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ENGLISH BIBLE T 

By way sf in t roduct ion - t h i s  b r i e f  piece i s  q u i t e  personal ,  Et comes from one 
who despises n e i t h e r  28th Century English nor El izabethan  English, %t develops f s r sm 
one's having read and heard considerable about the need sx- the l ack  of need fo r  Raving 
the  Bible i n  20th Century English; more i m e d f a t e l y ,  %& i s  being see dawn here because 
i n  our c i r c l e s  S t  seems t o  be cornonly understood that in regard to the Ri,ng James 
Version we list only its good points and the reasons fo r  continutsing t 0  use i t ,  in 
regard t a  o ther  English versions we l i s t  only the bad p a i n t s  and the reasons f o r  not 
usfng them, 

One notes t h i s  camon failing i n  s s  muck that i s  written and safd about t r ans la -  
t ions :  They consider the t r a n s l a t i o n s  as a th ing  i n  themselves without considering 
them i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  the  people who are ts use them, But i t  i s  not merely a matter of  
prais ing t h i s  or  t h a t  t r a n s l a t i o n  ta the  s k i e s  o r  s f  e%rlposing the weaknesses of 
another; you a l s o  have t o  ask questgans l i k e  these: Err which century do  w e  l ive'? 
What s o r t  s f  .English i s  the  average Bible reader (not the t ra ined l i n g u i s t ,  which i s  
what most pas tors  are t o  sme extent; not the professbanal teacher s f  English, who 
may qu i t e  j u s t i f i a b l y  have a fondness fo r  Elizabethan English;  not the txad iona l i s t ,  
who would regard new t r a n s l a t i o n  of the  Bible i n t o  Engl i s  f f r o n t  upon oar 
herf tage  of E n g P  i t e r a t u x e l  - w h a t  s o r t  of English i s  the  Bib le  reader 
mast l i k e l y  t o  appreciate? P t  is smewkat d i s tu rb ing  6 s  note how the church papers 
qucte from everybody who has something ts say about it., ts the  e f f e c t  that we  should 
most sure ly  use nothing but the King James Version, It 4s disturbing because the  
fact i s  t h a t  muck sf  what i s  safd  En t h i s  regard has nothing ts do with the f a c t  
t h a t  people a r e  supposed t o  read the Bible ,  not merely as l i t e r a t u r e ,  bu t  i n  order  
t o  be made wise unto sa lva t ion ,  through f a i t h  which is in Chris t  Jesus ,  Huch of 
what i s  sa id  i n  p ra i se  o f  the  A , V ,  would be sa id  with as meh eloquence and vehemence 
i f  the subject  were '%oderniziriag Shalcespeare 's E n g f  i s W '  instead aE '*Bible Transla- 
tions". But you have t o  consider the person who uses the t r a n s l a t i o n ,  not merely 
the  t r ans  l a t  f on, 

Pn t h i s  connection one hears some i n s i s t  t h a t  the  language of the era of Ring 
James X o f f e r s  no barrier t o  the average Bible reader of today, This ins i s t ence  
amazes the  w r i t e r .  For one chfng, the  c l a r i t y  of the A , V ,  i s  not u n i f o m  throughout. 
On the one hand, Ear exzmgle, you have the  c r y s t a l - c l e a r  presenta t ion of something 
l i k e  Luke Two; i n  q u i t e  a d i f f e r e n t  ve in  you have ehe renderfng g iven  ta same sf S t ,  



Paul's writings, much stiffer and ' abs t rac t  i n  t h e  A.V. than i n  the o r i g i n a l  Greek (if 
thes very jnexpert reader of Greek may be alloxqed such a earnparison), For arkother 
thing, this ins i s t ence  is at var iance  with the wr i t e r "  eexperieace, E t  is all very 
well f o r  us t o  insist tha t  the average person should be able, in a t i t t l e  w h i l e ,  t o  
get; w e d ,  e . g , ,  t o  the ' ' t h ~ u ~ '  a,nd f t s  verb eadtrngs and t o  t h e  t h i r d  person sirngular 
verb endings and to the "yeY' of the second person p lu ra l ,  e t r ,  , e t c ,  ; i t  i s  anather 
thing to see the person whs does not d a i l y  rase and read t h i s  sorp of ~ h i n g  s~uffibB$ 
upon it when he meets i t ,  Maybe it should be emphasized t h a t  i t  As q u i t e  easy f o r  
us more-or-less professbnal  linguists ts Imagine that bec3mkng  omfo fort able with 
19th Century English i s  easier for the  non-ppsfessLonal than i t  real ly  Ls; we may 
tend to transfer t o  him, w i a h ~ ~ t  h is  knawing i t , our own fslraB$.iazLry wgt.B.71 ir, 

h e  has t o  remember that, f o r  bet te r  sr fo r  worse, modern man i s  bo~nbarded wi th  
words at a rate that  i s  l i k e l y  higher than ever before ,  Bc u~uid seem rather out Qf 
place t o  expect o f  him ("him1' i s  the  average reader, agein') that- he devel~g an 
acquaintance wfth an o l d e r  kind of E~;%ish ,  beaatLful a s  i t  is, f o r  re l ig ious  pure 
poses onlas, Ts th i s  writer E t  i s  not a bad thing bur a gacd eking when a par t  sf 
the Bible  Is read En good 20th Ceneury English and somezne remarks 2x1 astsnisbment: 
'Why, t h a t  sounds j u s t  l i k e  the way we t a l k  nrrwadays". Soxrie have deaeaced mudern 
efforts at Bible  transla~ian by say$ng that they make the B ib l e  aound P%ks everyday 
speech, X f  w e  understand what Bib le  t rans la tors  since kbe kXX h a v e  been t r y i n g  t o  
do, then this f s what shonld be done, T h i s  i s  certaf n%y %$hiat 14~"kartin Lather t r i e d  
to do, to make the Bible speak the language o f  the people o f  h f ~  day; the  preface 
ts the  A,V, makes i t  clear that tI%$s f s %ahat t-hose good traaslators tried t~ do, 
This is not an argument %or careleas or over-csS,%oqu.fal t rans la t ionl ; ;  %t i s s  rather4 
an assertion that the English i n  which we present the Word aZ God 910 t h e  people of 
our time should be the kind o f  language which ehe Greek oE the Rew Testamene was, 
It was k i n e ,  common - not vulgar ,  not  indecent ,  not hypercol lb~quiaX,  but cornton, 
within the grasp s f  the average reader of Greek of t h a t  day, 

h e  notes an inconsisteney fa the  eloquent pleas s f  many who insi,s"iz.hat ~heriee 
is no need whatever fox- a rranslatisn 0% the Bible i n  26sh Century English, They us@ 
good, clean, 20th C e n t u q  Engl i sh  fo r  making t h e i r  case; and ehe i r  case i s  this, that 
you should, in religion, use goad, clean 17th Century English, %E lt i s  fitting that 
we insist t h a t  our average parish%oner should,  f o r  i>urposes o f  relPgion, be well 
acquainted w i t h  19th Century E~agglish, then would it not a l so  be f f t e h g  fo r  us to 
help  h h  attain that goal - p e ~ b a p s  by preaching our semons i n  17th Century English? 
And perhaps by printing our cburchaa pagers, such as our %a that admit- 
t e d l y  c l e a r  language? Or does someone say: But no one would read OUT papers then? 
And does he insist at ehe same time tha t  having Lhe Bib le  in beau~ifol 17th Century 
English is an incentive for  the average man t o  read it? 

h o t h e r  thing:: Some of those who seem to believe that  the A,V, needs defending 
( i t  doesn't) say togo much, much. to8 much; or, from another paint  a f  V ~ W ,  they say 
too little, That t s ,  they l i s t  a l l  t h e  good qualieies QE ehe A,V, without ever Ikst- 
ing any of its less desirable ones; and a t  the s m e  t i m e  they list by chapter  and 
verse %he failings of any and a l l  recent  tra,nsfa%%ons, One wonders: 1s not  this the 
route by which the Latin Vulgate became the Roman Catholic version, hoisted by hyper- 
bo%e into an all-excludikzg domination ss that even i t s  errors were canonizedL? - This 
writer remembers that  $a h%s semfnaq days %% was the fashion E Q  point  aut  the infer- 
iority of the A,V, as compared wfth Luther's t ranslatfm, h e  bald person p ~ b t i s h e d  
an article i n  the student periodical of that day in ~dhfc'b-s. he gnsisked that t h e  A,V,  
had i t s  good poin t s ,  too, A person has the  impression that some conservative Chris- 
t i a n s  are saying too much %so soon about present-day effor ts  a% put t fng  the Bible  
fnts English, 

And one of those too-mnuch-to&a-s~~n assertions i s  this; %he aos t  horrible o f  them 
all: %% i s  not i n  the  cards f o r   UP c%vil%zatSon t o  produce another good translation 
of the Bible, ~r e%vf%iza t i an  has already produced one, the A,V,, and thatos par  



per c i v i l i z a t i o n ;  i n  f a c t ,  i t ' s  the  insuperablk maximum; besides,  on t h a t  we 'vve spent 
ourselves; we're exhausted, and we'd do b e t t e r  not t o  t r y  again. One suspects  t h a t  
t h i s  is  a homerna.de r u l e ,  conceived f ~ r  the  purpose of appearing t o  give s t a b i l i t y  t o  
a too-hasty conclusion, 

One can a l s o  hazard the guess t h a t  the  impact and the  d u r a b i l i t y  s f  the  N,E,B, 
w i l l  be Ear g r e a t e r  than some of i t s  e a r l y  and eager c r i t i c s  suggest; t h i s  m c h ,  
sure ly ,  can be sa id  without condoning any weakness t h a t  has already appeared or w i l l  
appear i n  i t ,  But the  point  of these  few remarks i s  not t o  advocate t h a t  we Eorth- 
with adopt the N,E,B, as our off ic ia l  version;  the  point i s ,  r a t h e r ,  t h i s :  There i s  
a need f o r  a Bible i n  20th Century English; we s h a l l  ignore t h a t  f a c t  a t  our p e r i l ;  
and w e  ought, therefore ,  t o  view the of having a Bible in good, clean 
20th Century English with joy ins tead of with f e a r ,  

--S%uau% A, D ~ r r  

(The i n f o m a t i o n  here given was gleaned f x m  a b r i e f  6-page repor t  by the  Rev, Arthur 
E. Stee le ,  Vice President  of Fa i th  TheslsgicaP Seminag., on the  recent  meeting sf the 
WCC a t  Mew Delhi, under the  t i t l e ,  Talk a t  Mew Delht. The o u t l i n e  i s  t h a t  of ---- 
the undersigned, I t a l i c s  reproduced from the  orFginal repor t  of Rev. Steefe ,  who was 
an observer a t  the  WCC meeting,) 

1. The WCC can hardly be ca l led  a Protestarat Church organizat5on -- 
a) i n  view of the  benedictions found i n  the printed b u l l e t i n s  s f  the  Morning 

Worship Services,  e . g , ,  

For Eovember 29, 1961 
"Christ our t r u e  God, by the intercessfona of h i s  most pure Nother ever-Virgin 
Mary: of our Father among the  Sa in t s ,  John Chrysostom, Archbishop o f  Constan- 
t inople:  of the  holy martyrs Paramonus, Pi lomenus and Faidre,  whose day i t  i s  
and of a l l  the  Sa in t s ,  * , f o r  he i s  good and 
he loveth mankind, h e n . f 1  

For December 2,  1961 
'Way God be merciful  unto us and b l e s s  u s ,  and make H i s  face  shine upon us, and 
have mercy upon us,  0 Lord, save Thy people; b less  th ine  inheri tance;  lift them 
up forever.  Through the  suppl ica t ions  and prayers which our Lady Theotokos Mary 
and the  Prophets, and the  Apostles and the  martyrs and the crossbearers and the  
r ighteous make on our behalf always. 
To Thee be glory and majesty, dominion and power, now and f o r  ever. Amen". 
(Unity Talk, p.  1) 

b) and i n  view of the  evaluation made of the  Orthodox Church as  published by the  
WCC i n  i t s  "Orthodoxy, A Fai th  and Order Dialogue", pp. 8 & 9. (Geneva, 1960), 

"The f i r s t  fundamental and e s s e n t i a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  0% the Orthodox Church i s  
i t s  steady adherence t o  the  holy t r a d i t i o n  which i t  i n h e r i t s  f r o m  the  e a r l y  
Catholic Church, 

"But i f  Woly t r a d i t i o n s  i s  accepted as  a source of f a i t h ,  i t s  i m u t a b i l i t y  must 
be recognized, j u s t  a s  the  Bible ( the  o the r  source of f a i t h )  i s  recognized t o  
be immutable. 

"Like the Bible,  holy t r a d i t i o n  i s  regarded i n  the  Orthodox Church as  the 'Word 
of God', as  'water springing up i n t o  ever las t ing  l i f e ' . "  (&bid*, p ,  1 )  



2 ,  The WCC seems inclined t o  give up the P r s t e s ~ a n k  heri tage i t  has by welearning con- 
versations with Rme i n  the  hope s f  removing theological dif ferences ,  as seen, Esr 
exannple, $n the repor t  o% the  Pol icy  Reference Comkttee,  on Decentkier 1, $961, 

"The; Corni t tee  welemes the closer contacts  which have recent ly  been esta,bSished 
with c e r t a i n  Roman Caths l fc  c h u r c h e n  s p e c i f i c a l l y  concerned w i c k  Cbrfsefzn 
uni ty  and hopes that  these will develop f r u i t f u l l y  i n  the fu tu re , "  (we, p.3) 

3 *  The WCC i s  asking about i n j e c t i n g  heathen elements i n t o  the csrpas of Christian 
doctr ine ,  thus i n  danger of becoming s y n c r e t i s t i c ,  The m~~ch-used o f f i c5a l  guide 
book a t  Mew Belhi ,  ston New Delhi,  p, 40, quotes Principal 3. R. Chandran 
of the Church of Ssutb Ind ia  as saying: 

"Fhat i s  the r e a l  d i f ference  between the col%ectt;;%ve, b u ~  inddeviduaIise$c, wor- 
s h i p  of BEnduiam as compared with the  corpsrateness of Christian worship; Bow 
can the which are par t  s f  ~ o d ' s  
c rea t ive  work, be taken aver by the Church; What are the app rop r i a t e  symbols 
f o r  Chr is t ian  l i t u r g i c a l  l i f e  and ts what extene can , f o r  example 
s f  the  r e l a t i o n  between God and man, be used; Ta what degree does an exag- 
gerated fear of sync re t i sm  impg~iaerfsh the warship af the As%a,n churches,,." 
( i b f d . ,  p.  3) 

4 .  The WCC, though professedly a chureh federa t ian ,  is  developing f n t s  a psl%tica% 
organizat ion,  

a) En an address on Nsverabeu 23, Dr, 8 ,  Prederfck Nolte, Director o f  the Churches 
on In te rna t iona l  Affairs,  made t h i s  declaration re the mission 0% the WCC, 

"Its a c t i v i t i e s  (the CCXA) rest on ehe sssampe%~n that  the Churches have a 
right, Lndeed a duty, t o  speak %o the aaefsns f o r  peace and jus t i ce  and, i f  
t h e i r  word i s  to be e f f e c t i v e ,  i t  must be ut tered  at the time and p lace  
where in te rna t iona l  and intergovernmental decisions are made,,,, 

'Tor exampfe, ear ly  i n  September o f  the caprent yearp as i n  pas t  years9 the 
@CIA s t a f f  prepared a, memorandum over s ix ty  pages En P e q t h  wherefa the 
views of the churches were related t o  about f i f e 7  of the items which had 
been inscribed on the  provisional agenda of the Sixteenth Sess ion of the 
United National General Assembly,. ,"  ( i b i d . ,  pp, 4 & 5 )  

b)  Zn the  repor t  s f  the C m i t t e e  of the C G I A  on December 2 ,  President Pusey of 
Harvard said t h i s  about the p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i t i e s  of the  We@, 

"Ts be equal t o  i t s  r o l e  i n  internatisrxal  l i f e ,  the United Natfsms must have 
the constant support of a%% i t s  members, , , 

''The churches should urge governments tea d i s c h a g a  t h e i r  full leespsnsibil- 
% t i e s  tovards the  United Nations and t o  be prepared to increase t h e i r  e f for t s  
f o r  the common cause of peace and o rde r ly  progress ."  ( $b id . ,  p. 59 

c )  I n  h i s  address on November 23, D r .  0. Frede r i c  Nolte  a l s o  made t h i s  pronounce- 
ment on National Sovereignty, 

"By the exerc ise  of t h e i r  sovereign power, 
which a re  out 

t o  the  j u r i s d i c t i o n  of the  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Court of Justice, to in te rna t iona l  
regula t ions  e f f e c t i n g  t r ade  and commerce, t o  &nte~na , t fona l  inspection t o  
insure  compliance with t r e a t i e s  -- these and s i m i l a r  comitments must replace 
the  O . B  

P t 

(cont imed on page 9 )  



Par t  QI% 
(Continued from Dec, i ssue)  

From the foregoing we can well  determine the ideas of Sverre in regard t o  the 
mattex of church and s t a t e ,  Be never denied the divine o r ig in  s f  the off$ce o f  bishop, 
p r i e s t  o r  o ther  clergymen. He never questioned t h e i r  author i ty  and ju r i sd ic t ion  in 
matters  purely r e l i g i o u s ,  

R~wever, i n  temposral matters  which concern the church, Sve-sare i n s i s t e d  t h a t  the 
king had not only the  r i g h t ,  but the  p la in  duty t o  serve as guardian and protector  of 
the  church (See note 98 above). He therefore  denied the churchmen the author i ty  and 
supremacy i n  things temporal which pertained t o  the cherrch, 

Since t h a t  was h i s  view i n  temporal matters  per ta in ing t o  the church, i t  i s  only 
na tu ra l  t h a t  Sverre would most v io len t ly  oppose any attempt o f  the church t o  encroach 
upon the matters  which pe r ta in  t o  the s t a t e  as  such. The Gregorian viewpoint, which 
placed the  church above the  s t a t e ,  and consequently gave the churchmen, e spec ia l ly  the 
Pope, power over the  r u l e r s  of the s t a t e ,  was repudiated and condemned by Sverre, 
Instead of conceding the church two swords, Sverre denied them any power i n  temporal 
matters  and refused t o  l e t  the  churchere meddle in thgngs per ta in ing t o  the s t a t e ,  
Eence, he f e l t  such a g rea t  responsibElfty over against the church as well  as the 
s t a t e ,  Like Frederick Barbarossa, he demanded the r i gh t  t o  approve or disapprove of 
candidates e lec ted  t o  church 0 f f i c e s . l 0 ~  Ln t h a t  respect ,  one cannot help but f e e l  
t h a t  he intruded upon eand in te r fe red  with the du t i es  s f  the church leaders ,  

It i s  no wonder, the re fo re ,  t h a t  Svexre, convinced sf  h i s  swn royal  b i r t h ,  h e e d  
so  many d i f f i c u l t i e s  and struggled and fought so hard ts gain and ks%d the throne, Ee 
spoke and acted with such conviction t h a t  one can scarcely doubt t h a t  he believed tha t  
God had given him the throne and i t s  prerogatives,  and tha t  God would hold him account- 
able  f o r  i t .  Sver ress  f a i t h  i n  Cod as the  one who shaped h i s  des t iny and d i rec ted  
everything accordingly seems t o  have been the chief guiding pr inciple  i n  his l i f e .  
Paasche points  out the  f a c t  t h a t  although Sverre" re l ig ion  was f a t a l i s t i c ,  i t  was not 
f a t a l i s t i c  i n  a b l ind sense, t o  the exclusion o f  God, Rather i t  was a fa ta l i sm i n  
w h i c h  God played a most important part.1.05 Hence he had an unwavering conviction t h a t  
he ,  Sverre, as  king had those r i g h t s  and d u t i e s  given him by God, and was responsible 
t o  God i n  discharging them. 

There can, be no quest ion t h a t  Sverre Sigurdsson i s  sf great  importance because 
of the views which he s o  c l e a r l y  and fo rce fu l ly  erpressed i n  the  matter  of the r e l a t i o n  
between church and s t a t e ,  and s p e c i f i c a l l y  between the churchmen and the  king i n  
matters  temporal, A t  the time when he ar r ived on the  scene, the power of the  king 
was g rea t ly  l imi ted ,  and the  archbishop exercised great  a ~ l t h ~ r r f t y  both s p f r i t u ~ , % l y  
and temporally, There was a r e a l  danger sf  t o t a l  domination by the clergy,  and even 
worse, of domination by a fore igner ,  the Pope of Rome. Toward the end of SverrePs  
l i f e ,  the most pswerful. Pope of a l l ,  Innocent EEX, sa t  in the papal cha i r ,  Perhaps 
no other  Pope used the powers of excomunication and i n t e r d i c t  k s  such an extent  as  
Innocent, Xn most cases he succeeded, En the  case o f  Phi l ip  Augustus he n e i t h e r  sue- 
ceeded nor f a i l e d ,  But tt must be sa id  t h a t  i n  only one case d i d  he r e a l l y  f a i l ,  and 
t h a t  was i n  the case of Sverre, It i s  therefore  noteworthy t h a t  Svcrre was able  t o  
r e s i s t  and oppose t h a t  powerful Pope, One s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f ference  between Sverre and 
P h i l i p  Augustus is  t h a t  whereas the  l a t t e r  opposed Innocent an personal grounds without 
caring pa r t i cu la r ly  about the  theological  s ide ,  Sverre opposed Innocent and all the 

lo4 Paasche , . , p. 180, 
1°5 f b i d . ,  p .  



clergy who held t h a t  view of chuich and s t a t e  on theolagical  grounds. 

Although the  was prfmarily d i rec ted  a g a i n s t  the bishops 
of Norway, it was a l s o  an answer to Innocent and those vbo held his views, Sveure, 
with the  help af the ac tua l  a~othor,  refuted  t k e  arguments of his opponents by qust%ng 
from both the  Bible and the church f a t h e r s ,  

The d g n i f i c a n c e  of Sver reas  achievements i s  sumarized as  f0lfov6 by Zs~n: 

Sverre 's  conf l i c t  with the  church belongs t o  the most notable con- 
f l i .c ts  %n world K%story . . . , It is in rea l i ty  the same pr inciples  
s f  s t a t e  and sovereignty which we a l s o  today advance against the  
Roman Church, They are f i r s t  found i n  t h f s  c l e a r  l o g i c a l  consistency 
in Norway under King Sveree, Far t h a t  teason Sverre" sconflict, f a r  
more than a l l  stkter c s n f l i c t s  between church and s t a t e  a t  that %$me, 
bears a character  of p r inc ip le  i n  completely modern f o n . l 0 6  

As a defense sf  the power sf  the  king agains t  the papacy and the Norwegian 
hierarchy,  the work of Sverre was a%gnificant ,  However, rhere was a danger connected 
with h i s  movement, which if not checked, could have proved d i sas t rous  ts Rarwaty, For 
while Sverre was defending Nsmay from the doaination of the c lergy,  he was brfnging 
he r  under his own power and the people of N s r ~ a y  csnseque-ly had h f b t h  power them- 
se lves ,  The king himself had most sf the power, and f a r  a while he was t o  xuXe with 
an i ron  hand, u n t i l  l a t e r  the people ga%ned mare r igh t s  and p r iv i l eges ,  Paasche e m -  
pares the  earlier Norwegian state with t h a t  of the time of Sverre and his $media te  
successors: 

En e a r l i e r  times the Nomegian s t a t c  Pay anly as a t h i n  blanket over 
the  body s f  the  people; a l l  the  t i m e  w e  see i t s  powerful movemnts 
under the blanket , . , . During the time of the  d i l i g e n t  lawgivers 
of the  family of Sverre, we do not see the as c l e a r l y  as 
before.  The king,  the one king, becomes everything, becomes ~ o r w a ~ ,  107 

Bang expresses himself s i m i l a r l y ,  Be s t a t e s  that Soerre had the  idea of cen t ra l -  
iztng everything i n  one person, R e  adds that i t  i s  for tunate  t h a t  Sverre d i d  not 
e n t i r e l y  succeed i n  tha t  respect ,  f o r  i f  he had, conditions would have been wsrse 
f o r  the  Norwe fans dur$ng the  many hundred years when the royal power was 1 ~ c 8 t e d  i n  
Copenhagen, Norway was the minor par tner  i n  a union with Denmark which l a s t e d  
over 400 years ,  u n t i l  the year 1814, 

None the l e s s ,  Sverre" seontributisns were great ,  no t  o d y  because he was endowed 
with many remarkable g i f t s ,  but even mare because he was c ~ ~ w i n c e d  of hi8 r i g h t  tc3 
occupy the pos i t ion  s f  king, Throughout h i s  twenty-five years sf r u l e  as king, he 
suffered hardships,  and seldom could he enjoy any peaceful pursu i t s ,  which he probably 
would have preferred ,  But he fe l t .  i t  t o  be r i g h t  t o  defend what he was convtneed was 
his, W e  could the re fo re  ds no b e t t e r  than close thfs t r e a t i s e  with the  very words 
which Sverre himself u t t e red  sn h i s  death-bed e a r l y  in March, 1202: 

The kingdom has b r ~ u g h t  me Slabor and unres t  and t roub le ,  r a t h e r  
than peace and a quie t  l i f e ,  But S O  i t  is, t h a t  many have envied 
me my rank, and have l e t  their envy grow to f u l l  enmity, May God 
forgive them, and decide a l l  my cause, "Po9 
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b a n t i m e d  E r m  page 5) 

And, in the report of the Section on Service, delivered December 4, it was 
further stated, 

P f B ~ t  it mu$% be said t o  new nations a s  ts older ones that the evolution s f  
an in te rna t iona l  order will require sf a l l  a measure sf 

f o r  the sake of the 8 8 

(Pafth Theological Sentinal-y f:; aEfikiated with the LFiJflerfcan International @Oun~%l 
of Christfm Churches, of which Dr, Carl MsXntEre i s  the chief representative,) 

Anybody having a workable mimeograph which they do not use,  please g e t  i n  touch with 
the Rev. Wilhelm Petersen, 5530 Englewood Drive, Madison 4 ,  Wis;, 

Anyone else having anything they want or that  they have that  someone else can use,  
ge t  i n  touch with the Lutheran 

A Commentary on Paul's E p i s t l e  to the Galatians, by Dr. J. Plvfsaker, translated into 
English by George 0. Lil legard ,  may be purchased st the Lutheran Synod Rook Store  for 
$ 4 3 0  net, 

CORMCTIOPS: %n the Decefsdber issue, the last page, something was attributed t o  the 
Lutheran - when it should have been the Journal sf s f  the: CEC, 
We are sorry for that mistake (Ed , ) ,  
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VT%. Tolera t ion of Unionist ic  Act iv i ty  by Individuals  

Under the above heading, the Wisconsin Synod's NORmWSTEm LWm fo r  March 11th 
p r i n t s  an a r t i c l e  by Rev, E, Arnold S i t z  which g i ves  grieved expression t o  the  offence 
caused by severa l  promiftern% individuals  i n  the Hissolaxi Synsd by t h e i r  connection w i t h  
here t i c s  of the  worst s o r t ,  The e d i t o r  of the  E8RT Bnt rsduces t h e  
a r t i c l e  i n  the  fo%low%ng words: 

'When a union i s t i c  s p i r i t  has invaded a church body, i ts presence can muably be 
detected not only by what t h a t  body does through i t s  o f f i c i a l s ,  i t s  boards, and i t s  
responsible spokesmen, Equally s ign i f fcan t  a d  revealing i s  %ghat: t h a  church does  PO^ 
do about individuals ,  prominent o r  otherwise, w b s  engage fa a n f a n i s t i c  p rac t i ces ,  - 
Tolerat ion of such a c t i v i t i e s  speaks j u s t  as loud a language as does an o f f i c i a l  pts- 
nouncement sanctioning u n i o n i s t i c  endeavors, 

"Perhaps i t  i s  not necessary t o  say --- but  we say i t  anyway ss t h a t  we a r e  correc t ly  
understood --- t h a t  we a r e  not in te res ted  i n  making personal attacks on the men mentioned, 
Our so le  concern i s  the i s sue  ra ised  by t h e i r  unionistic a c t i v i t % e s  and the f a i l u r e  of 
those responsible t o  apply the  admonition and d i s c i p l i n e  necessany t o  check those indi -  
v iduals  i n  t h e i  r offensive course, '' 

The a r t i c l e  reads: 

I n  the Lutheran Witness and i n  correspondence from the Missouri Synod leaders ,  we 
read t h a t  they have been saddened by the  suspensisn of fellowship between the  Wksconsfn 
and Missouri Synods, Ve! a l s o  are saddened by the break which the  M%ssouri Synod has 
caused not only by i t s  unionfs t fc  p rac t i ce ,  but  a l so  by the g ~ o s s  unionism i t  has 
to le ra ted  on the  pa r t  of individuals  i n  high places wi,thin i t 8  own r a ~ k s ,  Their  names 
and offenses appear i n  the  o f f i c t a l  period%cafs o f  the synad without a word of censure, 
Offense f s  given whenever anyone says o r  does anything t h a t  tends t o  obscure, smudge, 
o r  draw away from the  Word of God, o r  t o  hinder,  retard, t a r n  as ide ,  lead a s t r a y ,  or  
d ishear ten  anyone i n  h i s  f a i t h ,  

We a re  saddened by the  care less  -- and t o  D r ,  Walther, Dr. Pieper,  and D r ,  Pfoten- 
hauer u t t e r l y  unthinkable - unionism as i t  is  pract iced by a Jaros lav  Pelaikm, Jr,, and 
a Martin Marty. We a r e  saddened by the  conduct of Dr, Fuerbuinger because of loose 
devotional a c t i v % t y ,  no l e s s  by the  u n i o n i s t i c  stance of D r .  0, P, Kretzmann i n  the 
guise of the  pursui t  of learning.  We a re  saddened by the uncer ta in  s t eps  taken i n  the 
case of men l i k e  D r .  Martin Scharlemann, D r ,  Arthur Piepkorn? and a Berthold von Schenk. 

The secular  press has exalted D r .  Pelfkan t o  the high rank of being one of the  
top spokesmen fo-t the  Missauri Synod, No one doubts t h a t  God has given D r .  Pelfkan 
eminent i n t e l l e c t u a l  g i f t s :  witness the t r a n s l a t i o n  of Luther's Works i n t o  English, 
general ly work of high order,  But h i s  book, $'The R i d d l e  of Roman Catho%%cfsm," remains 
much of a r idd le ,  Far from being "a volume i n  the  s t r i c t  traditi,ssn of the ReformationfP, 
as one c r i t i c  has wr i t t en ,  far from portraying the  Pope as the  Ant i -chr is t ,  the  reader 
w i l l  come t o  the conclusion t h a t  Roman Catholicism i s  not nearly as perverted and 
h e r e t i c a l  as Luther asserted i t  t o  be, The book helps t o  blaze the t r a i l  back i n t o  
the  cor ra l  of the Ant ichr i s t ,  

Beyond t h i s ,  Pelikan vacated h i s  cha i r  sn the theo%sg%ca% facu l ty  a t  Concsrdia 
Seminary i n  S t ,  Louis and f o r  the  past  severa l  years has been a member of the Federated 
Theological Faculty a t  the Universi ty of ChEcagq, soever maintains t h a t  the  school 



teaches an unadulterated Bib l i ca l  theology i s  far gone. Though n m ~  i n  the process of 
d i s so lu t ion ,  i t  favored men of every shade of re l ig ious  opinion, Report has i t  t h a t  
now Pelikan w i l l  join the  s i m i l a r  f acu l ty  of Yale Divinity SchsoL 

What w i l l  D r ,  Pelikan -- and the  Missouri Synod tha t  harbors him --. answer when 
h i s  example leads o thers  i n  the  Lutheran Church t o  think l i g h t l y  of loyal ty  t o  Godus 
Word (John 5:31',32) and t o  th ink l i g h t l y  of g iv ing  sfferrse"kPensider Matthew P8:6,7, 
W i l l  anyone i n  the Missouri Synod a s s e r t  t h a t  D r ,  Malther would have to lera ted  f o r  
one moment such offense as  PePikan i s  giving? 

D r *  Martin Marty i s  pas tor  of the Hissoonri Synod Church o f  the Holy Ghost, Elk 
Grove, I l l i n o i s .  A t  the same time he i s  assoc ia te  e d i t o r  of The Chr is t ian  
a re l ig ious  journal  which denies the  teachings of Scr ip ture  on Jesus Chr is t ,  the 
i n s p i r a t i o n  s f  the  Bible,  the atonement, the v i r g i n  bfr%h,  and s t h e r  cardinal  doc- 
t r i n e s .  It has occurred severa l  times l a t e l y  t h a t  the Lutheran Witness has published 
the f a c t  t h a t  Harty i s  an associa te  e d i t o r  af the  apparently with pride,  
ce r t a in ly  not with any ward of dismay, Whether o r  not Dr, Marty as  associa te  e d i t o r  
i s  d i r e c t l y  responsible %or the  shaping of e d i t o r i a l  po l i cy ,  the  f a c t  remains t h a t  he 
i s  responsible before Gad and the  Church f o r  what appears i n  t h a t  per iodical ,  f o r  he 
has l e n t  h i s  name and sanction as  a Lutheran t o  the blasphemies the unchr is t ian  
C e n t u ~  p r i n t s .  Again the questism;: HOW many may have had a s t u d l i n g  block put i n  
7- 

the way of t h e i r  f a i t h  by t h i s  gross offense?  And what wiUthe  Nissouri  Synod answer 
f o r  lending i t s  membership and prestige t o  that kind of gross offender? Luke 17:1,2, 

We think here a l s o  of Dr, 8,  P, Kretzmann, the head s f  Valparaiss  University, 
It was reported i n  the press t ha t  D r ,  T i l l i c k  would speak the re ,  Bow i n  the name of 
higher education could he i n v i t e  an unbeliever l i k e  Tf%lich ts the  Universi ty,  a man 
who g l o r i e s  i n  the ungodly and blasphemous conceit  aE r id ieu%sus  paradoxes, shallow 
and arrogant  spoutings which he t e rns  "principles"? And what a re  these pr inciples  
he claims every thinking theologian must a r r i v e  a t?  Forsooth: g ' B o  That God i s  no 
God; 2, That one must be concerned, '' I s  the re  a god ca l led  "g8igher Edtaeatfsra'h~rho 
ranks above the God who created the heavens and the ear th?  O r  are Lutheran univer- 
s i t i e s  and un ivers i ty  heads exempt from heeding S t ,  Paul 's  warning against  philosophy 
and va in  deceit '?  Colossians 2:8, O r  Chr i s t ' s :  "Beware of f a l s e  prophetss'? 

We a re  a l s o  saddened by the  u n f s n l s t i c  p rac t i ce  of D r ,  6 ,  A, Puerbringeu, when 
Missouri Synod per iod ica l s  t e l l  of comsn devotions wieh theological  f a c u l t i e s  not i n  
doc t r ina l  agreement. with us ,  Cer ta in ly  t h i s  goes beyond even that  which the Missouri 
Synod a s s e r t s  about ' j o i n t  prayer '  being a l l s w a b h e  For devotions bespeak a l t a r  and 
pu lp i t  fel lowship,  One th ing leads t o  the  next ,  Saddening a l s o  i s  the Rsmanizfng 
stand of men l i k e  D r ,  Piepkorn and a Pas tor  von Schenk. The uncer ta in  s t a t u s  of the 
Sckarlemann case and the leeway given him t o  p lant  h i s  spfnisns synod-wide r a i s e  a 
grave quest ion ,  

We know f u l l  wel l  t h a t  if evangel ica l  correctiorz. were undertaken i n  the  Missouri 
Synod, i t  would receive a bad press ,  But i s  not t h i s  pa r t  s f  the cross w e  must bear 
f o r  the sake of Chr is t  and the  Gospel? No Chr is t ian  dare cut a pa t t e rn  t o  please o r  
accommodate the  world, For: "That which i s  highly esteemed among men i s  abomination 
i n  the s i g h t  of God."Ss  says Jesus i n  Luke 16: 15, 

"But"', i t  w i l l  be s a i d ,  "the Missouri Synod must progress, ' '  The tsboggan a l s o  
progresses - downhill, While the  Missouri Synod has ce r t a in ly  done eminent service  
t o  the  Lord, the re  i s  room. f o r  r e tu rn  t o  the s impl ic i ty  of the Gospel and of f a i t h .  
Beware of a 300-horsepower mator car  wi th  f a u l t y  brakes: 



snc ET ~ N C  ---- IN SIX EASY LESSONS: --- 

Who of us i s  not s l i g h t l y  uncomfortable when we meet the word "Existentialism"? 
The very sound of the word tends t o  give us an i n f e r i o r i t y  complex because we a re  
dealing with the unknown. And ye t  a theological  conversation today doesn' t  go very 
f a r  without bringing up  the word, But cheer up,  S t  i s  not only a few conservative 
Lutheran pastors who experience these fee l ings ,  IF there  i s  any comfort i n  i t ,  you 
might l i k e  t o  know t h a t  the re  i s  a large  group of socie ty  who have had s imi lar  exper- 
iences -- college English professors,  (an o f f i c i a l  organ of the 
National Council of Teachers of English) f o r  December 1961, c a r r i e s  an a r t i c l e  by Dr, 
Gordon E.  Bigelow of the  ~ n i v e r s i t ;  of Flor ida ,  e n t i t l e d  "A Primer of Existential ism" 
(pages 171478) .  We recamend t h i s  a r t i c l e  t o  our pas tors ,  and as  an inducement t o  
reading i t  we s h a l l  b r i e f l y  s u m a r i z e  some sf  the points .  

Prof. Bigelow begins by saying: "For some years I fought the word by i r r i t a b l y  
looking the  o ther  way whenever I stumbkd across i t ,  hoping t h a t  l i k e  dadaism and some 
of the o ther  " i sms"  of the  French avant it would go away i f  I ignored i t ,  But 
ex i s t en t i a l i sm was apparently more than the  p ic tu re  i t  evoked of uncombed beards,  
smoky basement cafes ,  and French beatniks regaling one another between s i p s  of absinthe 
with b r i l l i a n t  va r i a t ions  on the  theme 02 despair ,"  He discovered t h a t  current ly  i t  
i s  of considerable importance t o  literature and the a r t s ,  ts philosophy and theology, 
and even t o  the  s o c i a l  sc iences ,  But when he went t o  the discussions of e x i s t e n t i a l -  
i s m  he couldn't ge t  much help ,  s ince  apparently the introductory d iscuss isns  took too 
much fo r  granted f o r  the  novice. So the good professor endeavored t o  make a simple 
statement of i t s  b a s i c  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  and t h i s  he did by s e t t i n g  f o r t h  s i x  major 
themes of exis tent iaf ism: ,  but  cauts;onS.ng us t h a t  these s i x  themes " w i l l  apply i n  vary- 
ing degrees t o  p a r t i c u l a r  e x i s t e n t i a l i s t s " .  We think t h a t  the  professor did very well .  

Before l i s t i n g  the  s i x  themes, w@ should note that D r .  Bigelow points  out t h a t  
"there a re  almost as many v a r i e t i e s  of t h i s  as there a r e  individual  w l  i t e r s  t o  
whom the word i s  applied." He a l s o  adds tha t  "without being facet ious  we might group 
them i n t o  two main kinds,  the  and the , " A s  a member of the  f i  rst group 
he l ists Jean-Paul S a r t r e ,  Albert Cmus  and Simsne de Beauvoir, Of the  second group 
( t h e i s t i c )  he names SQren Mferkagaard, the mid-nineteenrh century Dane; two contemporary 
French Roman Catholi  c s ,  Gabriel  Eareel  and Jacques Maritain; two protes tant  theologians, 
Paul T i l l i c h  and Nicholas Berdyaev; and Martin Buber, a contemporary Jewish theologian. 
Of course, behind both these groups a r e  philosophers who have influenced the  movement -- Blaise Pascal ,  Fr iedr ich  Nfetsche, Eenrf Bergson, Martin Befdegger, Karl Jaspers ;  
and l i t e r a r y  f igures ,  such as  T~lstoy, Dostsievsky, Hawthorne, Faulkner, e t c ,  

Here axe the  s i x  themes he discusses;  

1, EXISTENCE BEFORE ESSENCE, B s E x i s t e n t S a l i ~ m  g e t s  i t s  nme from an ins i s t ence  t h a t  
human l i f e  is  understandable only i n  terns of an individual  man's exis tence ,  h i s  par- 
t i c u l a r  experience of l i f e .  '' 

2, REASON IS  IMPOTENT TO DEAL WZTB THE DEPTBS OF LZPE. "Since Pxato, Western 
c i v i l i z a t i o n  has usually assumed a separa t ion o f  reason from the r e s t  of the  human 
psyche, and has g l o r i f i e d  reason as su i t ed  t o  cornand the nsn-ra t ional  p a r t , "  

3,  ALIENATIQM OR E S T U G E m a T ,  " E x i s t e n t i a l i s t s  a r e  convinced t h a t  modern man l i v e s  
i n  a four-fold condition of a l ienat ion:  from God, from. nature ,  from other  men, from 
h i s  o m  t r u e  s e l f . "  

4 "FEAR AND TREMBLINGr', mXIET'58, I n  accepting the  GiP~be% Pr ize  a t  Stockholm, W i l l i a m  
Faulkner sa%d t h a t  "our tragedy today i s  a general  and universal. physical f e a r  s o  long 
sustained by now t h a t  we can even bear i t ,  There a r e  no longer problems of the  s p i r i t ,  
There is only one question: When w i l l ,  I be blown up?@' (1950) 



5, TEE ENCOVmEIIP WETB NrnRXNGmSS, "The testimony of the existentialists is that 
this is where modern man naw finds himself, not on the highway s f  upward Progress toward 
a radiant Utopia but on the brink of a catastrophic precipice, below which yawns the 
absolute void, an uncomprmfsed black Nothingnes~,~ 

6,  FmEDOM. The themes outlined dove "describe either some loss of man% freedom 
or some threat ts it, and all existentialists of whatever sor t  a r e  concerned to en- 
large the range of human freedmeP' --- "For the avmed atheists like Sar t re  freedom 
mans hman asstorao~,'@ -"The religious existentiaPists,,, stress the man of faith 
rather than the man o% will. They interpret m a n %  sexs~ential condition as a state 
o f  alienation from his essential nature which is God-like, t h e  problem of his fife 
being to heal the chasm between the two, that is, t o  find sa~trat~on,'Vil%%bfch 
describes salvation as "the act in which the cleavage between the essential being 
and the existential situation is overcame," 

We strongly suggest that you hie yourself off  to the nearest college library, 
take some copious notes sn th%s essay, then dig fnts some exfstentfaf literature, 
and then to the Word "which PEvetka, and abideth forever" so that you can perfsm the 
usus elenchticus f o r  your people, - 

That is the name of an 88 page theological quarterly magazine which has made its 
bow with a, '%kJ%TERIVsssefe, $962, It is published by Sacred Design Associates of 
Xinneapolis. Beyond that, sponsorship is not indicated, l% has an Editorial Staff 
of nine md an Editorial Council sf twenty-eight, The Xist o f  Contributing Editors 
brings the total number sf nmes on the masthead to seventy-one, A quick check of 
the names reveals that the ALC is more heavily represented, i n  numbers at least, than 
any other Lukherm group, We recognize a f ew  names fram H$SSOULT%, AugustiLn8, Lutheran 
Free Church, and the ULC, A good share sf the key Staff Hembers are professors at 
Luther Seminary in St* Paul, Verd has gone out ,  though, that the K C  and Luther 
Seminary disclaim any responsibility for the period%ca%, The Editorial Staff and 
Council are said to be a "group of young mentr g'xngry young meng', maybe) acting 
entirely sn their own, 

Whatever else DIALOG may stand for, f t  certainly stands for "dialogue". "The 
journal DIALm seeks to be a rendezvous where the mind sf the church and the cultural 
consciousness of our age encounter each other in mutual ferment, exposure, criticism 
and questioning." p. 5. Presumably, it is expected that the dialogue will be carried 
on in the pages of DIALOG. Nothing is said about editorial policy, but we have been 
informed that articles will be welcomed from whoasoever, 

The make-up of the magazine is arresting, - colsrful, indeed, We do not know sf 
any theological periodical of this sort that has gone to such Lengths in the use of 
pigments and illustrative designs, some of them quite apt, in fact. To be sure, it 
still has a long way to ga to catch up with "The h f h e ~ a n  Wiswl-aSd-ness". 

This particular issue has the title: "CRISIS EN THE CiKrURCH", and, besides a 
considerable volume of editorializing, has a number of larger  articles devoted to 
said crisis: "Does the Church Need a New Reformation?" by Regin Prenter, "The Crowded 
Temple" by Loren E. Walvorson, "The Ecumenical Councils and the Assemblies of the 
World Council of Churches" by Edmund Schlink, "The Crisis of Confessionalisms' by Carl 
E. Braaten, "The Prophetic Word For Today" by Richard Luecke, "Pluralism in Lutheran 
Ecclesiologyf' by Kent Kaenucson. This sectf on is introduced with  the editorial comment: 



"Anyone who looks carefully at the world or the church will understand why these people 
are saying that there is crisis in the church. DIALOG addresses its first issue to 
this situation, not in order to answer this crisis, not even to fay out a specific pro- 
gram for arriving at an answer. Rather, in this issue it simply listens to some voices 
which speak out of different contexts to various aspects of the problem". p. 16 

The reader will be interested in learning the aims of DIALW: 

"DIALOG seeks to pattern itself after the analogy of the eternal-temporal 
dialogue with all the accompanying features of contrast, controversy, even 
contradiction,,, else it will net reflect the truth as it i s  either in 
heaven or on earth,,, D, seeks to correlate the meaning of the kerygmatic 
word with the questions and pursuits sf our modern wsrld,,, D,prsceeds 
from a Christ-centered theology to interpret all reality upon which it 
touches in the light of that center... D.hopes to serve as a medium where 
the issues which churches hold in difference and in cornon may be clearly 
and frankly defined, with a view to "help in the healing process leading 
toward the ultimate reunion sf the churches,,, D.aims to serve as a bridge 
between European and American theological movements.., Dowill be interested 
in the difficult task of recovering the lost decades sf theology in the 
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries for the sheer wealth of their learning, 
the depths of their criticism, and the breadth of their vision." pp.6.7.8. 

Even so, there are a few expressions of editorial modesty sprinkled here and there: 

"D.'s intention will undoubtedly overreach its achievement." p .  6. We are 
fortunate to have a number of Europe's leading theologians among our csn- 
tributing editors. They have expressed great interest in DIALW, not only 
that they might place their constructive efforts in the service of Ameri- 
can Christianity, but also, as they so modestly claimed, that they might 
benefit from the exchange. We are certain that we have much, to receive 
from them; less certain that they have anything to receive from our s i d e , "  
p* 7, 

"None of us speaks in the tongues of aagels." p. 8. 

'En the way of vocabulary, one expects to see these days in a journal o f  contem- 
porary theology such words and expressions as: relevancy, existential participation, 
individual involvement, dimension, kerygmatic, encounter, dialectic, undialectic, par- 
adoxes and polar principles, continuum, conceptuality, diastatic and synthetic tenden- 
cies, dialectical interplay, self-identity, self-knowledge, self-understanding, con- 
frontation, historical milieu, dekerygmatization, demythologizing, re-discovery of the 
church, etc. DIALOG plays in the big leagues in this respect, and such words are made 
to bear quite a bit sf the burden sf the day, 

LerPs get a few samples of what we might call "gobbledygook": 

"Only in the immediacy of faith can we attain to an undialectical Word, 
the archimedian point in the Christian revelation, namely, the concrete 
self-embodying action of God the Word become flesh and blood i n  Jesus 
of Nazareth," p* 6 ,  

t t  Theology must not abandon its classic apologetic function of intermediat- 
ing the plethora of relatively autonomous areas of research and knowledge." 
p .  4 ,  

"No human word or religious concept may be permitted to collapse the dia- 
lectical process of negation and affirmation," p. 6. 



"It fs the human question, the question of authentic and inmahentic 
human existence, even when man does not conscig%usly ask t h i s  question," 
pe 45,  

"Jesus confronted the Scriptures with a present activity and we311 of 
God." p, 53, 

"Preaching is secularized when the act assumes preponderance over 
the conten%, and it is depotentiated when ~amhpni~ation of content 
lacks the existential dimension of the credo." p, 47. 

D%A,LE has a fev naughty words in its vocabulary, too,  which it tosses around 
quite generms l y  at who knows whsm:: "pseudo cenf essisnalism", "syHibololatnryPf , 
"repristination theology'" '"fundamentalist biblicism", " b i b l i c f s t  theology", "naive 
bib%ic%stt', "the ncerrsk;. confessf onalis t", "the ~0%-em"M"s"B LutheranP', ''the cynical 
htheran", 'sreprkstiniat%ng dogmatics and ethical notis4rrsR', "'out-dated schsfasticism", 
etc, 

'It is possible that the citations thus far given could do the job, but let us 
get a few more qtnotatfons taken fanram the editorials and other articles written by the 
editors to get somewhat of an idea of DLALE" Stheo iog icd  presuppositions and the 
direction its editorial wind is blowing, Assuming that the average pastor is more 
discriminating in his reading than DLAEW gives him credit f o r  (p, L3), we shall 
refrain from underlining and f~alieizing: 

: "DIAL% i s  eonacisus not only sf the; cleavage in life 
between the church and the world, but also o f  the f~~actured body of 
Christ, It regards the present denom%natisnaI fragmentation sf the 
church catholic as a malignant condition wi th in  the body of Christ, 
D I A L N  seeks to be a help in the healing process leading tsward the 
ultimate reunion oE the churches, toward an empirical manifestation 
of the h e  Holy Catholic and Apastslic Church,'" 

: "A movement from herican fundamentalism ts neo-orthodoxy 
without having been ZfPtered through the screens s f  the liberal 
critique is 'like trying to change your personality by putting on a 
new suit of clothes, Nuch fundamentalism masquerades %,a the fashion- 
able dress o f  neo-orthodox jargon, A rose by another n m e  smells as 
sweet,, , or a fish as foul,'' 

Page 46: BB"$e real question is not whether 1 am. pleased with every- 
thing in the confessions, The real question is whether our csntempsr- 
ary witness does nee or cannot possess real continuity with the 
substance of the confessions 'in, with 8nd under9th discontinuities 
in respect to foms sf expression, exegetical deductions, and logical 
argumentations. That is to say, do we not face the same problem here 
as we now face with respect to the Scriptures themselves? I f  the con- 
cern of 'demythologizings is for a true interpretation of the Scrip- 
tures withoeat the boss O.P' abridgement of the k e q p a  (%, e ,  a de- 
kery~atizatisn), we may have a similar legitimate concern for a 
'demythologizings or, as the case may be, a 'dephilasophizingbf the 
confessions without robbing ourselves of their substantive meaning, 

"The dynamics o f  history and corresponding changes in world- 
view impose these conditions & a true interpretation upon us, @kPr 
confessisns share the medieval framework in some degree, the pre- 
scientific framework of Aristotelian metaphysics, naive mythoHogsumena, 
unhistorical exegesis, questionable proof-textiag, and the l i k e ,  1% 
does not help matters to pretend or ts wish that things were sthex-  
wise, But we still possess the possibilities of continuity with  



our confessions through contemporary re - in te rp re ta t ions ,  because they 
a r e  transparent  t o  the evangelical  message i n  which a11 ar9e8 may 
share,  " 

P w e  43: "The phrase, 'bound t o  the  confessfons,"s l e g a l i s t i c  t emino l sgy ,  
and i t  can only conjure up images of medieval authori tarianism and 
e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  heteronomy," 

: "1,f the view o f  the polemical Lutheran p reva i l s ,  Lutheranism 
w i l l  eventually be shat tered  i n t o  a melee o f  c s n f l i c t i n g  forces,  as  
has s o  of ten  happened in the pas t ,  which w i l l  deple te  % t s  v i t a l i t y  
and destroy the r e a l  caantrfbution i t  can nmake t o  t h i s  age, B u t  i f  
h the ran i sm can move, gradually i f  i t  must, i n t o  the position where 
i t  w i l l  maintain i t s  confessional i n t e g r i t y  and a t  the same time 
recognize the v a l i d i t y  of o ther  confessional claims, the cr is is  of 
t h i s  hour can become a great  opportunity." 

P, "Nineteenth century kheology sought f i r s t  a secure base i n  
manes independent reason i n  order ts build bridges from t h e r e  ts &be 
Gospel, and s o  secure the rationality, the cognit ive legitimacy, of 
theology. The b i b l f c i s t  theology whfch made of "inspration' a s t a t i c  
pr inciple  of knowledge by au thor i ty ,  which sa id :  ' ~ e c a u s e  of Inspi ra-  
t i o n  we know t h a t  everything in the Bible i s  t rue;  the flaessage s f  
grace i n  Chr is t  i s  i n  the  Bible; therefore  ...' i s  no exception," 

'The confessions are not meant t o  be my private confessions 
.,, the  odyssey of my inner  spiwt tual  thoughts, The confessfsns 
a re  docwents  of the  church, and as t r u e  e x p ~ s i t i ~ n  of the Word of 
God they a re  the  a c t  of the  t o t a l  c o m n i t y .  One" p r iva te  i n t e r -  
p re ta t ion  of the  Word of God becomes r i g h t  in the moment in which 
i t  ceases ts be p r iva te ,  and f lox~s  i n t o  the ecumenical voice of the  
l iv ing  church - yesterday's  and todayss ,"  

A c e r t a i n  reputable t h e s l o g i m ,  whose natm we w i l l  not nov mention, upon hearing 
the l a s t  paragraph above, commented: "Let h i m  t h a t  speaketh i n  an unknown tongue 
pray t h a t  he may i n t e r p r e t , "  (1 Cor. 14, 139, One reac t s  si.mi%aarr$y t o  a great  many 
things wr i t t en  on the  pages of DIALE,  This s ta te  of a f f a i r s  may be explained by 
the  admiasisn t h a t  the  members of the E d i t o r i a l  S ta f f  and Council a r e  heavf,$y in f lu -  
enced by Barth, Bmnner, Bonhseffer, Til%icR, Bultnzann, Aulen, Hygren, the  Niebuhrs 
and others ,  f o r  whom they have an undisguised admiration: "Our present generation 
has had the  good fortune of a r r iv ing  upon the  scene in t$ae t a  have encountered some 
of the most c rea t ive  theological  minds which Protestantism has ever produced/' (p* 810 
The E d i t o r i a l  S taf f  claims t h a t  s ince  even these minds cannot reach the new gener- 
a t ions ,  "we must place what we a r e  and have i n  the se rv ice  of our  generat toneti  
Undoubtedly many w i l l  make dialogue out of tha t  piece s f  manolsgue by saying t h a t  
they w i l l  serve the  present generation bes t  by continuing t o  speak in tongues, 

Pla iner  language i s  used i n  a s e r i e s  of shor t  ed i t s r%a$s  which bemoan the  9m- 
balance between "theologims" and "charch o f f i c i a l s "  among the  representa t ives  fram 
American Lutherans a t  Debhi; wr i t e  o f f  CBRfSTZmPW TODAY, TEE WORD AEOm, TEROUGW TO 
VICTORY, and a number 0% other  papers they c a l l  "Free Li tera tureg '  as " r e t r ~ g r a d e  
propaganda'bepresenting "warn-out ideas" and "reprist inat%ng dogmatics and e t h i c a l  
notions," pleading a t  the same time with pastors "to sub~ezribe ts j w r n a l s  of sound 
scholarship and responsible judgment." ((We f e e l  qu i t e  sure  t h a t  the modest e d i t o r s  do 
not mean t o  exclude D U L E  from a l i s t  of such), The e d i t o r i a l s  a l s o  espouse a mild 
anti-anti-comunist:  pos i t ion ,  see  g rea t  advances i n  the  "Ess;3bys on Coaperation" 
(NLC-Mo. confrontat ion),  and r e j s i c e  i n  the seemingly imminent death of the SynodLcal 
Conference, indeed, see i t s  death before i t s  death,  and express the hope t h a t  '"0 one 
w i l l  make the  f a t a l  mistake of t ry ing  t o  resur rec t  t h i s  corpse,"  By the way, among 



the  i n t e r e s t i n g  b i t s  o f  i n f o m a t i o n  offered by DIALOG i s  the  news t h a t  the Synodical 
Conference "had or ig inated  i n  the  great  controversy on predes t inat ion t h a t  shook the 
Lutheran churches i n  t h i s  country during the l a s t  two decades o f  the nineteenth 
century." (p. 70).  DIALOG" plea (p ,  7)  t h a t  "we a l l  buckle d o ~ ~ n  t o  some elementary 
homework i n  h i s t o r i c a l  theology" i s  qui te  i n  place. 

Before rounding out our l i t t l e  in t roduct ion k s  t h i s  f i r s t - b s m  papoose, let us 
submit another paragraph f o r  a b i t  of mulling over: 

"As norms, ne i ther  the  Scr ip tures  nor the  confessions are the object  
of f a i t h .  We. do not preach the Bible o r  the Latheran Qmbo l s ,  bu t  
r a t h e r  the  l i v i n g  Chr is t ,  c ruc i f i ed  and resurrected, and the mighty 
deeds of God, in te rp re ted  by prophets and apos t l e s ,  confessed by the 
church, and even now manifest i n  our f a i t h .  Bible  and Creed witness 
t o  Chr is t ,  The hemeneut ica l  s igni f icance  oE the word 'andB i s  
absolutely e s s e n t i a l  f o r  the sake of presertring the a p s s t s l f c i t y  
and the c a t h o l i c i t y  of the f a i t h  of the Chris t ian  Church, Funda- 
mental b ib l ie ism threatens  the  l a t t e r ,  and Roman Catholicism 
j e t t i s o n s  the f o m e r ,  By observing a chr i s to log ica l  u n i t y  of 
Scr ip tures  and confessions we embrace bath the apostalicity and 
the  c a t h o l i c i t y  of the  church's prsclamatian, From t h i s  standpoint 
we can overcome the  protes tant  d e n i a l  ~df the work o f  the lilo1-y Spi.sft  
i n  church h i s t o r y ,  a s  we%$ as the R o m m  GhurehBs idola t rous  system of 
s u b s t i t u t i n g  i t s e l f  f o r  the Bsly Spirit," p,  4 3 ,  

A "best c o n s t r u c ~ i s n "  t o  put on the above would be that  the "affirmation" cancels 
the "negation". I f  t h a t  i s  not the case, the  paragraph contains a brew that would 
make "kick-a-poo joy juice" comparable t o  lemonade. The notions,"We preach Chr is t ,  
not the  S c r f p t ~ r e s " ,  V e  bel ieve  in Chr i s t ,  net the. ScripturesP' ,  should have been 
museum pieces by t h i s  time, h d  the "as in terpre ted  by prsphets and apostles" b i t  
i s  f a v o r i t e  s tock these  days with "tEEeo$t~gians" who have the  "acts sf Gods' l imited,  
i n  a very consequent manner according to their premises, t o  "the ExodusB', and they 
can ' t  even t e l l  you what made the  "Exodus" d i f f e r e n t  from other  happenings i n  h i s to ry ,  
s ince  the  p o s s i b i l i t y  of miracles i s n ' t  i n  their thinking. 

We can imagine that  the Number I issue of DIAL% mdght 'be hewenly reading f o r  
the  e x i s t e n t i a l i s t .  The s ' a f f fmat ions  and negations" which almost o b l i t e r a t e  each 
other ,  the  " i fs" ,  "ands", "buts", and "may be's" should keep him i n  a d i t h e r  of 
pleasureable anguish, and, f o r  the  e x i s t e n t i a l i s t ,  we understand, t h a t ' s  heaven. This 
reader,  having looked forward t o  DIl$$WVS appearance with warm an t i c ipa t ion ,  leaves 
the  f i r s t  i s sue  with a f e e l i n g  t h a t  i t  is a p t l y  described, 'WINTER, 1962". SPRING i s  
coming, and we s h a l l  s e e , , , , ,  w i l l  the  good s p i r i t s  i n  ALC and other  groups come for-  
ward t o  speak i n  DIAEW, unha~npered and unrestrEcted by the  standards the pseudo- 
i n t e l l e c t u a l s  a re  i n d i n e d  t o  s e t ?  I f  so ,  by S R, we should see a few a r t i c l e s  
bringing refreshing r a i n s  "according t o  the Scr ip turesUs,  

To conclude: 

None of the  ~ m p e r s r ' s  c lo thes  had been s o  successful ,  
''But he has got  nothing on," sa id  a l i t t l e  chi ld ,  
"Oh, l i s t e n  t o  the  innocent," s a i d  i t s  father. And one person 

whispered t o  the other  what the  ch i ld  had sa id .  "He has nothing 
on - a ch i ld  says he has nothing on," 

"But he has nothing on!" a t  l a s t  c r i ed  a l l  the people. 
The Emperor wri thed,  f o r  he knew t h a t  it was t rue .  But he thought, 

"The procession must go on now." So he held himself s t i f f e r  than 
evex, and the  chamberlains held up the i n v i s i b l e  t r a i n , *  

TOR.  "Pigen 

* From '?The Emperor" Hew Clothesf' i n  TP, Mrs, E ,  V, Lucas 
& M r s .  H, B e  Pakull: Grcssset & Dunlap, New York, 1945, p ,  204, 



'%%ME AaVERSAWY HATE WRPTTEM A BOOK:*' 

Job wished t h a t  h i s  adversary "had wr i t t en  a book": Be of course meant "sbeok" 
i n  the sense s f  a list- o f  charges of. complaints, something i n  the sense En which we 
use the term when we say "he was booked on suspicion of murder'', 

I n  recent  years the  enemies of the Gospel have writeera, many books P i a t h g  many 
charges against  Scr ip ture  as. athe s a l e  source of saving knswled$%, 9'0 be found on 
almost every such list. a r e  items such as these: '%Biblicism", " 'authuricarianism", "the 
legalism of following a dead word or  l e t t e r1 ' ,  "Bibliolatry",  "literalisms', e t c ,  

These present-day cxLtics s f  the  Bible employ a new and strange term%ao%~gy, f o r  
example: "divine encounter", "the mighty a c t s  of God", "God's self-dfsclcsure8'",kthe 
exf s t e n t i a l  momentPf, "hi c e t  netncgt , "demythologf zing? "df aabectical theoEsgy8', "the 
dialogue between God the Creator and men Ris creatures",  "the apos to l i c  kerygma", and 
so f a r  i n t o  the  n ight .  They may a l s o  c a l l  themselves proponents of " ~ u t t a e r ' s  theologyY', 
of "neo-orthodoxyPg, of B'the new thegslsgy", and more popularly rand deceptively,  the 
proponents o f  "BibPfca1 t'EzeologgrHP, 

You can now buy many of these books as paperbacks, and we suggest that you add a 
few of them t o  your l ib ra ry .  A s  a s t a r t  you might get  ~ul t rnann 's  Jesus and the Word 
(Scribnescs), Ha Richard Ni,ebuhrgs (X2cm$l%an), and C, Be 

s),  And then you mfght add t h i s  hardback:: 
(Gs$umbia Universiey Press) by John B a E L l i @ .  

The f a c t  that s o  many s f  these books are now avai lable  in paperback ed i t ions  
ought to f r igh ten  us i n t o  r e a l i z i n g  t h a t  we must be posted f o r  the sake of OUT f l ~ c k s ,  
Paperbacks a r e  put out f o r  the  mass market, We bel ieve  that Dr, W i 1 1 1 m  Oesch has 
r i g h t l y  said: ""$he enemies a r e  next door and nearer, Our af f ima&%ves  and negatives 
must meet today's s t a t e  of controversy i n  a spec ia l  way, i f  w e  are ts continue as a 
world-wide orthodox Lutheran c ~ m u n f s n ,  This speaker fee ls  that  we should have spoken 
advisedly, c l e a r l y ,  bravely, j o i n t l y  on the  historfco-critical method and on Neo- 
Orthodoxy's f a l s e  doct r ine  o f  revela t ion,  and on ' the  Bible i n  the church" number 
of years  ago." ( D r .  W i l l i a m  Oesch, "The Authority of Scr ip ture  i n  the Church", p. 30. - 
One of the  essays delivered at the Conference s f  Theologians a t  Hequon, Wisconsin, 
P960), 

The cen t ra l  i s sue  has t o  d s  with the knowledge of God, Vhexe does God make Rim- 
s e l f  known t o  us? Hence the  word ge t s  bandied about, Ep$stem~%ogy es 
the  science o f  the nature and the  p o s s i b i l i t y  af knovledga, Religious epistemology 
has t o  do then with the knowledge sf God's revela t ion t o  man, 

D r ,  Theodore Engelder, in the May, 1940, i s sue  o f  the  
Nonthly began a remarkable s e r i e s  s f  a r t i c l e s ,  under tRe general t i t l e  "Reason o r  
Revelat ionff ,  with t h i s  question: 'Vhat i s  the  source s f  saving doct r ine ,  the s e a t  
of author i ty  i n  re l ig ion ,  reason o r  revelat ion?" (pa  3211, Be p r ~ c a a d s  t o  answer 
t h i s  question by saying: "Scripture i s  most c l e a r  an t h i s  point.  Scr ip ture  declares  
t h a t  God's revela t ion,  His r e v e l a t h n  i n  Scr ip ture ,  Scr ip ture  i t s e l f ,  i s  the sole  
source s f  saving knowledge," Zn support of t h i s  t h e s i s  he quotes Isaiah 8, 20, Luke 
16, 2, I f  Timothy 3, 16, I Peter  4 ,  %I, Colossians 2 ,  8, and Z Corinthians 2 ,  14, And 
then t o  show t h a t  t h i s  has always been the posi t ion  of the Lutheran church, DL Engel- 
de r  quotes the famous passage from the  Fornula of Concord: 'Ve r e c e i v e  and embrace 
with our whole hear t  the  prophetic and apos to l i c  Scr ip tures  of the Old and New Testa- 
ments a s  the pure clear faunta in  s f  Zsrael ,  which is  the only %me standard by which 
a l l  teachers and dsc t r ines  a r e  to be judgedg', and "allow ourselves t o  be diverted 
therefrom by no objections o r  human c&-tntradictfons spun from human reason, however 



charming they may appear to reason, " ( . , pp, 85% and 9871, 

This should settle the matter, Pieper, and any other Biblical theologian (as X 
shall later point out, this tern has now three meanings -- T here intend i t  in the 
sense used among us in the Synodical Conference), will come up with basically the same 
answer, But Pieper in his did not have a special locus on "Rev- 
elation and Scripture", no doubt because in his day it was not a partfcu8arly maat 
point, The chief Gospel-adversaq bsokwr%ters of his time, Barnack and Ritschl, did 
not bother much about the problem of revelation at all, The essence of Christianity 
to them was the fatherhod o f  God and the brstkerhssd 05: man, Special Revelation was 
a dead issue w%th them, 

But in the mid-twentieth century there has been a revival of interest in special 
divine revelation, and people are asking how does God break through to man. 'The rise 
o f  existentiabism, with its distrust of human reason and its assertion that man is 
alienated from God, together with the lingering influence of Rantss philosophy which 
excludes cognitive knowledge of the supernatural world, together with another factor 
so infbuential in csntemporary thought, namely, the conviction lying behind the modern 
scientific view that in this world we have a closed causal ardes, and then together 
with the retention sf the old principles of nineteenth century Biblical Criticism -- 
all these facts, unequalxy mixed, have brought out some bizarre ideas with regard to 
what revelateola is; Witness, f o r  examplep the 'YSelaa~%emi9,nn Corntr~versy" within the 
Lutheran Church - Missouri Synod, 

Now there has not, to my knowledge, been too much written in our Lutheran circles 
with regard to revelation and &he Word of God, revelation and inspiration, etc, F9e - 
Lutheran Synod Book C m p a v ,  19551, where he has a chapter on "'Inspiration and Reve- 
lation" (pp, 29-33), He states:: B B A b l  dsgmatfcians call Scripture reve'EatFsn, Scrip- 
ture was more than merely a record sr histary of G6dUs  revelatisn; it was revelation, 
or to put i% more accurately, it was revelation put down in writing, Bence there was 
no real difference between the revealed Word of Gad and Bsly Scripture, Rowever, the 
dsgmatfcians never called revelation Scriptures: the t w o  terms were never equated as 
if Scripture was God% son%y revelation, G d R s  revelation has taken place in a great 
variety of waysOf"(p. 391,  

As a means of assiseing one towards a better understanding sf what contemporanry 
theology Ls saying &out revelation and wha% Scripture says, 1 would like to suggest 
three books for study, They could well be discussed in pastoral conferences, These 
three books are not sirn%lar in their content, but E believe that a careful perusal s f  
them will give one a good background for understanding same of the current tkeslogicaf 
issues, 

Ridderboa, Herman, Bultmann, Philadelphia: Presbyterian and Refomed Publishing Co, ,  
1960, 46 pages, price $1,25* 

This paperback is one of a series sf the 'Nsderre ThinkersF" an International 
Library of Philosophy and Theofsgy which the Presbyterian and Refsmed Publishing C m -  
pany is sponsoring, This series consists of a critical analysis sf the thought of 
acme of the more famous modern philosophers and thinkers, The authors of these mono- 
graphs are, for the most part, conservative Calvinist scholars sf Bolland, So far 
stugies on the following men have appeared: Barth, Bultmann, Kierkegaard, Van Ti%, 
Rheinhold Miebuhr, Tillich, Mietzsche, Sartre, and Dewey, 

Dr, Herman Ridderbss, the author sf the monograph on Bubtmann, is professor'of 
New Testament studies in the theological seminary at Kmpen, the Netherlands, The 
Ridderbos nabme is a very honored one in conservative Refsmed circles; his father, Dr, 





Ramm, Bernard, Special Revelation and the Word of God, Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1961, 
220 gages, $4,00, 

You will recall that Prof, Robert Preus summarized the teachings of the Lutheran 
dogmaticians on Revelation and the Word of God by pointing out that they regarded 
Scripture as more than merely a record of God's revelation; they called Scripture 
revelation. "But they never called revelation Scripturet', The reason for this is 
that "God's revelation has taken place in a great variety of ways: by personal en- 
counter (Genesis 18, 2; 19, 1; Exodus 19, 10); by the Urim and the Tlnumin in the 
breastplate of Aaron (Exodus 28, 20); by visions (Daniel 10, 15: Acts PO, 10; Exodus 
l, 4); through dreams; through riddles, as in the case of Ezekiel and John; and by 
immediate illumination in the intellect without the use of dream and visions (11 
Timothy 3, 16; II Peter 2, 21)" (Preus, %. cit., p. 31). 

In view of present controversies, it certainly should prove profitable to explore 
this area further, Scripture has a great deal to say about revelation, as it does 
about inspiration. Once again, it is a matter of knowledge: How and where has the 
transcendant God revealed Himself to us? Eow did God reveal His good and gracious 
will towards a world of sinners? 

This book by Prof, Ram, a conservative Baptist, is a study of God" special 
revelation of the Gospel and its relation to the inspired Word of God, We does not 
discuss general revelation and its relationship to special revelation, 

On one of the first pages, Dr. Ramm has a longer quotation from Luther's Bondage 
of the Will, which sets the purpose and the tone of the work: "Show me out of the 
whole race of mortal men one, albeit the most holy and righteous of them all, to whose 
mind it ever occumd that the way to righteousness and salvation was simply to believe 
on Him nho is both God and man, ~110 died for men's sins, and was raised and is set at 
the right hand of the Father. . . Let us ask experience: the world, human reason, yes 
'free will', are forced to confess that they had not known or heard of Christ before 
the Gospel entered the world" (See Packer and Johnston Translation, p ,  306). 

Dr. Ramm's book is concerned with three main topics: The Concept, the Modalities, 
and the Products of Special Revelation, 

Special Revelation i s  "special" in that it is necessary, gracious and remedial 
(pp. 19-27), Dr. Ramm, quoting Deuteronom37 29, 29 and Amos 3, 7, points out that God 
has not kept His total counsel secret: "Some secrets He has whispered to men . . . 
These secrets are not available to the human race at large. There is no religious 
epistemology which can bring them to the surface. Only when the Person to whom the 
secrets belong speaks are the secrets made known! Special Revelation i s  God whisper- 
ing His secrets to His servants, the Prophets." (p. 27). 

The second division of the book examines the modalities of Special Revelation, 
Dr. Ramm uses a rather strange word, "modality'", in a technical philosophic sense to 
signify the mode or form as opposed to the substance: "The very specific manner in 
which revelation comes to us in its cosmic-mediated form is by modalities (forms, 
media, instruments)" (p. 43). Dr. Rarmn presents the modalities of Special Revelation 
under five headings: The Modality of Divine Condescension, The Modality of the Divine 
Speaking, The Modality of I-listorical Event, The Modality of the Incarnation. Of this 
last, Prof. Ramm declares that "the supreme modality of revelation and the supreme 
content of Special Revelatlon is Jesus Christt' (P, 106). "Hebrews 1, 2, clearly 
states that God spoke in X i s  Son. . . The Son in turn speaks through his Apostles (I1 
Cor. 13, 3 ) )  so the entire New Testament may be justly called the speaking of God in 
His Son" (p.  110), 

The third major division of this book discusses the products o f  Special Revela- 
tion (pp. 125-2083), under the headings: "Revelation in the Form of Language", "The 





sentences, One need not read far in Ifnguistic l i teraeure  today before he comes across 
the terms "lexical ft~eaning'hd '"4tructural meaningP', To understand the importance of 
keeping in mind this simple fact, just remember the neo-ortbodoxists"dittaste for 
propositional theology. They try to substitute proof-,words for proof - t e x t s  (p ,  291).  

Prof, Barr is mslch concerned about the f a c t  that although modern thealogiens make 
much ado about their Bfblfcal and scho'la.&-%y approach in their neo-arthodsxfst under- 
standing o f  God% revelation, the "Word of Godf', ete . ,  some of them are nevertheless 
exceedingly careless in their handling of the Biblical languages and more pa~ticenEarly 
in their urnarmrated m e  a%: "bad Singb~istfc ~30~1~ept$ons@'  ( p o  262)" P r ~ f ,  Baxr i s  6383x2- 
fu%, ts state that "tth purpose of this bsok i s  not ts criticize Bfbliaca% theology or  
any other kind of theology as such, but t a  c r f t i c i a e  certain methods i n  the handling 
of linguistic evidence P n  theologisal discussienP' (p, Q), Bs wants us 8s get oar 
%.Engufstic psrincfples straight: before we begin "c "interper .  the Bib leB\  This is fair 
enough for those 68,ught in the tradition tha t  '"ensus l i t e r a l i s  anus e s t v %  

The book will also nake you just a little more cfmfortable when you see some of 
these highly-touted and self-assured modern scholars sgufr1~6 a l i t t l e  under  t h e  1inguLs- 
tic prsbfng of this Scotch pb-ofeasesr, ibal-ig h i s  main "Lrgets you will f%n.d T, Barnen, 
Rittel, A, G, Bebert, and To P, Torrance, the l a t t e r  t w o  being of the stable of patron 
sa%nts frequently envoked by h e x i c a n  neo-orthodoxists, the 
12-volue modernistic comentaq, alga comes in f o r  its share o f  criticism, 

As a means of orientation it is helpful for the general reader t o  note Prof, 
Barr" three definitions o f  "Bib l i ca l  theology" (pp, 273.  214). The f i r s t  d e f i n i t i o n  
refers to the type of modernistic l i b e r a l  criticism sso popular in ehe nineteenth 
century, "'distinctfvely not behonging to dogmatics op systematic theolsgy", but which, 
purportedly was ab descriptive discipline ac%entl,fLcal%y employing language, history 
and literary cr%ticism, The second definition is t h a t  which we %n OUP ~ircles ca l l  
'%IPPbllectal thesPogyF': "R~.mgh$y that type sf dogmatics whfckr! l a y s  heavy emphasts sxr the 
Bible and takes it as the b a s h  sr the only source o f  aathor2ty," The t h i r d  type of 
'%BfbZfcal thesLogygP, and the newest, is what izs praponexnts c a l l  "expounding the Bib l e  
as the Word of God", Xn other words, modern neo-orthodoxy o f  the Barthiaa to Bultmann 
varieties, Prof.  Barr says:  "I% is in this t h i r d  o r  htermediate kind of 'Bibl ica l  
theology8 that most of the linguistic argarments whtch I have c%-%rzi,cfzed ( ~ p ,  274) .  

One sf' the modern lead soldiers P r e f ,  Barr knocks down i s  the one that  there i s  
a fundmental dist8nction between Greek and Bebrew thought, in that the earner is 
static while the latter is dyn;%mr%c, Be fee l s  tha t  this is a, modern theory Eoisted 
upon the Biblical languages without any reax linguistic proof (See pages 15-20], 

The main thrust of Prof. Barr8s book is aimed against the fact thae "madern 
Biblical theology in its fear and dislike of the 'proposftiwn' as the b a s i s  of r e l i g -  
isus t r u th  has seeen s imply adopted in its place the sma l l e r  I % w ~ u % ~ ~ % G  unit 09 t h e  
word, and has then been forced to overload t-he word with meaning i n  order to relate  
it "to the inner world of thoughtwyp0 2 4 6 ) .  Therefore he warns against the notion 
that the meaning of a word may be determined by reference to its etymology and to i t s  
supposed root mean%ag, Nor that the etymology and ~I-ee history of %h ward are un%rn- 
portant, but they da not deternine the meaning i n  a particular context, Be suggests 
that you study the history of the English word "nice" rvhieh is ultimately derived from 
the Latfn nesc9us. 'I could add an even more dramatic wkrrd: "'gossipU'y as you k n w ,  its 
etymological meaning i s  s%~dd-rllated", But you better study i t s  his to ry  i n  t h e  OED. 
Today the word "'properly" o r  "basically" daoe snot mean a Godparent. So, as Prof, Barr 
says,"the mafn point is thae the etymology of a word is nat a statement about its mean- 
ing but about its h i s t m y , "  (p, 3109)- Prof, Barr then examines ewe wards of great 
thologi cal interest t sday :  "gahal-ekkblesiag' and "Dabar-word, matterRSP I n  thf s I a t  ten: 
case Prof, Barr shebws how "the ekymo9bogy is theorized and generalizedYB t o  maake fk mean 
a "dynamic event" when its chief senses are: "a. speech, word; b ,  t h ing ,  matters' (See 
pages 129-%40) ,  



This u l t ima te ly  leads  t o  a d iscuss ion  of R i t t e l " s  3 ~f 

which Prof ,  Barr  r i g h t l y  s t a t e s  t h a t  "no s i n g l e  work fs perltaaps more InfPuentiaP i n  
t h e  s tudy  of the  Nets Testament today than K i t t e I u s  Theologfcal Dict ionary (TlbmT)gg 
(p. 206). I be l i eve  t h a t  t h i s  p a r t  of D r .  Bar r ' s  work i s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  useful  fo r  us 
here  i n  America because f o r  many years  we have been fed  on a promot%sna% campaign cs 
buy a p a r t i c u l a r  brand of dictionary because i t  i s  '@%he one great  s t a n d a r d  t u t h s r i t y 8 '  
o r  "the supreme author i ty9*.  A s  a r e s u l t ,  we have been so conditioned by t h i s  type  of 
adve r t i s ing  t h a t  we are almost i nc l ined  t o  look on a d i c t i o n a r y  as the 69th bssk o f  the 
Bible ,  This f e e l i n g  can eas i ly  t r a n s f e r  (and Z believe it is t r a n s f e r r i n g )  es Mlttel, 
This ,  of course,  i s  mot to say  that  i t  i s  not a g r e a t  work and sh.o;aM not be studied,  
But l e t  us be c a r e f u l  t h a t  we are not suddenly tempted t o  transfer a u t h o r i t y  due only 
t h e  Scripture: to o human book, no ma t t e r  whether i t  Ls a Greek lexicon or  an English 
d i c t i o n a r y ,  

Dr., Barr  c r i t i c i z e s  K f t t e l  ne t  only f o r  i t s  uneveness hu t  a lso f o r  i t s  emphasis 
on "concept history" when the d i c t iona ry  i t s e l f  i s  supposed to be al dietisnary 0% Greek 
"words" (p. 207) .  He a lso po in t s  out t h a t  i t s  conception o f  revelation i s  t h a t  i t  con- 
s is ts  i n  events  i n  h i s t o r y  rather than i n  ideas  sr prspos i t i ons  ( S c ~ n d s  familtar by 
now, doesn't  i t?) .  He i s  hard on Prof .  Oepke, who wrote the  essay on "Revelation" 
from which q u i t e  a few quota t ions  have been taken i n  order  t o  promote neo-orthodoxy i n  
t h e  Missouri  Synod (Wftnens tae Scharlemann papers and Bibl iography) .  Re charges that 
Oepke " f a i l s  t o  take  a c t u a l  l i n g u i s t i c  usage as his starting-pcrfnt" ' s o  t h a t  "the r e s u l t  
i s  t h a t  t h e  a r t i c l e  i s  a s s imi l a t ed  t o  modern theological  usage t o  a degree tha t  ehe 
a c t u a l  l i n g u i s t i c  m a t e r i a l  will not bear" (p ,  2 3 0 ) .  

Prof ,  Barr  c loses  t h i s  chapter  with the judgment t h a t  "far frm i t  being the case 
rheref  ore  t h a t  T is 3 n  many ways the most valuable  achievement i n  Bih%ic=al s t u d i e s  
of t h i s  century i t  is r a t h e r  t m e  tha t  progress  can s n l y  begin to be made, even wi%h 
t h e  m a t e r i a l  assembled by %, through an awareness of the  great  and sweeping %in- 
g u i s t i e  misconceptions which have become more widespread tlzrough i t s  in f luence"  ((p. 2629. 

W e  recommend t h i s  book fir s e r i o ~ s  s tudy.  One need not agree with a l l  its asse r -  
t i o n s  t o  ga in  much from t h e  work, You w i l l  f i n d  i i 7  chal lenging and s t f m l a t i n g ,  In- 
c i d e n t a l l y ,  an pages 268 and 269 you might f i n d  some notes can the Chinese T e r n  w a s t i o n  
which w i l l  show t h a t  i t  was a s e r i o u s  ques t ion  that was debated and not ''ludicrousg' 
a s  The Spr ing f i e lde r  suggests  (Spring,  1961, p, 31,  
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