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Wilhelm Lohe - 100 Years Later 

W 1 \ \! I f  1 1 I-OFII: clicd on  2nd  j ~ ~ n u a r !  IS72 in 
\ t ~ ~ i t ' ~ ~ < l i t t ~ ~ l > , ! ~ i .  ~ I C '  was :I c h u r c h n ~ a ~ i  rccognirecl for his 

~ ~ ~ i > , i i , ~ ~ , l r \  ; i l ~ ( i  lIiclki)liril ~l11d~'rt;lkillgsj ;IS 3 thco10,oian h p  hat1 Iiad 
fnl- It)\ , L I ~ . L L < > \ .  111 .\lllcrica his cloctrinc of the rninistr!. had lecl to 
C . C ) I I ~ ~ C I ~ ' ~ . , ~ ~ I ~ L .  t.\ 11odi~.11 ~ l i ~ ~ r t . ~ i ~ ~ ~ .  111 his o\\.ii Ba~ar ian  Church 
thci.e' 1) C<I-C l1;11:t1IY IIIOTC' than ;it the most tno  dozer1 pastors ii.hn in 
thc t rictc c w n x  \I 0~11~1 hi1i.t. callcct themsclres his follo~vcrs. These 
theufoYic , I [  frit*!lcL > t i l l  faui~ht  s111all rcargunrd actions against the 
chul-c.1: ';tillli;li>rr,!t io~i  i111d t h ~  gcncrai convention after 1873. But \ 
thc ;!cccpt,tnci ot Li~ihe's I~eritagc by the Bavarian Church ci-ime 
ah:,ut ctnl\ \ \  iii; >(rl:icL I i ~ ~ i t a t i o ~ i .  Lijhc's succcssor, the Hessian theo- 
loSian \lil.icS1-. ,ittc.lilptccl to prcscr~-t. Lijhc's work as an island in the 
ccclesi,tstic,il >rsc~;lm ijf the territorial church. If not isolation, then 
;it Icast 't 11otict.lblc clistance \vas maintainecl over against all church 
procticcs tI1;rt :lit\ nut confr~rnm to thc strict ecclesiastical-sacr~111e11td 
PI-inciplcs o f  J-ohc~. 11~'hile Hcrmnnn Bczzc.1 served as rcktor. Seuen-  
d e t t c l s ; ~ ~ ~  >10\\,1\ I I I ~ : . ~ C ~  into thc life of the territorial church. From 
t11c.t-e I ~ L / c I  c~~cI~iingei1 officcs and took up that of the highest church 
f ~ i ~ t l ~ ~ .  in C;i\,,i~-in. In his o\\-n person, he illustrates the c h m y  Luhc's 
~ \ - o r l ;  unclc.~-\\-crl; bc?ii~ining with thc Iast decade of thc 19th century. 

. \>  tl~c~.,loqic,ii ,iuthor. pastoral theologian, shcphcrd of souls. 
i f >  OIIC ( ~ ~ f  thc  y-c.,it fathers of the dci~conc.>s mo\emCnt. and cu- 
ct-e;itol- o f  tllc inner 'ind forcign ~nission in thc 19th ccmtnrI.. I-ijhc 
gainctl nr,ln\ fricnrta dirriny his Iifctirme. His namt.. togcthbr u-ith 
thi~t  of f - ~ r c t \ \ i ~  H;ir:l~r aricl Tohi~nn Hinrich \\'ichern, is nientioncd 
111ost tl-cclitcr~ t l \  in tfic bi6gral,hics of thosc i~~f luenccd  ton-arc1 
I.utf~c.r~~rii>nl bcti\c.cn IS45 and 1810. l:cc.ognition of Liihc's 
iic,cc~n1i~li3hn1c~11t>. ~ i n i i ~ l ~ i t e d  admiration for his hornilcticill gift. 
c111]311.~>is of h i>  ~>.it.tor;~l charihrnn far outii-c\ight a n y  criticism of an!- 
of hi3 indil iclual thcologic;~l claims and his sornctimcs pointer1 
ecclt>.;iastitrtl decisions. Certain contradictions, or a t  least tensions, 
in the ni.~kc.-up of his pcrsonalitv were corrcctlv 11otec1 b~ many of 
I_ijhc's i i s i t o r s n n c l  the strcam bf his actmircrs 1i:irdls e\-er abated. 

I'rott-\$r/r I ri~.tIricJz 1\ i I J i ( . 211r  liritttz~c.,rllnch, 7h .U . .  Flolds rlrr chair o f  Izistoricczl ;keolug\ nt 
I J l c  . i t r g i i ~ r ~ z ( r  S c l r ~ i , l  ~ r '  TlrccjIofi. art irrstitutioa o f  the Ei.nngelicnl LzctLerun Chztrch o f  
fint-nrin. irr X L ' ~ ~ ~ I J L I Z ~ ! Y I Z ~ ~ I ~ ,  tkc  **home" o f  ConcorJilr Theologicnl Scnzi~ary,  Springfield. 
IlIirrr~is. I n  tJriv r;jtr! r-omrr~r>nrorlrting the 125tla anairersary o f  foundillg o f  Concord i~  
r ~ ~ p o f m i r r r l  Srn~lr~tzrt nrrd the lOOt lr  nntri~-ersary comnrenroratirtg the  death o f  the 
\rrniynrv's rozrrrricr, I\'ilhcIm Lohe. Dr. fiantzenbark depicts the chrcrrlrn~zar~'s persosatit\. 
(tall ~ntlrtc8ptc~. f l r r  tiit. chirrch. Cr~like other sen~innries, Corzcordia TF~eological Seminnry's 
jolir1dt.r 11 1 r I t 6  ~7, c ' I  pastor nrrd not professor or professional theologian. His prime 
intprc5t ~ ~ 7 s  j!rcxr irfirr,g tor tlrr 11.orship needs of God's people. He was nlrentt o f  his tinrc 
i ~ !  t m i . i ~ i i n g  t o r  the ~rretir o f  pcople i n  distress. Professor Knntrenback i s  a prolific writer 
r ~ t  hotJz IrcloJss r z t r c f  trrticles ,7t1tt T h e  Springfielder i s  pleased to receire his harrd o f  greeting 
(j?l t h ~  w f i ~ i n i ~ r ?  ' j  nnnir.crictrs. The theological school where h e  is now actire 1c.ao cdab- 
lishrd tJriv cc~l f i tr? but rzll t h e  religious institutions centering in h'etienddtelsnu coil 
be tmcc.d to Lohe'.; i?ifltter~ce. (:oncordia Theological Seminar). is nlso proud to be port of  
thio traditinnr. ~ l p r  



On the one hand hc had tllc personalit!. of ,! i l o n ~ i t i ~ ~ ~ ~ t - i l ~ ~  ti.i\<lcr, 
a fighter and orpnizer;  on thc otllcr 11;111cl lic ]\.'is :I p:1~101- 11 110 11i1d 
been led himselk and \\.as leading 11is p;~risllio~?c.~-\ .lriti tlc.li cmcsscs 
into peace, sacrifice and discipline. This \.:i~-ict\ of t .~ lc i l t \  : I I I ~ /  f'ullc- 
tions, so dii-ersificd. !~ct colnbincd into ail i~nprcssi?c un i t \ .  \\-as 
puzzling to man \ .  

I n  the chronicles of thcolog!- I.-iihtb has 11ot bc,c.~~ I I . L ~ ~ I L ~ Y I  3s 'I 
theological expert but as :In outsider, somctin~cs \\-it11 grc.atc,st ;ll)prc- 
ciation for his successes as fatllcr of t l ~ c  C~C'ICOIIL'SS I I I ~ \ C ~ I I I C . ~ I ~ ,  l ~ u t  
more frequentl!, with critical and cvcn disparaging l l~dgnic~i ts  on 
his attitude to\varrls the church. SIartin Ktihlcr, \ \ ho  xzner;ill!- 
judges him negatively, c1.c.n calls him '1 "sc.l~ur;~tist." ;\ fc.11 I.r~thcl-'ins, 
even n few Catholics, are a\\.arc that criticis~li of L~ihe'h sup~~oscclI!- 
"high church" understanding of thC ~ ~ s t o r ~ ~ l  officc~ rlol-5 not t,tl;c 
seriousl!. the \\.calth of his thcologiei~l thought or c\ cn t,cSii> to tlcaI 
\rith it  fully. In rcality, Lijhe's undcrstanding of tllc j,a>to1-;11 otficc, 
colnyared with that of the Rcfor~nation, shifts unl!. to\~;lrcl thc can- 
cept of ordained minister, not in a "high churcll" fnslliorl to\\.;lr(l 
the Roman-Catholic c.onccption of Bishop in  thc -Apostolic succcssior~. 
Of course, a pious reproduction of Lijhc's thc.olugical co~~ccpt ion  is 
no longer adequatc for our clay. Still lcss n-auld i t  scm c thc. critical 
acceptance of LiShe's chrfrch hcritagc, if n-c \\crc. unthinkingI? to 
cIairn Lijhe for ecclesiastical and tllcological group intercsts, or i f  \ve 
wcrc to caricature him 3s n saint 11-ho canl-rot hc titkc11 fro111 his 
pedestal. Lohc \rould not agree \\.ith such a n  01 c.~-l\-  pior~s and L I I I ~ U I ~  
admiring restoration: "\\*c dnrc not rcst on the 1n;rvls of c,ur f;itlic.rs; 
to continue building on the ancient €ounda:inn, to I,ccl: going on 
the right path, this is trulv Lutheran ctc\-otion. He \\-llo :ic.ts othcr- 
~visc  is probablv cx l~cn t l i n~  his efforts on fnshioning ,:;i coffin or a 
monulnent to the past, but no liiing gcncration c;,n takv rufugc 
there" (Lijhc in his; preface to "rig~11di1 for Christian C-ongrc.g;ltions 
of thc Lutheran Confession," Znci eel., j ~ t .  1 I ) .  

I I I .  
Lohc, born 21st Februar!. 1808, greu up  in 1on.cr iliitldlc class 

circurnstanccs. Except for a fen  months of fruitfril actilitv in 
Niirnberg, ivllere el-cn the upper middle class, including thc. 11;a,or 
and principal of thc Gq.mnasium, flocketl to his \vo~-sl~ij> sc.r\,iccs 
ancl Biblc stud!- sessions, T-ijhe served onl\- as \'icar 'ulcl \.acancy 
pastor in rural areas. Iris only pastorate \\.as Scuendcttclsau, \\-here 
he servetl from 1537 to his death thirt!,-five \.cars Iatcr. Tlle lower 
rniddlc class, rural situation of his charge prel.&tcd the full  dc\-clop- 
nlent of his ideas of Lutheran catholicity and ccumenicitv. T h e  calI 
for  ecclesiastical consciousness issued from 311 unknonn 'and nt that 
time indigent village in central Franconia, But l i jhc  did learn to 
accept his life's circumstances, and in his immediate personal en- 
vironment and in the various branches of his work, hc n.as influen- 



t.ial t ' :~r  f)c.!(,llil his o\vn piirsonagc and  \:illagc church. Character- 
isticall\ Ilc I)t>gnn \\.it11 missionar\. efforts in the clias~ora and not 
\\ith tllc. t l ~ i i c o ~ c s ~  institution, t h c  founding of ~ h i c h  came ten 
\.cars Ii1tt.1- j11 1554 .  I t  \\as not his fault that he had to act within 
I-clati\c.l\ n;trro\\ Iinlits. Hcb h;nc\\. ho\v to makc xoinething even of 
thc Ino5.t nlotlcst of situntiotls. Thcrc is nothing more in1prossi1.e 
ttl:111 tllc indcpcndcncc with which 11c got his \vay. That was evident 
alrc.;lcl\ in thc \.(Iring bo\. for \vhoin there \\-as nothing more beautiful 
than tilt.: \\orship scr\.i&, a b o ~ c  all the Eucharistic celebration. This 
\\.as p i ~ ~ - t i c ~ ~ I a r l \  ~ lo t ic~able  ivhilc ht. \\.as st~~dying. theology. In 1826, 
bal-i.I!- tt\ cnt \.-four !-ci\r~ oltl. 11c \vrotc in his diary: "Dear Fellow, 
vour cntirc lift has bccn a constant preparation for the pastoral 
;ninistc~ri;tI l if"> ;rntl it still is." 

l ~ i i l~c  bvc;lmc ncqunintetl with biograpliies of great men. Goethe, 
\o\;~lis ilncl _lc;ix~ P~liil, \\.hich hc dicl not know. were at times subject 
of his stuclics. We l o ~ - ~ t l  _\'ovalis. Hegcl he passed by cntirelv. 
Schlcic.rmacl1rr hc haci found disappointing as an exegete while 
stucl\-ing at Bc r l i~~ .  though he appreciated him as a preaclier. His 
teachers i\.crc* thc Heformed professor and pastor Christian Krafft 
/,born it1 I 7 S 4  in Uuishurg), and Gottlieb Philipp Christian Kaiser, 
\\-ho in 18 1 3 1,ublishcd a book rei-ie~ved by F. Chr. Bauer and who 
aftcr 18 1 6  tlc\cIoped his theology along the lines of the Revival 
.\lovcmcnt. Lijhc's tcachcrs, then, included a Reformecl theologian 
who as uni\-crsity instructor was gencrallv respected for his serious 
coniiction. ant1 ;In odd theological individualist who was interested 
l~otll in  the l3iblicid sciences and in pastoral theology, but found 
little rcsponsv as instructor. Thc letters from Liihc's student days at 
I'rlnngc.11. boginning in 1826, repeatedly mention Krafft. In addi- 
tion Kaisrr should no longer remain unmentionetl (sec the unpub- 
lislietl letter of 19th >larch 1828, where Lohc gives his reaction to 
kaiser). In Uerlin the preachers Goszntr, Strausz and Lisco seemed 
to I-iihc to ha\-tl something to say; on his otvn he read Arndt, Scriver, 
Spener. 'I-inscntlorf, Francke, Lavater, Hamann, CIaudius, Jung- 
Stilling, espc.c.iall~. thc Lutheran clogrnaticians Hollaz, Gerhard, 
lfclanchthon, 1-oscher, and ctrtainlv not the least, Luther. "I know 
of no one of n-horn Liihe's spiritual maturity and depth in his !.outh- 
f u l  \-cars reminds me more than of Harnann," said Gerhard yon 
Zcssihi\.itz 1813 in a memorial oration. Hc  let Karl van Raurner, a 
pious niincrologist in Erlangen, point out to him his sins. The  
trcnsures of the prayers and the faith of the  church fathers introduced 
l~.iihc. to thc hrcadth of the Church of Christ, to her catholicity. 
tl'ith that hc took up the pastoral office in 1 83 1 .  

Lbhe recognized irnn~ediatelv that as pastor he  dare not let 
swict! turn J~iiil into a functionarv, which the Enlight- 
enment had expected its pastors to be. In the case of the young Lohe 
the pjetistic leayen no doubt also played a role. His understanding 
of thc church is not yet dissociated from that of regenerated 



ecclesiola, so characteristic of Zinrcnclorf. Cc.~.tainl\. t l l i >  I I I : ~ \  11;n.c 
had as a consequence sonlc aloofness from "tl?c \\orldl" Imt 11 c. inlrst 
guard against imposing upon histor!. artiticinl c,onstru~~t,, such ns 
one ninking tlic rourids among us, that tlic 5pii- i t  o f  t l ~ c  I:c'\i\-;ll 

hIo\-ement and of Sewonfessionnlis~~~ ;~fic.c.tcd on]\. tllc I 11lightcll- 
~nen t .  Lohe chose to take the road into the public ;ir:~n;!. r11cl.c. \ \  clrc 
conflicts with the civil ;lrlrl the ccclcsi~stic,~I a l~t l~ol- i t ic :  . l l ~ c .  11li11- 

ister is an cducntor. As an cduci~tor, lie I ~ I I I ~ ~  ili\ol\c hi1115c'Jf' ( 1 ~ ' -  
cisi\.ely iv i  th socict!.. Liihc's fa\.ori tc. thcrncs nl-c. tllc fal~lilv, marriage 
among thc poor, thc educ;ition of children, the cii1.C of thy c~ll igi-~~nts 
and of those dispersc'd. Of course, onc. can rcg;lrcl this in\ol\ .cn~cnt 
as insufFicient, but in justicc i t  must hc atlmittetl that I . i ; ! ~ f . l  l i \  cc1 not 
among industrir~l 11-orkers but alllong :I rurrll p o p ~ ~ l ; ~ t i o ~ ~  px:-tic~rlnrlv 
affected by thc problenl of emigration. I-iihc \\.is tlic of t h c  
village pastor \\-hose interest lay in t lc~l ing \\ i th t l i v  c.o!lc.rcti'Ii po5-  

siblc. l\-ichcrn's ivas the same, though his opl>ortlir~iticz \[.crc. lnorc, 
extcnsii.e, and he  \\-as g i im  an e x  cvcn in thc I'l.us\inn \ l in i~ t r \ .  of 
the I~ltcrior. Both men were pragmatists in thc. :rand st\ lc.. but 00th  
attcmptetf to justif!. thcir work thcologicall\.. I-iihc. ~ l ~ ; i ~ l ! .  \\-ol-Lcrl 
for the spiritual-diaiional rci-italizrttion of thc pltrish. \\'ic IIVI-11, nloi-e 
Ear-ranging in his plans, nttemptcd to Christianize. 1~1blic. lit'c. 

;\ rcactionar!- political stance \\-ils not a prlrt of: the. strict1)- 
~ L ~ L . ~ c ~ s ~ ~ . s ~ ~ L . c I I  basis for Liihc's l i l issio~l;~~~-tIi;tc~)i;~l  I S .  \ I L I C ~  
can bc said clgainst the stancc of man!. Sca-Lutherans \ \  ith rcspcct 
to tlic. Rci-olution of 1848. S o  doubt therc is n con~ i~c t ion  bct i~cen 
thc "politicnl Christ*' ancl the theological-pc~litical strngqlc ; i~:~inst  
the Enlightenlncnt n-l~ich Trutz Rcndtorff points oirt in C'llr-i3terrtrrrrz 
Zrrzsc.lzc~z Rer-c;liitiol~ zfji~i Restiz~irnfiot~. Liihc does nut fit into this 
contest. The. \-car 1848 pronlised LGhc the hopis for politicall\- ; ~ n d  
socinllr- inipro;-ed tilncs. He, d o  alnn,s consirlcrctl 1iinls.c.lf l>i~li tic- 
all!- "hbcral," had hopes for the CIhurch's freccloril f1-0111 the st;~tc. 
Thcrc lriav be reilsons to rethink the still csisting tics heti\ ci'll 3tatc 
and cliurch and  to think back to the notenorth\- rliscussions that took 
place in the Satiolial AsscmbIi in 1848 or -to ~nnkc a ~ic \ \ -  start 
there. Thc rnotii-cs of those \ ihb Jcsiretl the chrlrcli's frc~cclon~ fro~n 
the state for ec*~*lrsinsticnl rerisons n.ere legitilnittt\ n t  thc. tinic. 1 ,112-  

trtrstmt 3s ~~i \ . i s i o i~cd  b\. R0thei111 idcnlisnl \\-as still f a r  off. 1-iihc 
did 11ot shed onc tear for the old policc state that just h;ld passed. 
but cvun the "Christian State" did not fnscin;~tc him. Therc is no 
mention of the name of Frederick \\'illiam I\', and \\-ith gratifying 
sobriety hc ~ ~ a ~ l t u d  to hai,e nothing to do with the ~)rctcntious nlis- 
sion of the "Christian State." An optimism such as that of IVichcrti 
was not in him. Liihe did not desire breadth at the espcnsc of depth. 
He desircci ecclesiastical-diakonal breadth joirled rvith spiritual ilcpth. 

This  is the tragcdy of tohe-the breadth of his pcrspcctii-cs 
combined with the linlitations of his concrete possibilities for actio~i. 
He did not achieve what in l~iuch painful struggle hc \vnntccl to 
bring to realization at least in Bavaria: the Confessi~lg Church in- 
stead of the confused church. Anvone who has e\-cr taken a look 



a t  his " ~ J I I ~  (,I: S o n ~ s "  tor the cl1~1rc.11, his "Drci-IJiichcr \-on der 
hirchu" ot: 1SJ5.  \\.liic.I1 prcscnts a \-ision of Luthcran catholicity 
u ~ ~ i a i ~ a t i ~ ~ y  f'r-0111 its o\\ 11 spirituaIity, c.;innot imputc to Lijhe narrow- 
I I I ~ J I C ~ ~ I ~  ~ o i ~ f c ~ s ~ i o ~ i n l i s ~ i ~  h i t  i l l ~ ~ s t  trust in thc ccunncnical intention 
of his > t ~ . r t ~ ~ l c ' .  It ; I I ~ ~ ~ c ~ ; I I - ~  that I-ijhc did not \\-in tliat str~igglc. S o r  
tlicl l.iil~c.'s icIc.'i of ;I "L-nion of Lutheran Cl~ristirins for Apostolic 
l i f c . "  i 1 S i  3 :' n~cct  \\ jth ~ucuess i n  the face of ccclcsiastical reality. 
1-Ic. \\.rote': "U:~sicall\ our union 11-ould be nothing lrss than a new 
beginning t'oi- 111ca&n~ful Iifc in the churdi." The founding of the 
I)eac.o~icss Institutiorl 11-ould mot  ha\^ hecn necessary if Lohe's aspira- 
tior~s had ~natcrinlircd. But : "With our union we planned something 
too ])is for  LIS. ' '  .\nd :IS 1;rtr ;IS tllc foundinq of the Dcnconrss \lother- 
11ouh~ : ~ t  .\cuc.~~tlcttcIsm hc insistcil: "It is only for the tinlc being 
tliat \ \c  scttlC IICI-c . . ." I~iscil)Iinc, cornmunit!., sacrifice: these are 
tflc <~~icI ing l>rillciplc.s in Liihc's suggestion for a return to early 
C'llristi'lrl t'ornls of life in tllc 19th century. This is n program that 
conrinuc.s t o  pro\ idc clircction cwn  in our day. 

1 lic.5~ clcl~lcr~ts found concretc expression in deaconess 11-ork, 
to \vhich Liihc. applied the innerrnost and most personal impulses 
of his I~clart. . \ t  agc 24, 1-iihe's wife Helene died. He kept her in 
I-cn~crnbrnricc: ; ~ s  iln imagc of "woman1v simplicity.?' In the vilIages 
of Franconia 1-ijlw saw the usclcssness of much of the activities of 
\\.cJincn, and t'lliing thc initiative he cornbined the spiritual ~ v i t h  
t l ~ c  priic tical and I\-ith thc sociolo@cally obvious. Tha t  turned out 
to I)c. successful. Thc JIothcrhousc grew ~vi th  surprising rayidit!. 
It rniltlc. a Ilainc for itsclf all o\.cr German!- as a ccntcr for 
rnari! br; inchc~~ of diakonal work. T h e  spirit of Seucndettclsau 
ilttractcd Pastor Botlelsch\vingh, \vho rttte~nptcd to transillit some 
of that spirit to the Bethel Institution. Lohc said in 1568: "\\'hat 
I dcsirctl t1ic11 ant1 still \\.ant to do todav is to proviclc this proof: 
B c c , . I u ~ ~  nil homc { H e i ~ w n t )  held to thh Augshurg Confession and 
i1.c I'oor Lutllcrans I~c ld  up thc banner of pure (uirgerrrisclrt) conl- 
rntinion fc.llu~\-ship, the Lord did not escIudc us from tlle \\-ork of 
thc. Inner Alission nor from the holy work of diakonnf service. 
Dcbpitc all opposition for and near, Hc' co~lld and did advancc our 
Inhors." 

1-ijhc.5 tliltlional ideal found its resting place in sacramental 
I~uthcriinism. Ltihc s a \ -  a t  the idtar the origin of sacrificial service. 
. - j t  the altar the Christian conlnlunitv begins, the altar is the ncces- 
sir!. sourcc of discipIine i n  the Christian congregation. For this 
re;ison 1-iihc took u p  thc cause of pri~rate confession, spoke up for a 
] i fc  that hat1 r e p l a r  recourse to the sacrament and promoted the 
Iiturg!.. 'That Liihc "anticipated for several generations the liturgical 
Inovcnicnt of Ccrman Catholicism," was the judgment of the Cath- 
olic theologian Hcn ry-Evrard Jaeger, For Lohe's community-centered 
spirituality the sacranlents and the liturgy are decisive. IVe may, 
indeed we ~ i ~ u s t .  csarninr his conception critically. He calls the 



doctrine of justification, for instance, thc "~ilost )~rcc.ious gem" of 
Lutheranism, but ne~.ertheless all revclation of Got1 c~~ln1i11atc.s jn 

the Sacraillent of the Altar. Lijhc is ; ~ n  organic 111inkc.r. 011 the 
foundation of the ancient church and thc I<cfornlatioli 1ltl I !  i.,liril 
to go on fzrrther to esyerie~lce tlre grace of si lc .~-rr~, lc~ital  Ii jc (conlp. 
F. IV. Kantzenbach. GestaItert zi~id ?'3'l1e~t des S-c~t l z~ t l i c~~i  11 )!I Y, 

1968, pp. 8 1 A). It \vould not he difficult to note s o l ~ ~ t ~  cli5c.rc.l~;lrlcjcs 
whet1 \ye compare his doctrines of the sacrillncllt> ant1 thc pastoral 
office with those of the Reformntion, i1iscrcpanc.ic.s 1~hic.11 alrcnd!. 
the theologians of the LrIangcn School or e\ cli H c r n i a ~ ~ l ~  Bclzzcl 
found quite yroblenlatic doplaticall!-. Thc C'a tho1 ic tt~c.ologian H. 
E. Jaeger justly obscr\-es : "The disproportion in thcb ~-c l~ t t io~l  of 
Lutheran church life and the Lutheran doctrine of il15titic;ition is 
only too evident in I-iihe's spirituality. This c;lur;c,tl thc; l~rublcm of 11 

dialectic between Luther and Luthcrariisln to hrcr~li fort11 :trlc~\." 
(Zeugtris fiir die Einheit, J'ol. I :  L u t T ~ c r n ~ l i s ~ ~ ~ ,  19 T O ,  1). 6O:l. Hut 
eve11 those statements which were so theologicr~ll! y ucstionable 
reflected Liihe's passion for the concrete cspressiol~ of thc. Christian 
congregation as a diakonal brotherhood. On the tumbstonc of this 
greatest ecurner~ical witness of Lutheran charactcc \\-c citn rcad the 
guiding principle that hcld him captive: "I belie\ c* in thc c~omnirrnion 
of saints, the forgiveness of silts, the rcsurrcctic~n ot' the hod\- arid 
the life e~erlasting." 

God's concretc action must haw 3s consc(jrlcrlcc tllc concrctc 
decds of Christian witness in mission, cliakonal scr\icc. ancl pastoral 
ministry. Lohe worked for and in all these concrctc csprcssions of 
the Gospel. His rr-ork even today pro\-es to bc imlwtus itnd impnlsc 
because it did not root itself in- purely thcorctic;ll rcflcction hut in 
the realities of thc church and of pastoral practice. 1-iihc call offer 
the pastor today, 100 years after his death, an cstcnsivc 11critagc for 
his critical acciptance. Pastor Lohe was active ill ;I far flung parish 
that inciudecl tiyo preaching stations, served as hcnd of thc Denco~less 
Institution and \\-as spiritual confidant for a group of pastors. 111 the 
ccclesiastical struggles of his tinie he accomplished surprisingIy r n ~ ~ c h ,  
and by means of his writings (approsimatel! 10 c.stensi1.c ~.olurncs 
have bten published of his works to date) hc stilI ins1)ires mnny 
toda!,. \Ye 'cj-ill look in vain for someone like him in the histor? of 
the Pastoral Office. in Germany-he is a man ~vithout con\-incing 
equals. 

Concordia Theological Seminary in Springfield is 31~0 a f l-~lit 
of \f7ilhe1nl Lohe's ecumenical Lutheranism. The sister institution 
at Neuendettelsau, sends its sincere greetings and good wishes. )lay 
Lohe's passion for the church and for the task entrusted to her be 
our common challenge. 


