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Mankato, Minnesota September 18, 1962 

"And the things that thou has t  heard of me arngng mar;y  witnesses  I rhe same commit 
thou to  faithful men, who sha l l  be able to teach others also,  " 11 Timothy 2:2. 

Dear Friends in Christ: 

This is an important day for many people, It is mpor tan t  for sllr new g~:>fessor 
and his family. After years of service in parishes i n  Minneapolis and (3ri~~:a#;o, he 
will now devote h is  time and talents almost exclusively to the teachivq a ~ d  craining 
of pastors in  our seminary and college.  

The day i s  important a l s o  for our seminary student body which receives three 
new members. I t s u r e l y  must be with a sense  of awe %hat these  Inen take up their 
theological s tud ies ,  looking toward the day when. they may serve a s  pastors under 
that chief Shepherd of the flock, Jesus Christ, We hope that many of the boys in the 
high school and college departments of our school will foblow in  their footsteps in 
the years t o  come, 

But this day holds the greatest  importance for I h:vge group of people who are 
not present,  many of whom are not yet born, an3  ? r  G bf -Ire the people of the congrega- 
t ~ o n s  which make up our Synod, a s  well as  many u o \ p l e  outside our fellowship who 
in years to  come will have some contact with the graduates of thls seminary. In 
other words, this day i s  most important to  a l l  those people i n  various parts of the 
world who in the future will be served spiritual food, formally and informally, by the 
graduates of this seminary, 

Why is this day s o  important to  them? Because a seminary is no better than i t s  
teachers.  The recipe for the spiritual fare which pastors s e t  before %he people in the 
congregations h a s ,  to a great extent ,  been put together a t  the seminary, The seminary 
i s ,  in a s e n s e ,  the fountain of our church, and only i f  its streams , its doctrine, i s  
kept pure, will the waters a s  they flow hither and yon throughout the world be pure. 
If the fountain is muddy, what will the streams be?  Hence the importance of this 



day  when a new professor is t o  be ins ta l l ed ,  and when new s tudents  c ross  the sem- 
inary" threshold. 

Some may say:  But your seminary is s o  small  that  i t  really makes l i t t le  differ- 
ence  how you d o  your work a s  teacher  and s tudent ,  The devi l  and the Old Adam are 
not  above coming with such  ideas  a l s o ,  espec ia l ly  when one is tired and discouraqed.  
Wel l ,  is one sou l  ins ignif icant?  Do not the ange l s ,  that  hos t  which cannot be nu&- 
bered,  f i l l  heaven with rejoicing when one s inner  repen ts?  How then c a n  the train- 
ing of even  one pastor who sha l l  labor for the salvation of sou ls  be unimportant or 
insignificant? 

May the Holy Spirit b l e s s  our consideration of Paul" word to  Timothy where he 
ins t ructs  regarding: THE TASK OF A SE MIIVARY PROFESSOR, 

I ,  The Scope of a Seminary Professor" Taskk,  

The scope of a seminary profes s o r b s  work, whether that  be in  the more informal 
manner carried out by  Timothy a s  he  a l s o  tended t o  h i s  many pastoral  dut ies  , or i n  
the more formal manner of our day  where a school  and faculty are  s e t  up for th is  
specif ic  purpose,  is defined in  our text: "And the things that  thou has t  heard of me 
among many w i t n e s s e s ,  the same commit thou t o  faithful men , .  . " 

What were the things Timothy had heard from Paul? They were the things that  
God had revealed to  Paul, beginning with the revelat ion outside the ga t e s  of Damas- 
c u s .  These things Paul had given t o  Timothy, even a s  t o  the Corinthians,  to  whom 
he writes: "For I delivered unto you first  of a l l  that  which I a l s o  received,  how that  
Christ  died for our s i n s  according t o  the scriptures;  And that  he w a s  buried,  and that  
he rose again  the third day  according t o  the scr iptures .  " (I Cor. 15:3-4) 

When Paul t e l l s  Timothy that  he  had heard these  things from him "among many wit- 
n e s s e s  " , h e  is referring t o  the fac t  that  h i s  teaching was  not different  than that  of 
the  prophets of the Old Testament. All you have t o  d o  to learn th i s  is to  note in  the 
writings of Paul how often he c a l l s  upon the scriptures , tha t  i s ,  the Old Testament, 
t o  corroborate what he  is teaching,  

The scope of a seminary professor 's  work t hen ,  whether that  be i n  Timothy" day 
or in  1962, is to  teach the apostolic-prophetic Word t o  the s t uden t s ,  to  instruct  in  the 
Law and in the Gospel a s  they appear  i n  the Holy Scriptures,  God 's  revelation to man, 

You are not  cal led to  be  a theological explorer who wanders far  and wide not 
only through Scripture but beyond Scripture,  through the v a s t  regions of human phil- 
osophical  specula t ion and asse r t ion ,  coming up with a sys tem of theology which in  
truth must be prefaced with the words: "Thus s a i t h  Professor So and So. " Rather, 
you are  cal led to  labor i n  that  v a s t  and beautiful field that  is bordered and hedged 
in on every s ide  with sacred Scripture s o  that  i n  every doctrine which you hold 
before your s tudents  you may s a y  in  very truth: "Thus sa i th  the Lord. " 

Some may regard t h i s  as being terribly narrow-minded, a s  well, a s  stifllng , i f  
indeed not suffocating,  to  a n  intel l igent man. But such  people are  spiri tually 
ignorant. They d o  not know that  God 's  Word is a lamp unto our f ee t  and a light 
unto our way ,  and that  through the Word the Holy Spirit l e ads  regenerate man who 
of himself is spiri tually bl ind,  in to  the realm of truth and shows him the many 
t reasures  and riches of God" grace to sinful  man, I t  is those who seek  their  
theology in  whole or in part in  their  human reason rather than in  the  Word alone 
who are  the birds in  a cage .  The Christ ian theologian re joices  in  b a n g  bound to  
the Word, a s  he prays: 
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0 anay these h ~ a v e n l y  pages be 
My ever  dear  delaghx; 

Ap,d still netrv beaut ies  may 1 see , 
And s t i l l  imcrt:as ing 1 ~ g h  t , 

Pilvitle h s  tructor, gracious Lord E 
Be Thou foreqiler me2r; 

TI eesck? m e  to love Thy sacred word, 
A c d  vlev\r my Savicc there! 

To QUP pew professor,  cis well as to a l l  who .,each i u ~  oirr SG'I~:: d r y ,  WE sayr: To 
";is you are bound: "And :he chings which ",IOU hasrhhedrd 91 mm:7g mary wit- 
T - ~ S S E S , ,  t h e  sdme commlt rhou to faithful me:!. . . " WE F X ~ F C  :; ;.t s ,  we dern8nd of 

- 
you, thatxiall your teachmg be in  accord vvEih r.hp dpos f . C I l i ~ -  yrijghetrc Word, May 
God g ~ v e  you :he gr(rice t o  carry this out  eve^^^ t ~ m r -  1;;311 s te-p before your s:udenrs. 

11. The- kZlarpoz;~ of 3 Seminary. PraEes:xx-'s Td8.k. 

s a y s  12 our text: " . . . % E  same c:ornn^il! 51nc11~ to faichful rrlcil v\iho shall be 
able  fa ".,eich others also, " 

T.11 The primary mear~ing of these word s i s  no CIQUI::I T ~ I S  hh+s L -i-i-iosk:,; should be re-= 
minded thar these s tudents  of h%s  r r ~ u s t ;  h a w  a CE-rtai~s abil~ty k~ f~'ic'13 God" Word to  
others ,  They are  to be " a p t  t o  t e ach" ,  as h e  w r i t e s  In h i s  fnrs: %e+ter  60 Timothy con- 
cerning pastors ,  

But these words a l s o  serve to remird u s  sf rhc3 qodl of d14 sernsqduy t ~ 3 e h ~ n g ,  
'rhe-e zs t o  be a faithful ,  t h o r o ~ g h  indoc t r~ r~ t ' i o r i  arld ~r..ria^i-:~ij of " 3 ~  st?!dr;"?'s S O  tha t  
they may go  out into a l l  t he  world and preach the Gaspel t ~ a  etw-:; ( :YF 3rL~rc". , and 
through such  preachkrsg ". . . bind up  the br-okeil-!se~r-r~d, . . . prtscldim J ~ ~ ~ + r r * - y  t o  the 
captives, and the opening of the prison to t h e m  thdt are bound.  i '  (Is, 61:I) 

"$is sis what makes the t ask  of teaeelnlng in  the xemicary a g l o r ~ s u s  work, for 
when i t  is rightly done ~t is not an lvory tower randttex, a g e t t w g  aw3y f rom the world, 
b u t i n  a very real  s e n s e ,  a going out m t o  a l l  the for Ir. r s  rbrough their train- 
xng i n  the Word in  the seminary,  training blessed by tks~ Holy Splrlr,  that these  young 
men, go oux inzo the world as "able mi i~ i s te r s  of the crew x ~ s t a m e  nt, " $ZI Cor, 3 6 ) .  

A s  you carry au? your work of t e a c h ~ n g  studi. r1:s t h e  Word 9-l God from day to  
day in  the quiet  of the seminary c lassroom,  may :;o~! . cv~r-  ho ld  before your eyes  the 
purpose of it all :  "Who sha l l  be able  to teach C I ) ~ ~ - I C - Y : ~  also" mC! t hlls find encourage- 
menx for your labors ,  

So l e t  our new professor take up his work with zeal, let a l l  others who teach In 
our seminary be r e ~ e w e d  i n  z e a l ,  let our s:uden:s be fa i~hicr l ,  trustworthy, depend- 
a b l e ,  s o  that  in years t o  came o w  graduates may be a bless ing to  the world as they 
proclaim the Gospe l ,  that  m a n y  sou ls  reconciled t o  God by the death of Chr i s t ,  may. 
through faith i n  Chris t  find entrance into eterndl life. 

A m e n ,  

.-- Theodore Aaberg 
Scarville , Iowa 



THE lMXANING AND USE OF THE G E E K  NEW TESTAMENT CRITIGAE APISBMFUS 
(continued) 

By the Rev, Julian Anderson 

One of the most important s teps  s t i l l  to  be  taken i s  the careful  evaluation of 
e ach  of the manuscripts a s  t o  i t s  age  and general  reliability and value.  It is c l ea r ,  
of course ,  that  a t  th i s  point the textual  c r i t i c ,  from h i s  previous collat ion and 
study of the di f ferentmanuscr ipts ,  will have already formed Fome opinion a s  t o  
the general  rel iabil i ty of each  one. 'That is t o  s a y ,  he  wfbl know by now how care- 
fully each  manuscript was  cop ied ,  and the particular types  of errors which are most 
prevalent in  e a c h  one. Here ,  it should be noted,  there are great  differences in our 
various manuscripts ,  some of them showing s igns  of very careful  and painstaking 
effor ts ,  while others a re  obviously very ca r e l e s s ly  done ,  as  in the c a s e  of some 
which seem "c have been very has t i ly  copied by some untrained copyis t  t o  serve 
simply a s  private copies  for some individual, Some of our oldest  and b e s t  manu- 
s c r i p t s ,  a s ,  for example,  B and Aleph., show unmastakesble s igns  of having been 
very carefully cop ied ,  and then corrected by a s  many a s  four different correctors ,  
indicating,  no doubt,  that  they were made to  serve a s  some sor t  of "official" texts  
i n  some larger church. This much, a t  any rate--the general  rel iabil i ty of e ach  
manuscript--will already have been pretty much de~ermined  by the previous s tudy ,  
and will  be duly noted now, 

The next step--and a most important one also--will  be the attempt t o  fix the 
approximate age  of each  of the manuscripts ,  following the principle t ha t ,  by and 
la rge ,  the o ldes t  manuscripts will, be  the b e s t ,  insofar a s  they are c loser  to  the 
t ex t  of the original autographs in  point of t ime, and have ,  presumably, then been 
subject  to  l e s s  corruption in  the form of errors of transmission,, This rule cannot ,  
of course ,  be applied invariably,  or treated a s  a rule wi%hout excepdaons , s ince  i t  
is poss ible  that  a la te  manuscript may have been copied directly from a much 
older and more exac t  exemplar than another manuscript which is admittedly much 
older ,  but which has  been cop ied ,  in  turn,  from an  exemplar whlch is e i ther  l a te r  
or more ca r e l e s s ly  done.  In actual  pract ice ,  however,  there seem to be very few 
of such  excep t ions ,  s o  that  the relat ive age  of our manuscripts is a highly im- 
portant factor t o  be considered,  

In seeking t o  s o  determine the age of any manuscrxpt %he textual  cr i t ic  is 
greatly indebted t o  the sc ience  of paleography, that  branch of s tudy  which con- 
cerns  itself with the study of ancient  documents--a disc ipl ine  which demands , 
however, the g rea tes t  training and sk i l l ,  Suffice i t  t o  s a y  that  th i s  sc ience  of 
paleography has  firmly es tabl ished the fac t  that  any ancient  document may be 
dated with reasonable precision by taking in to  account  two factors-- 1) the type 
of writing employed; and 2) the material on which th i s  writing appears ,  

To summarize briefly,  the paleographers have demonstrated that  the materials 
used may be very helpful in  determining the  age  of a manuscript ,  e spec ia l ly  in  
singling out the  o ldes t  manuscripts. Using th is  cri terion a l l  ex tan t  manuscripts 
are divided into three c lasses - - those  written on I) papyrus,  2) vellum, and 
3) paper. Since the u s e  of these  three subs tances  a s  writing materials  in  the 
ancient  world c a n  be fairly accurately da t ed ,  t h i s  forms a useful  c lass i f icat ion.  

Papyrus, for example,  made from the papyrus plant ,  which grew i n  profusion 
in  the Nile va l ley ,  is known t o  be the ea r l i es t  writing material ,  a s ide  from s tone ,  
used in  the Mediterranean world. I t s  u se  ha s  been es tabl ished well  back into the 
pre-Christian e ra ;  and during the f i rs t  three centuries of the Christ ian church i t  
was  practically the  only material used for literary purposes.  The usua l  form of a n  
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ancient  papyrus "book" w a s  the roll ,  made by gluing together a number of separate  
shee t s .  Practical considerat ions ,  however, imposed a cer ta in  limit on the s i z e  of 
such  ro l l s ,  s ince  any roll beyond 30 or 35 fee t  in  length became too  bulky and un- 
manageable t o  handle. I t  should be  added ,  however, that  for the books of the New 
Testament,  which were written and circulated originally a s  individual books ,  such  an  
arrangement was  i dea l ,  s ince  the longest  of the New Testament books--the Gospel of 
Luke--could be  accommodated nicely on a roll of about 32 or 33 f ee t  i n  length. This ,  
incidentally,  may have been  a factor i n  determining the ultimate length of the four 
gospels  at the  time of composition by the individual, authors.  

In t ime,  however, due t o  various economic condi t ions ,  the u s e  of papyrus de- 
c l ined ,  and by  about the  year 300 A. D .  i t  had been almost  completely replaced, a s  a 
medium for the production of literary works ,  by vellum, Beyond this  point papyrus 
was  used only for non-literary purposes.  The significance of a l l  th i s  is that  i t  
supplies the textual  cr i t ic  with a convenient and accurate  s i nce  
any manuscript of the New Testament written on papyrus must almost  certainly be 
dated prior to  300 or 350 A. D.  In recent y e a r s ,  with the  exclt ing new papyrus d i s -  
coveries in  the rubbish-heaps of Egypt, the number of such  papyrus manuscripts of 
the New Testament ha s  grown immensely, adding much valuable material ,  because  of 
i t s  great  a g e ,  to  the stockpile of the textual  c r i t i c ,  Papyrus manuscripts ,  --all of 
them, unfortunately, quite fragmentary in character ,  --are des ignated i n  the textual  
apparatus by  a n  old English lower c a s e  Q, with a number immediately added in  a 
superscript  position (see pages  30-32 of Nes t le ' s  s ix teenth  edit ion).  These ,  then ,  
represent the  oldest  of a11 extant  manuscripts ,  and a very important c l a s s  for the 
textual  cr i t ic .  The two severe  limitations t o  the usefulness  of these  papyrus manu- 
sc r ip t s  are  the fact  that  they are s o  few in  number, rel.atively speaking; and tha t  they 
are  a l l  mere fragments,  some containing no more than a few ve r se s  of one book. 

The principal papyrus fragments are  l i s ted in  Nes t le ' s  t ab les  on pages 30-32-- 
1 ,  22 , 37 ,  and 45 for the  gospe l s  , a l l  of them third century; 38 and 48 for A c t s  , a l s o  
of the third century,  together with 8 and 23 of the fourth century; 32 and 46 for the 
Pauline ep i s t l e s  and Hebrews,  of the third centu-ry , and 10,  13, and 15 of the fourth 
century; and 4 7 ,  a third century manuscript containing nine chapters  of Revelation. 
Numbers 45 , 4 6 ,  and 47 make up the famous Chester  Eeatty col lect ion,  discovered 
in  1931, The ea r l i es t  known papyrus fragment--not l i s ted in Nestle" tables--is  the 
famous Rylands Papyrus--number 5 2--containing a few ve r se s  of John" gospe l ,  
dated between 100 and 150 A.D. The most recently discovered and published papyrus 
manuscript--called papyrus Bodmer 11-- h a s  been c lass i f i ed  a s  p66,  and dated about 
200 A.D. , making i t  one of our o ldes t  manuscripts .  It  conta ins  considerable portions 
of John's  Gospe l ,  and is thus  a n  important addition to  the ever-growing list of papyri. 
The fac t  that  there are  still s o  many papyrus fragments which are  a s  ye t  unpublished 
leads  one t o  hope that  there may be some important f inds regarding the text  of the 
New Testament s t i l l  be be  revealed.  

According t o  our present s t a t e  of knowledge, x t  was  some time in  the f i rs t  part 
of the fourth century (300-350 A. D .) tha t  the important change took place  from papyrus 
t o  vellum a s  the  common type of writing material for ancient  books around the Medi- 
terranean. This new material ,  made from the sk ins  of an imals ,  pos se s sed  two d i s -  
t inct  advantages over the older papyrus. In the f i rs t  p lace ,  i t  w a s  much more durable, 
and when one considers  the immense amount of labor involved in producing or copy- 
ing a n  ancient  book, th i s  was  a factor of no mean importance. Secondly,  vellum w a s  
much more sui table  for binding into the new "codex" form, in  which separa te  s h e e t s  
were bound together in  exact ly  the same form a s  our modern books ,  making the book 
much more e a s y  to handle and immeasurably increasing the e a s e  with which a par- 
t icular  passage  might be  loca ted ,  a s ,  for example,  with a cross-reference.  So far  
a s  the ea r ly  church was  concerned,  both of these  factors were of great  importance, 
for i t  was  jus t  about t h i s  time--around 300 or  so--that the New Testament canon had 



crystal l ized--the conception of a single authoritative "New 'Testament" in  the 
modern s e n s e ,  made up  of a l l  of the twenty seven  books which had been circulated 
previously on an  individual b a s i s ,  At th is  point ,  then ,  i t  became both desirable 
and necessary  t o  have a l l  of the books of the New Testament inscribed i n  a single 
copy--something which was  manifestly impossible with the old papyrus rol ls ,  The 
be s t  that  could be done under the old system was  t o  have the New Testament made 
up on four rolls: one containing the four gospels ;  another ,  Acrs and the Catholic 
ep i s t l es  ; another,  the  Pauline ep i s t l es  ; and the fourth, Revelation. 

I t  was  just a t  th i s  time a l s o  (313 A .D. )  that  the church emerged a s  the official 
religion of the Roman Empire--a factor which necess i ta ted the  production of a 
number of "official " copies  of the New Testament scriptures for the  various churches 
of the Empire. The ultimate result  of a l l  t h i s ,  then ,  w a s  that  the church discarded 
completely the u se  of papyrus and adopted vellum a s  the writing material for a l l  i t s  
copies  of the New Testament, For the next four and a hdlf cen tur ies ,  in  fac  t--from * 

300 to  750--vellum w a s  the so le  kind of writing material in use  in the Chrastian 
world--a factor of considerable importance in  the dating of mauluscripts, 

Somewhere in  the  eighth century--perhaps about 750 or so--a new type of 
writing material was  introduced i n  the Mediterranean world--paper, imported a t  f i rs t  
from China. While a t  f i r s t  i t  w a s  regarded a s  a novelty,  in  the course  of time paper 
es tabl ished i t s  superiority over vellum and ultimately replaced i t  completely,  although 
not until  many centuries had passed  during which both were u sed ,  It  was  soon 
discovered that  the new paper w a s  almost  a s  durable a s  vellum, and that  i t  could 
be produced much more cheaply,  Fnrtherrr~ore, it was  s o  l ight  in weight that  by 
using paper ,  a n  ancient  book, such a s  a Bible, could be reduced t o  a much more 
convenient s i z e .  It is thus  evident that  no paper manuscript ,  of which there are a 
number, c a n  be dated earl ier  than 750 A. D . ;  while vellum manuscripts may be 
dated by th i s  criterion alone a l l  the way from 300 t o  1450 A. 8, 

The second cri terion developed by the sc ience  of paleography to  determine the 
relat ive age  of any  manuscript is the type ,  or s t y l e ,  of writing employed therein, 
In th is  respec t  a l l  manuscripts may be divided into two classif ica%ions--  1) those  
written in  unc i a l s ,  or cap i ta l  le t ters ;  and 2) those  written in  curs ive  s t y l e ,  us ing 
lower c a s e ,  or minuscule le t ters .  

In th is  respec t  i t  ha s  been es tabl ished beyond doubt tha t  the uncial  s ty le  of 
writing is the o lde s t ,  dating back many centur ies  before the Chsristian e r a ,  In the 
c a s e  of literary works of any sort  it w a s ,  in  f a c t ,  the only form of writing employed 
until some time in  the  ninth century (about 850 or so) --a factor of considerable 
importance t o  the  textual  c r i t i c ,  s ince  again  i t  suppl ies  a convenienttet.mjnus ad 
quem--namely, that  any uncial  manuscript must almost  certainly be dated prior t o  
850 A.D. The fac t  that  the uncial  period coincides  with remarkable exac tness  to  
the vellum period means that  a l l  of our uncial manuscripts are  written on e i ther  
papyrus or vellum--a f ac t  which puts them i n  a separate  category,  as our o lde s t ,  
and general ly ,  be s t  manuscripts ,  in  our attempt to recover the original text  of the 
New Testament. 

The uncial  s ty le  of writing makes u se  of a l l  cap i ta l  let ters--"inch-long," a s  
Jerome described them--each le t ter  being written separa te ly ,  and with no spaces  
between words or s en t ences ,  and generally few,  i f  any ,  marks of punctuation, In  
the  present cr i t ica l  apparatus such uncial  manuscripts a re  indicated by the u s e  of 
cap i ta l  le t ters  of the Latin, Greek,  and Hebrew alphabets  (cf, pages  30-32 in  
Nes t le ' s  s ix teenth  edit ion).  There are only about,&90 of these  unc ia l s ,  of which 
only a dozen or s o  are regarded a s  of any major importance, a s  wil l  be s e e n  la ter ,  

Of these  uncia ls  i t  is generally agreed that  e ight  are  of surpass ing importance 



in the area of textual criticism; and any person who desires to use  the cr i t ical  appa- 
ratus intelligently must familiarize himself thoroughly with these eight. The first is 
the famed Codex Sinait icus,  designated by the Hebrew letter Aleph, now the property 
of the British Museum. This magnificent vellum codex was once a complete Bible, 
containing both Old and New Testaments . In its present s t a t e ,  parts of the Old 
Testament have been lo s t ,  but fortunately a l l  of the New Testament text remains in a 
complete form, plus the apocryphal books of the and the Shep- 
herd of Hermas. Aleph was discovered under the most romantic circumstances quite 
by accident by the famed textual c r i t i c ,  G. F. C .  von Tischendorf , in a monastery 
near Mount Sinai in 1844. Stated more exact ly ,  a few shee ts  of this codex were dis-  
covered by Tischendorf a t  this  time--in a waste-basket,  being used by the monks to  
kindle their fires ! Asking permission to  take a few shee ts  home with him, Tischen- 
dorf a t  once recognized it a s  a very ancient Greek manuscript of the Old Testament, 
and made several  more trips to  the monastery in an attempt t o  recover the rest  of the 
book, His search was not rewarded until 1859, when al l  the res t  of the Old Testament 
and the whole text of the New Testament was discovered. This treasure was f i rs t  
presented as a gift to  the Czar of Russia, from whom i t  was purchased by the British 
Museum for 100,000 pounds. It is generally accepted now by a l l  cri t ics a s  being a 
manuscript of the fourth century,  making i t  the second oldest  of a l l  our important 
uncials.  I t s  place of origin is almost certainly the great city of Alexandria, i n  Egypt. 

The Codex Sinaiticus is exceeded in age ,  importance, and value only by the 
beautiful Codex Vaticanus, designated a s  B in the cri t ical  apparatus,  a l so  a vellum 
codex. The property of the Roman church, having been kept in the Vatican s ince 
1481, B is universally accepted by al l  cri t ics a s  being the oldest  and bes t  of a l l  of 
our extant manuscripts. Like Aleph, i t ,  too,  originally contained the text of the 
entire Bible, Old and New Testaments, In its present s ta te  , however, the New Test- 
ament text ends a t  Hebrews 9:14, a number of 'the final. pages having been lost .  This 
manuscript has  been confidently dated a s  having been copied around the middle of 
the fourth century,  a l so  in Alexandria, and is very closely related with Aleph, a s  we 
sha l l  s e e ,  

The third of the great uncials in order of importance is generally regarded to  be 
the vellum Codex Ephraemi Rescriptus, designated in the cri t ical  apparatus as C. 
It derives i t s  name from the fact  that  a t  a very early date  (perhaps 7th or 8th century) 
the entire Greek text of the New Testament was rubbed out ,  or e rased ,  s o  that the 
codex could be used over again--this time to  transcribe some of the sermons of a n  
early Syrian father,  Ephraem. Thus the Latin term "re scr iptus ,  " meaning "written 
over again,  " being a translation of the Greek word p Fortunately , the 
original Greek text is s t i l l  discernable and legible in a l l  but a few p laces ,  although 
often with great difficulty. In more recent years modern scientific methods have 
been of great benefit in this respect.  Like Aleph and B, C is a l s o  a manuscript con- 
taining the entire text of the New Testament; a n d ,  being dated in the fifth century,  i t  
is a most important witness ,  

Next in  the list is the Codex Bezae, designated by the letter D in  the cri t ical  
apparatus. Originally the property of the famous Swis s reformer, Theodore Beza, i t  
was donated by him to the library of Cambridge in  1581, An interesting feature of this 
codex is the fac t  that  i t  is bi-lingual, with a Greek text on the left s ide and a cor- 
responding Latin text on the right. This Latin text is designated among the other 
Latin versions by the small  let ter lj. Unfortunately, this very old manuscript, which 
has  now been dated by the bes t  cri t ics in the fifth century,  contains only a portion 
of the New Testament--namely the four gospe ls ,  Acts,  and I11 John. Another inter- 
esting feature is that i t  contains the four gospels in the so-called "western" order-- 
Matthew, John, Luke and Mark. The most significant feature of D , however, is the 
fact  that  i t s  text is s o  greatly different from the other three uncials already named, 
especial ly  because of i t s  many additions to  the text; and the great importance of this 



manuscript because  of th i s  fact  wil l  be d i scussed  la te r ,  Mos to f  the modern cr i t ics  
f ee l ,  in f ac t ,  tha t  D is surpassed in  importance only by Aleph and B, It is gen- 
eral ly agreed tha t  i t s  place of origin was  in  Sic i ly ,  Sardinia,  or southern. France, 

Next i n  the  l i s t  of importance is one of the mos-r recently discovered vellum 
codices  , the Codex Freerianus , designated by the le t ter  W in  the cr i t ica l  apparatus ,  
s ince  i t  is preserved in Washington,  D . C . I t  derives i t s  name from i t s  former 
owner, Mr, Freer,  of Detroit ,  Michigan,  who acquired possess ion  of th is  valuable 
document upon i t s  dascovery in  190b. Since then i t  h a s  been diligently studied and 
dated in  the fifth century,  making i t  one of the five oldest  manuscripts extant ,  Like 
C , W is a l s o  fragmentary in  nature,  containing only the text of the gospels  , and a 
few portions of the Pauline ep i s t l es .  Also resembling D is the f ac t  that  it. ha s  the 
four gospe l s  in  the  western  order. The importance of W will  a l s o  be commented on 
la ter ,  

Sixth in  the order of importance is the most recently discovered of a l l  the unicals, 
the Codex Koridethian, designated by the Greek le t ter  8 in the  critical apparatus.  
Discovered in  1913, th is  manuscript h a s  had far-reaching effects  on t h e  sc ience  of 
textual  cr i t ic ism,  a s  will be  d i scussed  la ter ,  Although it is one of the la ter  uncia ls  
in point of age--being of the eighth century--it is now generally agreed that it pre- 
se rves  a very ear ly  form of the t ex t ,  and a most important type of t ex t ,  showing 
great  divergences from the three o ldes t  manuscripts ,  somewhat in  the  same tradi- 
tion a s  D ,  but no t ,  cer ta inly ,  identical  thereto. Unfortunately, i t  conrains only the 
text  of the four gospe l s .  This interest ing find i s  proof of the f ac t  that the  value of 
a manuscript depends not ent i re ly  on i t s  a g e ,  but  on xts pedigree and genealogy,  

Next on the l i s t  is another manuscrapt not remarkable for i:s great  a g e ,  but of 
great  value nonetheless --the eighth century manuscript Codex Regius , designated 
a s  E in  the cr i t ica l  apparatus.  The chief importance of th is  manuscript,  a s  wil l  be 
noted la te r ,  i s  that  it contains  a good text  of the gospels  which agrees  very c lose ly  
with the three o ldes t  manuscripts , Aleph, B , and C ,  Like 63 . i t  contains only the 
four gospe l s .  

Last on the list of the e i g h t g r e a t  uncia ls  i s  a manuscript which has  had a very 
checkered his tory ,  the Codex Alexandrinus , designated as A in  the  cr i t ica l  apparatus ,  
I t s  primary place on the l i s t  is due t o  the fac t  that  i t  was  "discovered" at  a very 
ear ly  d a t e ,  textually speaking--in the year 1628--when the sc ience  of textual  criti- 
c ism was  s t i l l  in  i t s  infancy, At tha t  time i t  was  rightly regarded a s  the ea r l i es t  of 
a l l  the  known unc i a l s ,  and therefore one of the  primary authorities for the t ex t  of the 
New Testament, Since the great  discoveries of Aleph and B in  the nineteenth cen-  
tury (B was  not published unti l  1868) , and more particular1 y the twentieth century 
discover ies  of W and 8 , however, the cr i t ica l  value of A has  been dras t ical ly  re- 
v i s ed ,  and i t  now appears  a s  eighth on the l i s t ,  despi te  the fac t  that it is a rnanu- 
scr ipt  of very great  a g e ,  harking back to  the fifth century. Its text, however, 
e spec ia l ly  in  the gospe l s ,  h a s  been subject  to  a great  d e a l  of corrup?ion. In the 
balance of the New Testament,  however, --for A, l ike Aleph, B, dnd @, contdins the 
entire New Testament--it i s  still one of our foremost and bes t  w i tne s se s ,  

w4 

Other uncials  of considerable ,  though l e s s e r ,  importance are  and E, for 
the gospe l s ,  and D 2 ,  F 2 ,  and G2 for the Pauline ep i s t l e s .  Of t h e  other uncia ls  no 
mention need be made here,  

All of the other manuscripts--making up ,  in  f a c t ,  the great  bulk of our New 
Testament documents--are thus  c l a s  slfied by their s ty le  of wrirlng as minuscules , 
or cursives--so-called because  of the dis t inct ive  curs ive  s ty le  of writing employed 
in  their production. The curs ive ,  or running, s t y l e ,  i t  should be  observed,  which 
employs lower c a s e  l e t t e r s ,  with a l l  of them being run together,  a s  in our modern 
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system of writing, was developed a s  far back a s  the ear l ies t  period of the Christian 
era; but during these early centuries this style was used only for non-literary, or 
private, documents. It was not ,  in fac t ,  until the middle of the eighth century (750 
or thereabouts) that  a literary cursive s tyle  came into general use  in the Mediterran- 
ean world; and not until about a century later (about 850 or so) that  this  literary cur- 
s ive style began to  be employed by the church in the copying of i t s  sacred books. . 
From this point on ,  however, the textual cri t ic must keep in mind that the literary 
cursive s tyle  almost completely replaced the older uncial style , mainly because of 
i t s  greater convenience,  both a s  to copying and reading, and a s  t o  the resultant s i ze  
of the books s o  produced. This rather sharp and definite dividing line is of great 
usefulness in the science of textual criticism in determining the age of our documents, 
since a l l  uncials may conveniently be dated before 85 0 A. D . , while a l l  minuscules, 
or curs ives ,  must be dated sometime later than that date .  Needless to  s a y ,  the great 
bulk of our existing Greek manuscripts are of this  la ter ,  minuscule, style--some 
2,500 of them al l  told. From the standpoint of age they a re ,  of course,  of much l e s s  
importance in the recovery of the original text of the New Testament than the older 
uncials ,  especial ly  the oldest  and bes t  uncials.  In our present cri t ical  apparatus 
the cursives are designated by arabic numerals-- 1, 5 ,  13, 2 8 ,  e t c .  -- (cf. page 15 
in Nestlef s sixteenth edition). 

One must not be misled, however, into believing that a l l  of the minuscules are 
necessarily of lesser  value than al l  of the uncials ,  simply because of their later age.  
Such a view disregards entirely the possibility that a cursive manuscript may have 
been copied from a very early and accurate uncial ,  now non-existent; and that if this 
be the c a s e ,  and if  i t  were copied carefully, such a cursive will preserve faithfully 
a very early form of text. Indeed, a s  B. H. Streerer points out in his c l a s s i c  work, 
"The Four Gospels ,  " there are some of the minuscules which are of greater importance 
to  the textual critic than any of the uncials other than the first  eight. At this point, 
then. mention will be made briefly of some of these more valuable cursives.  

Heading the l i s t  is the ninth century cursive manuscript 33 ,  styled the "queen 
of the cursives , " and preserving a text which very closely resembles that of Aleph, 
B ,  and C. Next might be mentioned 81, a manuscript copied in the year 1044, con- 
taining the text of the Acts, which no l e s s  an authorit than K e ~ y o n  styles "the bes t  
of the minuscules, ranking with the leading uncials.  "3 I t ,  too,  exhiKts  a text c l o s e  
ly agreeing with Aleph, B ,  and C.  So far a s  i t s  text is concerned, the cursive manu- 
script 5 7 9 ,  a thirteenth century manuscript, falls  into the same category a s  3 3 and 
81, and 'is of considerable interest. 

Number 28,  an eleventh or twelfth century cursive,  is of great importance to  the 
text critic i n  that i t  preserves a very early form of the text of the gospels c losely 
resembling the fifth century codex D ,  with a mixture of readings similar to 8 and 
W. Number 565 is one of the oldest  of a l l  curs ives ,  bearing the rather romantic name, 
"The Empress Theodora's Codex "--a ninth century document, preserving a text which 
is very closely related to that of @ . In this resp.?ct i t  is joined by the twelfth 
century cursive 700. 

Aside from the above half dozen cursives which have been mentioned individually, 
i t  is usually customary to  group the minuscules into families on the basis  of their 
common descent  a s  shown by their c lose resemblances to  one another; and before 
leaving this  subject mention must be made of two such family groups. The f i rs t  is 
the so-called Family 1,  consisting of cursives numbered 1, 118, 131, and 20 9. Some- 
times this family is designated by the lower c a s e  Greek h , s ince  the first  one to 

2 ~ e n y o n ,  F . .  , p,  153. 



recognize this  group of four a s  a d is t inct  family was  Kirsopp Lake. All four of t h e w  
manuscripts are of the  e leventh or twelfth century; and the family exhibits  a t ex t  
very c lose ly  similar t o  6.3 and W, Since Lake" f i rs t  d iscovery i t  has been noted 
that  curs ives  22 ,  872,  1278 and 1582 a l s o  bear a c lo se  family resemblance to  this  
group. One interest ing point ,  which may be noted i n  pass ing ,  is the fac t  t h a t c u r -  
s ive  L has  played a very important part i n  the history of textual  cr i t ic ism,  s ince  i t  
was  th is  manuscript which was  used by the  great  Dutch scho la r ,  Erasmus,  a s  the 
bas i s  for h i s  f i rs t  printed Greek text  of the New Testament in 1516, 

The only other notable group of curs ives  which is of any real  ssgniflcance to  the 
textual  cr i t ic  is the so-called Family 13, made up of four manuscripts--13, 69 ,  122, 
and 346--to which might be  added numbers 230,  543,  788,  826,  828 ,  983,  1689, and 
1709, a s  being somewhat more dis tant ly  re la ted,  This group,  sometimes designated 
a s  the Ferrar group ( (P ) , a l l  show evidence of having originated in  the neighborhood 
of Calabria from the twelfth t o  the  fifteenth centur ies .  L i k e  Family 1 ,  they show a 
text  which often resembles the  uncia ls  8 and W,  Aside from these  26 curs ives  
named above ,  a l l  the others may be practically disregarded s o  far a s  being of any  
real  value i n  the ultimate recovery of the  original text  of the New Testament. 

In  summary, t hen ,  we find that  our ex tan t  Greek manuscripts--some 4 ,000  i n  
number--are sub-divided and c lass i f ied into three types i n  our cr i t ica l  apparatus , 
one c l a s s  being characterized by the type of writing material used-- the papyrus 
fragments (Old English E); and the other two being dist inguished by the  s tyle  of 
writing employed--the uncia ls  (capital  let ters)  , and the  minuscules (arabic numerals). 
And we have a l s o  s een  that  for a l l  practical  purposes ,  the  textual  critic may sa fe ly  
s e t  as ide  a l i t t le  over 99% of this  total  number and confine his  attention to  some- 
thing less than three dozen documents--eight uncia ls  and 2 6 curs ives ,  

(to be  continued) 

WHAT IS THE BIBLE? 

Dr. Horace Hummel of Wartburg Seminary, Dubucrue , Iowa,  offers h is  definition 
of the Bible i n  the  March,  19 62 ,  i s sue  of Ambassador, publication of the Wart- 
burg student body. According t o  him, the Bible is "not a manual of ? i m e l e s s 9 r u t h s ,  
doctr ines ,  l a w s ,  and tex t s  which speak  automatically and di rect ly  t o  personal needs 
or contemporary s i tua t ions ,  but rather a col lect ion of highly variegated "racts for the 
t i m e s h p e a k i n g  originally to  needs and s i tuat ions  which often vary widely from those  
of today. " (p. 1) These comments a re  contained in  a n  ar t ic le  enti t led "The Role of 
Archaeology i n  Biblical Studies ". 

Paul disagreed i n  Romans 15:4, where he told the Romans tha t  the Old Testa'- 
ment had di rect  value.  As for the u se  of t e x t s ,  it is very Biblical for the Lutheran 
Church t o  make u s e  of proof texts .  Our Savior used  them in  meeting Satan,  who,  
incidentally,  made a f a l s e  appeal  t o  Scripture, En Galat ians  3:16 Paul could even 
appeal  t o  one word "seed" .  One cannot help wondering whether or not th i s  is a left- 
handed cri t icism of the historic Biblical doctrine of verbal inspirat ion,  One will  
readily grant tha t  there are  many useful  he lps  for Bible study--Bible dic t ionar ies ,  
introductions,  grammars of original languages , etc c. - -bu t they  never can  r i se  above 
the Scriptures and what is written there ,  



WHEW DO THEY NOW STAND? 

The readers of -n should be interested in  the doctrinal 
paragraphs of the two recently organized Lutheran church bodles , The American 
Lutheran Church (TALC) and rhn Lutheran Church in Ameraca (LCA). While both of 
these  newly merged bodies must be considered against  their historical  background, 
one must a l s o  know where they s tand  today. The doctrlnal paragraphs of these  two 
new bodies were quoted in the September, 1961, i s sue  of the Lutheran World,  pages 
203-204 ,  the publication of the Lutheran World Federataon, 

The doctrinal paragraph of the TALC is a s  follows: 

ARTICLE IV - Confession of Faith 

Section 1, The American Lutheran Church accep ts  a l l  of the canoni- --- 
ca l  books of the Gld ar,3 New Testaments a s  a whole and In a l l  their 
parts a s  the  divlnely inspired,  revealed,  and inerrant Word of God,  and 
submits to th ls  a s  the only infallible authority in  a l l  matters of fasth 
and l l fe .  

S e c t i o n 2 .  A s  brlef and true s ta te rnmts  of the doctrines of the Word 
of God, the Church accep ts  and confesses  the following Symbols, sub- 
scriptlon t o  which shal l  be required of a l l  ats members, both congrega- 
tions and indivsdudls : 

(1) The m c i e c t  ccurfienical Creeds:  'The Apostolrc, the  Nicene,  and 
the ktbanasian;  

(2) The umlrered Augsburg Confession and Luther's Small Catechism,  

SeGlon 3 ,  A s  further e l a b o r a ~ i o n  of and in accord with these  Luxheran 
Symbols, the Church a l s o  receives  the other docufi~ents i n  the Book of 
Concord of 15 80: t he  Apology, Luther's Large Ca tech ism,  the Srnalcald 
Articles,  dnd the Forrnuld of Concord; aczl recognizes them a s  norn-lative 
for i t s  theology. 

Sectlor, 'The Amerlcan Lutheran Church accep ts  without reservation 
the  symbolical books of the evangel ical  Lutheran Chu-rch, not  insofar a s  
but  because  they are the  presentation and explanation of the pure doc- 
trine of the Word of God and a summary of the fai th of the evangel ical  
Lutheran Church, 

ARTICLE XX - Amendments - The doctrlnal b a s i s  and confess ional  subscription of The 
American Lutheran Church,  a s  contained in  Article IV of the Gou~stitution , 
sha l l  be unalterable;  and no amendment t o  this  consti tut ion sha l l  confl ict  
therewith. 

The Doctrinal pardgraph of the LCA i s  a s  follows: 

ARTICLE 11 - Cofifes s ion of Faith 

Section 1, This church confesses  J e s u s  Chris t  ax Lord of the Church, 
The Holy Spirit c rea tes  and sus ta ins  the Church through the Gospel  and 
thereby unites believers with their  Lord and with one another in  the 
fel lowship of fai th.  

Section 2 .  This church holds that  the Gospel i s  the revelat ion of God's  



sovereign will  and saving grace i n  Christ  J e sus .  In Him, the Word In- 
ca rna te ,  God imparts Himself to  men, 

Section 3. This church acknowledges the  Holy Scriptures a s  the norm 
for the fai th and life of the Church, The Holy Scriptures are the divinely 
inspired record of God's  redemptive a c t  in  Chr i s t ,  for which the Old Testa-  
ment prepared the way and which the New Testament proclaims. In the  
continuation of th is  proclamation in the Church,  God s t i l l  speaks  through 
the Woly Scriptures and real izes  His redemptive purpose generation 
after generation.  

Section 4 .  This church accep ts  the Apostles \ the Nicene , and 
the Athanasian creeds  a s  true declarations of the fa i th  of the Church, 

Section 5 .  This church accep ts  the Unaltered Auysburg Confes- 
s ion  and Luther's Small Catechism a s  true wi tnesses  t o  the Gospe l ,  
and acknowledges a s  one with i t  in fai th and doctrine a l l  churches 
tha t  l ikewise accep t  the teachings of these  symbols,  

Section 6.  This church accep ts  the  other symbolicai books of the 
evangel ical  Lutheran church,  the Apology of the Augs burg Confession , 
the Smalcald Articles,  Luther's Large Catechism,  and the Formula 
of Concord a s  further valid interpretation of the confess ion of the 
Church, 

Section 7 ,  This church affirms th.at the Gospel transmitted by 
the Woly Scriptures,  to  which the creeds  and confess ions  bear wit- 
n e s s ,  is the true treasure of the Church,  the subs tance  of i t s  procla- 
mation, and the  ba s i s  of i t s  unity and continuity,  The Holy Spirit 
u s e s  th.e proclamation of the Gospel and the administration of the 
Sacraments to create  and sus ta in  Christ ian fa i th  and fel lowship,  
A s  th is  occurs ,  the  Church fulfills i t s  divine mission and purpose,  

6 ARTICLE XXII - By-Laws and Amendments 

Section 2 .  Amendments to this  consti tut ion must be presented in  
writing t o  the convention over the signature of no fewer than twenty 
delegates  representing no fewer than five synods ,  Following such 
presentation,  they sha l l  be immediately referred for s tudy  and recom- 
mendation t o  the Executive Council ,  which sha l l  make report thereon 
to  the same convention i f  possible but which shal l  not be required t o  
d o  s o  unti l  forty-eight hours have e lapsed following the  presentation,  
Adoption of a n  amendment sha l l  require passage  a t  two succes s ive  
conventions by a two-thirds vote of the de lega tes  present and voting,  
and the  full text  thereof sha l l  be mailed t o  each  delegate within 
thirty days  after  adjournment of the convention f i rs t  acting favorably 
thereon. 

A s  one reads these  doctrinal s ta tements  of these  two new Lutheran bodies , the 
LCA and TALC, one cannot help  feeling that  these  doctrinal s ta tements  reflect the 
historic theological posit ions of the synods which formed the mergers. There has  
been l i t t le  change.  

-- G. Reichwald 

* * * * * * * * * *  
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THE C)1LEV_E;ULnND CONVENTION 

While one could perhaps devote considerable space  t o  reviewing the recent tri- 
ennial  convention of the Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod a t  Cleveland,  Ohio,  we 
sha l l  a t  this  time confine ourselves to  a l ist ing of contras ts  drawn up by the Rev, 
T. N, Feigen which point up the f ac t  that  sa id  convention did not succeed too well 
i n  coming to  grips effectively with the various i s s u e s  facing i t .  (Ed.) 

a) ca l led the e s s a y s  of Dr, Scharlemann "doctrinally misleading," and a t  the 
same time judged that  the "charges of fa l se  doctrine made aga ins t  Dr, Scharlemann 
have not been susta ined t o  da t e ,  " (Res, No, 19); 

b) in  one resolution declared the controverted "Theology of Fellowship,  Part 11" 
"open to  misunderstanding and cri t icism" and turned i t o v e r  to  a committee for restudy 
and poss ible  revision (Res, No, 28) , and a t  tbe same t i m e  seemed t o  give counten- 
ance  to  the practice of joint prayer "in meeting with other Lutheran bodies (not in 
fellowship) for the purpose of d iscuss ing d o ~ t r ~ n e .  ", and in another resolution re- 
solved to continue d i scuss ions  with Presbyterian bodies wlth the approval of joint 
devotions in  connection with such  d i s c u x s b n s  (RC 5 ,  N o ,  5) ; 

c) passed  a resolution repudiating 13 speclflc errors but carefully withheld any 
judgment that  these  errors had been taught in the lVls,, Synod, though this  is a matter 
of public record (Res, No, 16; cf ,, e ,  g o  , the Schariemann Papers); 

d) on the one hand favored the formation of an "Internationdl Organization of 
Confessional  Lutheran Churches"  (Res, 190, 11, and on the other hand authorized a 
movement toward the formation of National Lutheran f nter-Church As sociat ion with 
l iberal  Lutheran bodies for theological  d i scuss ions  and Christ ian se rv ice ,  (Res , No. 
27); 

e )  declared that  a demand thatppastors and teachers  s ign  "A B r i e f  Sta*ementn is 
unconstitutional (Res, No. 14),  "cough the framers of the consti tut ior  ~f the Mo, 
Synod did not regard it a s  unconstitutional t o  specify that  a professor subscr ibe  to  
a repudiation of Chiliasm (Synodal-Bericht , 1857, pp. 5 3 ,  5 4 ,  100-103); 

f )  quite c lear ly  re-affirmed the doctrine of the "Immortality of the Soul and the 
Resurrection of the  F l e sh ,  " though i n  sp i te  of c lea r  evidence that  th i s  doctrine had 
been publicly denied in  print ,  would s a y  no  more thag tha t  s ta tements  had been made 
that  "are unclear and may be understood to  have meaning not in  accord with the  
teaching of Scripture. " (Res , No, 18) ; 

g) on the one hand re-affirmed "belief in  tho plenary, verbal inspirat ion of Scrip- 
ture ,  the inerrancy of Scripture, and that  Scripture as in  a l l  i t s  words and parts  the 
very Word of God,  a s  taught in the Scripture i tself  and in  the Lutheran Confess ions"  
(Res. No, 16); and on the other hand declared that  the very vulnerable published 
statement on the "Form and Function of Scripture" of the St ,  Louis Seminary Faculty 
w a s  only a "s tudy" document and asked  the  St ,  Louis Seminary Faculty "to continue 
its study of the  Doctrine of Scripture with a view toward giving a more definitive 
statement which will  more fully express  i t s  thinking on the theology of the Word, and 
submit th is  s ta tement  to  the pastors of the Synod for their s tudy  i n  pastoral  confer- 
e n c e s  that  they may convey their thinking to  the facul ty"  (Res .. No. 29) ; 

h) on the one hand s teadfas t ly  refused t o  acknowledge that  any  had been guilty 
of f a l s e  teaching within the Synod, and on the other hand passed  a resolution of 



rebuke (Res. No. 32) aimed a t  those  in  the  Synod who hold tha t  i t s  unity "has  been 
rent by s ta tements  which conflict  with the doctrine of Holy Scripture " and that  "in 
ins tances  of public s i n ,  public rebuke is i n  order, " ( ~ o o k  of Memorials, No, 33 61, 

-- T o  N o  T e ~ g e n  
Minneapolis . Minnesota 

BOOK REVIEWS 

Philippians, by  William Hendriksen (Baker Book House ,  Grand Rapids, Mich, , 1 9 6 2 ,  
218 p p . ,  $6.95).  

This book is a commentary, written for the general  reader ,  not the spec la l i s t ,  
It  is the fourth in a se r ies -  -a l l  by  the same author,  
who is introduced a s  a former professor of New Testament literature a t  Calvin Sem- 
inary,  and now serving a s  pastor of the Creston Christ ian Reformed Church in Grand 
Rapids, Michigan. That Dr. Hendriksen is a n  able  scholar  and a careful  exegete  is 
amply evidenced by h i s  work on Philippians. 

A s  pointed out above ,  h i s  work fa l ls  into the category of the popular commen- 
tar ies ;  and is written i n  a s ty le  which is highly readable ,  enjoyable ,  and devotional 
in  tone. All purely technical  d e t a i l s ,  which would be of in teres t  only t o  scho la rs ,  
are  relegated to  the footnotes--as , for example,  d i s cus s ions  on  he finer nuances 
of the various Greek terms; but even here the footnotes are  generally very brief and 
not a t  a l l  exhaust ive .  

The f i r s t  40 pages  of the book are devoted t o  a reasonably comprehensive Intro- 
duction t o  the l e t t e r ,  which is one of the superior features  of the  book, Here the 
author ' s  scholarship  shows through more than in  the nnain body of the book; and h i s  
d i scuss ions  on the  c i ty  of Philippi, the church of Philippi, the p l ace ,  t ime,  and 
purpose of writing are  a l l  excel lent  and complete,  In  h i s  d i scuss ion  of the author- 
sh ip  and unity of Philippians Dr. Hendriksen a l s o  reveals  himself a s  a member of 
that  rapidly diminishing group of thoroughly conservative Bible scholars ,, His 
acceptance of the Bible a s  the verbally inspired Word of God is something which is 
not implied,  but  s ta ted c lear ly  in  h i s  work; and using th is  a s  h i s  start ing point he  
marshals h i s  arguments for the  complete authentici ty and unity of Philippians in  a 
most convincing and scholarly fashion,  All of the cr i t ica l  theories and arguments 
are reviewed and refuted ably  by references to  the Scriptures themselves  (the in- 
ternal  evidence) and a good review of the writings of the ear ly  fathers (the external  
evidence).  

As is customary these  d a y s ,  the translat ion on which the interpretabon i s  based 
is tha t  of the author himself. Here h i s  aim is c lear ly  evident--to be a s  lateral a s  
poss ib le ,  and t o  avoid paraphrase,  which h a s  become a rather popular sport  among 
Bible t ransla tors  t he se  d a y s ,  s ince  the appearance of Phillip" bbest-selling books,  
From th i s  i t  follows that  the s ty le  is not that  of polished English prose,  On the 
other hand ,  i t  is not the overly l i tera l  crude translat ion English found in  Lenski,  but 
couched in  good,  understandable , modern American English, One could simply s a y  ,] 
"It reads wel l ,  " 

Each sect ion is preceded by a brief summary of the  con ten t s ,  and followed by a 
brief syn thes i s  which t i e s  together the thoughts in  a most sa t is factory way,  The gen- 
e ra l  reader ,  e spec i a l l y ,  wil l  find t he se  features  most edifying and worthwhile. 



The commentary i tself  is brief ( a s  wil l  be s e e n  by rhe s i z e  of the  book) ,  non- 
t echn ica l ,  and pitched t o  the  tone of the  devot ional ,  a s  pointed out  above.  I t  is 
only occas ional ly  tha t  the author" Reformed views "show throughn- -mostly by h i s  
repeated u s e  of the words "sovere ignty" ,  "sovereign" , dnd "sovere ign g race"  , -- 
but most of these  a re  not object ionable ,  In the much-dlsputed "kenos i s  " sec t ion  
(Phil. 2:s-8) the  author upholds the  full e ternal  der ty  of Chr is t  in a most  sa t i s fac tory  
way; and the  concepts  of "fai th a lone"  and "grace a lone"  abound throughout the 
book. In a few c a s e s  only dld th i s  reviewer flnd himself unable t o  a c c e p t  Dr, 
Hendr iksen 's  interpretation--notably h l s  ins i s i ence  on the  l i ~ e r a l  s e n s e  of the word 
"belly" in  the passage  which s p e a k s  about the  enemles  of the c r o s s .  "whose God is 
their  be l ly"  (Phil, 3:19). The thoroughly conservative viewpoint of the  author ,  how- 
e v e r ,  more than compensates  for th i s  and one or two other minor l a p s e s ,  

For the preacher who is looking for 3 good,  conservarlve non-technical  com- 
mentary on Philippians--and one which is full of good sermonic material!  --this book 
wil l  "fill  the bi l l .  " Whether or not i t  is worth the rather exhorbitant purchase price-- 
$6.95--is  something e a c h  individual wi l l  have to decide  for hlmself .  

--, J ,  G o  Anderson 

-Saint A14atthew. by Martin H. Frdiizmann (Con- 
o . ,  1 9 6 1 , $ 3 . ? 0 ) .  

The dus t  cover  on the  book cdrrles th ls  s t a t t m E n i  dbout the orrgin of the  book: 
"The b a s i c  idea  for m e  w a s  suggested to t h e  duthor by a pardgraph in  Adolf 
Schla t ter ' s  Theologie der  Apostel.  This pdragrdph lrid l ca tes  that  Matthew gave  h i s  
Chistology by portraying the  d i s c i p l e ,  the m a n  whom rhe Chr is t  molds in  Hls  image. " 
And in  the  preface of the book the  author s a y s .  "All four of our Gospels  are  records 
of d isc ip leship .  But i t  is the Gospel  according to Sr.  Marthew vvhich s p e l l s  out 
most inc is ively  the  meaning of discipleship and g ~ v c s  t h e  c l e d r ~ s t  and completes t  
record of the  impact which the divine revelat ion given in J E S U S  made on rhe men who 
were the  f i rs t  rec ip ients  and became the  v e h l c l ~ s  of t h 3 t  r t v ~ l a t i o n .  " The aim of 
th i s  brief review is t o  render a n  opinion concerning t h e  rndnner i n  whlch and the  de-  
gree t o  which Dr. Franzmann ca r r i e s  out h i s  purpose of expounding the thes i s  enun- 
c ia ted  above 

Much of recent  theological  l i terature is written i n  a language that  is highly 
abs t rac t  and which manages t o  convey the  impression that the  author is frightfully 
consc ious  of himself and of what  he is saying s o  that one c a n  hardly read what  he  
s a y s  about anyone or anything e lse . .  Dr. Frdnzman?  wrl tes  in  the  current  theological  
idiom, but with a different e f fec t ,  If a historian of the year  3000 A. D o  (should the  
history of th is  world s t i l l  be in  the making then) shou ld  happen t o  find a volume of 
th i s  book from which the  t i t le  page h a s  beep torr  :ie will have, w e  judge,  l i t t le  
trouble in  deciding that  i t  w a s  written by an American Lutheran theologian of the  Mid- 
Twentieth Century. Likely the  author h a s  redd dnd read and read the  works of present-  
day  theologians until  h e  cannot  but  s p e a k  in  their  idiom, and there is nothing sur-  
prising about that .  Having s a i d  rha t .  one must has ten  to add t h a t  Dr. Franzmann 
u s e s  the  current theological  idiom t o  convey some very old and fundamental Chr is t ian  
and Scriptural ideas .  This may seem l ike  a quick and e a s y  judgment; but  t o  th i s  
reviewer Dr. Franzmann? book looks l ike  a very old story told in  a completely new 
and arousing way,  

For the emphasis  i n  the  book i s ,  simply put ,  on J e s u s .  The t l t l e s  of the  chap- 
t e r s  may not seem t o  indicate  that ;  here they are:  "The Call ing of the  Disc ip le ,  " 
"The Mess ian ic  Molding of the  D i s c i p l e ' s  Wil l ,  " "The Disciple  a s  Mis  slonary and 



Martyr, " "The Disciple and the Mysteries of the Kingdom, " "The I el lowship of: the 
Disc ip les ,  " "The Hope of the Disc ip le ,  " "The Disciple and the  Death and Resur- 
rection of His  Lord: Failure and Forgiveness. " But a reading of the  chapters  will 
show that  they have t o  d o  with what id for the d i s c i p l e ,  the effect that  WS 
has  on the d i s c ip l e ,  the reaction tha  awakens in the d i s c i p l e ,  

Along the way the  o ld ,  tradit ional ,  Scriptural doctrines of Lutheranism come 
through. Without ever  saying s o  in  a formal way ,  this  book teaches  that the  Bxble 
is the inspired Word of God. Both Old and New Testaments are  quoted profusely; 
Cld Testament prophecies ,  e . g ,  , are woven into the presentation in  a tel l ing and ,  t o  
th i s  reviewer,  a n  entirely new way on occasion.  Indeed,  they are quoted according 
to  the RSV t ransla t ion,  a fac t  dismaying t o  th is  reviewer: why a writer like Dr" Franz- 
mann, who can  make both monosyllabic and polysyllabic words s i t  up and shout ,  
should wish  t o  u se  a translat ion a s  insipid and s ta rch less  a s  the  RS V i s  beyond 
understanding. But in  any c a s e ,  the author" u s e  of Scripture is obviously that  of a '  
man who approaches the Bible a s  the  very Word of God, 

The old doctrines of Redemption and Justif ication are here; whatever your theo- 
logical  idiom, you cannot miss  the force of words like these :  "Jesus made the reach 
and significance of His  substitutionary atoning dea th  absolute ly  universal" (p. 194) ; 
"His  dying is not only for man's  benefit;  it i s  in  man's  s t e ad"  (p, 195); "The holy 
will  of God i s ,  T h e  soul that  s i n s  shal l  die,"ut here a soul that  never s inned ,  a 
soul tha t ,  confronted by Sa tan ,  evinced itself a s  pure pers is tence in  obedience t o  
God (4:l-11) , goes  into death  a s  a 'ransom for many'.  That word ' ransom8 pro- 
nounces a verdict on man and h i s  s i n ,  . . What Jesus  presupposes a s  the normal 
s ta te  of man in  the  parable of the Unforgiving Servant (18323'-25) is the presupposi-  
t ion of the  word 'ransom' here"  (pp. 192 & 193). On page 215 appears  t h i s  statement 
regarding Justification: "If the Passion narrative is the  d i s c ip l e s '  confi teor,  the 
story of the resurrection is their record of the divine absolution: We was  raised for 
our justification"" The doctrine of Go03 Works f inds express ion rn sen tences  such  
a s  these:  "The Beatitudes picture the disc iple  both a s  receiving from God in pure 
pass ivi ty  and a s  caught up into the motion of the God Who a c t s  and the  Messiah VVho 
g ives "  (p. 41); "The disc iple  who c e a s e s  to  minister h a s  forfeited h i s  exis tence a s  
disc iple  and has  destroyed himself" (p. 42). . The nature of the fai th that  binds the  
d i sc ip les  t o  J e sus  comes under c lo se  examination in  Chaprer V under these  headings: 
"Faith a s  Receiving, " "Faith a s  Rela tedness ,  " "Faith a s  a Committal,  " "Faith as 
Power, " 

The famous pa s sages  i n  Chapters 16 and 18 ("Thou a r t  Peter ,. . . ", dnd "Tell i a ,  to 
the church") a r e ,  perhaps ,  treated in  a manner different from the usual:  but consider 
what these  sen tences  say :  ". , . Peter the apost le  is built into the church of Christ  
a s  the Rock upon which the church r e s t s  a s  on i t s  foundation" (p, 148). "The suc-  
c e s s o r  t o  Peter and h i s  fellow apos t les  is not a bishop; i t  i s  the church (18:17 18). 
N o  road leads  from Caesarea  Philippi t o  Rome" (p, 149). ", . . the  church is buil t  
by the Christ  on fai th . . . " (p. 1491, "The power t o  forglve is given t o  faith; 
therefore i t  is not confined t o  the apost les  or to any group or any  office within the 
church. Jesus  s a y s  simply,  'Tell i t  t o  the church (18:17)\ The power given t o  Peter 
and the other apos t les  is not hierarchy but ministry; the power they receive is thelrs  
t o  transmit" (p, 155). Matthew 16 and 18 are of more than pass ing interest  in  the 
current Lutheran scene  in  America, and i t  is good t o  read a n  exposi-tion l ike th is  one. 

The reviewer has  suggested tha t  i n  writing about these  and many other things in 
carrying out h i s  aim of showing that  the  theme of St ,  Matxhew's Gospel is disc iple-  
sh ip  Dr, Franzmann displays  a mastery of words ,  and he d o e s ,  BUT ft; a l s o  seems 
tha t  sometimes the master  becomes a s lave;  that  is h e ,  in .the multiplying of words 
and ph ra se s ,  scinti l lat ing words and phrases ,  s a y s  too much,, Consider some 
examples: "He (Jesus) d i spe l s  the pink mis ts  of emotional impulse with the cool air 



of the reali t ies of discipleship,  wrth the chill fact  that communion with Him means a 
career of self-expending ministry which reduces man to a level of comfort below that 
of bird and beast"  (p. 2).  Whew! Page 145: "His ( J e s u s ~ i s c i p l e ~ s )  l ife is one of 
action, not of contemplation, " But the very book under discussion shows repeatedly 
that one of the effects which Jesus  had on Hls disciples  was t o  make them do a great 
deal of contemplating: i t  was  not a c a s e  of "either . . or" but of "both . . . and ". 
Rather than multiply examples,  l e t  i t  be said that,  in  general ,  the author frequently 
multiplies and adds words when a l l t t le dividing and subtracting would serve his  
purpose better. Not that h i s  words and phrases are not good ones; usually they are.  
But sometimes his language is like having someone bake a delicate and light angel 
food cake and then serve i t  to  you swimming i n  several ounces of excellent choco- 
late sau good, and the sauce is good; but the delicate flavor of the 
cake is in that  sauce 

Much of the book is powerful and moving; no C h r ~ s t i a n  can  help being caught up 
and carried along by it. Likely the best  example of this is the conclusion of the 
book, the l a s t  half of page 225  and al l  of page 226;  there i s  no "pink mists"  stuff 
here; it" solid and concrete,  and ~t heads s trdrght for your heart, Consider one 
paragraph: "The Christ Whom Matthew proclaims will send u s  our on missionary 
paths that run through a l l  the world, paths of defe3.t and persecution, perhaps,  but 
a l so  paths on which we can  witness to Him, speak i n  the power of His Spirit,  and 
win His victories accordipg to  His will,  He can and will make u s  strong to  face the 
divisions and confusions of our day undismayed. He will give u s  eyes  t o  s e e  the 
Kingdom when men s e e  i t  not, in the Sower who goes out to sow His seed ,  He will 
give u s  ears  to  hear the footfalls of His judgment in  the noisy clutter of our world 
and teach u s  to  know with ffear  and trembling the precarious preciousness of the grace 
of God. " 

---But a review is supposed to render a judgment; here is the judgment of this 
inexpert and rather uncritical reviewer; I t% qcluite a book, For a l l  i t s  "pink mists"  
and for a l l  i t s  abstract  language, it accomplishes its arm--to show how St,  Matthew 
describes discipleship,  and much of the time it does s o  in a n  interesting, fascinat-  
ing fashion, 

- - Stuart A, Dorr 
Princeton, Minnesota 

by Merrill F, Unger  (Zondervan Publishing 
House, Grand Rapids, Mich. , 1962, 350 pp. , $4., 9510 

I t  was a d i s t i n c t  pleasure to  read this book by Dr, Unger, Professor of the Old 
Testament a t  Dallas Theological Seminary, The reader could relax,  for Dr. Unger 
believes in  the inspiration of Scripture, Archaeology, for Dr ,  Unger, is a powerful 
witness to the truth of Scripture, By carefully blending the Scriptural account with 
historical facts  and the finds of archaeology Dr, Unger has  created a book which is 
a valuable Bible commentary in its own right, A few question marks appeared, a s  
when i t  was suggested that 'John the Baptist might have received h is  training in the 
Qumran community (p. 88). But the very fact  that  there were only a few such ques- 
tion marks shows that Dr, Unger has  done well .  The book basical ly  covers the 
material of the intertestamental period, the time of Chris t ,  and the time of St, Paul. 
One would do  well to  add this conservative book to  h is  library t o  have current in- 
formation. 

--Glenn E , Reichwald 



The Leaven of the Sadducees or by Ernest Gordon (orig- 
inally published in  1926, but now reprinted a s  a paperback by the  Church League 
of America, 1407 Hill Ave. , Wheaton,  I l l inois ,  263  p p . ,  $2.00) .  

by J.  Gresham Machen (originally published in 1923 
by the McMillan Company, and reprinted a s  a paperback by Eerdmans of Grand 
Rapids, Michigan,  189 p p . ,  $1, 75). 

Thirty-one years ago  the reviewer entered Concordia Seminary, St. Louis a f te r  
spending a year farming, This year  away from the books s o  whetted h i s  appeti te 
for them khat the most excit ing course  h e  took that  fa l l  was  Dr. Theodore Graebner 's  
"Propaequutics " . The bibliography Dr. Graebner supplied was cer ta inly  "God's  
plenty" even  when viewed thirty years la ter ,  And the most fascinat ing part of th is  
course  was  a sec t ion  dealing with "Apologetics"; no doubt because  Dr, Graebner 
was  deeply  immersed in  tha t  field a t  the time he gave these  lectures .  It  w a s  a 
stimulating course  because  a t  that  time there was  no indication of the theological  
waverlng which was  t o  overtake Dr, Graebner in  h i s  l a te r  years .  The instructor 
divided h i s  notes on Apologetics under four headings:  a) General Apologetics , 
b) Modernism, c) Evolution, d) Modern Cul t s .  Under Modernism Dr. Graebner 
waxed eloquent (and he  could u se  the English language a s  few i n  our Lutheran 
c i rc les)  . 

At h i s  instructor" sugges t ion ,  the reviewer read ,  among severa l  o thers ,  two 
books directed aga ins t  Liberalism, namely the two l is ted above for review. He has  
never looked a t  them s ince  because  what with the  depress ion being what it w a s ,  he  
didn ' t  add to  his  library a l l  the books that  h is  instructors highly recommended. So,  
when these  two books reappeared in  print ,  a strong dose  of nosta lgia  induced him 
to  re-read them. They read we l l ,  excel lent ly  we l l ,  after  thirty years ,  And one 
readily concurs with the notes taken during Dr. Graebner 's  lec tures  that  Machen 's  
two volumes,  and What I s  Faith "are the most brilliant 
books written aga ins t  Modernism, " Not only are  they bri l l iantly written but they 
are a l s o  timely and pertinent today,  even though the  modernistic facade may be 
sl ightly changed from that  of the Thirties. 

To take up Gordon" book f i r s t ,  one recol lects  from his  notes that  Dr, Graebner 
characterized i t  b y  saying "i t  descr ibes  Modernism from beginning to  the present 
age;  i t  warns aga ins t  two things: the  University with i t s  godless  philosophy and 
endowment funds for theological seminaries.  History proves tha t  seminaries which 
had endowments were the f i rs t  t o  become modernistic. " Dr. Graebnerk  la t ter  point 
is perhaps over-simplified, The point real ly  is not that  Andover Union, e t c .  , had 
endowments,  but that  they had self-perpetuating boards of control which were sim- 
pathetic to the modernis t i c  professors they appointed t o  the seminary faculty.  These 
boards could not be touched by the church body a t  l a rge ,  which for example a t  
Andover appeared to  be  represented by a larger board ca l led  "The Board of Visitors " . 
When the  Board of Visitors found Prof. E .  C .  Smyth inculcating "beliefs inconsis tent  
with and repugnant t o  the  Creed of sa id  inst i tut ion (Andover)" (page 144) and decreed 
that  he  be rernoved, the Trustees defended the professor and the  "Court failed t o  
uphold the Visi tor 's  dec i s ion"  (page 144). 

Chapter 6 ,  "The Looting of Andover", and Chapter 7 ,  "The Apostate Seminaries " , 
are the heart of the book, with th i s  l a s t  named chapter  carrying a s  a n  ominous sub- 
heading this  quotation from Lessing: "Und eure Weishei t  macht den  irren Geis t  noch 
irrer. " The Apostate Seminaries examined are s t i l l  the Apostate Seminaries of the 
1960"s: Union Theological Seminary, The Divinity School of the University of Chica- 
g o ,  Newton, Rochester Theological Seminary, Oberlin,  Garrett Biblical Institute , 
and espec ia l ly  the Andover-Harvard Divinity School. 



Andover is the  classic example of the author 's  t he s i s  that  "the march of theolog- 
ica l  liberalism is ordinarily accompanied by more or l e s s  pillaging" (page 138). When,  
early in  the nineteenth century,  Unitarianism by means of irifiltration had captured a 
large number of Puritan congregations i n  New England and a l s o  their seminary,  Har- 
vard , the evangelical-minded c i t izens  rallied around Andover Theological Seminary, 
pouring into th is  ins t i tu t ion,  even for a n  inflated period such  a s  ours , large sums of 
money but a t  the same time ins is t ing that  every professor be obliged to  "subscribe 
ro a solemn declaration of h i s  fai th in  divine revelation and the fundamental and 
distinguishing doctrines of the Gospel as expressed i n  the following c reed"  (page 
140); rhen came ar t ic les  on the Divine Inspiration of the Scripture, the  Trinity, the  
Deity of Chris t ,  His Substitutionary Atonement, Justif ication by Fa i th ,  etc. Some 
of the benefactors ,  mindful of what had happened through the Unitarian breach of 
r rus t ,  had c l ause s  in  their wil ls  that  i f  Andover should give up these  t ruths ,  the  
" s a d  fund sha l l  revert t o  my heirs  forever, " 

And through the 1800's Andover prospered a s  a sound ,  scholar ly  and evangel ical  
institution. But, in  the l a t t e r  part of the 19th Century,  liberalism had s o  taken hold 
of the facul ty ,  that  five professors were charged with hol j ing tha t  the "Bible is not 
the only perfect rule of fa i th  and pract ice ,  but is fal l ible and untrustworthy, even  in  
some of i t s  religious teachings .  " , e t c .  (page 143). 

Elghty years a g o ,  one of these  five (Prof. E. C. Smyth) s ta ted  h i s  c a s e  i n  lan- 
guage that  has  a strong and modern sound in th is  day of neo-orthodoxy: "I hold that  
the creed of thz  Seminary does  not bind the inst i tut ion t o  an  antiquated phase  of 
bel lcf ,  but leads  logically t o  those adjustments of thought and belief which are  now 
necessary ,  and leaves  a n  open path for such  a s  the future may require .  . . I des i re  
to secure for others after  me the  rights of a reverent scholarship  i n  the s tudy  of God's 
Word . , . the  creed was not intended t o  forbid progress; i t  invites to progress. " 

The result  w a s  that  soon the Board of Trustees decreed that  the professors would 
be held only to  the  "subs tance  of doctr ine ,  " and s o  i n  a few years  Andover became 
s o  completely l iberal  that  i t  was  not difficult t o  merge it with Unitarian Harvard. 
Mr. Gordon rightly dec la res  that  "The only bright spo t  i n  the whole episode appears 
in  a let ter  of Professor J .  H. Thayer (of Lexicon fame) who resigned h i s  Andover 
chair and betook himself t o  the  Harvard Divinity. School, Thayer, recognizing that  
t h e  s ta tu tes  of the Seminary required a rigid confess ion of the ba s i c  tenets  of 
Christendom , fe l t  that  h e  must res ign s ince  he  no longer s t r ic t ly  held t o  them, and 
he would thus  l ay  himself open " to  the  charge or the  suspic ion of d i shones ty ,  " i f  
he  did not resign. Professor Thayer concludes th is  le t ter  of resignation with the 
words; "But i t  i s  a s k e d ,  why d o  you not remain a t  your post  and labor there t o  bring 
about a change?  I reply--because my obligation t o  be and to  be known t o  be  a n  
honest  man outweighs a l l  other obligations t o  Trustees or Seminaries. " (page 145). 

'This question we have heard time and again  during the  l a s t  years  about more 
than one Seminary professor in  more than one Lutheran Seminary: "Why doesn ' t  he 
res ign? ' '  Certainly Thayer 's  procedure is admirable and worthy of emulation,  but 
such forthright act ion is indeed the exception even  today; ins tead i t  is most difficult 
to  ge t  professors who have swung over to  a n  unbiblical point of view to  resign.  If 
the students bring charges  on the ba s i s  of what they have heard i n  the c lassroom,  
they are usually put off ,  or accused  of "Spying". (See Gordon, page 189 for such  a 
dramatic incident a t  Rochester Divinity School) . 

Such refusal  to  resign and ye t  hold a contrary posit ion t o  the public confess ion 
of the church i s  a real  enigma. Such act ion (or lack of action) is sometimes d i s -  
missed simply a s  a c a s e  of " an  empty bel ly  a in ' t  go t  no religion. " But i t  is probably 
a l i t t le  more complicated than t h i s ,  al though, in  the final ana ly s i s  i t  may reduce 
itself to this  lowest  common denominator. Professor Fagnani,  a former professor a t  
Union, s ays  of heret ics :  "One who really ca res  for the church ins tead of resigning 



and withdrawing is consciously  bound t o  remain in and bring a s  many of his  brethren 
a s  poss ible  around t o  h i s  way of thinking. " (page 235). Still  a s  a rejoinder t o  such 
a s ta tement ,  one cannot help  echoing Mr. Gordon: "The church meanwhile paying 
h i s  b i l l s  while he  wrecks i L  I "  

This book should be  required reading for the pastors and l ay  people of quite a 
few church bodies.  Every soundly Lutheran pastor wil l  wince when Mr, Gordon re- 
minds him of what a n  influential ,  l iberal  historian and theologian of a previous gen- 
era t ion,  and who, incidentally,  had come out of Lutheran orthodoxy, is sa id  t o  have 
remarked t o  a Pastor Quistorp. The theologian i n  question was  Professor Ernst 
Troeltsch,  and Mr. Gordon reports hlm a s  sayrng,  "We cannot  u s e  force on the 
Evangelical church,  but we have anorher weapon in  order t o  overpower i t .  That is t o  
appoint the  greates t  poss ible  number of radical  and l iberal  professors ,  and then i t  
wi l l ,  of itself and from within,  g o  t o  pieces  (page 145). 

Dr. Machen 's  book h a s  a s  i t s  purpose to  present the religious i s s u e  of the day  
a s  sharply and c lear ly  a s  poss ible .  His t h e s i s ,  a s  s ta ted  i n  1923, was  that  "Liberal- 
rsm or modernism is rooted i n  naturalism--that i s ,  i n  the denia l  of any entrance of the 
creative power of God (as dist inguished from the ordinary course  of nature) in con- 
nection with the  origin of Christ ianity" (page 2 ) .  His t h e s i s ,  s t a ted  in  an  other way, 
is " W e t h e r  f i rs t  Century religion can  ever  s tand in company with 20th Century 
sc ience .  " (page 4). 

Then in  s i x  brrllianxly and reverently argued chap te rs ,  Dr. Machen s e t s  forth 
the great  e s sen t i a l  Christ ian truths--inspiration of the Bible, the fal l  of man, the 
Deity of Chr i s t ,  His atoning work, justification by fa i th ,  e t c .  Dr. Machenfs  
Calvinrsm occasional ly  shows through h i s  writ ing,  but in  the  main,  h e  simply 
e lucidates  the plain, simple truths of the Bible. He makes no concess ions  to  weak- 
n e s s  or l a z ine s s  of in te l lect .  He ha s  laid to  res t  the arrogant charge of Liberals ,  
including the  present-day Neo-orthodoxists that  the "f undies " or those  who 
a c c e p t t h e  Bible i n  i t s  historical  s e n s e  are  obscurant is t ,  

Dr, Walter  Lippmann, cer ta inly  one not prejudiced i n  favor of historic Christ i-  
ani ty  , but cer ta inly  one intel lectually respec tab le ,  writes of th is  book, "It is an  
admirable book for its acumen, for i t s  s a l i ency ,  and for i t s  wit; t h i s  cool  and strin- 
gent  defense  of orthodox protestantism i s ,  I think,  the be s t  popular argument pro- 
duced (in the  controversy between Christ ianity and Liberalism). We sha l l  d o  well 
to  l i s t en  t o  Dr, Machen,  " 

Although Dr, Machen aimed his book a t  the more optimistic modernists of the 
ea r ly  part of th i s  century,  what he  h a s  t o  s a y  i s  nearly as pertinent for the more 
somber yet  s t i l l  bas ica l ly  l iberal  Neo-orthodoxists today . For example,  in  h i s  
chapter on the Bible, he  a s s e r t s  tha t  i t  is not only a re-affirmation of e ternal  truths 
but a l s o  a revelat ion whrch s e t s  forth the meaning of a n  Act of God (cf, p. 72)" 
This is a good antidote aga ins t  a l l  this  ta lk  that  God reveals  Himself only through 
a c t s  and not through propositions. 

On another point on which Neo-orthodoxists g e t  very hazy ,  namely the resur- 
rection of Chris t ,  Dr, Machen i n s i s t s  tha t  the  resurrection of Chris t  was  an  ac tua l  
event  in  his tory ,  "that  had recently happened. " "And with the event  w e n t t h e  mean- 
ing of the event;  and the se t t ing forth of the event  with the  meaning of the event  was  
doctrine. 'These two elements are always combined i n  the  Christ ian message.  The 
narration of the f ac t s  is history; the narration of the f ac t s  with the  meaning of the 
fac t s  i s  doctrine.  " (Page 2 9 ) .  This is a forthright statement when compared with 
Barthk dia lect ical  proposition in  which h e  holds that  Chris t8  s Crucifixion is a n  
event  of E i s t o r i e ,  b u t h e  denies  th i s  of the Resurrection a s  he c l a s s i f i e s  that  a s  
Geb;chichte; that  i s ,  he would not regard the Resurrection a s  his tor ical  in  the s e n s e  



that  a n  ordinary his tor ian would regard a n  event as ac tua l ,  r e a l ,  and datable .  Bultman, 
of cou r se ,  regards the resurrect ion as myth. A l e s s e r  follower of Bultman, Pastor 
Robert Scharlemann, wonders "Whether there is any intr insic connection between the 
empty grave and the resurrect ion of Christ .  " He informs h i s  readers that  the  prevail- 
1n.g opinlon today in Germany is that  "on th is  point the theologians are  agreed,  
There is no necessary  connect ion.  " (Compare h i s  "Shadow on the Tomb: Motifs in  
German Theology of the  Resurrection",  Dialog Spring, 1962, pp. 22-29 .) Pastor 
Scharlemann then goes  on  t o  sugges t  tha t  "The fear  of Bultmann" c r i t i c s  that  he  is 
dissolving the his tor ical ly  fac tua l  exac t ly  parallels  the fear of Luther's c r i t i c s  that  
he  was eliminating a l l  morally responsible  act ion.  " Pastor Scharlemann a l s o  s e e s  
1x1 Bultmannk position "In unmistakable outl ines the shadow of Luther, " Such s ta te-  
ments (plus many more i n  the  art icle)  cer ta inly  sugges t  tha t  Pastor Scharlemann h a s  
great  doubts that  the resurrection of Chris t  i s  a n  actual  historical  event .  Dr. Machen, 
of course,  would hear t i ly  d i sagree  with the posit ion of Pastor Scharlemann. 

And s o ,  th i s  book is as timely reading today a s  i t  w a s  when Dr. Theodore 
Graebner recommended it over thirty years ago.  One wonders,  in view of recent 
even t s ,  whether e i ther  or both of these  books would receive a s  warm a reception 
today in  S%, Louis as they  did in  the old "Propaedeutics" lec tures  of a generation 
ago,  

-- B ,  We Teigen 

* * * * * * * * * * *  

FT, WAYNE, 1857--CLEVELAND, 1962 

"GRACE FOR GRACE, " a brief history of the Norwegian Synod, in  Chapter VIII , 
t e l l s  of t h e  appeals  of our Synod to  thz Church of Norway t o  encourage theological  
candidates  to  th is  country t o  work among the Norwegian immigrants se t t l ing i n  the 
Sta tes  in  increasing numbers, and s a y s  on page 69: 

Although a number of pastors were gained in  th i s  way ,  i t  soon  became 
evident that  something must be done t o  train pastors i n  th is  country i f  the 
needs were to  be met properly. This matter had been d i s cus sed  even  a t  
the meetings preliminary t o  the organization of the Synod. At the  f i rs t  con- 
vention held af ter  the organization, in  1855, Pastors 1. A. Ot tesen and N. 
Brandt were e lected t o  v i s i t  the inst i tut ions which had already been es tab-  
lished i n  St ,  Louis, Columbus, and Buffalo, This committee carried out  
i t s  mission i n  the ear ly  part of 185 7 and published a lengthy report i n  
Maanedstidende . They strongly recommended the institution of the Mis- 
sour1 Synod in  St. Louis. The convention held in October the same year  
resolved unanimously to negotiate with the Missouri  Synod for permiss ion 
t o  e s t ab l i sh  a professorship a t  their  theological Seminary. I t  was  s ta ted 
i n  the  resolution that  "This temporary arrangement would bring a threefold 
advantage: 1) provide teachers for the Church in the near future; 2) help 
the Synod ga in  experience before start ing i t s  own school; 3) bring the 
Synod into contact  with a church body which had been es tab l i shed  on a 
truly Lutheran foundation and thus help i t  t o  become strengthened i n  the 
knowledge of Christian doctrine and of matters pertaining t o  church 
government. 

The general  convention of the Missouri  Synod held short ly afterwards 
acted favorably on the request , 

Had the Editors of GRACE FOR GRACE been granted t he  money i t  t akes  t o  put out  
a history with a l l  the footnote apparatus ,  they probably would have noted among 
other things tha t  the Missouri Synod acted favorably on the request  of the Norwegian 



Synod in  Fort Wayne,  Indiana,  on October 2 2 ,  1857, and that  the  "st ipulations and 
condit ions" at tached t o  the granting of the request  are  t o  be found in  the  Missouri  
Synod's Convention Report of that  year  on pages 100 and 101, where the adopted 
committee report reads a s  follows: 

With regard to the work of the Norwegian theological  professor i t  was  
s ta ted  that  he should bring the entering Norwegian s tudents  s o  far  in  
the German language that  they can. profitably take part in  the general  
instruction a t  the inst i tut ion.  Furthermore he  should instruct  them in 
Norwegian, and in the Seminary take over one or several  d isc ipl ines  
and conduct them i n  Latin or Germem, He should have the same rights 
and the same obligations a s  the other professors.,  and more detai led 
specif icat ions  in  the  points mentioned should be arrived at by mutual 
agreement. 

With regard t o  the e lect ion of th is  theological  professor,  i t  was  
specified tha t  the e lect ion belongs to the Norwegian Synod and the 
ratif %cation to our Synod. 

The prospective professor pledges himself t o  a l l  the symbolical 
books of the Lutheran Church. With regard to  th is  particular case 
i t  was  agreed tha t  when a certified copy of the le t ter  of c a l l  i s  filed 
with our Synod's respect ive  offncers , they should give authorization 
t o  extend the ca l l  a l s o  in  the  name of our Synod, 

In addition the  Norwegian brethren were apprised that  they should 
privately in  a le t ter  to  the prospective professor a s k  him whether he  
accep ts  word for word the two parts  of the  Smalcald Articles,  a s  well  
a s  whether h e  re jec t s  Chil iasm, They are  l ikewise  t o  send him our 
synodical  consti tut ion for examination, 

To the  question whether th is  professor could have himself ordained 
in  Norway on the consideration that  sooner or la ter  h e  might take a 
congregation in  th i s  country and tha t  upon h i s  possible return to  
Norway diff icult ies might be  created i f  h e  were not ordained there ,  
the answer was  given from our s ide  that  we would make no objection,  
but that  a l s o  we could not advise  it, 

Finally,  with regard t o  the  boarding charges for "ie Norwegian 
theological  s t uden t s ,  i t  was  st ipulated tha t  i f  the Norwegian con- 
gregations would support the inst i tut ion with gif ts  of l ove ,  a s  the  
Germans d o  i t ,  then the  same reductions should be  i n  effect  for 
them a s  for ours--but otherwise the  boarding charges should be  
the same for them a s  for the non-theological s tudents ,  

(Committee) F, W e  Sihler ,  G,  Seyffarth, Fr, Wyneken,  
0. Ftkbringer, F*  Walther ,  A ,  Biewend, 
W. Keyl, 

I t  is of particular in teres t  a t  th is  time t o  note that  the Norwegian Theological 
Professor coming to Concordia Seminary in St. Louis was  expected t o  subscr ibe  i n  
writing t o  a rejection of Chil iasm, 

Should someone wonder what such  a rejection included he might look into the 
same 1857 Convention Report and s e e  on p. 25 that  i t  included the following points: 
That before the Last Day a general  conversion of the Jews  is t o  be expec ted ,  a time 
i s  t o  be expected in  which the devi l  would no longer have  any  power and influence 
on ea r th ,  Chris t  would come again  vis ibly  t o  rule ,  a l l  people would be  converted.  
the departed Christ ians would be  raised to  rule with Christ  over the heathen.  Re- 
jected a l s o  a s  fa l se  and a perversion of Scripture was  any interpretation of Rev. 
20,  Acts 1 ,  Ps. 6 7 ,  Dan. 2 and 7 ,  and similar passages  used  t o  support any of the 
above named doc t r ines ,  s ince  t he se  doctrines are  contrary t o  the the analogy of 



fa i th ,  specif ical ly ,  the ar t ic les  concerning the nature of the Kingdom of Christ in the 
world, the general  resurrection of the d e a d ,  the Last Day, and the  coming of Christ  
to Judgment. 

It mightbe noted that  the Missouri Synod understood this  rejection to  be  implicit 
in  Article XVII of the Augsburg Confession. Ibid. , pp. 43  and 81. (1t is a l s o  of inci- 
dental  interest  t o  note that  the Article, "Of the Millenium" in  the Brief Statement con- 
tains the same rejections .) 

I t c a n  hardly e scape  notice that  the  framers of the Constitution of the Missouri 
Synod did not regard i t  a s  un-constitutional to  specify  tha t  a professor subscribe to  a 
detailed rejection of Chiliasm : thus the Cleveland Convention of 1962 seems  t o  
represent a bas ic  shif t ,  

Other things that could be  sa id  in th is  connection: Had the proponents of the 
"un-constitutionality" argument been able t o  show that there is something in  the 
Brief that  is not implicit in  the Lutheran Confess ions ,  there might have been 
some grounds for the move. I s  i t  too la te  t o  expect  that  theologians of the Missouri 
Synod will s t ep  up in  some official way t o  point out that  all the ar t ic les  in the Brief 
S m a r e  implicit in  the Confess ions ,  that  the whole doctrinal history of the - 
Missouri Synod a s  i t  pertained t o  particular fa l se  teachings that  were very c lose  is 
concisely  s e t  forth in the Brief Statement, and that  in the Brief Statement is s e t  forth 
how the Missouri Synod understood the Lutheran Confessions on specif ic  matters 
over toward others i n  th is  country who a l s o  claimed to  be loyal to the Confess ions? 
Respect for the consecrated fathers of the Missouri Synod and respect  for i t s  Christ- 
centered,  grace-centered Scripture-centered history and doctrine,  and above a l l ,  
loyalty t o  Christ  and His One Church would certainly demand that  this be done,  

-- T. N. Teigen 
Minneapolis , Minnesota 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
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