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INTRODUCTION TO GALATIANS 

Our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ  t e l l s  us: "If ye continue i n  My 
Word, then are ye my d i sc ip les  indeed; and ye s h a l l  know t h e  t r u t h ,  and 
t he  t r u t h  s h a l l  make you f ree . "  John 8: f l -32.  Our Lutheran Church has 
always prided i t s e l f  t h a t  it has continued i n  t he  Word of God and been 
t he  church of t he  ape'n.BTbl&. A l l  .ac$,&vlties i n  fhercoe@$@t-jon! --- - -  
church services ,  l a d i e s '  a i d s ,  men's c lubs ,  young people 's  a c t i v i t i e s ,  
and everything e l s e  -- are  supposed t o  be, t o  a  grea ter  or  l e s s e r  degree, 
Bible c l a s s e s .  But t he  very number of organizat ions and i n t e r e s t  l e v e l s  
of these  groups makes it very d i f f i c u l t  f o r  t he  average pas tor  t o  f i nd  
time f o r  ser ious  Bible study. The added expense of scholarly books and 
mater ia ls  i s  an added burden. Yet t he  i n v i t a t i o n  of C h r i s t s t a n d s :  
"Search t h e  Scr ip tu res ,  . . . f o r  they a re  they which t e s t i f y  of Me." 
John 5: 39 

Centering one 's  a t t en t i on  on one book of Scr ip ture  i s  o f ten  t he  
answer t o  t he  above problems, and c e r t a i n l y ,  f o r  Lutherans, no book of 
t h e  Bible could claim more a t t en t i on  than S-t. Paul ' s  Ep i s t l e  t o  t he  Gal- 
a t i en s .  One might c a l l  t h i s  book of insp i red  Scr ip ture  espec ia l ly  t he  
Lutheran book of Scr ip tu re .  I-t was very dear t o  Luther. He c a l l e d  it: 
"my own Ep i s t l e ,  t o  whom I have p l ighted  my t r a t h .  It  i s  my Katie von 
B - ~ r a . ' ~  (Martin Luther. A Commentary on S t .  Paul ' s  Ep i s t l e  t o  t he  Gala- --- 
Yians. London: Clarke, r953,  p. 5) Luther wrote t h r ee  commentaries on 
Galatians: 1519, 1523, and 1531. In t h e  1519 commentary he followed 
l a rge ly  Erasmus and Jerome. In 1523 he departed from both and charted 
h i s  own course. In  1531 he f e l t  it necessary t o  repdat  h i s  l e c t u r e s  on 
t h i s  e p i s t l e ,  f o r  he f e l t  t h a t  t he  c e n t r a l  doct r ine  of Scr ip tu re ,  j u s t i -  
f i c a t i o n  by f a i t h ,  was endangered both from t h e  l e f t  and from the  righ-t . 
On t h e  r i g h t  stood t h e  pope's church, and on t he  l e f t  were t h e  en thus ias t s .  
Luther lumped both groups together ,  f o r  i n  t h e  end both: groups b u i l t  
around man. Thus t he  rigW~eousness of Chr is t  was neglected and a l so  
human reason exal ted .  ( Ib id .  , pp 5-6) 



We have t h e  same i l l s  i n  t h e  v i s i b l e  church today. Cer ta in ly  i f  Lutl-  
e r  had reason t o  complain about papal  pre tens ions ,  t h e r e  a r e  more reasons 
today: t h e  e l eva t ion  of Mary, her  bodily assumption, and t h e  dogma of 
papal i n f a l l i b i l i t y .  In t h e  end t h e  doct r ine  of j u s t i c f a t i o n  has suf fered ,  
and S c r i p t u r e ~ s h e d  t o  a secondary pos i t ion .  On t h e  o ther  hand we have our3 
modern day en thus ias t s .  To l i s t e n  t o  them i s  t o  hear  echoes of Luther 's  
day: new r e v e l a t i o n s ,  b e t t e r  understandings, e t c .  Because condit ions i n  
-the church have not  changed from Luther ' s  day, t h e r e  i s  j u s t  a s  much reason 
-to study Galat ians today a s  then .  

A few words should a l s o  be s a i d  i n  in t roduct ion  t o  t h e  mater ia l  which 
follows. I t  conta ins  no-thing d e t a i l e d  o r  s t a r t l i n g .  Its purpose i s  merely 
t o  a s s i s t  t h e  reader  t o  understand b e t t e r  t h e  background agains t  which S t .  
Paul t  s E p i s t l e  t o  t h e  Galat ians was w r i t t e n  a d  thereby t o  understand better. 
-khe h i s t o r i c a l  re ferences  and s i t u a t i o n  of t h e  e p i s t l e ,  

A.  Author sh ip  

Galat ians 1, 1 and 5 ,  2 name Paul a s  t h e  author .  

The witness  of t h e  e a r l y  Chr i s t i an  church supports  - th is .  From .the 
middle of t h e  second century t h e r e  were l i s t s  of Pau l ' s  e p i s t l e s ,  which 
included Galat ians.  Marcion, t h e  h e r e t i c  of the  second ce  t u r y ,  accepted 
Galat ians a s  Pauline a s  did t h e  orthodox group i n  180 A.D.' Also t h e  
Muratorian canon inc ludes  Gala t ians ,  'chis da t ing  before 200 A.D. From 175 
A. D. quota t ions  from t h e  e p i s t l e  wi th  c i t a t i o n  by name or  express quota'tion 
of words a r e  found. From t h e  end of t h e  second century quota t ions  are  
x~umerous . 2 

Questions about t h e  Pauline authorship were not  r a i s e d  u n t i l  t h e  mid- 
d l e  of t h e  19th  century. I n  opposi t ion t o  t h e  so-cal led Tuebingen school 
of F. C. Baur which saw New Testament Chris'iianity a s  a s t rugg le  between 
a J u d a i s t i c  pa r ty  and t h e  Pauline p a r t y ,  Bruno Bauer assigned t h e  e p i s t l e  
of Galat ians t o  t h e  second century.  Very few have followed t h i s  view. 
Burtbn shrugs o f f  any den ia l  of -the Pauline authorship by s t a t i n g :  "It i s  
no longer  necessary t o  d iscuss  t h e s e  views a t  length .  They belong already 
-to t h e  h i s t o r y  of opinion r a t h e r  than  t o  l iv5ng issues/"' 

B .  The Recipients  

Much ink and paper has been used i n  attempting t o  decide who t h e  Gal- 
a t i a n s  a re  t o  whom Paul addresses t h i s  e p i s t l e .  Since Ga la t i a  i s  a region 
r a t h e r  than a p a r t i c u l a r  c i t y ,  controversy has a r i s e n  a s  t o  whom they a r e .  
Two t h e o r i e s  a r e  advanced.. The North Galat ian Theory s t a t e s  t h a t  t h e  Gal- 
a t i a n  congregations t o  whom Paul addressed t h i s  l e t t e r  w r e  i n  t h e  northern 
p a r t  of  t h e  Roman provinces of Ga la t i a ,  i n  ethnographic Ga la t i a ,  or  t h e  
o r i g i n a l  country. Thus, according t o  t h i s  theory ,  t h e r e  i s  no d e t a i l e d  
desc r ip t ion  of t h e s e  congregations i n  Sc r ip tu re .  The South Galat ian Theory 
s t a t e s  t h a t  these  congregations were i n  t h e  southern p a r t  of t h e  Roman 
province of Ga la t i a  and a r e  t h e  f a m i l i a r  congregations of P i s id ian  Antioch, 
Tconium, Lys t ra ,  and Derbe . 



While t h e  a c t u a l  i d e n t i t y  of these  congregations i s  n o t a  d o c t r i n a l  
ques-tion, a r r i v i n g  a t  a reasonabl%olution w i l l  help us  f i l l  i n ,  i n  our 
exegesis ,  much of t h e  personal mater ia l  t o  which Paul r e f e r s  t o  i n  t h e  
e p i s t l e  i t s e l f .  

A few words a r e  i n  order about t h e  Gala t ians  themselves and t h e  coun- 
t r y  of Gala t ia .  When we hear  t h e  name "Gaul" and t h e  ad jec t ive  "Ga l l i cTT,  
we th ink  of ancient  France and J u l i u s  Caesar. This i s  c o r r e c t .  However 
'she Gauls undertook seve ra l  eastward migrat ions.  In  390 B , @ .  They cap- 
tu red  Rome i t s e l f ,  -though not  t h e  c i t a d e l .  About 281 J3.C another eas t -  
ward migration took p lace .  Defeated a-t Delphi, t h e  Gauls crossed over 
i n t o  Asia Minor. Af ter  overrunning t h e  e n t i r e  penninsula,  they were f i n -  
a l l y  defeated by King At-tulus of Pergamurn and were confined -to an area  
somewhat e a s t a n d  nor th  of -the center  sf t h e  peninsula.  Af ter  varying 
success a s  an independent kingdom, it became a Roman province upon t h e  
death of t h e i r  l a s t  k ing ,  Amyn-tas, i n  25 B . C .  T h i s  Amyn-tas had received 
h i s  kingdom from h i s  bro ther  Kas-kor, who had received p a r t s  of Phrygia and 
P i s i d i a .  The Romans added Lye aonianto Ga la t l a  when Amyn-tas became king,  
though they subt rac ted  o ther  p a r t s ,  though -the par-ks of P i s i d i a  and Phyrgia 
remained p a r t s  of Ga la t i a .  Thus Gala-kia could be spoken of i n  an ethno- 
graphic sense and a l s o  i n  a p o l i t i c a l  sense .& The name "Galat iaTT decides 
110-thing . 

P e r h a p s  t h e  b e s t  advocate of t h e  Nor-th Galat ian Theory i s  J. B .  Ligh-t- 
Coot. Tnat such a scholar  should hold t o  t h i s  view i s  almost s u f f i c i e n t  
proof i n  i t s e l f  f o r  t h e  North Galat ian Theory. Lightfoot poin tss ,  f i r s t  
of a l l ,  t o  Acts 16 ,6 ,  where t h e  name Ga la t i a  i s  used separa te ly  from t h e  
e s t ab l i shed  congregations of P i s id ian  Antioch, Iconium, Lys t ra ,  and 
~ e r b e .  Secondly, S-t. Luke asc r ibes  Lystra  and Derbe t o  Lycaonia i n  Acts 
14 ,6 .  F ina l ly  i n  Acts t h e  popular names o f  t h e  various regions  a r e  used, 
e . g . ,  i n  Acts 14,24;  Acts 16,6-8; and Acts 18,23 t h e  names Mysia, Phyrgia, 
and Gala t ia  a re  used i n  distinc-Lion t o  one another .  Other inc iden ta l  
proofs  a re  t h e  f i c k l e  na ture  of Jche Gala t ian  congregations,  which would 
suggest a Galic s p i r i t ,  and t h e  c i t i e s  of northern Ga la t i a ,  Ancyra, Pessinus,  
and J u l i  p o l i s ,  were among "ihe e a r l i e s t  of t h e  episcopal  sees  i n  t h i s  
country. g 

We should t ake  some time t o  look a t  t h e  proofs  advanced f o r  t h e  North 
Cala t ian  Theory. Lightfoo-t r e l i e d  very heavi ly  on ~ u k e 6  use of t h e  term 
"Galatia" i n  Acts ,;Lim1-i;iljg'.i"c7 t o  tfie e"cli,nog&aph.2c ,sense, r a t h e r  than  t h e  
p o l i t i c a l  sense,  e . g . ,  Acts 18,23;  Acts 16,6-8;  and Acts 14 ,6 ,  These pass- 
ages a r e  chosen a s  r ep resen ta t ive .  Acts 14 ,6  l i s t s  Lystra  and Derbe a s  
c i t i e s  i n  Lycaonia. However we canno-t l i m i t  t h e  Pauline use of a reas  and 
words by Luke's use,  no matter  how c l o s e l y  they may have worked toge the r .  
The o ther  two passages a r e  c i t e d  because they use t h e  name "Galatia".  We 
grant  t h a t  these  passages r e f e r  t o  ethpographic Gala t ia .  Act3 16,6-8 has 
t h e  i n t r i g u i n g  expression,  Ty  CyJ Yc48 y f i  2~ Eiky'J f w w  d, which 
some have t r i e d  t o  t r a n s l a t e ,  -ko paraphrase,  "a country t h a t  i s  a-is: t h e  
same time Galat ian and Phrygian", thus  r u l i n g  out  a t r i p  i n t o  northern 
Ga la t i a .  However, Zahn p o i n t s  out  -?hat such a t r a n s l a t i o n  t o  defend t h e  
South Galat ian Theory i s  improbable and impossible because of t h e  rou te  
followed by t h e  apos t l e s  on - their  journey. Paul was proceeding from t h e  
southwes-is: t o  t h e  nor theas t  and had already v i s i t e d  The es t ab l i shed  congre- 
ga t ions  of southern Ga la t i a .  When undecided whe-they -to go on t o  Asia,  



which was a t t r a c t i v e  because of  i t s  l a r g e  c i t i e s ,  o r  t o  swing northward in-  
-to ethnographic Gala-Cia., t h e  Holy Spi r i - t  decided t h e  matter f o r  them. PaulT s 
route  eviden-kly l e d  him from Derbe t o  Lystra  -to lconium northward Through 
Phrygia and ethnographic Ga la t i a  on t o  Mysia t o  t h e  c i t y  of Troas. ' HOW- 
ever g r e a t  success had no-t a t tended Pau l ' s  preaching i n  ethnographic Galat ia .  
In  another v i s i t  t o  - this  region on h i s  "c'nird missionary journey, Luke sJcates 
merely t h a t  he s t rengthened t h e  d i s c i p l e s ,  Acts LS,23. No mention i s  made 
of congregations.  Thus these  proofs  fo r  t h e  Mor"e haalatian Theory necess- 
a r i l y  do not  prove what they axhe supposed -to prove, 

Actually t h e  North Galat ian Theory has very l i t t l e  i n  i t s  favor .  The 
way which Paul d i f f e r s  from Luke i?", h i s  useage of t h e  word has been re fe r red  
t o .  Actually a l l  Acts does is  allow f o r  a t r i p  of Paul i n t o  northern Gal- 
a t i a ,  Ac-es, 16 ,6 ,  

However, t h e  w r i t e r  p r e f e r s  t h e  South Galat ian Theory a s  t h e  more pre- 
f e r a b l e  of t h e  two t h e o r i e s  advanced. F i r s t  of a l l ,  t h a t  Paul and Luke were 
c lose  f r i e n d s  and TO-workers canno? be denied, However The a p o s t l e ' s  words 
cannot be defined by t h e  e v a n g e l i s t ' s  use of  words. I n  o ther  words, because 
Luke used Ga la t i a  i n  an ethnographic sense would no-t determine Pau l ' s  use 
of t h e  word. Zahn s t a t e s :  "Paul never uses  any but t h e  p rov inc ia l  name 
f o r  d i s - t r i c t s  under Roman r u l e ,  and never e m  loys  t e r r i to r l ; a l  nayes which 
a r e  n o t  a l s o  t h e  names of Roman  province^.'^ 7 Examples a r e  i n  #- 

Romans 15,26: I Corinthians l6 ,15 ;  11 Corini-hians 1,1: 9,2;, e t c  . , M d k ~ b ~  L/'A 

i n  I Corinthia_ns 6,,5: II Corinthians l , 1 6 ;  e t c  ;&kt a o ~ / d  i n  I Thessa- 
F n i ~ n s  4,10 ; l o - v  Gala t ians  1 ,22  ; T Thessalonians 2,14; e-tc. , and 
,&LA i n  I Corinthians 16,19: I1 Corinthians 1 , s :  e t c  .8  One added piece 
of ma te r i a l  i n  connection wi th  P a u l ' s  use of province names occurs i n  con- 
nec t ion  with t h e  c o l l e c t i o n  f o r  t h e  poor of Jerusalem. h I Corinthians 
1 6 , l  he r e f e r s  t o  t h e  c o l l e c t i o n  taken i n  t h e  churches of Ga la t i a .  Evi- 
dent ly  he looked on t h e  c o l l e c t i o n  a s  going province by province, f o r  i n  
Romans l 5 , 2 6 ,  11 Corinthians 8 , 1  and I1 Corinthians 9 ,  2.4, t h e  apos t le  
uses -the names of -the Roman provinces.  Another i n c i d e n t a l  prnof i s  found 
i n  Acts 20,4. Evidently Paul was accompanied by rep resen ta t ives  of t h e  
congregations,  a s  he a l s o  s'ca-tes i n  I Corinthians l 6 , 3 .  Tychicus and Timo- 
t h y ,  who accompanied him, came from southern Galat ian c i t i e s .  9 

The argumen-t from s i l e n c e  a l s o  e n t e r s  here .  Would congregations i m -  
por-tant enough t o  r ece ive  a s p e c i a l  e p i s t l e  from t h e  aspo-kle be passed 
over i n  s i l e n c e  i n  -the h i s t o r y  of t h e  New Testament Church, t h e  book of 
Acts,  a s  t h e  North Gala t ian  theory would i n f e r ?  Would t h e  Judaizing 
-teachers pass  by such impflitan-t congregations a s  Zconium and Lystra  t o  
go i n t o  northern Gala-tia. Paul mentions i n  Galat ians 4 3  t h a t h e  had 
not  intended -to preach i n  i t h e  midst o f  t h e  members of t h e  Galat ian 
congrega-tions , but  s ickness  stopped him. The normal rou-tes of t r a f f i c  
l e d  through southern Ga la t i a ,  no-k nor-thern Gala t ia .  

Several  o ther  i n c i d e n t a l  proofs  might be mentioned here  f o r  t h e  
Sou-Lh Galat ian theory .  Only S i l a s  i s  mentioned i n  Acts 15,40 a s  Pau l ' s  
co-worker on t h e  second journey, while Barnabas i s  repeatedly r e f e r r e d  t o  
i n  Gala t ians  2:1,9,13. Barnabas accompanied Paul on h i s  f i r s t  missionary 
journey. Paul mentions him f o r  a good reason.11 Perhaps Galat ians 1 , 8  
r e f e r s  t o  t h e  r ecep t ion  t h a t  Paul and Barnabas received a t  Lystra .  

I-t may seem a s  i f  we have used a l o t  of ink and paper t o  d iscuss  what 



is ,  a f t e r  a l l ,  only a theory. However t he  wri ter  f e l t  Chat it was worth 
while,  f o r  i n  t he  exegesis t h a t  w i L L  follow, he w i l l  r e l a t e  t he  events i n  
t h e  e p i s t l e  with events happening i n  The soathern Gala-i-ian congregations, 
and a s  recorded i n  Acts, 

Paul makes severa l  references rirl t h e  epis-tle to time. However, the re  
i s  much disagreement as  t o  j u s t  what t h e  apos-tle does mean. The question 
of v i s i t s  of Paul t o  Jerusalem, t h e  question o f  h i s  s i l ence  on t he  apostol ic  
council  a-t Jerusalem, and other  questions have resul-Led i n  much wri t ing  and 
a rwe ing  back and for-th whieh make i-8: difficu1-P For t he  wr i t e r  t o  decide. 
However, some conclusions mus-k be x\eached. 

If one p re fe r s  -the North Galatiari Theory, t he  terminus 5 quo of t h e  
e p i s t l e  i s  t he  set-element of Paul i n  Ephesus at. the  beginning of 55. This 
i s  necessary, f o r  Galatians Y,l3 seems t o  imply -two v i s i t s  t o  t he  GalaJcian 
congregations.12 Lightfoot,  because of conJten-k and s im i l a r i t y  of thought, 
would date Galatians a t  57 o r  58 with Romans and IS Corinthians. 13  

However, accepting t he  South Galatian Theory as  we do, t he  terminus 2 
quo f o r  t he  e p i s t l e  t o  t he  Galat ians could be Paul ' s  second v i s i t  t o  t he  
congregations a t  Lycaonia, which i s  recorded i n  Acts 16 ,  1-5, and which 
would f i - t  with Paul ' s  supposed reference t o  a second v i s i t  i n  Galatians 4,13. 
The e a r l i e s t  possible date would be -the spring of 52 .  The terminus ad quem 
i s  Pau l s s  f i r s t  imp6isonrnent, f o r  Galat ians gives no hin-t of being wr i t t en  
while he was imprisoned. Zahn p r e f e r s  an ea r ly  date,  probably 52 or  53. 
Afl-er Paul had v i s i t e d  t he  Galatian congregations, he crossed over i n t o  
Europe and spent 18 months i n  Corinthl from the  end of 52 t o  t he  surmer of 
54. Allowing a c e r t a i n  amount of -Pime t o  -the Judaizers  t o  begin t h e i r  work 
and f o r  -the news t o  reach Paul., we would have a daTe somewhere c lose  t o  
those men-tioned, l e g  

There i s  a t h i r d  view on -the date  which would make Galatians t he  o ldes t  
of t he  Pauline e p i s t l e s .  I t  i s  held  by Arnd-k i n  h i s  New Testament Intro-  
duction tJotesl5 and followed by Franzman i n  h i s  classroom l ec tu r e s .  This 
would date  t he  Epis-kle t o  t h e  Galat ians somewhat e a r l i e r  s t i l l ,  about 48. + 

This view would not  i den t i f y  Pau l ' s  visit i n  Galatians 2 with t he  Council 
o f  Jerusalem, which took place af'ter t h e  second missionary journey, but a s  
an e a r l i e r  v i s i t .  This would move up t h e  Terminus 2 quo t o  an e a r l i e r  da te .  
Heard, i n  h i s  New Testament in t roduct ion,  s t a t e s :  "Paul accordingly wr i t es  
t o  them i n  t he  heat  of controversy, possibly only a few weeks before leaving 
Antioch f o r  -the Council i n  A D 49 ,'91_6 He sees  t he  Council of Jerusalem 
a s  t ne  settlemenk of ZjCs'c s2tej-i eunt rovers ies  a s  were r a i s ed  by t he  Judaizers .  
Bu-t what happens t o  t h e  view of  t w o  v i s i t s ,  as  based on Galatians 4,13? 
Arnd-t does not  give any explanation f o r  t h i s  verse,  nor does Heard. How- 
ever ,  i n  t he  new -- A Greek-English Lexicon of -the New en? D r  Arndt 
s t a t e s :  "The f i r s t  t ime..  . . So prob. a l so  Gal 4: 13. But na tu ra l ly  t he  
t r a n s l .  onoe i s  a l so  p ~ s s . ,  and f r .  a l e x i c a l  point  of view it i s  not  poss. 
-to es-tablish -the t h e s i s  t h a t  Paul wished ts differen-kiate be-tw. a l a t e r  
v i s i t  and an e a r l i e r  one."l7 This would seem t o  be -khe preferable of t h e  
t h r ee  offered .  It ce r t a i n ly  w i l l  help deal  with t he  exeget ica l  problems 
of chapter 2 ,  which a r i s e  by iden t i fy ing  t he  v i s i t  of Galatians 2 with t h e  



Council of Jerusalem. This view, i n c i d e n t a l l y ,  makes Galat ians t h e  f i r s t  
l e t t e r  which Paul wrote,  

E .  Occasion and Purpose 

The wr i t ing  of Galat ians was occasioned by a  d r a s t i c  change i n  t h e i r  
a-e-Ci-kude towards -ishe Gospel. Fa lse  t eacher s  had drawn -them from t h e  evan- 
g e l i c a l  message t o  another gospel ,  1 , 7 ,  which sought pe r fec t ion  through 
t h e  Law, 3,3.  They were urged by f a l s e  teachers  t o  accept circumcision, 
5 ,  2-4 and Po observe t h e  Jewish f e s t i v a l s ,  4, 10.  TO he lp  -them achieve 
t h e i r  purpose, t h e  f a l s e  t eacher s  c r i t i c i z e d  t h e  apos to l i c  authori-i-y of 
Paul 1, 1 and 2 ,  9-12, which r e s u l t e d  i n  c o n f l i c t s  and dissension,  5 ,  
15.16 The l e t t e r  i s  an answer t o  these  he res i e s  and accusat ions.  The 
apos t l e  proceeds t o  v ind ica te  himself ,  ch. 1 - 2 ,  h i s  teachings ,  ch. 3-4, 
and t r u e  Chr is t ian  moral i ty  based on t h e  Gospel, ch. 5-6.19 

G .  The Outl ine of S-t. P a u l ' s  L e t t e r  t o  t h e  Galat ians 

The fol lowin o u t l i n e  i s  taken from Hieber t ' s  Introduct ion t o  t h e  
Paul ine Epis-kles ,?o though considerably abridged. 

THE INTRODUCTION ( I ,  1-10 ) 
A,, The Sa lu ta t ion  ( 1-5 ) 
B .  The Rebuke ( 6-10 ) 

I .  PERSONAL: THE VINDICATION OF HIS APOSTOLIC AUTHORITY ( 1,11 - 2 ~ 2 1 )  
A.  How he got h i s  Gospel (1, l l -24)  

a .  The o r i g i n  of h i s  Gospel through reve la t ion  (11-123 
b. The previous conduc-ii of t h e  one given t h e  r eve la t ion  (13-14) 
c .  The desc r ip t ion  of t h e  revela-kion received (15-17) 
d.  H i s  independence of t h e  Jerusalem apos-tles (18-24) 

B .  How h i s  Gospel was confirmed by t h e  apos t l e s  of Jerus&Lem (2,l-10) 
C .  How he rebuked P e t e r ' s  incons i s t en t  conduct (2, l l -21)  

11. DOCTRINAL: THE EXPOSITION OF JUSTIFICATION BY FAITH ( 3 , l  - 4,31) 
A.  The e labora t ion  of t h e  doc t r ine  of j u s t i f i c a t i o n  by f a i t h  ( 3 , l  - 4,7) 

a .  The na tu re  of j u s t i f i c a t i o n  a s  by f a i t h ,  not  law (3,l-14) 
6. The l i m i t a t i o n s  of t h e  law and i t s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  f a i t h  ( 3 ~ 1 5  - 4,7) 

B .  The appeal t o  them t o  drop t h e i r  lega l i sm (4,8-31) 
a .  The acceptance of Jewish legal i sm i s  a r e t u r n  t o  bondage (8-11) 
b.  The appeal from h i s  r e l a t i o n s  wi th  them (12-20) 
c . The appeal from t h e  two contras-ted covenants (12-31) 

111. PRACTICAL: THE LIFE OF CHRISTIAN LIBERTY ( 5 , l  - 6,lO) 
A .  The c a l l  t o  maintain Chr i s t i an  Liberty ( 5 , l )  
B .  The p e r i l  t o  Chr i s t i an  Liberty (5,2-12) 
C .  The l i f e  of Chr i s t i an  l i b e r t y  (5,13 - 6,101 

THE CONCLUSION (6, l l -17)  
A. The l a r g e  l e t t e r s  (11) 
B .  H i s  rebuke of h i s  adver sa r i e s  (12-13) 
C .  H i s  confidence i n  t h e  c r o s s  (N-16) 
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D.  H i s  marks of apos-kleship (17) 

THE BENEDICTION (6,18) 

F .  The Blessings 

A s  Bible Chris-krians we a r e  approaching t ' b i s  book a s  Samuel did God 
Himself, We say simply, "Speak, f o r  Thy se'rvant heareth."  However I would 
l i k e  t o  quote some words of  Luther on t h i s  e p i s t l e  of Paul.  "I have taken 
i n  hand, i n  t h e  name of Lord, y e t  once again To expound t h i s  Ep i s t l e  of S t .  
Paul t o  %he Galat ians:  not  because 1 d e s i ~ e  t o  teach  new th ings ,  .... but  
f o r  - that . ,  , , t h i s  we have -ko fear. a s  The p e a t e s t  and nea res t  danger, l e s t  
Satan t ake  from us  t h e  pure dactnjine t3-f f a i t h ;  and b r ing  i n t o  t h e  Church 
again t h e  doct r ine  of works and men ' s  t r a d i t i o n s . , , ,  Wherefore t h i s  doctr ine 
can never be taught., urged, and repeated enough. I f  t h i s  doct r ine  be l o s t ,  
then i s  a l s o  t h e  whale knowledge o f  t r u t h ,  l i f e ,  and salva-kion l o s t  and 
gone. I f  t h i s  doct r ine  f l o u r i s h ,  -then a l l  good th ings  f l o u r i s h ,  r e l i g i o n ,  
t h e  -%rue se rv ice  of God, t h e  glory sf' God, The r i g h t  knowledge of a l l  
-things ahd s t a t e s  of l i f e  ..... The argument the re fo re  i s  t h i s  .... t h a t  we 
may have a p e r f e c t  knowledge and d i f ference  between ChrisTian rgghteous- 
ness  and a l l  o the r  kinds sf rigWceousness, There i s  a p o l i t i c a l  or  c i v i l  
r ighteousness,  . .There i s  a l s o  a ce~ernnniia-l- r ighteousness,  which t h e  t r ad -  
i-kions of men do t e a c h , . , ,  Besides t h e s e ,  t h e r e  i s  another r ighteousness 
c a l l e d  t h e  r ighteousness of t h e  la~s;,, o r  of  t h e  Ten Commandments, which 
Moses t eache th . ,  . . There i s  y e t  ans-kher r ighteousness which i s  above a l l  
these :  ts w i t ,  The r ighteousness s f  f a i t h ,  o r  Chr is t ian  r ighteousness .... 
This i s  t h e  most excellen-k righ-keousness, of f a i t h  6 mean ( which God 
through C h r i s t ,  without works, imputeth unto us) . , . , a mere passive 
r ighteousness,  a s  t h e  o the r s  above a r e  a c t i v e ,  For i n  thZs we work nothing,  
we render nothing unto God, brat o n l y  we rece ive  and s u f f e r  another "c work 
i n  us ,  t h a t  i s  -t.o say,  ~ o d . " Z l  Luther knows wel l  t h e  meaning of t h i s  
insp i red  book: 

l. Theodor Zahn, ,- t o  t h e  New Testament, Vol. I ,  Kregel, Grand 
Rapids, 1953, p ,  1.56. 

2 .  Ernest De W i t t  Bur-ton, The C r i t i c a l  Commentary : A C r i t i c a l  
and Exeget ical  -- on t h e  E p i s t l e  the  Gala t ians ,  T .  & T .  Clark, 
Ldinburgh, 1921, p ,  l x i x  - lxx, 

3 ,  Burton, op. c i t . .  
4. Burton, op. c i t , ,  pp, x x v i i i  - x x x  
5. J. B.  Ligh-kfoot, The -- of S-t.  Paul Co t h e  Gala t ians ,  Zondervan, 

Grand Rapids, n .  d . ,  pp, 18-25, 
6 .  Zahn, op. c i T . ,  p .  188. 
7 .  Zahn, op. e i - k . , p .  175. 
8. Zahn, op. c i t , ,  pp. 185-186. 
9. Burton, op. c i t e ,  pp. xxv-xxvi. 
10.  Zahn, s p .  c i t . ,  p .  1 7 % .  
11. Pbid.,  p.  199, 
1%. Zahn, op. e i t , ,  pp. 193-19&, 
13 .  Light foot ,  op. c i t . ,  p .  49. 
PQ. Zahn, op. c i t , ,  p D  194, 
1 5 .  Wm. Arndt, New Testament IntroductionrJo-tes,  mimeographed. 



16.  Richard Heard, in t roduct ion  t o  t h e  New Testament, Black, London, 
1950, p.  183. 

17 .  Wm. Arndt & F W .  Gingrich, e d i t o r s ,  & Greek-English Lexicon of the  
New Testament, Cambridge Press ,  Cambridge, 1957, p. 729. 
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18.  D Edmond Hiebert ,  In t roduct ion  -- t o  t h e  Pauline E p i s t l e s ,  Moody 
Press ,  Chicago, c .  1954, pp. 83-84. 

19. Hieber t ,  op. c i t . ,  pp. 90-91. 
20. Hieber t ,  op. c i t . ,  pp. 93-99. 
21 .  LuPher, op. c i t , ,  pp. 2 1 - 2 2 ,  

G .  E ,  Reichwald 

CHURCH NEWS FROM NORWAY 

The Norwegian q u a r t e r l y ,  T i d s s k r i f t  For Teologi a Kirke, i s  an in-  
dependent scholar ly  pe r iod ica l  published i n  Oslo. I ts e d i t o r ,  D r .  Leiv 
Aalen, i s  a  member of t h e  Menighedsfakultet , and t h e  paper undoubtedly 
r e f l ec - t s  t h e  conservat ive Lutheran poin t  of view i n  Norway as  s e t  f o r t h  
by t h i s  seminary f a c u l t y .  

The Apr i l  1964 i s s u e  c a r r i e s  seve ra l  i n t e r e s t i n g  a r t i c l e s .  Prof. 
Laiv Aalen p resen t s  an i n t e r e s t i n g  summary and ana lys i s  of t h e  TTArnold- 
shainer  Abendmahlsthesen" under t h e  t i t l e ,  "Kampen om Evangeliet  i 
Nattverdlaerenw .(The B a t t l e  f o r  t h e  Gospel i n  the  Doctrine of t h e  Lord's 
Supper). The ArnoldshainTs Theses represent  t h e  l a t e s t  attempt t o  br ing  a  
about agreement i n  t h e  doct r ine  of -the Lord's Supper between t h e  Lutherans 
and t h e  Reformed i n  Germany. Although it is  now s i x  or  seven years  s ince  
they were adopted, they a r e  s t i l l  a  matter  of l i v e l y  debate i n  Europe. 
We need a  c a r e f u l  study of them i n  our country f o r  seve ra l  reasons. Today 
t h e r e  i s  a great. dea l  of in t e rcourse  between American and European theo- 
log ians .  European ideas  a r e  imported much more r ap id ly  t o  t h e  United 
S t a t e s  than  they were a  few yea r s  ago. The popular method of a l l egor i z ing  
t h e  f i r s t  chapters  of Genesis would almost seem t o  n e c e s s i t a t e  an a l l e -  
go r i za t ion  of t h e  whole Bible inc ludjng  t h e  doct r ine  of t h e  Lord's Supper. 
Many of t h e  European theologians who accepted t h e  Arnoldshain Theses a r e  
represented i n  t h i s  country a s  being conservat ive Lutheran theologians;  
f o r  example, Edmund Schlink and Peter  Brumer .  

D r .  Aalen dec lares  t h a t  when one looks a t  t h e  Arnoldshain Theses t o -  
day, t h e  f i r s t  t h i n g  t h a t  s t r i k e s  one i s  t h a t ,  l i k e  t h e  Wittenburg Con- 
cord, they a re  understood i n  widely d i f f e r e n t  ways. Two o f f i c i a l  commen- 
t a r i e s  on t h e  Theses e x h i b i t  considerable variance i n  t h e i r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  

Prof .  Aalen concludes h i s  a n a l y s i s  by dec lar ing  t h a t  these  Theses do 
not  se - t t l e  t h e  matter  of t h e  Real Presence, and they cannot be accepted a s  
a  sound d o c t r i n a l  statement of t h e  Real Presence. They a r e  too  vague on 
t h e  dec is ive  po in t s .  I-t i s  t h e r e f o r e  n o t  su rp r i s ing  t h a t  those  who r e j e c t  
t h e  doc t r ine  of t h e  Real Presence have welcomed these  Theses with open arms. 



The same i s s u e  of TTK a l s o  c a r p i e s  t h e  r epor t  of t h e  death of two 
prominent Norwegian theolagians ,  The f i r s t  was D r ,  Q l a f  Moe who died on 
December 6 ,  1963 a t  t h e  age of 87 years .  D r ,  Moe was professor  i n  New 
Testament Exegesis aJi ~ e n i ~ h e d s f a k u l t e ~  f o r  many years .  He i s  probably 
best know i n  t h i s  country through t h e  t r a n s l a t i o n  of h i s  work, The Apostle 
Paul.  'Volume I ,  published i n  1950, d e a l t  with P a u l P s  l i f e  and work; Volume 
P 

11, published i n  1954, d e a l t  with Pau l ' s  message, 

TTK a l s o  repor-ts t h e  death of D r ,  Olav Valen-Sendstad, D r .  Sendstad 
wha was born i n  1904, died on May 5,  1963. During t h e  l a s t  years  i n  t h i s  
l i f e  he had been forced t o  c u r t a i l  h i s  work because of high blood pressure.  

D r .  VaLen-Sends'iad was q u i t e  we l l  known among t h e  pas to r s  of our Evan- 
g e l i c a l  Lutheran Synod through correspondence and through some of the  books 
he had published. He was a defendw sf -the conservative Lutheran f a i t h .  
In h i s  l a s t  years ,  however, it appeared a s  though he had r e j e c t e d  t h e  Lutlt- 
eran d s s t r i n e  on t h e  Sacrament of Holy Baptism. Two of h i s  books have r e -  
ceived c o n s i d e ~ a b l e  c i r c u l t a t i o n  in. t h i s  country: Norske a r~  d 
h i s  defence of t h e  Lutheran view of Sc r ip tu re ,  Ordet x m  Ald r i  Kan Db. 
This l a s t  named work i s  being -kransla-ted in-to English, and iJi i s  reported 
-that Concsrdia Publishing House, S-to Louis,  w i l l  soon i s s u e  it. I t  should 
prove t o  be h e l p f u l  i n  br inging ab0u-P a b e t t e r  understanding of t h e  cu r ren t  
controversy on Sc r ip tu re .  

A new l i t t l e  magazine ( s i x  pages, 6x8) has begun a r r i v i n g  from Norway. 
I - k  should be of p e a t  in-keres-k t o  our  Evangelical Lutheran Synod pas to r s ,  
s ince  i t s  e d i t o r  i s  t h e  Reve Gunnar S-i-alsett  of Elverum, Norway, who a t -  
tended our Bethany Seminary f o r  -Pwo yea r s .  The name of t h i s  pe r iod ica l  
( three  numbers have appeared) i s  For Bibel  % (For Bible and 
Confession]. It  i s  'ihe o f f i c i a l  journal  f o r  an independent p a s t o r a l  con- 
Ference wi th in  t h e  s t ake  church of Norway c a l l e d  "The Pas to ra l  Conference 
.'?or Bible and Confession". From 1958 t o  1963 D r ,  Leiv Aalen was pres ident  
of t h i s  p a s t o r a l  conference. He was succeeded by the  Rev. Er l ing  Ruud of 
Oslo. 

I n  Issue  number 2 ,  Pastor  Ruud has  wri-kten a f o r t h r i g h t  a r t i c l e  with 
h e  t i e  "Confessional Fa i th fu lness  i n  Ac-Fion". Pastor  Ruud charges t h e  
S-Pate Church theologians with t o l e r a t i n g  a l l  kinds of unfa i th fu lness  toward 
t h e  Church% Confessions. He notes  tha-k h i s  organizat ion has been charged 
with having a negat ive a t t i t u d e .  Pas-tor Ruud po in t s  out t h a t  it i s  imposs- 
i b l e  t o  give a " f u l l  Yes" t o  -khe Sc r ip tu res  and t o  t h e  Confessions without 
dec lar ing  a n f u l l  No" t o  t h e  a t t a c k s  aga ins t  t h e  Sc r ip tu res  and Confessions. 
1-t- does no-t escape h i s  no t i ce  M a t  when t h e  Ten Commandments (especia l ly  
t h e  Sixth)  a r e  a t tacked a s  being t o o  s t r ic -k ,  t h e  Church seems t o  be able  t o  
agree i n  r e j e c t i n g  t h e  a t t a c k s ,  but it i s  passing s*ange how passive a 
::hurch can be when t h e  very fundamentals of our f a i t h  a r e  a t tacked by ?he 
church's own people! Pastor  Ruud makes a c l a r i o n  c a l l  t o  a l l  t o  t ake  t h e i r  
s tand with t h e  B i b l i c a l  prophe-ts who were able  -ko give a l ive long  "No" t o  
"ce r e l i g i o u s  and moral d i s i n t e g r a t i o n  of  t h e i r  contemporaries, j u s t  be- 
cause they gave a wholehearted "Yes" t o  t h e  t r u t h  of God's Word. Moral 
d e t e r i o r a t i o n  follows t h e  r e j e c t i o n  of Godg s au-thopity and t h e  au thor i ty  
of H i s  Word. 

Pastor  Ruud i s  f rank i n  s t a t i n g  tha-t -khe Church of Norway i s  a s p l i t  



church, and the  reason :for 5-t i s  f a l s e  doctrine. He i n s i s t s  t h a t  the  f e l -  
low members of h i s  pas tora l  conference dare not be s i l e n t  or  passive re- 
garding the  f a l s e  doctrine i n  t he  church. 

The 1963 f a l l  meeting of t he  pas tora l  conference had several  papers 
on Herme&tics. The spring meeting, held June 1-3 a t  Lillehammer, had 
an intere"sting program. Prof. Carl Wislbff spoke on two topics .  "From 
Vatican I -to Vatican 11" and "Luther's View of the  Bible." Prof. Ole 
Modalsli spoke on the  theme, "Judgment According t o  WorksT'. Then three 
Missouri professors,  namely, Prof. Robert Preuss and Prof. Walter Roehrs 
of S t .  Louis, and Prof, Fred Kramer of Springfield,  del ivered papers on 
the  theme 2 "The Doctrine of J u s t i f i c a t i o n  According t o  Luther and Luth- 
eran TheologyT' 

B ,  W e  Teigen 

BOOK REVIEWS 

Howard A.  Hanke. The Validity of the  - Birth.  Grand Rapids: Zon- 
dervan Publishing House, 1963, 1 2 2  pp. $2.50. 

D r .  Hanke, on the  facu l ty  of Asbury Methodist Seminary, the  only 
conservative Methodist Seminary i n  the  United S ta tes ,  shows very pointedly 
t h a t  t he  doctr ine of t he  v i rg in  b i r t h  i s  b i b l i c a l  and a l so  par t  of the  
h i s t o r i c a l  doc-trinal posi t ion of the  Christ ian church. I-i- i s  the  modern 
theologians, influenced especia l ly  by evolution, which have given up 
t h i s  t r u t h .  Anyone in te res ted  i n  an overview of the  Bible passages deal- 
ing with t he  v i rg in  b i r t h  and the  philosophical premises of those denying 
it w i l l  f ind  t h i s  book very he lpfu l .  Especially helpful  i s  t h a t  D r .  
Hanke sees t he  doctr ine of t he  v i rg in  b i r t h  not a s  an i so l a t ed  doctrine, 
but as  a very important pa r t  of t he  whole t r u t h  of Chr is t iani ty .  

Elmer A,. Kettner.  Adventures & Evangelism. S t .  Louis: Concordia, 1964, 
133 pp.,  $1.50. 

This paperback, with heavy re l i ance  on i l lustra-Pions,  suggests var- 
ious techniques and approaches i n  personal mission work. Its purpose i s  
t o  st imulate laymen i n  personal mission work. A s  such, it may prove 
helpful .  

J. Oliver Buswell 111. Slavery, Segrega-tion, And Scr ipture .  Grand Rapids: 
Wm. B Eerdmans Publishing Co., 1964, 101 pp.,  $2.50. 

Much i s  being s a id  today about segregation and the  Scriptures.  Un- 
fortun-a-kely much of what i s  sa id  i s  based on personal prejudices and 
pseudo-science and sociological  bases. Hence t h i s  book i s  ra ther  refresh- 
ing i n  t h a t  t he  author, an evangelical and an anthropologist,  i s  able t o  
approach the  problem from a Christ ian viewpoint and s t i l l  make use of the  
va l id  s c i e n t i f i c  data avai lable .  Rabid segregations w i l l  f i nd  no comfort 
i n  t h i s  book. But then S-t. Paul had someThing t o  say about the  problem a 
long time ago a l so ,  Galatians 3 ~ 2 8 ;  Romans 10:12. M r .  Buswell a lso  has a 
considerable amount of h i s t o r i c a l  mater ia l  i n  the  e a r l i e r  pa r t  of the  book. 



t o  show how t'he extremist  pos.it.i,ons developed on the  b a s i s  of t h e  s lavery 
system of t h e  Sou,-th. 

William 2.  Danker. Two Worlds o r  None. St. Louis: Concordia Publishing 
House, 1964, 311 p p . ,  $4.50.  

M r .  Danker's book p ~ e s e n t s  a p~oblem t o  t h e  reviewer, f o r  it could be 
reviewed from severa l  d i f f e ~ e n t  direcli .ons with varying emphases. I t  could 
be ~ e v i e w e d  from t h e  view of srtissions, T ~ o m  mission problems, from doctrin- 
a l  impl ica t ions ,  and even otheubs .. To mention only one of these  areas  i n  
a review without including t h e  o-thers would present a f a l s e  p i c t u r e .  The 
book i s  The r e s u l t  of' a t r i p  through t h e  mission f i e l d s  of t h e  Missouri 
Synod i n  t h e  Far East .  A s  such, it. presen t s  a very i n t e r e s t i n g  pic'cure of 
t h e  work being done i n  Korea, Japan, and o ther  a reas ,  and o f  t h e  spec i f i c  
problems of  each of -the mission f i e l d s .  A~yone who reads  t h i s  book from 
t h a t  viewpoin-P w i l l  f i n d  it i n t e ~ e s - k i n g  and stimuLa-king. But when one con- 
s i d e r s  t h e  theo log ica l  as ides  i n  t h e  13PEe3k and a l so  some of t h e  answers given 
by t h e  w r i t e r  t o  theo log ica l  problems i n  Lthe missions f i e l d s ,  then t h e  r e -  
viewer was t roubled .  M r .  Danker complains alqout t h e  excessive " s p i r i t i z i n g , "  
p.  73 ,  i n  preaching i n  t h e  mission fields, t o  -the neglect' o f  -the bodily needs 
of t h e  hea re r s .  He laments tha-b the Mfssuuvi Synod m a i n b i n s  a separa te  sern- 
inary  on Taiwan, p.  186. He quotes,  ev ident ly  with approval,  t h e  opinion of 
h i s  seminary col league,  D r .  Victor B a ~ t l i n g ,  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  no B i b l i c a l  rea- 
sons forb t h e  Missouri Synod no t  being i n  t h e  World Council of Churches, p .  
46. What i s  most d i s tu rb ing  i s  t h e  l a r g e  amount of space devoted t o  t h e  
"world" of t h e  bodily needs o f  people i n  t h e  mission f i e l d s  and s o  l i t t l e  
t o  -the "worldt' of s p i r i t u a l  needs, by comparison. One senses a l l  through 
t h e  book -the pressure mounting from t h e  mission f i e l d s  -toward un i ty  i n  t h e  
f ace  of pressures  from a reviv ing  heaThenism and -the e f f e c t i v e  work being 
done by t h e  monbXitfiic church of Rome. The w r i t e r  of t h i s  book i s  t o  be 
commended f o r  h i s  hones-ty and candor.; r eade r s  w i l l  f i n d  t h e  book s t imula t ing ,  
even though they cannot always agree wi th  t h e  w r i t e r .  A-t t h e  same time t h i s  
book w i l l  a l s o  make readers  more aware of t h e  problems - t heo log ica l  and 
p r a c t i c a l  - faced by men i n  t h e  mission f i e l d s ,  which a re  so  d i f f e r e n t  from 
t h e  problems faced by people l iv5ng i n  a very comfor-kable Uni-ted S t a t e s .  

Allan Hart Jahsmann. What's Lutheran Edduatim? S-C. Louis: Concordia 
Publishing House, 1963, 185 p p . ,  $ 2 - 2 5 .  

D r .  Jahsmann answer6 t h e  quest ion of h i s  t i -kle  from a l l  poss ib le  angles:  
purposes, r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s ,  r i g h t s ,  means, agencies,  e t c .  He a l s o  does s o  i n  
a very simple way, so t h a t  a l l  r eade r s  can f i n d  t h e i r  way through t h e  book 
without d i f f i c u l t y .  He sees  Lutheran education as  based very defini-kely i n  
t h e  Word of God and education i t s e l f  as uni-kary. This means that. general  
education cannot be separated from Chr i s t i an  t r u t h s  and values.  This book, 
a papepback r e i s s u e  of a hardcover e d i t i o n  i n  1960, w i l l  be he lp fu l  t o  un- 
derstanding Lutheran va lues  and i d e a l s  i n  education. The l a s t  chapter  of 
t h e  book d iscusses  a l s o  t h e  var ious  a spec t s  s f  t h e  s tate-church problem 
i n  education, showing t h e  var ious  a reas  of t h e  problem and t h e  answers given. 
While o f f e r i n g  no d i r e c t  answer. t o  t h e  ques t ion ,  t h e  w r i t e r  makes t h e  read- 
e r  very much aware of The two s i d e s  of The quest ion.  



Gerhard K i t t e l ,  Ed, of the  New Testament, Vol. L. --- 
Grand Rapids : Wm- B Eerdmans Publishing Company, 1964. Translated 
by Geoffrey W. Bromiley. 793 pp. , $18.50. 

Pastors who perspired t h e i r  way through K i t t e l ' s  Theologische Woer- 
ill be most happy t o  see t ha t  
Dictionary of the  New Testa- 

ment. D r .  Bromiley i s  t o  be congratulated f o r  h i s  very , f ine  and smooth - 
t r ans l a t i on ,  f o r  t he  German texT i s  not the  most easy. Certainly t h i s  
trans1a"eon w i l l  become a c l a s s i c  i n  i t s  own r i g h t ,  K i t t e l ' s  bosk, as 
our readers know, i s  a s e r i e s  sf word s tudies  prepared by various men 
from Bultmann t o  others fur-ther t o  the  righ-k. The words are  considered 
i n  t h e i r  c l a s s i c a l  usage, the  LXX, t he  church fa thers  and f i n a l l y  the  
New Testament i t s e l f .  Hence there  i s  an overwhelming amount of material 
f o r  each word, and yet  t he  mater ia l  rEs most helpful  fo r  any serious stu- 
dent. Discrimination must be pract iced,  nor must the  reader be carr ied  
away by the  wealth of material  presented. Nor is  the  book intended as 
a Bible commentary t o  answer all. questions, I f  the  reviewer had a choice 
of books fo r  h i s  birthday, t h i s  book would head the  l i s t .  And perhaps 
he w l l l  not waiJc t h a t  long. 

Roland H. Seboldt, ed. God and Our. Parish. S t .  LokLs: Concordia Pub- 
l i s h i n g  House, 1963, 295 pp. ,  $5.00.  

The busy pastor  i s  often hard put t o  f ind  su i tab le  devotional mat- 
e r i a l s  fof t he  many d i f fe ren t  f a c e t s  of h i s  work i n  the  par ish .  This book 
might prove helpful .  It contains devo-tional materials  f o r  such areas of 
pas tora l  work a s  the  Board of Elders, Staff  of Ushers, Call  Committee, 
evangelism, education, administration, women's organizations, youth work, 
marriage, and the  family, Each one s f  these areas except evangelism i s  
subdivided. Generally they contain suggested Scripture readings, prayers, 
and hymn suggestions. Some of t he  prayers are responsive. Because a 
l a rger  number of men ass i s ted  i n  t he  wri t ing of the  book, t he  reader w i l l  
sense a difference i n  approaches and qua l i ty .  The material  f o r  Boy Scouts 
could be adapted t o  Pioneers. 

Glenn E Reichwald. 

A THIRD THOUGHT NEEDED? 

Robert Hoyer, i n  t he  May, 1964, i ssue  of the  Cresset,  has a column, 
"On Second Thought," which has ca l l ed  f o r  several  thoughts from the  under- 
signed. The g i s t  of h i s  a r t i c l e  i s  contained i n  the  sentence: "The only 
error  -ko be condemned i s  the  destruction of hope i n  H i m  (Chris t ) .  I f  the  
condemnation of e r ror  means t he  r e j ec t i on  of a brother whose hope i s  in  
Jesus Chris-t, then t he  e r ror  means- t he  re jec t ion  of a brother whose hope 
i s  i n  Jesus Chris t ,  then t he  condemnation i s  i t s e l f  the  e r ror . "  He uses 
as the  Scr ip tura l  bas i s  fo r  h i s  conslusiofis the  request of James and John 



f o r  posi-tions of honor i n  C h r i s t ' s  kingdom. Chr is t  supposedly condemned 
-their p r ide  which hur-t t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  with Him, but not  -'their chi l iasm, 
which seemingly had no effec-t .  Theis though James and John "were mistaken 
i n  t h e i r  f a i t h ,  . , , they remained i n  f a i t h . "  

This 'cype of minimal fundamentalism which sees  only one doc"cri.al er--  
r o r  , -?he r e j e c t i o n  of Chr i s t ,  a s  a b & i s  f a r  r e j e c t i o n  of one whom we may 
recognize a s  a Chris-Cian, i s  an en-kirely new approach t o  Chr i s t i an  fellow- 
sh ip .  I-'c: c e r t a i n l y  i s  d i f f e r e n t  fmm t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  p o s i t i o n  s f  t h e  M i s s -  
ou r i  Synod. The S c r i p t u r a l  prioobf given i s  a l s o  very weak. The advice 
given by Chr is t  t o  H i s  d i s c i p l e s  -?hat they serve ra-kher than  seek glory 
was a cer-Cain cure and c o r ~ e c t i o n  o f  t h e  chi l iasm,  Inc iden ta l ly ,  t h e  e r r -  
oris'cs t h a t  erne t o  t h e  Galat ian cozlg-regations eviden-kly had ample room i n  
- their  theology f o r  Chr i s t ,  but they .were a l s o  synerg i s t s  of t h e  rankest  
kind,  Paul had no -time f o r  them, 

C'l cnn E. Reichwald 

ON ERRORS IN THE BIBLE 

In  t h e  Wisconsin Lutheran Q u a ~ t e r l y  f u r  Apri l  1964, There i s  a very 
f i n e  a r t i c l e  on "The verbal  InspiraTion of t h e  Holy scriptures: '  In  it t h e r e  
i s  a reference -t.o a Two-fold e r r o r .  Firs t .  of  claiming t h a t  both Matthew apd 
Luke r e c i t e  t h e  acoounJc sf -khe ascension of Jesus  and then on t h e  b a s i s  of 
tha-C of saying tha-C -Chere a r e  manifest mistakes i n  "ce Bible .  (Page 101) 

The e s s a y i s t  wriJies, "I would only plead with you tha-k, before you be- 
l i e v e  anyone who p o i n t s  out  a mistake i n  t h e  Bible ,  you study t h e  Bible it- 
s e l f  t o  see  what it r e a l l y  says.  Even 'the most cursory reading  of the  l a s t  
ebap-ker of Matthew would reveal. t h - k  Ma-t'chew does not  even say t h a t  Jesus  
ascended in-Co heaven, much l e s s  tha"c:e ascended from Gal i lee ."  

I n  t h e  process o f  preparing a sermon on t h e  Ascension, I was i n t e r -  
es-ked i n  t h i s  paragraph of 'che essay and t h e r e f o ~ e  consul-kd seve ra l  books 
on t h e  Great Commiss&&ion. Here a r e  some r e s u l t s :  

- 

In  t h e  Concordia Pulpi-iz f a r  l93b (St* Louis l.93W) on page ?YO, I read  
_ in  a sermon an Mat-k. 28:2OQ, ,"As He s tands  here  i n  t h e  midst of H i s  d i s -  

c i p l e s  f o r  #%he l a s t  -time on Moun-t Ol ive t ,  He t akes  i n  l t h e  whole sweep of 
t h e  centurb<s, yes ,  Lu -?he end of T i m e  and, gi.ves them -khe promise of H i s  
presence with them here on ear-kh" . 

In She Concordia P u l p i t  fop 1938 (S-k, Louis 1939) one page 160, 1 read  
i n  a sermon on Matt. 28~18-20,  "Before we proceed on t h i s  p la t eau  of t h e  
second h a l f  of t h e  church-year, our texk b ids  u s  take  our p lace  with t h e  
f i r s t  d i s c i p l e s  on t h e  hill--Lop whence our b lessed  Master ascended i n t o  
heaven, "chat we may worship H i m  (v. 17) and rece ive  H i s  p a r t i n g  words of 
ins-kruction and assurance" . 

Then i n  t h r e e  books by t h r e e  very arthadox teachers  I found these  ex- 
press ions  with reference  To Matt,  28, "immediately before H i s  ascensionTT, 
" H i s  f i n a l  commission" and "Jesus '  Last  w i l l  and testamen'c" . 



I n  t h e  l i g h t  of such expressions one must no t  only agree with t h e  
e s s a y i s t  t h a t  There i s  need f o r  Bible s tudy when confronted with t h e  
claim t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  mistakes i n  t h e  Bible ,  but f o r  u s  pas to r s  t h e r e  i s  
need f o r  Bible s-t-udy i n  t h e  prepara t ion  of every sermon. And i f  we 
seek as s i s t ance  from other  books a l s o ,  we should make sure  t h a t  these  do 
not  c o n f l i c t  with t h e  tex-k. And when we f i n d  such e r r o r s  i n  our books a s  
mentioned above "cat  we c o r r e c t  then  l e s t  they l a y  t h e  groundwork fo r  
more se r ious  e r r m s ,  a t  some l a t e r  Time, 

N i l s  C Oesleby 

THE WATERLOO FREE CONFERENCE 

On July  7 ,  8 ,  and 9 ,  p a s t o r s  and laymen -- 290 from t h i r t y  s t a t e s  and 
Canada and from a l l  Lutheran bodies bust one -- met a t  t h e  Clayton House 
Motel i n  Waterloo, Iowa f o r  a f ~ e e  c o n f e ~ e n c e  t o  d iscuss  t h e  doct r ine  
of Sc r ip tu re  i n  i t s  various f a c e t s .  Meeting i n  t h e  cool  comfor(t of an 
a i r  conditioned meeting room, t h e  p a r t i c i p a n t s  were able  t o  spend a pro- 
f i t a b l e  t h r e e  days of discussion.  

Perhaps before t h e  conference i t s e l f  i s  discussed, a few words should 
be s a i d  about t h e  events which l e d  up t o  t h e  Lutheran Free Conference. The 
ELS had expressed i t s  approval of f r e e  conferences i n  i t s  synodical reso- 
l u t i o n s .  Thus, when an inviTa-tion came from i n t e r e s t e d  indiv iduals  t o  mem- 
be r s  of our synod who might be inter.es-i-;ed i n  a f r e e  conference, it was 
gladly accepted. Several  meetings were he ld ,  and a program was gradually 
worked out .  Pres .  Teigen of Bethany a s s i s t e d  i n  planning t h e  program, and 
Prof.  J u l i a n  Anderson worked on t h e  p u b l i c i t y .  The undersigned, Pastor 
Arnold Kuster,  and Pastor  M .  E Tweit chose t h e  s i t e  f o r  t h e  meeting. A l l  
of t h i s  took a considerable l eng th  of time t o  arrange, approximately nine 
months. Pastor  Walthler Gullixson a l s o  served as  one of two recording sec- 
r e t a r i e s ,  and Pastor  Theodore Aaberg spoke a% t h e  banquet, n e i t h e r  of these  
two, however, being on t h e  Arrangements Committee. I t  might a l s o  be added 
t h a t  17 ELS members,were f u l l  time p a r t i c i p a n t s ,  and a number of laymen 
v i s i t e d  t h e  sess ions .  Eight ELS members served cin. panels ,  

The c a r e f u l  prepara t ions  were amply rewarded. Eight essays were p r e i  
sented a t  t h e  meeting: 

1. The Content and Purpose of S c r i p t u r e ,  by t h e  Rev. Vernon Harley, 
Missouri Synod pas tor  a t  Corpus Chris-ki, Texas; 

2 .  The I n s p i r a t i o n  of ScrZpture, by D r .  Siegbert  Becker, Wisconsin 
Synod professor  a t  Milwaukee Lutheran Teachers College; 

3. Sc r ip tu re  a s  Revelat ion,  by Pres.  B. W .  Teigen of our Bethany College; 
4. 'The Inerrancy of Sc r ip tu re ,  by The Rev. Allen Blegen, independent, and 

ex-TALC, p a s t o r  from Chicago; 
5.  The Authority of Sc r ip tu re ,  by t h e  Rev. John Lang, independent, and 

ex-TALC, pas to r  from Columbus, Ohio; 
6 .  The C l a r i t y  of Sc r ip tu re ,  by Pres.  Carl  Lawrenz of t h e  Wisconsin Synod 

Seminary a t  Mequon , Wisconsin ; 
7 .  B i b l i c a l  I n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  by t h e  Rev. Kenneth Mi l l e r ,  Missouri Synod 

pas tor  a t  Delhi ,  Ontar io,  Canada; and 



8 .  Scr?ip"c~e and Tradi t ion  in  ReLation t o  t h e  Chwch, by Prof .  J u l i a n  
Andersorl of our Be-Ghany College, 

The me-thod o f  procedure f o r  t h e  meeting was the  same f o r  each essay. 
The es say i s t  presented h i s  essay, Then four  p a n e l i s t s  commented upon t h e  
essay, This was then follnwed by a  p e ~ i o d  of discussion.  Since a l l  of t h e  
pa r t  i c i p a n ~ s  a t  t h e  meeting accepted t h e  doct r ine  of i n s p i r a t i o n ,  t h e r e  
were, of course,  n~3 c ~ m e n t s  cri-k Zeal of t h e  B ib l i ca l  and h i s t o r i c a l  Luth- 
eran dsc t r  ine  of i n s p i r a t  i o n ,  KaThesr. t h e  assembly d i rec ted  i t s  a t t e n t i o n  
t o  the  discussion of t h e  rns- te~ial .  Cr i t ic i sm of the  essays ,  i f  it can be 
c a l l e d  t h a t ,  was d i rec ted  a t t h e  c los ing  sf p o s s f i l e  TTlsopholes" f o r  l i b -  
eral ism i n  The pulesen-isatis~s. Summaries o f  t h e  essays were then d i s t r i b -  
u ted  to t h e  e n t i r e  assembly, and af-tev d iscass ion  and, a t  Times, change@, 
t h e  subs-kance of jibe essays was adopted by t h e  assembly. 

It was c a ~ e f u l l y  s t a r e d  a t  t h e  beginning of the  meeting, during t h e  
meeting and a t  t h e  c lose  of  t h e  meeting t h a t  atteendance a t  t h e  meeting 
d i d  not imply t a t a l  d o c t r i n a l  agreement, This l a t t e r  f a c t  was f u r t h e r  
ps in ted  out by t h e  use sf siLent prayer a% t h e  meeting with each praying 
ind iv idua l ly ,  I t  would seem t h a t  t h e r e  was no r e a l  d i f ference  of opinion 
on the  do@tr.ine of i n s p i r a t  ion among t h e  par-izicipants . Certa in ly  honesty 
would have c a l l e d  f a r  d i s sen t  i f  it had been present .  I t  might a l s o  be 
pointed s a t  t h a t  t h e r e  weye a numberu p y e s e n t a T  -the meeting who simply 
reg i s - t e~ed  a s  o b s e r v e ~ s ,  which meant one sf t h r e e  poss ib le  th ings :  they 
d id  n o t  accept t h e  doct r ine  o f  i n s p i r a t i o n ;  they did not  agree with t h e  
purposes and s - t ~ u e t u r e  of t h e  f r e e  e o n f e ~ e n c e ;  o r  they simply wanted t o  
observe and no? ~ a k e  p a r t .  

T h e  meetings were charac ter ized  by ser iousness  by a l l  p a r t i c i p a n t s .  
On July 8 ,  f o r  example, sess ions  began a t  8 3 0  A,M. and, with a  t e n  min- 
u t e  b ~ e a k ,  Lasted u n t i l  l l : 3 0  A . M ,  The meeting then resumed a t  1 ~ 0 0  P.M. 
and continued u n t i l  3.00 P,M. A commit-Fee meeting was then  held.  A-t 5:15 
P.M. a banquet was he ld ,  w i t h  -the Rev, T h e s d s ~ e  Aaberg of t h e  ELS speaking 
on "Neo-Or-kbsdsxy asld t h e  Christ2ia.n Congregation. " Regular business r e -  
sumed a t  & : % S  P.M. and continued u n t i l  l8:00 P,M. Yet attendance seemed 
PQ continue a t  the 100% l e v e l ,  Never has t h e  undersigned seen a  church 
meeting which was so f a i t h f u l l y  at tended.  Perhaps i t  was because t h e  
p a r t i c i p a n t s  wepe t h e r e  foyb a  reasun-, gol f  couybses, shopping, and j u s t  
v i s i t i n g  seemed unable 50 pull part-icipants away from khe sess ions .  

The assembly voted t o  have another f r e e  conference next summer and 
asked -the so-cal led Arrangements Commit-t'ee, The ~wenty - th ree  men who planned 
f o r  -Phis meeting, t o  do ss agazn, The t o p i c  f o r  the  conference was l e f t  
up t o  t h e  Ar~angernents Committee, The suggest20n o f  t h e  Arrangements 
Committee t h a t  t h e  doct r ine  of t h e  Chu~ch be discussed was voted down by 
t h e  assembly. Inc iden ta l ly ,  t h e  Arrangements Committee, i n  i t s  planning 
meeting, had discussed The f o l l ~ ~ i n g  poss ib le  top ics :  t h e  doct r ine  of t h e  
Chu~eh,  t h e  Augsbu~x Confession, and t h e  doc t r ine  of j u s t i f i c a t i o n .  Read- 
e r s  of our journal  shsuLd f e e l  f r e e  t o  make suggestions.  

The essays of The f r e e  conference a r e  t o  be p r in ted  i n  a  paper back 
and should become ava i l ab le  s h o r t l y .  A summary of t h e  discussions of t h e  
meeting i n  The form s f  a j s u ~ n a l  w i l l  be ava i l ab le  shor t ly  f o r  p a r t i c i p a n t s .  
Ex-tras wight be ava i l ab le  l a t e r ,  



What t h e  f i n a l  r e s u l t s  of t h i s  conference w i l l  be i s  i n  t h e  hands of 
our Lord. Cer ta in ly  a f a i t h f u l  confession t o  H i s  t r u t h  was made. The 
meeting was a wonderful experience, f o r  we were reminded t h a t  " there  are  
y e t  seven thousand i n  I s r a e l , "  concerned conservative Lutherans i n  many 
areas  who a l s o  love t h e  Word of God. A testimony -to t h i s  was given i n  t h  
t h e  meetings, through t h e  p a n e l i s t s ,  and from t h e  discussion ofi t h e  f l o o r .  
There may be a long way t o  go y e t ,  but  perhaps a foundation f o r  f u r t h e r ,  
continued f r u i t f u l  meetings has been l a i d .  

A more d e t a i l e d  evaluat ion of t h e  Waterloo meeting w i l l  be given i n  
a following i s sue .  

Glenn Reichwald 

ANNOUNCEMENTS 

A review of Prof .  J P. MeyerTs I1 Corinfhians and Pastor  N .  C .  Oesleby's 
book on t h e  Ninth and Tenth Commandments w i l l  appear i n  t h e  next i s sue .  

Anyone wishing a copy of t h e  Conventional Sent ine l  f o r  t h e  l a s t d a y ,  
~ h u r h d a ~ ,  p lease  send a stamped s e l f  addressed envelope t o  Prof .  G .  E 
Reichwald . 

Anyone having i s s u e s  of t h e  former Clergy Bul le t in ,  from No. 1 up t o  
August 1957, p lease  correspond with t h e  Managing Edi tor ,  M H. 0-tto. - 

We a r e  t r y i n g  t o  provide some complete s e t s  f o r  severa l  l i b r a r i e s .  




