the

Evangelist, the conversion of Paul,;, the purification of Mary albeit with Strong focus
the presentation of Christ), St Matthias the Apostle, the annunclatıon Mary, 65

1p an ames, ST John the Baptist, Peter an Paul,; St James, ST Bartholomew,
Matthew the Evangelist, Simon anı Jude, an! possibly ST Michael.“* In contrast,
whilst TUS1US included the heading “In festo visıtationis Martae semper virginis , an
OIlEC sSsermon preached this theme by aCco Andreae Wäas indeed given that feast

day, ugus 1563 the remailnıng four, although expounding the Samnle gospel, WeIcCc

preached Ar other times of the YCAaL, suggesting that the visıtatiıon Was longer eing
kept.” Similarly, NOMNC of the three SerTINONSs gathered under the heading “In festo
Marıae Magdalenae” Was preached uly, although of them were the
relevant pPassasC, Luk:  m 736507 'Ihe feast of Mary Magdalene Was longer eing
bserved. Neither, it WEeIC St Laurence’s Day,  45 the assumption of Mary,“

4 1 Crusius explicitly commented his attendance at transcrıption of SECETITINOINS for St
Bartholomew.. Day ın 1598, 1599, 1602, 1603 and 1604 1arıum Martınıi Crusii (cf fn 8), vol. 98,
3368 473, 623, 738 He Iso transcribed SerMmM1ONs, indicating feast day, Uugus 1ın 1596
anı 1600 1arıum Martin i Crusii vol. 165; 14/. On ugus 1597, Wednesday, he recorded
that his wife Was given communilon at ome the afternoon by the deacon, and that he transcribed
ONe SCTINOIL, possibly 1n church In the even1ıng. See 1arıum Martıinı C(.rusi vol 385; this Was his
third wife, Catherine Vetscher, who tO ave died 1n 1599 He Iso recorded hearing SeTINON at

VESPECIS ugus! 1ın 1601 (a Monday). See 1arıum Martını1 Crusi vol 324;, 473 this
that St Bartholomew'’s Day Was being kept feast day In Tübingen.

42 Only out of the O1 SEeTINOINS included by (‚rus1us under the heading St Michael weTItc

preached September, but ONMNEC Was preached September. In his diary, however, although he
made entries for September in CVEILIY ycar from 1597 1602, (rusius only records OIlC SCIINOIN

this day, at VESDECIS Saturday September 1599, when he explicitly the day i MI1-
chaelis“. See 1arıum Martinı Grusi (cf fn 8), vol. 367/.

43 Jacob Andreae also preached Luke 412-445 12 September 1563 anı 1/ October
1563; the encounter between Mary and Elizabeth Was apparently theme which interested him that
autumn. 'Ihe fourth sermon Wäas preached by Jacob Heerbrand July 1578

'Ihese WeIC both preached by Jacob Andreae ın 1569, April an May. TIhe third Was

preached by Johannes eorg Sigwart Proverbs 31 unspecified date 1n 1586
( the SETINONMNS listed under St Laurence (10 August), OIlC Was preached 27 January

1566, the other unspecified date in 1586
None of the four sermons collected under the ssumption Was preached 15 August; 1NOT do

they alnıy of them discuss the assumption of Mary. I1 wo by Christoph ermann, 10 February 1572
and by Jacob Andreae, June 1574 consider the account of Mary an Martha (Luke 0:38-42); in
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Al Saints’ Day Crusius’ diary indicate that he continued keep ST
Martin’'s Day privately with his family, but that 1t Wäas nNnOot church fostival %$ Ihe
heading “In die Catharinae” oes nOot specify which St Catherine 15 meant, but the
arbitrary collection of sSeTINONS SUu: that this LOO Was rusius’ invention.“”

In conclusion, Crusius’ list of saints’ days, particularly those involving Mary anı
other O  ‚9 does not entirely represent the reality of the liturgical calendar it Was

kept In übingen. Moreover, examınatıon of the dates C SCIINOMNS WeIC

actually preache cshows that there Was INOTE deviation from the Sunday lectionary
pericopes than rTusius’ ordering WOU. initially imply, although here TUSIUS has
made fewer adjustments. In the ase of the feasts an! festivals, the dates 1C
SCTINONS WEeIC preache demonstrates that the liturgical calendar of the Stiftskirche
Was much closer that ald down in the To Kirchenordnung than rusius’
eadings would uggest It 1S, however, also that TUS1IUS Was ST1L familiar
enough with the pre-Reformation calendar USsSeC it of categorising the
SCITIINONMNS he heard, particularly those relating Mary an:! biblical ACCOUNTS of

This INaYy indicate that the restriction of saints’ days the apostles anı
thus days celebrating the lives of inen Was felt Dy SOUOTILIC ave exclude:
traditional themes for preaching, particularly about WOI‘I’I€I'I.50

lengthy marginal ote the gospel PaAdsSdsC, C(Crusius appends ote Jerome’s VIeWS the location
of Mary's Corona ANN 758 TIhe third, by eodore Scheppf 19 July 1573 discusses the
“regina sapientia , Sirach ı Ihe fourth, dating from 17 ugus; 1561, Was given the burial of
Crusius’ first wife, Sybilla Rhoner.

Of the four SC1IT 1110115 included under AIl Saints, only wWerTe preached by Tübingen
theologians, both by Jacob Heerbrand, anı neither November. 'Ihe first of Heerbrand’s SCIINOINS,
from November FaZ3,; Was “de attributionibus beatitatis.” See Corona NN 339-—-343; the second,
“contra idola”, Was preached March 1584 In which he Aargucs that images of saınts be removed by
magıstrates, not by Zwinglians. Compare (‚orona NN 369ff. (rusius AaDPCaIs Uusec the rubric SC
Saints” fter hat he VIEeWS as CcCorrect understanding of saınts anı images.

45 Under the heading a die ep1iscop1l Martini; ' C’rusius includes SCII1NON the giving of Ims
preached by Johannes Dachtler L1 November 1585; the other teXT 15 not SCITINON but brief life of
artin Luther: “Additamentum, S1Ve corollarium, de Martıno Luthero: Apostolico Germanlae
V1SSIM1S temporibus octore” (Corona NN 73-374). St artin’'s Day Was Iso Crusius’ amne day
(although not his birthday, which Was 19 September). In his diary, Crusius records celebrating the
day with family riends ın 1597/ anı 1600 See Zarıum Martin1i C,rusi (cf fn vol 408; vol.
192 In 1598, he had a busy but worrying “die. artini” “Laboriosissimus mihi 1€e5. o vil
überlauffs, unkostens, Flaisch zukauftfen, Zimmerman zuzalen, Wescherin zalen, candelas kauftfen,
Iunckern und knecht haben. 1am Reihingae Vrbanum ettlich wochen: qula tarde huc rediüilt se1n
tischhaerr Waidelich. Morgen soll bei ihm 1m 8808 tisch anstehn. Es ist mI1r €ess abfraessens onnn

leuten aın aend. Ich kans nıt erschwingen.’ 1arıum Martinı Crusii vol. 132 In 1599, 14
November fell Sunday which [WO SCTINOMNS WeTE preached normal. 1arıum Martinı
Crusii vol 398 In 1602, 11 November fell Thursday and he records attending SETINON and
that SOINC of his riends wWwTOLTe eulogies the aine artın 1arıum Martinı Crusii vol. 509 In
1596, 1601 anı 1603, his diary entries for 11 November make mention of St Martin’s Day of
attendance at church, although 11 November 1596 Was Thursday and there would normally ave
een SCIINOIL See 1arıum Martiniı (EruSstii vol 239; vol. 360, 650

|wo of the five SCIT1110115 included under the heading “St Catherine” discuss virginity, OIlC 15
9  5 and the remaining Au uneral SC1I 1110115 for Crusius’ second wife, Catherine Vogler, an his
mother, Mary Magdalene Irumer. Crusius dates both these latter sSETINONS In November 1566, but
other SOUTITCES suggest that his mother died 1n 1560

C(rusius published several Oratiıons 1n the Bible and in history, which suggest that he
Was interested In the role of (O)rationes 3, de illustriss. foeminis tribus. Peri pammeteros
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111 Ihemes an: content

So what Was eing preache ın late sixteenth-century übingen (to rephrase the title
of Bernd Moeller’s eminal article)?”” Ihe ro Kirchenordnung ald down themes
for preaching through the church year;” larger study be examıne
the extent 1C these themes set the tone for preaching 1ın the Stiftskirche. initial
138  Y of the SCIINOIMNS collected In the C‚orona annı indicates SOINC frequent theo-
logical themes: the Eucharist, anı 1in particular the afırmation of Lutheran position

opposed Zwinglian posiıtion thus abelled OVver after Zwingli's
death); discussions of ımages anı who 15 responsible for removıng them: questions of
idolatry (including pilgrimages an: processions); reflections the church anı the
saınts; discussions vocatıon; anı SCIINOINS the role of preaching. Ihe preachers
werTe concerned with the family, including the role of the paterfamilias an the role of

in SCTINOIIN assigned Dy TUS1uUs the feast of Mary Magdalene, but actually
preache unknown ate in 15806, the PIODCI role of Was described
the basis of critical eading of Proverbs 31 Ihe structures of soclety WEeEIC

importan theme So LOO Was the eed bear one’s OWI) suffering Was treated
inevitable part of ife that needed nNnOot only theological explanation but also

encouragement.”” However, these sSseEeTINONS nclude relatively little directly doOoc-
trinal questi1ons such the nature of the Trinity Christology, ven Trinity
Sunday.”“ This initial SUMIMMNAaLY COI1ICUIS with Holtz’s conclusion that “the SCIINOIN of
Lutheran orthodoxy 15 merely dogmatic, purely apologetic, only
explanation of history, only interpretation of the 1ve environment anı its
experiences; it 1S nNnOot adequately described ın of social discipline indoctri-

»55natıon
There 15 still much discover from this collection about what Was eing preache

In ONeE late sixteenth-century GGerman TOWN. Ihe remainder of this offer
SOINEC initial observations about the VIEW of soclety that 15 eing put forward 1n these
SEeTINONS How did the preachers envisage the relationship between ICI an: (0)  E

Euas: De prima generI1s humani matre, Heva. De iidelium 1ın Dei SECNCIEC humano ecclesia,
foeminarum matre, ara. De infidelium Agarenorum, et 1urcarum matre, Agara (Tübingen

De Spec10Sa p1a Esthera,; Judaea, Persarum magnificentifßima regina, populi Dei conservatrıce
oratıo (Tübingen Orationes Udae UNd de Abigaila P altera de BathsaebaMartin Crusius’ Corona Anni  185  III. Themes and content  So what was being preached in late sixteenth-century Tübingen (to rephrase the title  of Bernd Moeller’s seminal article)?”* The Große Kirchenordnung laid down themes  for preaching through the church year;”” a larger study will be necessary to examine  the extent to which these themes set the tone for preaching in the Stiftskirche. A initial  survey of the sermons collected in the Corona anni indicates some frequent theo-  logical themes: the Eucharist, and in particular the affırmation of a Lutheran position  as opposed to a Zwinglian position (still thus labelled over fifty years after Zwingli’s  death); discussions of images and who is responsible for removing them; questions of  idolatry (including pilgrimages and processions); reflections on the church and the  saints; discussions on vocation; and sermons on the role of preaching. The preachers  were concerned with the family, including the role of the paterfamilias and the role of  women: in a sermon assigned by Crusius to the feast of Mary Magdalene, but actually  preached on an unknown date in 1586, the proper role of women was described on  the basis of a critical reading of Proverbs 31. The structures of society were an  important theme. So too was the need to bear one’s own cross: suffering was treated  as an inevitable part of life that needed not only theological explanation but also  encouragement.”” However, these sermons include relatively little on directly doc-  trinal questions such as the nature of the Trinity or on Christology, even on Trinity  Sunday.”“* This initial summary concurs with Holtz’s conclusion that “the sermon of  Lutheran orthodoxy is never merely dogmatic, never purely apologetic, never only an  explanation of history, never only an interpretation of the lived environment and its  experiences; it is not adequately described in terms of social discipline or indoctri-  »55  nation  .  There is still much to discover from this collection about what was being preached  in one late sixteenth-century German town. The remainder of this paper will offer  some initial observations about the view of society that is being put forward in these  sermons. How did the preachers envisage the relationship between men and women,  Euas: De prima generis humani matre, Heva. 2. De fidelium in Dei ex genere humano ecclesia,  foeminarum matre, Sara. 3. De infidelium nempe Agarenorum, et Turcarum matre, Agara (Tübingen  1601), De speciosa et pia Esthera, Judaea, Persarum magnificentißima regina, populi Dei conservatrice  oratio (Tübingen 1602); Orationes duae una de Abigaila [...] altera de Bathsaeba ... quae ambae  fuerunt Davidis Israelitarum regis uxores : ad Ill. Saxoniae Ducis Joannis Georgii laetas nuptias info  (Tübingen 1604).  >1 Bernd Moeller, Was wurde in der der Frühzeit der Reformation in den deutschen Städten  gepredigt? in: ARG 75 (1984), 176-193; reprinted in: Bernd Moeller, Luther-Rezeption. Kirchenhis-  torische Aufsätze zur Reformationsgeschichte, Göttingen 1984, 91-107, English translation in:  C. Scott Dixon (ed.), The German Reformation: The Essential Readings, Oxford 2004, 33-52.  ” Große Kirchenordnung (cf fn. 5), Ixxxvii”-Ixxxviüi”.  ° That suffering was a key theme in early-modern Protestant preaching is apparent from Ronald  K. Rittgers, The Reformation of Suffering: Pastoral Theology and Lay Piety in Late Medieval and Early  Modern Germany, Oxford 2012.  ° This is somewhat surprising, since the Große Kirchenordnung expects that Trinity Sunday “soll  fürnemlich dahin gebraucht warden / das man darauff predige / wie nu rein Gott sey / und doch in  disem einigen Go“ttlichen wesen / seien drey underschiedlich Personen / na“mlich vatter / Son vnnd  heiliger Geist.“ Compare Große Kirchenordnung (cf fn. 5), xxxviii”.  ° Holtz, Theologie und Alltag (cf fn. 7), 372.QUAE ambae
fuerunt Davidis Israelitarum reg1s UÜXOTES ad IIL Saxon1lae Ducıs Joannıs Georgli laetas nuptias info
(Tübingen

51 Bernd Moeller, Was wurde in der der Frühzeit der Reformation ın den deutschen Städten
gepredigt? 1n ARG /5 (1984), 176-—-193; reprinted 11 Bernd Moeller, Luther-Rezeption. Kirchenhis-
torische Aufsätze ZUTC Reformationsgeschichte, Göttingen 1984,;, 1-107,; English translation 1n

CO Dixon (ed.), TIhe German Reformation: TIhe Essential Readings, Oxford 2004, R
>7 Große Kirchenordnung (GE fn 5), Y_lxxxviil.
53 S  at suffering Was key theme ın early-modern Protestant preaching 15 from Ronald
Rittgers, TIhe Reformation of Suffering: Pastoral Theology and Lay Piety ın Late Medieval an Early

Modern Germany, Oxford 2012
'This 15 somewhat surprisiıng, Since the Große Kirchenordnung eXpecCts that Trinity Sunday &;  soll

fürnemlich dahin gebraucht warden das I111all darauftf predige wWw1e rein .ott sey / und doch 1n
disem ein1gen Go“ttlichen selen drey underschiedlich Personen / na“”mlich vatter / Son nnd
heiliger Geist.“ Compare Große Kirchenordnung (cf fn 5

Holtz, Theologie un! Alltag (cf fn Z 372
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ord anı subject, emporal an spiritual, an how did they present this VIEeW their
listeners® It will focus [WO themes. Ihe first 15 the preachers understanding of
marrl1age, drawn primarily from SECETINOINS the wedding l ana DE  a 10 anı:
the second 15 the reading of Christ’s command “render NTIO (‚aesar what 15
(aesar Matthew 22:15:22)

(a) The wedding at anda

Ihe theory and practice of Protestant marrlage in the sixteenth century have been
well researched,”° anı the presentation of marrıage in early-modern Lutheran
SETINOINS has also received attention, particularly Dy Rublack an: Holtz.°‘ W ürttem-

erg's ro Kirchenordnung ncluded paragraphs aspects of marrl1age and the
household: husbands, WIVeSs, paren(ts, hildren, servants an workers, an the head of
the household.°® uch of Holtz’s discussion of marrı1age 15 ase' wedding
SCITIN1LOINNS); however, Rublack notes, the traditional po1in in the church yCal al

which marrlage Was the ubject of parish preaching Was the second Sunday of
‚P1phanYy, for IC BS AaCCOountT of the wedding ar ana Was the
set gospel.”” In the Corona annl, TUS1US offered five SETINONS for this unday, 1C

closer inspection turn Out be only four, SINCE the first paiır of ermons ATC 1n fact
OIlC long exposition of this text Dy akob Heerbrand, preache SUCCESSIVE

Sundays, an! January 1580 1wo INOTE WeIC by Theodore Schneppf, from
January 1525 an! January 1595 ° Ihe final SCIINOLIN, by akob Andreae, Was

preache anuary 1587

On Reformation understandings of marrlage, SCC Susanna Burghartz, Zeiten der Reinheit
rte der Unzucht. Ehe un Sexualität in Basel während der frühen Neuzeit, Paderborn 1999; Richard
Vanll Dülmen, Fest der Liebe. Heirat unı Ehe In der frühen Neuzeit, 1n idem (ed.), TmMUuLtC, Liebe, Ehre
Studien AEET.: historischen Kulturforschung, Frankfurt Maın 1988, 7-1 Heide W under, ART ist
die Sonn  9 s1e ist der Mond“ Frauen 88 der frühen Neuzeıt, Munich 1992, especially 57-80; Lyndal
Roper, Ihe holy household: and morals In Reformation Augsburg, Oxford 1989; Merry
Wiesner, W omen anı Gender In Early Modern Ekurope, Cambridge 1993, CSP. 56-—-63; COMPAaTC Iso
Gerald Strauss, Luther’s House of Learnıing: Indoctrination of the oung In the German Reformation,
Baltimore-London 1978, 1403 ASs Holtz notes, vlews of marrlage WeIiIcC intimately bound with
understandings of the household, [das| das zentrale Stukturmerkmal der frühneuzeitlichen Gesell-
schaft schlechthin gebildet hat” Compare Holtz, Theologie un Alltag (cf fn R 187

Rublack, Lutherische Predigt (cf fn 4), 348-364; Holtz, Theologie Uun! Alltag (ct fn Y3;
187200

Große Kirchenordnung (cf fn Ixi -Ixiit.
Rublack, Lutherische Predigt (cf fn. 4), 348 DE
Ihey reveal that Schneppf Was happy TawWw his earlier SCII1HNOINL when preparıng the later

IN1CS he probably felt safe 1ın doing given the YCal gap an had not reckoned ith TUS1US who
placed the SEeTINONS exTt each other ın his volume. OweVer, Frymire points the convıctıon
of SOTILIC preachers that the SAaIiLlCc ontent should be preached the Samnle reading CVCLY YCal,
familiarise the congregation with the anı their CcCorrect interpretation. Frymıire, 'Ihe Primacy of
the Postils (cf n.4), 18/7-191 As noted 1n footnote 19 above, (TrUSsS1Us DaVC twoOo dates of preaching for
ree SETINONS the collection. Ihis could indicate repetition of the SaImne SCTINON, but this certainly

not have een standard pattern al Tübingen. 15 Iso possible that Crusius in these
incorporated NnOotes from sermnonNs by the SaImnle preacher the Samne text.
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As mig! be expected, all these serTIMONS afırmed the ımportance of marrı1age.
Schneppf suggested that the marrlage al ana epicte in ohn mMust ave been
NO marrlage: the qUu; of wıine an entertaınment cshow this What 15 important,
ough, 15 not the nobility but the fact of the marrlage. Ihe of Christ anı
above all of Mary at the celebration demonstrates the value of marrlage
institution.”“ Schneppf explains that Mary Was vırgın an! that che had been lessed
with the conception of Christ 1n her virginıty, but he that this did nOot her

reject marrl1age; indeed, he said, she later married * In his later SCITIMNOI, he nNOTteEeSs
that important gures in the Old Testament, such Abraham an: Moses, were not

only married, but also fathers, anı thus clearly exually actıve with their wives.©
chnepp concludes that WaY of ife, marrıage 15 holy an! DUTTC, an of the angels,
far super10r virginity.64 TIhose who privilege monastıc life, he contends, AT in
11IO

Schneppf's SETINON contaılıns surprises for aNyONC familiar with the Reforma-
t1on praise of marrlage ONe of the orders of creation. However, his afırmation of
the pleasures of marrlıage aTe not entirely characteristic of milieu in IC attitudes
towards marrlage ave been characterised bDy the Ehestand ist Wehestand.©
Moreover, Schneppfs afırmation that marrlage Was super10r monastıcısm
odd ın context in IC monastıcısm had been abolished with the introduction of
the Reformation nearly half century earlier. However, it 15 theme that 15 also
central the argument of the double sSserTINON preache Dy Heerbrand In 1550

eerbDan!:' argue that marrlage 15 not human inventlion, but instituted by Cöd®
Monasticism 15 nNOot the highest ideal, he u  > but rather marrıage achieves that
monasticısm the ife of hermit could attaın. Monasteries ave either

abbess, but amily has paterfamilias an! materfamilias. Monks anı NUuNS werTITe

known SONS an daughters, brothers an sisters terminology1Was drawn
from amily life / Ihe MECSSaHC 15 clear. arrıage an the ife of the amily form the
basic nıt of soclety, but interestingly Heerbrand 15 less immediately critical of
monastıc life than chneppf. In second StepD, however, Heerbrand that the
monastıc ule 15 valn, uman inventlon; marrlage, iın contrast, 15 aid down by God.
TIhe believer should do PCNANCC, believe the gospel, SCIVC God with holiness an
righteousness, pIay (directly God, the Lord’s Frayer, mornıng an even1ng, an
before an: after meals) Husbands should love their WIVeSs, and WI1ves be ubject
their usbands Al cshould work arn their aily TEa paterfamilias an
materfamilias an the servant-girls un. the pattern of monastıc life, Heerbrand
AaIgUuCS, 1n 1C monks ave LOO much free time an dIicC lazy. the members of
household should SCIVC OIMlC another faithfully. ılaren should be properly educated.

61 Corona NAL 230
Corona nn 230
Corona NN 2337234
Corona nNAL 232 234
For example, Rublack, Lutherische Predigt (cf fn 4), 349, but SCC also the discussion ın Strauss,

Luther’s House of Learning (cf fn 56), CSP. 1336
Corona NNAL 2974
Corona AA 225f.
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These aTrec the rules Dy which marrl1age cshould be regulated.”” Heerbrand went the
ollowing week gUu| that CVEIVONC, including married people, had CaIrYy their

an that marrı1age an amily ife did nNnOot prevent this, cıting long list of
disastrous chılaren from the Old Testament buttress his po'mt.69 However, he
concluded that marrıage brought nOot only the but also consolation.”® Here LOO

Heerbrand contrasted the advantages of married ife what he viewed the

problems of monastıiıcısm an 1ın particular ıts failure offer consolation.”
Andreae, in contra. Was concerned with LNOIC practical questions. arrlıage, he

reminded the congregatıon, must be undertaken in public ceremony;7 it Was .  not
be praised” if couple slep together before marriage;7 NOT Was it advisable for

couple IMNaLTYy without the consent of their paren'ts.74 newly married couple eed
people’s Praycrs ASs they establish their ife including their sexual ife together.””
arrıage 1S WaY of urnıng the water of single people into the w1ıne of vocatıon

married life./© Andreae LOO crıtic1ıses the emphasis monastıcısm found ın

teachings of the DODC, commenting that it 15 the work of the devil criticise marrı1age
baptism.””
AIl three preachers argu«c from scrıpture and adduce other SOUTICE of authority.

(31ven that Württemberg's monasterlies an CONVventTts had been closed in the mid
late S: nearly half century earlier, the continuing CONCETN aflırm marrlage
OVer monastıcısm 15 somewhat unexpected. W as this particular theme ın the early
S; Wäas it simply part of the rhetoric of the later Reformation, perhaps derived
from Luther’s Large Catechism? Heerbrand’s presentation of marrıage represen(t-
ing almost LICW monastiıcısm 15 particularly interesting, suggesting ıt does SOILLC

degree of owledge of monastıc ife Orn In 1529 he Was certainly himself
monk:;: he Was the last of the übingen professors ave been student at

Wittenberg, taught Dy Luther an Melanchthon Ihe members of the übingen
congregation if they WeICc listening these SCTINOINNS would ave received the
MCSSAHC that marrlage, an with it the household, Was the context of plety, that it Was

WdYy of ife gıven an: blessed by God, that it would almost certainly ring with iıt

experlences of the but ould also oftfer consolation.

Corona NNAUL 226{f.
Corona nm D TIhe ist includes Adam’s SOIl Cain, Abraham’s S()  — Ishmael, Isaac’s SOIl

Esau, Jacob’s hildren Reuben and Dinah, an David’s SO  - Absalom.
Corona nnı 29728 “Dolores igıtur cruclatus, in CON1ug10 Sunt, crucibus insignitum

vestimentum spinosum tribulis aSpCTUM. Non igiıtur Vera est CT} qUamIn Monasticae professores
sibi sumpserunt.

Corona ANNA1 229
(‚orona nn 240
Corona NN 240 “Non eniım laudabile est, nte 1em nuptiarum congredi.
Corona nn 241
Corona nnl 241 ut publicae PTro 1PS1S PTECECS Nant: 110 unt ideo solum, ut sıt contra-

dicendi spatium: S1 qu1s illos NO  3 legitime conlung], sed copulationem iriımendam CS55C,
existimet.”

(‚orona nn JÜNL
Corona NN 242 “Ita Diabolus infamat coniugium, Baptisma.'
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Interestingly, there 15 little about the pecific roles of 18818| anı in the
sermOonNs the wedding al (Sana: eXxcept for Heerbrand’s afırmation that WI1ves
should be ubject their husbands Heerbrand Wäas, however, concerned with other
aspects of women’s lives. In SCIINOINL MatthewEpreache ST Andrew'’s
Day (30 November) 1581, he explore the theme of vocatıon, reminding the CON-

gregatıon that they an particularly the could follow Christ Dy stayıng at

home; they HACH; but particularly did not eed Join monastery.78 Here
agaln the negatıon of monastıiıcısm plays important role. Ihe role of WI1ves Was also

theme. As has already been SCCI);, Crulus ncluded feast days longer kept in

übingen under which he categorised SETINONS about One of these
allocated the feast of Mary Magdalene (22 uly Was sermon preache SOIINC

time 1n 1586 by eorg 19Wa 19Wa: took his text Proverbs 31, an! sed this
passagc extol the characteristics of good wife  79 However, the SCIINOIN 15

particularly interesting for Sigwart's critique of the 1DI1Ca. text s  at the wife of
Proverbs 31 15 involved not only iın making lothes but also selling them al the market
place 15 step LOO far, he> for should a(011 be involved ın cCOomMMer: ce.80
Sigwart's Vvliews the role of Override what he reads iın Scripture.

Andreae ave been particularly interested ın biblical aCCOUuNTSs of
TUSIUS categori1ses three SECTITINOINS by Andreae under the heading “the

Visitation_.” Ihe rst Was indeed preache that feast, August, ın 1563 Here
Andreae Aargucs that the NnNCcCOoUuUNtTter between Mary an Elizabeth Was the rst synod
council of the Church,®* concluding that the “council of these women“ had been the
work of the Holy Spirit, an not the product of uman pride.”“ In second SCITINOMN

this texTtT, preache weeks later, September, Andreae suggests that
Mary's reaction FElizabe words “Blessed aTre yYOUu amongst women“” cshowed that
che Was indeed full of STaACC, a  oug. her help should nNnOot be invoked; Andreae cıtes

Mary example that justification only by faith.° TIhat Elizabeth’s child
eap In her womb, Andreae takes evidence that FElizabeth’s child Was alreadyV
WISE this he Sa W support for the practice of infant baptism, a  ouUg. he Was AF

(‚orona nNNAL1 “"Dum Oeconomılae praeest: liberosque educat probe, mulier, CONservatur:
modo maneat In fide, sanctificatione G castıtate, 1im

Corona NN 27376 For igwart, these characteristics include: her work anı her ruling of
the house; her faithfulness tO her husband:;: her Caiec for her children and maidservants; her Support of
the POOTS her Care of the house:; her supervision of work in the nelds and vineyards anı the production
of food anı wıne; her mode of dress; an:ı her support of her husband anı family. He also thinks that it
15 additional attribute if she 15 beautiful.

Corona NN 224 Sicut enim nih: magıs ece hominem: QUaL PEIIMANCIEC intra
metam SUa€e stationi1s: ita contrarıo PCeTIYUAIMN est exira cOsSs term1ınos vagarı. In hoc autem NO  ;

peccat atrona, quı diligenter domestica Curat: sed in Suas operatiıones incumbit. The marginal ote
this section reads: 28i QUa mulier OM1 mane'‘ NECESSC ea est. Bonam N 61 foris vagatur:

improbam.’
Corona NN 197

82 Corona ANN1 198 “Postremo, concilium harum foeminarum : Decretum reı max1imae. Ibi,
verbo Dei assentiendum ESSC 110  - autem elatae fumosae hominum dignitati.

83 Corona NNl 700f.
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palns emphasise that this nOot be done by woman. s In the final SCIINOINL in
this serleSs, October, Andreae expounded the Magnifıcat, agaln explaining that
Mary cshould not be adored, but be dmired exemplary disciple.”” On
Easter Sunday, April 1584, Andreae asked why1, rather than MMCN, had been
the rst wıtnesses the resurrection: by sleeping instead of watching in Gethsemane,
he concluded, the male disciples had cshowed themselves beI at the
crucifixion anı resurrection, the therefore had take the place of men.

Ihe sSsermons Dy i1gwa: an! Andreae uggest that the PIODCLIL role of °  I} in
church anı 1in soclety Was eing discussed in this period in übingen, an that SOIMNEC

preachers al least felt it espond

(b) Render Unto C(aesar what 15 Caesar'’s

Another ımportan socio-political theme 1n the late sixteenth century Was that of
attitudes towards politic authority.“” Ihe preachers attitudes 1n this Tea Can be
ilustrated Dy consideration of SETINONS Matthew 15-22. which included the
text “render unto (aesar what 15 aesar'’s, anı NTIO God what 15 God’  S,  D the gospel
reading set for the rd Sunday after Trinity. (‚rus1lus includes three sSsermOonNs by
Theodore Schnepff, preache November 15/8 (not eing kept as Al So Day,

point IC Schnepff makes explicitly in his SCIMNOIL, an! which TUS1US underlines
with marginal note),°® by Heerbrand, preache November 1582, an by

Andreae, preached November 1585 Al three preachers take this
opportunıty emphasise the importance of C1IVIC authority in general an! of the
Duke of Württemberg in particular.””

Schnepff describes the principles “render unto (‚aesar what 15 Caesar’s an Uunto

God what 15 G0 defining the [WO laws Dy which people's lives should be 1vel

Corona NNAL L1985 Sapientior est Elizabetae infans 1n rebus spiritualibus” (quotation pl.
198) In contras Andreae’'s cCommMenNntTts about baptism by 145 the Große Kirchenordnung
recognised that midwives had %: times of anı 1ın the absence of men  D &. zeıt der not /
1ın abwesen der Ma’nner’”) baptized babies. Aflırming that 3  are also co-inheritors of Christ's
kingdom” (“1n ansehung das uch die Weiber Miterben des Reichs Christi seind”) the Kirchenord-
HUNS judged that this practice should be allowed continue, but laid OWN the sıtuations 1ın which
this Was allowed anı the form it should take Nonetheless, baptism by I1HEeN chould be regarded the
NOTIN and Was deemed InNOTeEe desirable. Compare Große Kirchenordnung (cf fn. SX yl

Corona nNnmAL 202205
(‚orona NNl L60: SA tribus TEeIN indicavit mulieribus: Marıae Magdalenae, Marılae lacobi,;

Salomae. Diıicat aliquis: Cur NO insignibus fide dignis viris? (Cur 1ser1s mulierculis, nulla
autoritate praeditis? At diffugerant Discipuli tantummodo IMP1) milites aderant, 1)que somnolenti.
Virl, mulieres facti eran! mulieres, VITL. Minıiıstrae fuerant Domino mulieres, CLE viveret:
unace, ıpsum optıma prec10sa nardo unxerat, VIr1S id indignantibus. Cum iudicium fieret de
Domino: sequebantur misericordia motae mulieres: VIr1 contra, ad CHUGETN affıgendum CDdC; vocifter-
bantur: NUSQUaAIN comparebant Discipuli.'

The Große Kirchenordnung instructed obedience, including the payment of taxes, the
temporal authorities an respect for judges See Große Kirchenordnung (cf fn S

C(orona NNAUN 430 „Refutatio obiter, est1 Sanctorum anımarum omnium.“
At this time, the Duke of Württemberg Was Ludwig (the Pious) who had succeeded his father

Christoph iın 1568, aged 14, an ruled until his death until 1593
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the civil law regula Civili) anı the spiritual law regula CLvili)90 Monasterl1es ave
Man y complicated laws, he SdYyS, but these aTfe the only L[WO laws that actually
need.?* Fear, honour and tributes (i taxes) should be gıven tOo the magistrates (and
here Schnepff COMM! that this 15 iın opposition the posıtion of the Anabaptists,
who, he Sa YyS, do not fear the magistrates);”“ the magıistrates aTre “the protectors of

and the keepers of the »93  peace: Ihey mMmust be gıven the do that To God
cshould be gıven humility an! fear; al an pIayCl; love, charity, an patıence body
and soul.** Schnepff does nNOt expand what all this In erms of behaviour,
and he oes nNnOot mention the church

Heerbrand takes similar line Schnepff. He aflırms that the magıstrates
should be gıven honour, obedience an! tributes,”” emphasising the “great usefulness”
of the magıstrates, anı condemns those who r1se agalnst them, ...  as TIhomas

»96Müunzter did In Ihüringen fifty-seven dSO Heerbrand points Out, though,
that the magıstrates an: princes must rule JUSUY an not tyrants.97 He adds cshort
eulogy the Duke of Württemberg.”“ What people OW! God 15 obedience, their
talents, vVven iın times of adversity. Obedience God 15 nNnOoTt shown hrough INasses

the invocatıon of saınts, but through g0o0d consclence an! devout piety.99 Taking
Job his model, Heerbrand for patience ın adversity, an acceptance that
“the Lord g1ves, the Lord takes AW3dY, blessed 15 the Namle of the 0rd»100

In contrast, Andreae uses this text springboard discussing the role an!
responsibilities of miıinıiısters In the church, who chould “love truth an! freely anı
courageously teach the WaY of C d„101 His focus 15 the behaviour of the Pharisees

102In tryıng entrap eSUS, an:! Jesus’s wisdom ın avoiding the trap  105 Andreae
does mention obedience the 04  magistrates, ” but unlike his colleagues he indicates
that this should not be al the cCost of obedience GOd.105

91
This ould apDDpCar to be paraphrase of Luther’s theology of the {[wO kingdoms.
Corona nnl 430
C(‚,orona AnNAL 431
C(‚orona NN 431 ‘  Ipsi en1ım, salutis NnNOsSTIrae protectores sunt, cCcCommuUunis omnNıum pacıls

custodes_”
Corona nn 4372
Corona NN 433f.
Le. ın 1525 Corona NNl 434
Corona NN 434 “ Attamen vicißim, iuste 1ps1 potestate ut1ı debent: 110  — autem ad tyrannidem

rapinas.’
98 See C‚orona nnı 434 The marginal ote reads: "Eulogium Ilustrißimi maxifß$imique Ducıis

nostri
Corona nnı 435 “Nunc cIO multi,; qui placere volunt potentioribus, accedunt ad

Pontificias Missas: aut Sanctos defunctos invocant talibusque factis consclentlas SUuas vulnerant.
Sed beatum, CUul ona consclientia est. Hıc modus est colendae adversus Deum pietatis.’

100 Corona nNNAL 435 “Sed amen pletate praestans VIr Iobus, bonis SUl1Ss spoliatus est:

corpori e1us ulcera undique inflicta. Nihilominus 15 patienter ait: OMI1INUS dedit, OMIiNUus
abstulit Sit Domini benedictum _

101 Corona NM 436 “Hoc aN1MO sınt Ecclesiarum inistr: ut veritatem amen(t, DEIque
Vliam libere anımose doceant. Natura nım comparatum est, ut homines mendaciis delectentur_

102 (‚orona NM 435
103 Corona NM 438

Corona nnı 438
105 Corona NN 438f.
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These SETINONMNS uggest that themes of obedience an! resistance WeIC articulated in

V different WaYyS Dy the preachers al übingen. Luther’'s theology of the
kingdoms offer useful interpretive framework, but LOO do questions
of consclence. urther research ll be needed explore the complexities of this
central sixteenth-century theme

Conclusion

'This article presen the initial results of what promıises tO be rich exploration of
these sermons In their different WdY5, Tübingen's preachers encouraged their
listeners order their lives ın obedience God an sought PICDAaIC them for
the trials that ife COU. ring TIhe Corona NNl oftfers evidence for the of
preaching hrough the church YCal in this late sixteenth century university church,
howing how the calendar of the late-medieval church Was eing changed Dy the
discipline of preaching LNOIC closely the 1DI1Ca. texT. Ihe of the SECETINOINNS

indicate the VE different WdY>S that preachers approached this task. Certain OPPO
nNeNnNts Can be identifed Anabaptists an! Calvinists, and, in questions of the Eucharist,
“Zwinglians”. However, the primary adversaries, EeVCIl after the introduc-
tion of the Reformation into Württemberg, aTre Catholics, not infrequently charac-
terised “papists” it 15 triking that Tübingen s preachers were ct;  = concerned
assert the divine order of SOCI1etY, manitest 1ın the household OVer an agalınst the
“false ules” offered by monastıcısm. It remaıns be discovered hrough er
examınatıon of these SCTINONS an their context whether this 15 simply 1 y-O of
the rhetoric of the early Reformation evidence of the slow Pace of change in

Württemberg's Reformation.*  06 What 15 certaiın 15 that Crusius’ (‚orono0 annnı offers
wealth of insights into the culture an! practice of preaching ın late sixteenth-century
übingen.

Abstract

Tom 1559 until 1607, artın Tusl1us, Professor of Greek an etoric at the University of
Tübingen, regularly took notes of the SCIINOINS preached Tübingen's Stiftskirche Dy the Uni-
versity's Professors of Theology. In 1603, he published four-volume work, the Corona annl,
which included ver 500 SCIINOINS, including INOTE than 400 preached in Tübingen between 1573
anı 1586 Ihe first part of this article describes the ontext ofpreaching at Tübingen and considers
Crusius’s practice of note-taking. On the basis of the Corona annl, an drawing Iso Crusius’s
diary and Württemberg's Große Kirchenordnung (1559) the second part explores hat the Corona
NNMNU reveals about the pattern of preaching and the shape of the church YCAalL, In third part,
examples of the ontent of this preaching AT investigated: SCII110O11S5 the wedding of C(ana
1-1 focussed the virtues of marrıage ver monastıc life; considering “render untfo Caesar
hat 15 aesar s. (Matthew 22:15-22); preachers emphasised the responsibilities and duties of
Christian subjects the Duke of Württemberg, but also the need be obedient God

106 During the S, Heerbrand also presided ver several disputations iın the theology faculty of
the University of Tübingen which engaged the definition of the term Catholic and the practices of
Catholicism.
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1ın Crusius’ (‚orona Annı 193

In den Jahren 1559 bis 1607 erstellte ınCrusius, Professor für Griechisch un: Rhetorik der
Universita: Tübingen, regelmäfsig Mitschriften VO  - Predigten, die Tübinger TIheologieprofessoren

der Stiftskirche gehalten hatten. Im Jahr 1603 veröffentlichte iıne vierbändige Predigtsamm-
lJung, Corona annl, die mehr als 500 Predigten enthält. Über 400 Von ihnen sind In Tübingen
zwischen 1573 und 1536 VOo:  en worden. Der Aufsatz geht 1im ersten Teil auf den Tübinger
Kontext eın Uun! erortert die Entstehungsbedingungen der Mitschriften. Im zweıten eil werden
Predigtrhythmus und das Kirchenjahr auf der Grundlage der Corona NN un! des Tagebuch des
Crusius’ SOWI1e der Württembergischen Großen Kirchenordnung (1559) rekonstruiert un: analy-
sıert. Im dritten Teil werden anhand VOIl wel Perikopen die Predigten exemplarisch untersucht.
Dabei wird deutlich, dass die Predigten ber die Hochzeit Kana Joh. G die Ehe als
Lebensstil VOL dem Mönchtum bevorzugen. Beli der Auslegung der Stelle „gebet dem Kalser, Was
des alsers ist  A (Mt. 22,15-22) unterstreichen die Prediger sowohl die besondere Verantwortung
als uch die Pflichten der christlichen Untertanen dem Herzog VOoNn Württemberg gegenüber, ber
uch ihre Pflicht Z Gehorsam gegenüber . ott unterstreichen.


