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THE DOCTRINE 
of the 

VERBAL AND PLENARY INSPIRATION OF SCRIPTURE 

As  one surveys the controversy swirling about the doctrine of Verbal and Plenary 
Inspiration in the Visible Chris tian Church, it f i l ls  one with a sense  of dismay and 
wonder. Why should such a controversy ex is t  in the church of a l l  places ? Outside the 
church, one would expect almost any type of cri t icism, but to  have i t  centered in the 
church is a very troubling matter, for i t s  consequences reach into the spiritual l ives  of 
our children and grandchildren and their descendents.  

In order to understand more fully the controversy, I have divided this paper into 
f i rs t  of a l l  the Why of the controversy. In this sec t ion ,  I will try to  present some of 
the basic  factors that lead to  the modern position on Inspiration. Secondly, I will try 
to  show what the Scriptural Doctrine of Inspiration is not. Thitdly, I will review the 
Scriptural Doctrine of Ins piration. 

I. Why the Controversy? 

To achieve some sort  of positive result  from such  a s tudy a s  t h i s ,  i t  is necessary 
that we all  approach the matter from that which is common t o  al l  men. The one thing 
a l l  men share in common, the one thing a l l  men possess,is the natural knowledge of 
God. If man belongs to  the Aborigines in Australia, to  the pygmies in Africa, the hil l  
tribes of India ,  or the richest  families in the world, he s t i l l  is very much aware of God 
and worships and l ives accordingly. 

Man by virtue of his  natural knowledge of God, in general ,  knows right from 
wrong, a t  l e a s t ,  according to  his society.  If we were to  a s k  where these rules come 
from, we would find that they arose from within the reason of the people of the group, 
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being an outward expressio.5 of an iiivv3rd Gad-i%plar.ted kn.swledge. God has placed 
this knowledge 5.1; maz ar~d has  give:^ him t he  yxf: af reason so ?hat a s  he beholds the 
s k y ,  the t r ee s ,  a ~ d  C Q ~ S I C X ~ Y S  the awesome vasxness 3~1d completeness s f  the universe, 
he can and does rhrnugh the use c ~ f  his ressor kznw ir, addition, certain qualit ies of the 
Being called God, He cdn see awd feel H i s  p ~ w e s ,  His terrifying presence,  H i s  preser- 
vation, His  perfection, His  1oathl:ig for arlythicg imperfect. Mar? knows that he should 
fear before God, but though he  knowz of C;od 1 2  t h i s  way b y  coaascie~ce and nature, 
God s t i l l  r e m a i n s  u ~ k n o w n  as to His  esserlce a1qLd H i s  will for men, This tragedy deve- 
lops further,  43 that ,  m a 9  in  seeking to sejrvc-: God, ge-rverts the glory sf God into some- 
thing reasonable a12d dcceprable to h i m s e l f .  He, rhus ,  fears and bows before anything 
he fee ls  contains a dernogstrable povve. over map  ar life, Marr 's perverted reason ten- 

ters the cause  of God's mercy ic mar! dvad thus forevei forces marl t s  seek by works t~ 
feel  that  he has evoked s sEnse sf piry afid c;cc.eptacce in God, At  the same time reason 
causes man ro wonder eternally whether he hds dose enough to be a recipient of God's 
grace and b less ing ,  W e  rnighr call t h i s  end resul t  t h e  ~ 7 a ~ : ~ r a l  religion of man, 

As mect~csved earlier, r h e  rta:i1ra1 k~rpwledy-e of Gad t 'mm the universe and 
conscience is e o m m ~ n  to 213 rnerl,ei~;ld that jp this r s n c i i t i c ~ ,  because of s i n ,  they 
pervert even;, t h i s  natural knowledge. Ir is thes: s i m p l y  impossible for man by nature 
t~ know God 2 wi14. both as to Law and Gospel,  124. f a c ~ ,  by- nature,  the Bible te l ls  us  
that man can know and understand r~o!l?lng of God 's  grace and salvation a s  revealed in 
Scripture. I t  is dbsolutely necessary, therefore, &at we turr: to rhe Bible and a s k  i t  of 
i t se l f ,  for without God" VWord rg guide us a:;d ins t ruct  us, we are in a hopeless condi- 
tion. Our reason wi l l  only l e d  u:: 3str ay dnd cause us to pervert the truth of God. 

When we then rldcrn to t h e  Bjblle we canqot kelp seed~g that  it is different from any 
other book of religior.. I t  centers eve y thing i:=~ God , His  love and g race ,  and nothing in 
man. All other religious books are differell%. Pick  t h e  ones you p lease ,  the Koran of 
the Mohammedans, the &rid Vish;..au of the H f i ~ d u 5 ,  the Book s f  Mormon of the Mor- 
mons, Science snd He3!th with the  Key to the Scr~pture  of the Christian Sc ien t i s t s ,  the 
various lodge rituals of the as so! ted lodge members .. Pfck dny aqe , or a l l ,  and you 
would find that all% are the same f oilr dl l xeacl-2 of me1 iting favor here or be yo9d the grave,  
through works. A91 are o_r the has: rzo~:taS plar:c, we might s&r)r, teaching that in  the  
inte;~action of m a n  to w a r ,  m a n  becomes cdpable of paxtenming sr choosing his  own 
eternal destiny. Man %hen is the  key, he reaches nut to God ir these religions. The 
blasphemous words s f  orte of Edga; Allen Peeas pocms il lustrates the mar-ceutteredtheme 
of such religions,  "1 a m  the masrev of my fate, 1 a m  the captairz of m y  soul ,  '' 

Before one can, adequately appreolate zhe Bible's ur:lque message and power in 
the chaotic maze s f  religaaus books, ideas, and tedchings prevalent today, it is: neces- 
sary t o  understand thoroughly that  the catural religion of man is based on man and his  
abil i ty to  achieve godliness and e j r n  mercy before God, The moral code of natural 
religion is empxy and ~ o n s t i t u t e s  zsthang more thd,.e a miRimum acceptable to  the society 
in which man l ives ,  The future of such  ratural religlw: is a total void, one of despair  
and h s p e l e s s r ~ e s s  beyond rl-re grave,  S i a p l y  to say '"It .nakes no difference what you 
bel ieve,  all r e l i g i s ~ s  are the same, "I~JT are all )b.:ymg to g o  to  the same place,  " i s  



truly the catch-all-cure-all phrase of a spiritual ignoramus, for i t  denotes an unbelievable 
inability and immaturity in spiritual thinking, This much is true,  a l l  religions based on 
man, and his works, whether claimi.r,g to base themselves on the Bible or not,  are indeed 
t y i n g  to go to  the same place,  but the place they are ic quest of,  whether they realize 
i t  or pot,  is the place where one drop of water would be very welcome . 

Ssd to s a y ,  this natural religion of man has  infected all. the Christials churches of 
today in greater or lesser  degrees.  Accordingly, the message of the Bible is twisted and 
distorted dccording to  the beliefs and practices s f  the groups involved, There are three 
avenues of approach used. One way is that the Bible is i~ t e rp re t ed  according to  the 
pronouncements of the Pope, councils , traditions of the councils and reason. This is 
the Rornar: Catholic road. Another way is that the Bible is interpreted according to 
reason. This is rhe road for the majority of Protestants today. The other way,  is that 
the Bible is interpreted with the Bible, using no reason,  but only the Bible, This is the 
Scriptural and Lutheran road, and what a blessing rt has been to  us.  You and 1 ought to  
fall  on our knees and thank God for i t ,  for this has been the strength of %he Lutheran 
Church. through the years. It has enabled the Lutheran Church t o  speak with certainty,  
to say  with the apostles and prophets , 'Thus sai th  .the Lord, ' W h e n  you interpret the 
Bible with the Bible, i t  remains the Bible, God's holy,  inspired and infallible Word. 
When you, however, place into the picture your reason which is the chief exponent of 
natural, religion, in man, the Bible has  only this dubious degree of honor, that i t  is your 
p u b i t ,  Because of these differences in approach to  "re Bible, we have the 300 plus 
denomina*bions of today and the controversy i n  regard to  what. the Bible is. 

We might well ask what is the Bible ? Very s imply  s tared,  it is a collection of 
66 short books though  which the Triune God reveals to  lost- and sinful mankind the way 
He has prepared for their salvation. All of it was written by about 40 authors verbally 
i n s ~ l r c d  by the Holy Ghos"&, If you begin with Moses and stop when the l a s t  book was 
written, it took about 1600 years to  write i t .  There are two main sections in i t ,  39 
books in the Old Testament which was written in Hebrew, and 27' books in the New 
Testament which was written in Greek. The Old. Testament portrays to  man the crea- 
tion sf "ce universe and man, man" fall  into s i n ,  and the promise s f  a coming Savior 
which was repeated with ever greater clari ty through the spoken and written words of 
the prophets a s  time progressed, The Old Testament a l s o  portrays the giving of God's 
Law to man. These two main teachings , Law and Gospel,  ther, , are interwoven through- 
salt the Old Testament s o  that man would know his s in  from God" written Law and of His 
Savior from the written promises given him by Gad, 

The New Testament begins with four Gospels or accoursts of the Savior, J e sus  
Cbrist , which are followed by a brief history s f  the spread of the early church , the 
teachings of Christ  a s  written in the Epistlestand then the New Testament c loses  with 
a prophetic book, In the New Testament, the Law and Gospel are focused for man in 
spectacular brilliance in %he crucifixion and resurrection of ChrisL Man% s i n ,  and 
God's grace i n  Christ is the one theme of a l l  of Scripture, that God was in, Christ recon- 
ciling the world unto Himself, not imputing their t resspasses  unto them, (I1 Cor. 5:19) 
No works, no reaching of man %a God, but rather God in infinite love and pity reaching 
to los t  and fallen, man, to forgive him and bring him to God Himself in Heaven, the 
abode of God. Such is the Bible and the message of the Bible. 



When man, having both the natural knowledge of God and the revealed knowledge 
of God, misuses the natural knowledge of God with his sinful reason and begins following 
it rather than the revealed knowledge of God, a c lash  is inevitable between the two. 
Natural religion employs reason and because of s i n ,  reason is s o  perverted that i t  must 
change the glory of God into something that i t  feels  can  be understood and grasped. 
This has tragic consequences for man, for a s  my father-in-law said shortly before he 
d ied ,  "When you and I feel we can  understand God, He has ceased to be God and we 
have become god. God is and remains God only s o  long a s  we cannot understand Him. " 
This is very true, for i t  is ever the mark of the greater that he is able to  understand the 
l e s se r ,  never vice versa,  

This evident and basic  fact  in the relation of Creator t o  created,  modern man's 
perverted reason refuses to  concede,  namely, that  God is infinite and man only f ini te ,  
and thus completely unable to  understand or grasp God fully. Man thus se t s  out on a 
furious and futile effort to ascertain God, The source a t  which to  begin i s ,  of course,  
man's beginning, Here finite,  modern, and scientific man after using h is  little brain 
and looking a t  the rocks and skeletons declares  one of two things,  that there either was 
no creation a t  a l l ,  that things just evolved, and hence there is no God, or that God 
started a l l  the various developmental and life processes and then merely guided them in 
their evolution. All living things,  therefore, proceeded from a common earthly and 
visible source going from the simple to  the complex over a period of millions of years. 
This not only took place in flora and fauna,  but in thinking, in bel iefs ,  and in 
knowledge a s  well. 

The next s t ep  i s ,  of course ,  inevitable for man's reason,  and that is that this 
a l so  happened in regard to religion. The theory of evolution and the very dubious pro- 
c e s s e s  by which i t s  tenuous and false  premises stand are dubbed scientificland these 
give r ise  to  a desire to use such scientific processes on the Bible. The tremendous 
c lash  of evolution and Genesis  l and 2 gives  r ise  to the  ingenious and conscience- 
l icensing theory of theistic evolution. The chapters themselves become poetic myths 
shrouded in the mists of antiquity. Of necess i ty ,  then, that which is stated a s  true 
and factual  in Scripture must be reconsidered and re-evaluated in the light of scient i f ic  
findings. This i s  , then ingeniously reconciled by applying to Scripture, the Old 
Testament i n  particular, the basic  premise of evolution, that  the simple becomes more 
complex in the passage of time. When this  is done,  then the s tage is s e t  for the decla- 
ration that there can be no absolute truth in Scripture and hence a denial  of Verbal 
inspiration follows. This s t e p  is inevitable for those who walk this spiritual road, for 
religious evolution has accepted fully the false  premise that man and the universe is 
progressing and changing, and hence i t  avidly maintains the truths of Scripture must a l s o  
of necess i ty  advance and change to  keep pace with modem man, to be and remain 
relevant t o  the intellect  and reason of modern man, 

The undeniably great  technological advances of science lead man's perverted 
reason into a further step,and that is that he places a n  inordinate amount of emphasis 
upon material achievements and prosperity. His hopes and dreams begin revolving 
around sc ience  and he comes to  look upon it a s  the determining factor of his prosperity 



and life, Thus science assumes the place that God a409e should occupy, and the fruits 
of s c i e ~ c e  no longer are considered a s  gifts and blessings of God for which man should 
thank and praise God, Materialism comes to  hold sway. Science seems certain,  
science car, be demonstrated, why concern oneself with the super-natural? The super- 
natural in the past  has no tkep t  away fear ,  hunger, d l s e a s e ,  war and hate. Science,  
that  which man controls,  this is  the answer,  It is concrete, The God of Scripture is too 
abstract ,  too fantastic.  

This path,  sad to  s a y ,  is the one Eurogeaa theology has blazed for the Christian 
world. Whe-a such a religious climate prevails ir: the world, ~ e l i g i o u s  education cannot 
but be affected by such thinking. Since in science there are seemingly no absolutes ,  
therefore, man% reason determines that this is a l s o  the way in which one should instruct 
people in the truths of Scripture, The deductive method of teaching, in which the cer- 
tainties of God and His Word were taught, gives way to the inductive method in which 
the student of theology is taught t o  work out his own answers to most quest ions,  in 
which he is granted perhaps general b u h o  specific absolutes ,  The Concordia Theolo- 
gical  Monthly puts i t t h i s  way: 

In our complex and rapidly changing society,  we believe 
that the emphasis must res t  on the inductive method, on the "how 
to "tick" approach, If a student is not trained to think, he will 
find himself a t  the mercy of s o  many new ideas a n d  '"fsrns " that he 
may well turn out to  be an active promulgator of liberal or reac- 
"tonary ideas and tendencies ,  unaware that he has  left  his con- 
fessional and Biblical moorings. This method, however, a l s o  has 
certain obvious disadvantages.  Some students who are trained this 
way may refuse to recognize even the boundary l i x s  to indepen- 
dent  reasoning drawn by Scripture and the Confessions . Others 
may become s o  infatuated with the pursuit ~f knowledge for i t s  own 
sake  that they never become true servants s f  the Master ,  The use 
of the inductive method makes i t  more difficult to certify the theo- 
logical position of a man a t  the precise moment of his graduation, 
s ince  i t  is not always possible to  predict where a student will 
finally end his theological search; but perhaps this  is primarily the 
business  pf the Holy Spirit rather than of a neatly structured course 
syl labus.  

Man's  perverted reason brings in ye t  one other factor and that is his fear of the 
God of Scripture and h is  fear of man, The eternal ,  immutable, almighty, a l l -wise,  holy 
and redeeming God just simply cannot ,  He dare not,exist .  He is too great ,  too power- 
fu l ,  and too wise ,  He simply confounds man" reasoning abil i t ies and does away with 
al l  man's goodness ,  making him a sinner in need of redemption@ To believe in such a 
God, in unchangeable truths,  in s in  and grace ,  salvation and damz;.r,a"ton, heaven and 
hel l ,  is simply not being scientific and modern, These things are  not relevant and he 
who clings ts them will be laughed a t  and considered obsolete. After a l l ,  look a t  a l l  
the modern theological greats like Barth , Bultmam, Bomhoeffer, e tc .  They claim that 



Scripture must be interpreted in a more modern fashion, that the traditional ways of 
regarding the Bible are obxol.ete and need to  be m~derrlized. When all  these factors 
gather themselves together in regard to  Scripture, the result is an attempt on the part 
of man to evaluate the Bible scientifically and make i r  relevant to  modern man. Some 
time ago 1 read a 2  example of the result of such thi~rkir~g 8~ a book of a few years ago 
called "Rediscovering the Bib!e " by Bernhard We Andersoc 3Y, 

Dr. Anderson approaches the Bible with a biased mind. He is convinced that God 
is not the author s f  the Bible, but that the Bible is a collection of fragments, myths, 
e tc .  , of human w r i t e ~ s  who WTOXC their impressio;rs s f  pas t ,  current, a:zd future events 
in the light of their concept of God, man and this world. Somehow Dr. Anderson, after 
claiming a l l  t h i s ,  s t i l l  claims that God speaks through H i s  ac t s  recorded by this welter 
of confused human authorship,aad he says  that  every partof'  the Bible is purposive, 

Thus Creation and Eden, though a myth, and the figmen-c of an imagination forms a 
beginning which shows man -co be l e s s  than he should be. The Old Testament with a l l  
i t s  myths and folklore becomes a ser ies  of writings which show God's dealings with men 
through historical events.  The New 'Testament ushers ir. a r e w  era begun by Jesus who 
was probably the physical son of Joseph,  Hi s  miracles are zi result  of oral tradition. 
His resurrectior, is puzzling, but he apparertly could o ~ l y  be s e e n  by those who had 
faith in Him, His ascensio2 is dubious, He came to establish God" kingdom on earth. 
Judgment Day is a myth. We are then to live onward thvilled by the thought that God 
intervened i n  history in Jesus and that ,as we follow J e s u s ,  He will lead us into newer 
and newer truths. 

Dr, Anderson is but another victim s f  '"scientific Bnblical research, ' Y e  has  been 
completely captivated by the evolutionistic J. E . P. D o  Theory. This theory is truly the 
fulfillment of the saying,  "If you want some0r.e to believe a l i e ,  tel l  a big one. " The 
theory is naive, ridiculous, fantast ic ,  contrary ts any kind of reason and rivals any- 
thing in the Arabian Nights. It can bes t  be described as d e ~ i l i s h ~ f o r  i ts  primary aim is 
to reduce the  Bible from being -the irfall ible and divine Word of God to the fallible and 
human word of m a n ,  

Imagine, i f  you please , sitting down arid carefully examining copies of ancient 
documents claiming to be authored by men up to about 5 , 0 0 0  years ago. After reading 
them you decide that those indicated as being the authors could not have been that wise 
because then men had not evolved as f a r  as we have ,  they were simple,  and hence were 
not a s  mature in religious and scient i f ic  thir,ki?g as we aree This being s o ,  there had to  
be other authors. You doni t  know who the authors were S O  you set t le  on the letters 
J .  E .  P. D. J .  refers to  Jahweh, one way of saying God, E .  refers to  Elohim, another 
way of saying God, Po refers to  Priestly l aws ,  and D ,  refers to  other sec t ions ,  
historic,  statistical., poetic or legal ,  Now, wherzever Jahweh is used ,  spoke,  
whenever Elohim is used ,  E. spoke,  whenever Priestly matters are spoken of ,P. spoke ,  
and whenever other historical or legal or numerical or poetlc matters are spoken o f ,  D. 
spoke. This must hold true even i f  they are found in ore  passage s ide by s ide.  A l l  
those fragments were drawn together by a fellow named R. who somehow managed to  



make seTse our s f  them, Pn rhis way the 1. E. P, D, theory reduces the whole Old 
Testdmeu TO the word of mat, Everything is changed from the date of authorship to 
the pessoE of the duthor, a~"_dven  to  the purpose of the book. No crueler hoax has 
ever beeri placed before ChrTst ia~s than the T .  E ,  Po D o  theory for i t  robs them of the 
Woxd of Gad a ~ d  irastead tells  them to rejoice,  that now tha t they  are freed from that 
terrible strait-jacket of Gcdqs Word, they should be happy in the blissful freedom of 
psssessiqg writings of m e c ~  which tell  them about what God had done in the history of 
this worTd, They shcdukd, therefore, study the Bible hard, because then maybe in some 
part they will have the wo~derfu l  thrill of hearing God speak to them through the words 
of some me? of old, 

Wheq ace reads wordy drivel and tripe like this book i t  is easy  to  understand why 
the world 1dugh.s at. Ch.~-ls$.ia~i9-y today, %be unbelievers don" have t o  lift a finger to  
tear dowl-r, the  Ch:f~";a:~ Church, Christian pastors and professors are destroying i t  them- 
selves  by throwirig awdy the Word of God through the study of it.  This they, in the light 
of their owr~ pewerted reason, are doing by subjectively saying what was and what was 
~ o t  in the past, God and Hlis Wisdom and Glory is completely set: as ide ,  Inspiration is 
c o n s i d e r ~ d  impossible, Why? Because of a conceited bigoted notion that since we are 
s o  moderp: , scientific , and reasonable today, therefore, we know such things just could 
nst  have beer-, Biblical research is destroying the church through this type of literature, 
It is tragic but true,  for this Type of l i terature is dedicated ultimately to  the glory of 
man, not to the glory of God. 

One thing that such g'i book shows a s  an  absolute,  however, is that you and 1 
today live in a world that i s  predominantly un-Christian. We live in a world that is 
becoming more alrd more un-Chrjs tian day by day. We live in a tragic world, a world 
where people called Christians are indeed making the church of God an object of 
mockery before the world by denying the truth and authenticity of the Bible through a 
denial sf the f a c t  that  God gave i t  to  men through Verbal and Plenary InsNration for 
their sdlvatioa. Actueilly, when you s top to think of i t ,  there is nothing more tragic 
for the Christian Church, than ro say  to  the world, "You know, world, you're reallyright,  
we've been trying so haid to get  you to  join us that we've been exaggerating. But we've 
s t o w e d  th%s,and now we Ye trying hard to be relevant. We admit that  the Bible i sn ' t  
really. a l l  God's Word, I t 3  ma29 word as you%e said al l  along, but i t  k what men 
wrote about what they thought God was doing in history. We realize the Hindu's Vishnu 
and Veda, and the Mohammedan 3 Koran and the Mormon9 Book of Mormon claim the 
same t h i ~ g  , but ours is different, i t 3  better,  i t  has some Word of God in it, not 
n e c e s s a ~ i l y  ir: words , but in ac t s ,  The others don? have th i s ,  Study i t  and somewhere 
in i t  you'll f i ~ d  -that you"] feel  God talking to you. Don't l e t  the many mistakes and 
contradictions bother you. " Let  me give you an  illustration of this type of thinking and 
witnessing to  the world, 

Some time ago $ read a conference e s s a y  on Scripture by Prof. Benz of Wartbusg 
Seminary which he  delivered to  the South Pacific Conference of' the A. L ,  @, on Nsv, 
4 -7 ,  1963, I t  1s ent i t led,  "What is the Word of God, " H e  used the term "Dynamic " i n  



regard to  his concept of Revelntioc, a rd  i2spiratior.  lisreq ta soroe of his words in 
regard to  the Written Word: 

Since most of us--I hope--are predisposed to equate the 
Bible with, the Word sf God, i t  seems secsible  to me to begin with 
it. So 1 a s k ,  "1s the Bible the Word of God?" The answer,  of 
course , is , "Yes , cerrainly , the Bible is the Word of God. " But 
there is far more to say  tha-c t h ~ .  

When we say -chat xhe Bible is the TNord of God, we are in 
effect  making two dramatic claims. We are ~ S S U ~ S ~  nctice that we 
hold those 66 bosks,wblch we claim to be God's Wordl, i~1 a c l a s s  
a l l  by themselves. There is 30 other writiqg , we s a y ,  that can 
compare with them, They are urrlque. They are differext. They 
are the Holy Blble, 

When we make this strocg claim for the Bible! there lurks 
below the s u r f a c ~  s f  m i ~ d  the desire  to ascribe to  ehe Bible a l l  
manner of axtributes ", which i t  makes 20 claim, We tend "e give 
i t ,  for e x a r n ~ l e  , an authority which makes i t  a paper pope. Sorne- 
one has  facetiously srated,  "The Word of God became print and 
dwelt among u s ,  " The seqtence fits and 1 wogder i f  w e ,  the heirs 
of the RelormatLoc, have  st taken the claimed authority of the 
vicar of Christ a ~ d  transferred it t o  the Bible, When la ther  spoke 
of sola  scriptura,  wasn ' t  he speaking out. of the corxext of Roman 
evaluation of t r a d i t i o ~  arzd Scripture ? Luther3 s claim was that 
Scripture s tands above tradition because the living Christ speaks 
in Scripture, That gives the Bible the sole authority, 

'The Bible i s  the Word of. God, " is a claim which limits the 
Word of God. The Bible as we have it  i s  a library of only 66 books. 
These possess  a quality which makes them divineo Only these 66 
books we s a y  have this divine quality. Only they arc Word of God. 

This point touches on the question of Canon. The Catholics 
after the Council of Trent did the Lu%heraqs age better, They did 
not limit the Word s f  God "s 66 books. They included the Apocsy- 
phal writ ings,  therefore, they have a bigger Bible than we and 
hence a l e s s  limited Word of God. Ir: r ed i ty  our Confess ions make 
no  statement on canon, Luther did not discard the Apoc~yphal .- 

books, he only separated them an,d placed them icto a group be- 
tween the Old and New Tes tameW, True, he described them a s  
inferior t o  the orher 66, but he a l s o  said that they were profitable 
for reading and edificatio~i..  Maybe our Canon is not c losed and 
we have a larger written Word of God than we thought, 



When we say  that the Bible is the Word of God, we are 
limiting God" Word ire a second way. We are confining the active 
dynamic word to  the printed page and imprisoning i t  between two 
covers--paper or cloth back, Our action tecds to  ossify the living, 
powerful Word. The Word of God on the printed page is a limited 
Word of God. God be merciful to the Christian Church i f  this is in 
any way her general idea a b o u G o d k  Word. 

Finally, the limitation of the Word 0% God reduced to  writing 
results in an i9car~at ion ~f a sor t ,  The books sf the Bible were 
written by humans, "inspired men of God, a s  they were moved by 
the Holy Ghost, " y e s ,  but st i l l  very human. They wrote in their 
own, s ty l e ,  e m p l s y i ~ g  vocabularies they had mastered. They lef t  
their mark, each sane, as the material they wrote. The Bible is a 
human b ~ o k  as well a s  i t  is the inspired Word of God, 

Is i t  possible that on this point, moo, we stamp the Bible 
with a supern3turalisrn that we ought not?  We d o  i t  when we forget 
that  the Bible was written by humans conditioned by ideas which 
change a s  time goes on, F Q ~  example we know today that the world 
is round, I t  is not a flat table top with bumps. We know that the 
earth is not surrour~ded by the waters above m d  the waters of the 
deep ,  which are held at  bay only by the closed windows of heaven 
and the sealed f o u n t a f ~ . ~  0% the deep,  We super-naturalize the 
Bible when we fail to s e e  in it several  literary types used by the 
writers. Yes , there is historical narative , but a l so  poetic struc- 
ture,  hymn, s a g a ,  m-ythalogy, parable,  allegory, liturgy, e tc .  If 
we claim that liturgy is true history,  or poetry must be interpreted 
l i terally,  %her> we in our own way limit the Bible, 

We have been discussing the relationship of -the Bible and 
the Word of God, Let us  conclude by stating that the Bible is the 
Word of God, " T h e  fact  that  i t  is , is wonderful for us because ,  God 
bless  them, the custodians of the texts  and the writers themselves 
have passed on a heritage that today becomes alive for us a s  we 
study that written, Word of God, just  a s  i t  became dynamic for our 
fathers. T h i s  written Word of God testified to Christ as He 
claimed, Our expanded Bible in a greater measure testif ies of the 
love God manifested in Him who came to  uphold al l  the law and the 
prophets. At  the same time l e t  us bear in mind that the Word of 
God a s  a written word is a limited Word of God, 

Why, why should such thinking be s o  popular today? We have noted a number of 
basic fac%ors "cat have caused this situation. There is another reason though, We find 
this in Gad" picture of the last "cfmes QB this ear th ,  immediately preceding Judgment 
Day a s  prophesied in His  written and verbally inspired Word, the written Word which 



always is and mus the fulfilled. God k Ward gives us  i ~ a ~ h ~ r  compr~hensive avd 
complete picture of the co.t;drtiorl of thicgs both wwlthir? acd w i t h o u ~  the church b ~ f o r e  
Judgment Day. Let us qoze them briefly. in  Ma%. 24:6, 7 Luke 21:9-11 a ~ d  Luke 
21:25,26 we s e e  that. mther than achievirg peace upor, earth, the earth will c o ~ s t a n t l y  
be afflicted with wars and rum3rs of wars and ra-fo,.; ri~112g a 9 a r  S T  catio?, M e r d B s  
hearts will be filled w ~ h  fear and dread as %o :he p o s ~ l b l ~  co-;,equec.ces which c m l d  
affec-c them f~d iv idua l ly  a ~ d  coll,ecttvely. O-.e has o p h  ;o r ~ a d  3. 9ewspape.r: 01* rnaga- 
zine on currezt event.; a ~ d  the +ruth of t h e s ~  passages bec3rnes almost stanling. Talk 
to the mail o . ~  the stmet, a ~ d  rhe bald fear tha: grips h i m  becomes apparerrt very quickly. 

Add to the complere chsos amor,g natiorc- t h e  yreac -.dtu:al d is turbarces  which 
have been. and are caccurir~g r3qais acd agair?. such as the e a ~ t h q u a k e s ,  hurricaries, 
drouths , floods,  etc, , and f b c  truth of Scr ;ptur~ is borre ou' before this ve-rf generatiore,, 

Perplexicg a?d d isturblsg a2d fearfill si. such sus:c~uy:d l r g i  rnsy mike people who 
live today, Scripture shows ih;lt forces v\rill be direcrtd a g a i ~ s t  ihe Church fzom the 
outside,  In Mdfrt. 24:9, PO and M a t t ,  24:1'Iu 7,2 o u t  Lnrd Jesus states %at pet-secu'r,lons 
will arise on this earth. 0-rc can say :ha: t h i s  paisage refe i s  to she pessecuf i o r s  of the 
early Chris t ians ,  ye'. the pessecutior. ar~d  martyrdom of Gc.dPs people h a s  never ceased.  
I t  goes on yet  today and i f  commuxist force3 \n~culd gair conrrnl, rhere would probably 
rise a persecution that  w a d d  make  z h a t  of t h e  early d5y-b 3f Christc3i-~dorn seem like 
c h i l d 9  play. Our Lord states xk3t irlstead of cxpecrxiy ih i r~gc to improve in t h e  last 
times the church will enter day.; nf ~ u c h  ~ : j b ~ i ' l t i ~ ~ q !  3-d terror fhaz u:rless God would 
shorten the days  , ~ , o  believers -iivi7uld be left, I'rorn the g u r ~ i d e  then, the church faces 
an ever increasing danger which wi:l actively seek  yo des t say  ~ t ,  

Insidious and terrible as the forces allied ag3irLst the church from without may be ,  
the most destructive a ~ d  evil force will be rhat which  is four,d within the visible church 
in the l a s t  times for the truth of God in t h e  la$? days will be denied in favor of error, 
In Matt. 24~5, 11, 24 a d  M a ~ k  93:%2 the  prg?prlsnen%s s f  this  error w11l be false prophets, 
fa lse  pastors and teachers, :lrL J T im,  421 arid 2 Tim, 453, 4 the esseqce of their message 
is given with i t s  horrible result .  These will be prophets of ser:satiorlalism, despisers  of 
sound doctrine,  the exponents of s p i ~ i t u a l  untruths c~r fable?,  paradinrg undey the name of 
resus.  A s  a result  of their zeachirrg the p ~ o p l e  will d ~ v e j o p  a love of the sensat ional ,  
the palatable,  they will develop lrching ears, the love of qany will wax cold,  indiffer- 
ence will spread and with it such a spiritual lethargy that seernifigly nothing will arouse 
the people, 

Jesus compares these l a s ~  days to the days of Noah, (Mat t .  24:37-39) In those 
days the Word was p a e s e ~ t ,  but urlbelief and f~di l . fe r .e~ce  was so rampant that there was 
a total lack of concern or ever1 awasepess of the impe.id°srrg judgment which Noah pro- 
claimed. They cared only for their daily exis:ence. God a ~ d  His  Will did pot matter. 
So Jesus s a y s  the last days will be. I.-u fact, t h e s e  days wi l l  be so evil  and so trying 
for the believers that God (Matt., 24:2l, 22, Mark 1399- 22) ir; grace and m e r c y  will 
shorten them so that some living e l ec t  will. rernaln, As j%-;ucs th inks  of these days he 
asks  a haunting question xr! Luke 18:8, "Wher? the  S ~ L  of Max: corn*lt:h,shall He find faith 
on the ear th?  " 



The cause  of all these miseries which will beset  the church in the l a s t  days is the 
spirit of Antichrist, Scrlptu7-e gives a rather complete description of the Antichrist in 
11 Thess, 2.03-12, 1 john 2:18-23, 1 John 44: and $1 John 7 .  The c l a s s i c  definition of the 
spiri t  of Antichrist has always been found dthira, the Papacy which arrogates to  i tself  
that which belongs to God alowe , even darigg to  change His Will and Word. However, 
Scripture speaks  of many ixxtlchrists ar is ing,  ~ o t  j ust one, The description of an anti- 
christ  is made very clear,  Whoever denies that the Jesus of the New Testament is the 
Messiah of the Old Testamen4 and hence the Christ of the New Testament, is an anti- 
chr i sk  Whoever denies the physjcal life of J e sus ,  the Mess iah ,  is an, anti-Christ. 
Whoever then denies the Messfdnic content of the Old Testament Scripture is an anti- 
chr is t ,  Whoever denies the incarmation of our Lord is a l so  an antichrist. Whoever 
denies the Father and t h e  Son as an--l antlehrist ,  Thus, one who denies the Trinity is a l so  
an antichrist , 

What do  these things mean for our day? They mean a great dea l ,  There has 
always existed a heresy that sterns from Jewish days of, the l<ingdom s f  God being 
planted upon, ear th ,  that God's faithful will rule arid govern i2 it. This is to take place 
before the end of time, Th is  heresy has been called Millenialism or Chiliasm depending 
on the emphasis,  time and dumtion one placed on the kingdom to be established. I t  
has always been considered false and untrue, 

i t  i s ,  therefore, ironical to note that today that which has  always been considered 
a heresy is boldly being pursued and vehemently fought for, K have reference to  the Ecu- 
menical Movement, It i s  boldly stated that the Body of Christ is the Visible Church and 
that denominations are sinful since they are a cause  of division, Therefore, a l l  deno- 
minations must die  in merging into one large , glorious , united church bearing the name of 
Jesus.  6 have never been able to forget what an exponent of Ecurneniciw s ta ted ,  that  
when two churches merge, bath must die.  This admission is horrible, for from two dead 
bodies one c a n ~ o t  erect a living enti ty,  Furthermore, i f  one just casual ly  reads the 
books put out by the leaders of the Wavld Council of Churches, the National Council of 
Churches, or the Lutheran World Federation, one is appalled a t  the open and downright 
fa lse  doctrine espoused in the name of Jesus.  Scripture i s  denied, the Messianic con- 
tent of the Old Testament is denied,  Jesus the Savior in the f lesh is denied, the resur- 
rection is denied,  the Trinity is denied, heaven is denied,  hell is denied,  the Sacra- 
ments are denied,  the Hsly Christian Church is denied. Yet the name of Jesus is held 
up crying, "Lord, Lord " without a:?y connection to Him whatsoever, 

These are the forces whish surround us  today and which are pressing us to re lax,  
to  conform, to become one , to  break down the old barriers, particularly that of the Bible 
being Goda s verbally inspired Word Already in the Lutheran Church we can  s e e  the 
leaven at worke The question i s ,  how soon will i t  leaven the lump? What duty d o  w e ,  
a s  pastors who confess the verbally inspired Word of God, have over against  our help- 
l e s s  and bewildered sheep"T  am c o ~ v i n c e d  the time has come for us to take a definite 
stand on this doctrine and to teach our people to  stand firmly on the doctrine of Verbal 
and Plenary Inspiration, They should,  therefore , a l s o  be taught what i t  is not. 



11. What the Doctrine of Verbal a d  Q Not, 

First of all the doctrire of Verbal and Plenary Inspiration is not a theory. All of US 

know that today there are many who claim that it is only a theory drawn up by theolo- 
gians,and that  i t  lacks the supporr of Scripture. If the claim that Verbal Inspiration is a 
theory is s o ,  then certainly man has a right t o  challenge it, change i t ,  or reject it. 
However. I cannot help feeling cerrairl that one of the real reasons for the extreme 
vehemence against  verbal inspiration being a doctrine is that as long a s  i"cs s o  
regarded, there can be virtually r o  union er,deavors. There can  indeed be discussions,  
but whoever holds t o  verbal and plenary ins pi ratio^ as a Scriptural doctrine will not find 
himself readily involved in church mergers ir this day and age.  A s  a doctrine i t  is a 
divisive factor in the fellowshi2 efforts of today for the union movemefits of today by 
their very nature seek a l eas t  common denominator, a compromise in doctrine and prac- 
t ice among the church bodies involved.. The doctrine of verbal and plenary inspiration 
is unyielding, uncompromising, afid categorical. Str icr  adherence to  this doctrine by a 
church body simply makes this church body a leper smong those who want unior!. Strict 
adherence to  this doctrine or, the part of a church body is nox a fail ing,  however, i t  is 
rather a powerful witness to the authority and truth of the Bible which man of today does 
not want to  accept  as the written Word of God. Because verbal and plenary inspiration 
is a Scriptural teaching, i t  must ever be retained a s  a doctrine. I t  cannot and dare not 
be reduced t o  a theory for any reason,  particularly for church union sake .  

Secondly, the doctrine of verbal and plenary ins pi ratio^ is 30% the same as the 
theory that the  Bible is but man's commerrtary on the acts of God in history,  or ,  in  other 
words, that  the Bible merely contains Gad" Word. They are so different that they simply 
cannot ex is t  s ide by s i d e ,  for each is mutually exclusive of the other. Verbal inspiration 
s ta tes  flatly and categorically that God is the author of every written word of the Bible. 
Peter s a y s ,  "Holy men of God spake as they were moved by the Holy Ghost. "' Paul 
s a y s ,  "All  Scripture is giver] by inspiration of God. The authors wrote a t  such a time 
and in such  a manner a s  the Holy Ghost des i red ,  with the result  that  no part of the Old 
Testament or the New Testament i s  tainted by huma-i authorship, 

The theory,and i t  is a theory, that God revealed Himself in acts,and that these 
ac ts  inspired men to  write their thoughts and feelings and experiences for future poster- 
i ty s o  that whoever reads of these acts might feel  God speaking to  him, is a figment of 
man's imagination and is theological drivel. This actually makes God dumb or speech- 
l e s s  . God 's only means of communication with vocal man, then, is , a s  i t  were,  through 
the sign language of the particular act. ED the "act theory, " man becomes al l  important, 
God becomes actually l i t t le more than a s i l en t ,  iriscrutable Being who might and might 
not ex i s t ,  of whose wil l ,  i f  He really has one ,  nobody can be really cer ta in ,  for perhaps 
the writerb personal reactions and experiences connected with His ac t s  were not correct. 

Ultimately, this theory of "act inspiration" reduces the whole Bible to  a group of literary 
forms which must be strained by man to  find the nugget of divine truth that one hopes is 
there. Barth, Bultmann, Bownhoeffer and the European theologians have long s ince 
traveled this path of bleak theological emptiness and death. The emptiness and deadness  



of the Christian Church in Europe is an eloquent witness to the horrible da3ger of such a 
belief and i ts  inevitable effect on a church body that espouses i t .  This theory cannot 
but produce such a result  in the church, for i t  is closely related to  the philosophical 
school of existentialism, itself a philosophy of bleak emptiness and hopeless despair. 

Thirdly, the doctri2e of verbal and plenary inspiration is not the same a s  the 
theory that the autograpba were inspired, but s ince then we have no certain Word and ,  
therefore, the caEon might 2ot be true or complete. This theory says  in effect that in 
the transmission of the Old Testament and the New Testament manuscripts from copyist  
to  copyist ,  the books became so corrupted that we do not have the original message 
anymore. Archeology, a lone,  has  a l l  but deal t  this theory a death-blow, a s  manuscript 
after manuscript has been found and compared with the accepted text in both the Old 
Testament and the New Testament, 

Written copies of the Hebrew text of the Old Testament are admittedly of 
comparatively recent a g e ,  the oldest  of the Law .not being older than 840 A. D . How- 
ever ,  just recently with the discovery of the Dead Sea Scrolls in 1947 in a cave west  of 
the Dead Sea ,  a few Hebrew portions of the Old Testament , including the Book of 
I sa iah ,  were found datimg back 700-1000 years beyond any other manuscript. Almost a l l  
previously known Hebrew manuscripts had been written since the period of the Masso- 
retes which extended from the 4th to the loth century A. D.  Yet these new Dead Sea 
manuscripts changed no teaching and variant readings were few. The scarcity of Old 
Testament manuscripts might well be due to  a rule of the Old Talmudists, that a l l  faulty 
or imperfect manuscripts of their sacred books should be destroyed. About fourteen 
hundred different Hebrew manuscripts have s o  far been found and examined by Hebrew 
scholars , 

The Hebrew manuscripts are of two c l a s ses :  those prepared for use  in the 
synagogue services and those intended for private reading . The rules for preparing 
the manuscript copies of the Old Testament to be used in public worship were many and 
very strict .  The parchment had to be made by a Jew,  from the skin of an animal that was 
ceremonially clean. The writing had to be in columns exactly equal in length. If more 
than three words were off the h e ,  the whole work had to be thrown as ide ,  I t  had to  be 
written with a black ink made according to a specific recipe,  and the forms of the letters 
were minutely specified,  a s  a l so  the spaces  , points and use of the pen. The work had 
to  be carefully revised within thirty days after the copy was completed, and i f  then 
there was a letter wanting in a word, or i f  one letter touched another, the manuscript 
was condemned. Manuscripts for private use were subject to  l e s s  rigorous rules. 
Although these rules must have been burdensome t o  copyis t s ,  they were very effective 
in promoting the preservation of a purer text of the Hebrew Scriptures a s  has been very 
dramatically demonstrated in the c a s e  of the Dead Sea Scrolls. The Old Testament 
canon was already established by the time of Chris t ,  Jewish tradition placing i ts  es tab-  
lishment in the time of Ezra, The Old "Testament was referred "c a s  the Law and the 
Prophets. Tesus a l so  referred to  i t  a s  "Moses and the Prophets. ' "  



The process of e s ~ a b l i s h l r g   he cacor of the New Testament books followed the 
same general practice 3s t h 3 ~  observed .;z e s  t 3 b l i s h i ~ g  the Old Testament canon. The 
books accepted were those written by a n  apos t le ,  or apostolic Den, and must have been 
adopted for r e a d i ~ g  in pub1 ic service.  In t h e  second c e ~ t u r y  already the New Testament 
canon was fairly well e s t a b l i ~ h e d ~ a n d  Chr i s t im  writers refer to the "Scrip"ures of the 
Lord, " or the New 'Tes.a-ame:~t w.-1ti.p-g~ , as of "cbe same authority as the Old Testament, 
The Council of Carthage (397 A., D , )  deciared that "besides  he canonical Scriptures, 
nothing is t o  be read in the church u ~ d e r  the t i d e  of d;vi?e Scriptures. " It  then adds a 
l i s t  of the books accepted as ca~onic.1, which besides the Old Testament, includes the 
27  New Testamerit books aa-ld ca others. 

The conclusisz which must then be draw5 Is that the great body of early Christians,  
the visible church of Jesus Chrlsz, of every speech ,  East and Wes t ,  Syrian, Asiatic, 
African and Europear . devout1 y seeking to know the mirld of Christ , was led by the 
Spirit of God ro fix upon thcse rwenty-sever books ar.d ~o others a s  the New Testament 
Scriptures as  havlng divine, authority, a s  the written Word of God, This is far more 
sat isfactory,  arld gives u s  a much btronger a t tes ta t ioc avid assurance of the purity and 
authority of this collectiorl a9 the Word of God, thas  i f  it had been made and decreed by 
a church council , or orlly by the early Chris tian Fathers,  as Augustine , Jerome, Tertul- 
l i an ,  Origen, Er~naeus  , Cyri l ,  Jusrln Martyr or Polycarp. They testify that the church 
universal, guided by the Spir i t ,  did receive these books as the Word of God, 

After the cancm had beep established various versioas s f  the Bible were produced 
in varlous countries and laprguages, Thousa~ds of New Testament manuscripts have 
come down to us, and yet, after diligent comparison, not one teaching of Scripture has  
been affected. Any var ia t io~s in wording have b e e r  minor and insignificant, Thus the 
Bible we have today i s  a s  much the Word of God as it was when the writers penned i t  
by inspiration. A s e ~ i o u s  a ~ d  honest t r a ~ s l a t i o g  , therefore, certainly does not make 
the Bible any- less the verbally ~nspi red  Word s f  Gad, 

What then i~ the doctrine of Verbal and Plenary I ~ s p i r a t i o n ?  

Is, - 
First of a l l ,  i t  is a doctriqe .. By this 1 mean that it is a matter that is clearly 

demonstrated by example and testimony in Scripture arld set forth in Scripture as a fact .  
The basic  facts  of verbal and plexlary ins pir.ar.io2, after a l l ,  are simple. The f i rs t  is 
that there is a living God, who is a personal Being having a mind and a will. Other- 
wise .  God is like the wind, abstract ,  impersoraal, uncarirlg , and unfeeling. The second 
is that there is a persoval and verbal commur~icative relationship between God and man, 
or e l s e  God is dumb, " F h e  third is t h a t  God is able to  communicate verbally either in 
speech or in  wvitgng wxth man, havi:~g the power, wisdom a ~ d  desire to  do SQ, Moreover 
Scripture s a y s  He has  d o r e  so iri both spokeq and written words. That all of these  facts 
are true s f  the Gsd of Scripture, no serious Biblical scholar will deny, This being s o ,  
the matter of verbal and plenary lnspirarion is a doctr i re ,  a teaching based upon the 
clear  example and tes  t lrnor;~ of Scripture, even though the term "inspiration" is said 
to  be used only once in %c:pi~tuj-e, 



If after facing the clear  tesiirnony of Scripture, one insis ts  that  verbal and plenary 
inspiration is a theory invented by theologians, he must do s o  willfully, deliberately 
denying that which Scdptuze clearly se t s  forth, As  I have stated before, the reason for 
this type of insistence is rot based on Scripture but based purely upon man's sinful 
reason and nature which does 73twa9"tto face the God of Scripture in a l l  His glory and 
majesty,  which does not wa:nt to  be tied to any absolutes ,  which wants t o  found upon 
this earth the Millenium through the ecumenical movement, which, therefore, must find 
a leas t  common denominator accepzable to a l l ,  namely, the Lordship of Jesus Christ. 
The doctrine of verbal and plenary inspiratio2 demands the relinquishment of a l l  these 
cherished man made goals.  It stands a s  an immovable rock, as a divisive factor,  for 
actually i t  is an article of faith. One either believes i t  and confesses  i t ,  in which c a s e  
he  stands firmly uporr the erernal Word of God, or he does pot believe i t  and denies i t ,  
in which c a s e  he stands upon sand, believirig there is rock somewhere under him. 
Verbal and plenary i n s  piration cannot be compromised, i t  dernarids confession or denial ,  
there is no in-between, 

Secondly, when we speak of verbdl and plenary inspiratioil we are speaking of the 
stand to which we are Scripturally and organizationally committed. By this we mean 
that we believe,  teach,  and c o ~ f e s s  that God is rhe author of every Word of the Bible s o  
that every word in i t  is His Word, and not one word in i t  is man's word. We bel ieve,  
t each ,  and confess that God's Word was given to  man that man might be made wise unto 
salvation by beholding the love of God to  him in Chris% in spite of his s in .  We bel ieve,  
teach and confess that God inspired prophets , evangelists , and apostles to write His 
Word,and though they used some sources ,  though each  wrote in his  own s ty l e ,  every 
word and thoughr they put down was God k Word. This they did not mechanically but a s  
they were moved to  write,  as they were borne along by the Holy Ghost. Because God 
did th i s ,  every word of the Bible is Hi s ,  every word is t rue,  factual,  Thus the Bible is 
inerrant and will ever remain s o ,  far G s d k  Word never goes out of date  or changes 
meaning or becomes wrorlg. The world may change,  but men remain basically the same 
in their manner of thinking, speaking, and acting , particularly toward God. They 
remain by nature sinful and enemies of God. God's saving and Holy Word is the only 
unchangeable and unfailing thing that is with man on this earth. Sirace God has  given to 
man His Word, the Bible, no man may change i t ,  aoubt i t ,  deny i t ,  or question i t s  auth- 
ority or truthfulness without sinning. If man disagrees with God's Word, the Bible, man 
has  to  change, not one word of t h e  Bible has  to  change. This, in simple language, is 
what we believe,  teach and confess.  Is i t  s o  strange ro have such a be l ie f?  

Turn to  your Bibles 3nd note the verses which s o  majestically and beautifully 
describe the creation and hence the b e g i n ~ i n g  of a l l  things,  man included. Before man 
ever  lived or breathed, God spoke saying,  "Let there be.  " Before the creation of man, 
God named the various pasts of the universe. Before man was ever created,  God spoke 
about this creature to  be and the wondrous privileges that would be his .  One of these 
great gifts was the gift of a perfect knowledge, comprising both the ability to comprehend 
God's will and to  keep i t ,  and the ability to  speak in holiness and perfection, both with 
his Maker, and about His creation, Adam shows this wondrous gift in h i s  amazing 
abil i ty to  name a l l  living things in a manner acceptable to  God. He shows i t  in his 
beautiful comment and prophecy in regard to  Eve and the married s ta te  of future men and 
women. 



Turn t o  the fall of man, a ~ d  there you will s e e  the God of a l l  glory speaking to 
both Adam and Eve, and you will hear them responding. Turn to  the story of Cain and 
Abel, and you s e e  not only the ability of the family to  worhsip Him who created them 
in prayer and sacrifice for acceptance and blessing but the knowledge of s in  and the 
consequences of s in  in the conversation between God and Cain. Turn t o  the life of 
Seth,  and you find people in vocal worship of God. Study the l ives of the antediluvians, 
and you will s e e  a people tremendously gifted,  ye t  willfully rebellious and sinful in 
spi te  of the witness of Adam and the descendents of Seth. 

Turn to the life of Noah, and you find God speaking to him, instructing him. 
Whether this was done in dreams, v i s ions ,  or while awake makes l i t t le difference, 
i t  was done verbally. The ac t  of the flood was merely the enactment of that which God 
had told man He would do, It served to  underscore the truth of God's verbally committed 
Words, It told man no more than he already knew, 

Turn to  the life of the people of the Tower of Babel. God had told them that they 
were to sca t te r  and replenish the earth,  When they disobeyed, God performed the great 
and merciful miracle of creating in men a l l  sorts of different languages,  and thereby 
forced man to  scatter.  The a c t  again merely underscored the necessi ty  of obeying the 
verbally commu~icated Word of the Living God, 

Turn to  the l ives of Abraham, I saac ,  and Jacob. Again and again God spoke to  
these men , and when they acted in accord with His wil l ,  His blessing attended them. 
In Abraham God began a nation peculiarly gifted,  treasured by Him above a l l  nat ions,  a 
holy nation, a kingdom of priests.  He told Abraham of their future s tay  in Egypt, of the 
bondage they would have t o  endure,  and of their eventual deliverance and glory. In the 
bondage of Egypt, God kept the Israeli tes pure in r ace ,  and taught them to hope in His 
Word of promise which had been verbally given to  Abraham. The Exodus was merely the 
enactment of this promise, and i t  served merely to  underscore the truth of God's verbally 
communicated Words and Promises. 

Turn the pages of Old Testament history,  and here the oft repeated refrain of the 
prophets , 'Thus sai th  the Lord, " The Hebrew word for prophet, 'Mabi"  says  what the 
prophet w a s ,  a forthteller, a speaker of a message that was not his own. Theirs was 
the high and sacred duty to  speak a message that was in no way their own. The message 
they spoke was of God t o  their generation and a l l  succeding generations, and, therefore. 
they could fearlessly confront friends of foes , commoners or kings with the awesome 
words, ""Tuus sa i th  the Lord, '" 

Turn to  the New Testament and hear the Lord Jesus speak of the Old Testament. 
He ca l l s  it the Word of God. Turn to  the Apostles, those sen t  on a mission not their 
own, to  speak a message not their own. Their message from God to  the world was the 
Old Testament in i ts  glory of prophecy and fullfillment. Again and again we find the 
Apostles emphasizing the fulfillment of the written Word of God, the Old Testament. 
The enactment of words and promises verbally given t o  the prophets in the coming of 
Christ was but the u~de r sco r ing  of the truth of the written Word in which God had 



pledged Himself, The words which the Apostles spoke acd wrote were a l so  claimed by 
the Apostles to  be the Word sf God, and thus were given to  lead to  an acceptance of all  
God's Words and Promises on the part of men, When Peter by inspiration penned the 
words, "Holy men of God spoke as they were moved by the Holy Ghost,  " 2  and Paul 
penned the words, "All Scripture is given by inspiration of God, "3 this was nothing new. 
This was merely the Holy Spirit emphasizing and urderlining the fact  that a l l  the prophets 
of the Old Testament and all  the apostles and evangelists of the New Testament wrote 
and spoke a s  they were moved to do  so  by the Holy Ghost. They were a l l  forthtellers , 
men sent  by God who spoke agd wrote a message not their own, For this reason, and 
this reason only, the message of the Apostles and Prophets was to be received. They 
spoke God's Word. They wrote God % Word, He who denied i t  denied i t  a t  his peril; 
he who changed it changed it  a t  his peril; he who would not receive ie  a s  i t  was in truth, 
the Word of God, did so  a f h is  eternal peril, 

It is a l so  significant TO note that one of the reasons prophets agd apostles were 
sen t  by God was because of the request of the terrified children of Israel  that  Moses 
speak to God and then speak to them, They felt that  i f  God spoke to them directly 
they would d i e ,  and therefore they asked God for a mediator who would receive His 
message and then speak to them. All the prophets and al l  the apostles and evangelists 
fulfilled this role. I t  is very significant to  note what God says  of their t a sk ,  "It pleased 
God through the fool ishr~ess  of preaching to  save"  the world. God a l so  spel ls  out this 
task for us through the Apostle Paul, "Preach the Word, be instant in season and out of 
season.  God a l so  speaks to  us through the prophet Jeremiah and says, "He that hath 
my Word, le t  him speak m y  Word faith£ ull y. "6  The emphasis is always on the Word, 
never on the a c t s ,  the ac ts  are merely the glorious fulfillment, the underscoring of the 
divine Word which is ever %rueB ever infallible and ever faithful, 

Exactly how t h e  Holy Spirit inspired the writers we do not know, neither is it 
necessary for us to  know. It is enough for us t o  know that He breathed into the minds 
of the writers the words and thoughts He wanted expressed so that even though they 
might have used sources ,  even. though they spoke in their own vocabulary., they wrote 
God" message, nothing of their owpiii. 

The importance of this doctrine to  the church today can  hardly be over-emphasized. 
So long a s  the church clnngs to  this truth that a l l  the Bible is verbally inspired, infall ible,  
and i n e r r a n w o r d  of God, i t  can confroat the entire world with the message,  'Thus sai th  
the Lord, " $n this doctrine the church finds the certainty of i ts  message, in this doctrine 
i t  finds the completeness of its message,  in this doctrine the church finds %he safeguard 
against  any private in$esyz%retaeions. God at no time and in no place gave any man or 
organization the right in any way to  change, modify or delete anything from His Word or 
to  detract  from the glory of the Word. Dr, Franz Pieper describes the results of the 
denial  of the inspiration of Scripture a s  follows: 

1, The knowledge of Chris tian truth is 10s t and in i ts  place we 
get human dlbusion and ignorance, For i f  any man teach otherwise 
and consentnot  to the wholesome words of our Lord Jesus Christ ,  



a s  we have them in the words of the Apostles a ~ d  Prophets, he is 
bloated and ignorant, s ick about questions and strife of words 
(I Tim. 6:3-4; J o h ~  8:3l-32; John l7:20). If those who deny the 
inspiration of Scripture are not entirely engulfed in human opinions 
and ignorance, it is because inconsistently they disown their 
fa lse  principle and s t i l l  clicg to  portions of the truth revealed in 
Scripture. 

2 ,  Faith,  in the Christian s e n s e ,  is relinquished, s ince 
Christian faith can  exis t  only vis-a-vis the Word of God, Faith 
comes by hearing the Word of God. (Rom, 10:17) 

3 ,  Prayer must be given up, s ince  Christian prayer presup- 
poses the continuing in Christ 's  words, ')If ye abide in Me and My 
words abide in you,  ye shall, a s k  what ye  will ,  and i t  sha l l  be 
done unto you, "(John. 15 : 7) 

4, Victory over death i s  rendered impossible, '"f a man 
keep My saying, he sha l l  never s e e  death.  " (John 8:5l) 

5 .  If we deny inspira"eon, we r e l i ~ q u i s h  the one effective 
means of doing mission work, which cons is t s  in teaching men to  
observe a l l  things whats oeves Christ  has  conmanded His Church. 
  mat^ 22.19) Whoever does not bring the doctrine of Chris tshould 
not be received or treated a s  a Christian t e a c h e ~ ,  (I1 John 9:lO) 

6 We lose  the true Christian unity of the Church, which 
cons is t s  in faith in the Word of Chr is t  (John 8~31-32; Matt, 28:19; 
Eph, 4:3) Luther: 'The Word and the doctrine must effect the 
Christian fellowship and unity, " 

7 .  We relinquish intercourse with God, since God, 
remaining invisible to  us in this l i fe ,  approaches us only through 
His Word, He that does not commurle with God solely by means of 
His Word is holding intercourse only with his own, fan tas ies ,  with 
projections of h i s  human Ego. (I Cor. 13:12, I Tim. 6:3-4) 

8 .  We turn the Christian religion, which is the wisdom 
from above, the wisdom of God which has not '"entered into the 
heart of man"and is a "mystery which was kept secret  since the 
world began but now is made manifest by the Scriptures of the 
Prophets, according t o  the commandment of the everlasting God" 
(I Cor. 2:9; Rom, 1625-26)--this wisdom from above we turn into 
a wisdom "of this world" s ince we l e t  men decide for us what in 
the Scriptures of the Apostles and Prophets is  God" truth and what 
is not God" truth, and how much of Scripture is to be accepted 



and how much rejected. We demolish the divine Jacob" ladder, 
the bridge and the path, which u p i t e ~  heavel~i with this earth, In 
short ,  everything that m3kes Christians of us and keeps us Chris- 
tians , we s"eimuxe i n  pria c i~Te if we depart fvom the truth that the 
Holy Scsip-eures are by i n s  piratio: God's own infallible Word. 

Walther, therefore i~ 1886, c9 year before his death,  induced 
by the attempt s f  model? ~heo l sg ians  t~ make Luther the protector of 
their "liberal" attituck toward Sc~Ipture ,  wrote the following: 

/ 

'Suppose that Luther acfu3lBy. regemled the Bible a s  a book con- 
taining all rnaR.-&er of error, sue of which or.ly the scholars could 
lift the kernel of d i v i ~ e  zrufh, that position would rob the Bible 
Christians only of Luther,  Bu t i t  is a most horrible thing %ha% %he 
theologiaris of the Made~i..;ist fa i th ,  i nc l  uding the Modernist 
Lutherans (without exc-eptio~l, i t  would seem) declare i t  to  be a 
fact  no l e s ~ g e ~  debatable that the Scriptures contain,  besides the 
'good thoughts " of rheir eiuthorq , a l so  hay,  st raw,  a ~ d  stubble,  " 
which'the fire c o ~  sumes , "hat sland robs the Bible Chris"cans 
~o"csnly of a man whom they had heretofore regarded a s  a fairhful 
witness of the truth, but it sobs the Bible Christians of the Bible 
i tself ,  a lamp to their feet  acd a light on their path forever, their 
rod and their staff in t h e  dark valley s f  affliction, in the darkness 
of their last hour! We must say of this so-called Wvine-human 
nature of Scripture, as the te rm i s  understood by modern theolo- 
gians: Beware, beware, I say, of this "divine-hurnan3cripture. 
I t  is a devil" m a s k ,  far at last n t  manufactures such a Bible accor- 
ding to  which I certainly would cob: Care to be a Bible Christian; 
namely that henceforth t h e  Bible should be no more tha.n any good 
book, a book which % would have 6s read with eocstant scrutiny in 
order not to be led f ~ t o  erssr, For if 1 believe t h a ~  the Bible a l so  
contains errors, i t  is to me no l o ~ g e r  a touchstone, but itself 
stands in need of one. Irt a word, it is unspeakable what the devil. 
seeks  with this Vdivf~~e-humaa3 Scripture, '' (Eehre and Wehre . 
1 8 8 6 ) ~  

In this doctrine then fhe church also finds the sxarting point for any discussions in 
doctrine with other church bodies,  Hese is where the spiri t  of a church body must be 
tried, If this doctripe is refused, nothing can or will be gdined by coatir~uing such diS- 
cuss ions ,  A s  Luther said a t  Marburg, so shouJd we a l so  be willing to  s a y  today, that  
the basic  spiri t  i~ such c a s e s  of refusal fo accept verbal inspiration is different, God's 
Word either is the Word of God a ~ d  h e w e  trustworthy in i ts  entirety, or i t  is not the 
Word of God and is not trustworthy and is the word of m n ,  If there is agreement on 
this doctrine, however, there could be agreement on all s ther  doctrines. 

In this doctrine the church a l so  fiadx the guide for i ts  po l i ty ,  for i t  is God" Word 
which lays down the principles by which the church fun,ctions, In the world today 



nearly al l  churches in organizatisnal struceure and polity, in greater or lesser  degree are 
built upon Constantine" triangle. It is al l  impsr"cKt thez; :hat today every effort be made 
to avoid the misuse of power that this triangle inevitably leads to ,  for Constantine's 
triangle inexorably funnels more and more power into the church, making i t  l e s s  and l e s s  
dependent on the foundation of the Apostles and Prophets, ramely the written Word, the 
corners tone being Christ , 

In conclusion, the doctri2e of Verbal and Plenary 1i-aspiratio.n is indeed a 
Scriptural doctrine. It is a doctrine of great beauty and power. It is an article of faith.  
It is of such magnitude and such importance to  the church that actually i t  is not debata- 
ble in the Christian Church. God is the a u ~ h o r  of "re Bible, W e  Bible i s  His Word. 
Who are we to  s a y  this cannot be and is not s o " 2 r ,  Pieper s ays  of the Bible: 

The Bible is a book truly unique. It i s ,  in d%s tfnction from 
the millions of other books in the world , God" Word. I t  is in a 
c l a s s  by i tself ,  1% w e ,  in the e x t e r ~ a l  cwrangement s f  the books in 
a library wished to  show the i m p s r t a ~ c e  and a u t h s ~ i t y  of the books,  
we should have to place the Holy Scriptures s p a  o r e  s ide and all  
the other books on the other s ide .  True, many other books contain 
God's Word; for example , the writings of Luther, Butwhat there is 
of God's Word in the sthex- books is taken from the Bible, I t  is 
entirely true when, Luther in his  methodology for the study of 
theology says  that no other book teaches eternal life (namely, 
correctly) but Scripture alone. Scripture is neither a human nor a 
"'dfvine-human" report on God's W a d  and the ''facts s f  the revela- 
t i o n , "  but is itself the Word of God, That is Luther" position a s  
t o  Scripture, To quote e, for the f i rs t ,  only two short words of 
Luther, He says:  'You. are so to deal with the Scriptures that you 
bear in mind that God Himself is saying this ,  "Ad: '"The Holy 
Scriptures did rest grow on earth. '"s spokesman for the Old 
Lutheran dogmaticians , Gerhard writes: 'There is no real differ- 
ence  between God" Word a ~ d  Holy Scripture. " There is no real 
difference, but only a difference in, expression, between the two 
terms "Holy Scripture says " and "God says .  " "Holy Scripture and 
the Word of God are interchangeable terms. ' "  

We are a t  times apt  to  lose  sight of this truth because the 
Holy Scriptures speak to us in such simple human terms and a l so  
dwell--especially in the Old Testament--on such ordinary affairs 
of life a s  the household, agriculture, stock raising, clothes , food, 
e t c ,  For this reason Holy Scripture fares a s  did Chr i s t in  the days 
when He walked upon this earth. Because Christ was found in 
fashion a s  a man, the Jewish public took Him for a mere man, like 
John the Baptist, E l ias ,  Jeremias,  or one of the prophets. 
(Matt. 16:14) The same thing happens to Scripture, Because the 
Scriptures are written in human language, they are not regarded a s  



God" Word, but placed in one c l a s s  with human books and are 
even criticized by men. For this reason Luther warns in the pre- 
face to  the Old Testament, "I beg and faithfully warn every pious 
Christian not to  stumble a t  the simplicity of the language and the 
stories that will often meet him here. He should not doubt that  
however simple they may seem, these are the very words, judg- 
ments , and deeds of the high majesty,  power, and wisdom of God. 
For this is Scripture, and i t  makes fools of a l l  the wise and prudent 
and is an open book to the small and foolish,  a s  Christ says  in 
Matt ,  11: 2 6. Therefore, dismiss your own thoughts and feelings , 
and think of the Scriptures a s  the loftiest  and noblest of holy 
things,  a s  the richest of mines,  which can never be exhausted, s o  
that you may find the wisdom of God that He lays before you in 
such foolish and simple gu i se ,  in order that He may quench a l l  
pride. " 

--E, P. Kauffeld 
Good Shepherd Lutheran 

Church 
Mankato, Minnesota 
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PRACTICUM. Do you have any ideas which might help the brethren?.  . . One neighboring 
pastor greets h i s  people and visitors not only after se rv ice ,  but before services on Sun- 
day morning. This permits him to  speak a t  length to the visitors without creating the 
after-services traffic jam. 



SASSE L E C T U R E S  

D r . Herman Sasse  of North Adelaide, Australla, in  this country for some special  
lecturing this  winter, was guest  speaker a t  a gathering of over one hundred pastors,  
teachers ,  and laymen in Mankato, Minnesota,  on March 8 ,  1965, 

The Lutheran Synod staff is making an! earnest  effort "c prepare a digest  
of Dr, S a s s e i s  two well-received lectures ,  which digest  will begin to  appear in the June 
i ssue  of this publication, To give our readers a l i t t le foretaste of what we hope to  have 
in store for them we herewith submi t the  t i t les of these presentations. The first On 
"The Impact of Modern European Theology on America2 Lurheranism with special  refer- 
ence to  Re Bultmamnk demythologization of the New Testament, " The second had the 
general t i t le , ' T k  Lutheran World Today, '"-Ed, 

Nils C. Oesleby , Your Neiqhbor's Place. A Defense of the Lutheran Division of the 
Decalog and an Exposition of the Seventh, Nfnth and Tenth Commandments. 
(Mimeographed) Published by the author a t  3310 Fern Court, Eau Claire,  Wisc.  , 
1963, 78 p p , ,  $3.95,  

"How m a n y  commandments are there in the decakog ? Ten, of course,  because 
d.e.c.a.log means ten words and because ,  according to Deuteronomy 4:13, ten items of 
obligation were written on the two pieces of stone.  " So begins Pastor Oesleby's remark- 
able monograph on the ten commandments. Most of us would give the same answer to  
the gues tion and would be acutely uricomfortable about our answer, We know that a 
large part of the church makes a single commandment of the ninth and tenth,  and divides 
another commandment into two parts.  Which is the right division? Hs the Lutheran 
scheme of division correct ? If there are two commandmenrs dealing with covetousness , 
thew what is the distinction between them? All of us have heard many unsa"csfactory 
explanations. 

We are  accustomed to  explaining each of the commandments in positive and 
negative terms--that which is commanded and that which is forbidders, We have taught 
that before an  overt a c t  of s in  takes  place des i r e ,  l u s t ,  covetou%aess, has  already s m i t -  
ten the heart .  Then why the ninth and tenth commandments? If marriage is protected in 
the sixth commandment, then why the second reference to  a man's wife in the tenth? 
Are the ten commandments repetitious ? Are there,  in fact ,  l e s s  than ten commandments ? 

Rev. Oesleby has faced these questions squarely and honestly and has emerged 
with a scholarly defense of the term decalsg whfch leaves no doubt that  there are ten 
separate and dis t inct  commandments in the law of God, It is curious that the church 
has  not been more diligent in i t s  s tudies  of the decalog; indeed remarkable, inv iew of 
the fac t  that  nothing in Holy Scripture would seem to be better established than the 



basic  content of the commandments. Perhaps a careful study of the ten commandments has 
not been regarded a s  a serious theological problem and has not been a divisive denomina- 
tional i s sue ,  

The study before us provides fresh insights into the problems dealt  with and 
suggests  a real  clarification of an apparent inconsistency in the commandments. The 
work appears to have been a labor of love pursued over a period of many years. The 
references reveal an impressively wide reading in a broad range of sources.  The mate- 
rial is well organized and written in a compressed s tyle  that brings solid substance into 
the compass of a relatively brief monograph, 

The author ca l l s  our a"rention to the fact  that there are a t  l ea s t  four current 
l ist ings of the commandmenlts , Jewish, Catholic,  Lutheran and that of other Protestants. 
If the number ten were not s o  indelibly Zinked with the commandments, some religious 
groups would probably l i s t  eight, others nine,  and some even eleven, Some list ings 
prefer the text i2 Deuteronomy 5:S-21; others Exodus 20:1-7. 1nterpre"ttions of the 
decalog c l a sh  in dis"cnguishing between '"Thou sha l t  not commit adultery, " and "Thou 
sha l t  not covet thy neighbor's wife" and in distinguishing between "Thou shal t  not 
s t ea l "  and "Thou sha l t  not covet anything that is thy neighbor's. " These are only some 
of the questions raised by the author. Surely, i f  Law and Gospel are significant con- 
cepts  in biblical theology the problems suggested by the author deserve careful atten- 
tion and earnest  study, 

After dealing with Luther's views on the question of the division and meaning of 
the commandments, and after calling our attention to the changes in Luther's position 
af ter  15 28 , the author goes on to  consider the writings of a number of scholars who have 
been concerned about the problems connected with the decalog. The interpretations of 
Zacharias Ursinus (1534-83) , co-author of the Heidelberg Catechism, that of Philo, 
Or igen and others ,  those of the Talmud, s f  Augustine , Thomas Aquinas , and Peter 
Canisi-as are considered, Luther had followed the tradition of Augustine and Aquinas up 
to 1528. After 1529 Luther was following the school of thought represented by Wycliffe 
and Richard Rolle who based their interpretation of the afnth and tenth commandments on 
the Exodus text.  The views of several  post-Reformation scholars are a l so  considered in 
the author's survey of the l i t e ramre  of the problem of the commandments. 

The body of the monograph now proceeds to  a careful analysis  of the meaning of 
the word covet.  This is followed by a detailed consideration of the l a s t  s ix  commandments. 
Rev. Oesleby s e e s  in each of them the divine blessing given to  man for the protection of 
a particular and specific treasure. The fifth commandment protects the treasure of l i f e ,  
the sixth the treasure s f  marriage, and the eighth the treasure of one % good name. 
Three commarndments protect the treasure of property; the seventh,  personal property; 
the ninth,  the treasure of one 's  inheritance in the earth; and the tenth,  one ' s  labor 
force. These treasures are more briefly characterized a s  by the terms capi ta l ,  l and ,  and 
labor, 



Sins against  a l l  of these commandments ar ise  in the heart ,  The s in  of covetousness 
is not only related to the ninth and t e ~ t h  commandments. Evil desires  precede the com- 
mission of the overt ac t  in the others a s  well ,  The fact  t h a ~  covetousness is explicitly 
forbidden in the ninth and t e ~ t h  commandments should nor obscure the fact  that,though 
only implicit i n  the others,  i t  is no l e s s  a subs tmt ive  prohibi"l02 in each of them and is 
equally designed to  protect a specif ic treasure. 

An important service rendered by this useful monograph l ies  i c  the clarity with 
which i t  dist inguishes between t h e  sixth and tenth comma~dments and i t s  illuminating 
analysis of the three kinds of property protected by the decalrug. These are c lassi f ied 
in the three bas ic  categories sf wealth and the produetian of w e a l ~ h ,  The seventh pro- 
tects  our capit& our money and goods; those t h i ~ g s  usually referred to as personal 
property. The ninth commandment dea ls  with our inkaerita~ce,  the home and land that is 
our birthright. The tenth commandment sees a wife,  servants ,  and even domestic 
animals , a s  a labor force deserving of protection, 

The author h a s ,  not improperly, found certair  insights iuto the solution of his 
problem in  a reading of the economic theory of Henry Geroge. Though we can find no 
fault  with the analysis of the distinction between the ninth and tenth commandments 
illuminated by the theory of Henry Gesoge, an appeal to  this authority must be made 
with extreme caution in view of seme implications of the theory that are not relevant to 
an  inkrpretatiow of the commandme~ts ,  and in view of economic implications that have 
generally been found unacceptable t o  the mainstream s f  America-1 economic thought. 

The monograph c loses  with c o ~ c r e t e  recommendations for revision of cateche"cca1 
and instructional materials suggested by the re-interpretation of the decalog , These 
suggestions, and the monograph as a whole, deserve diligent study and a wide distribu- 
t ioa0 Everyone engaged in teaching the commandments will do s o  with greater clari ty 
for having read Rev. Oesleby 's  careful and comprehensive study. 

I t m a y  be predicted that a disinclination to  trouble oneself over what may be 
regarded a s  minor questions will prompt an  inclina"csfon to " le t  well emugh  alone" with 
respect to  a reconsideration of the decalog, We believe that the author has done the 
church a service in accepting the challenge of apparent incorsls tencies  in our inter- 
pretation of the ten commandments, Everything i n  Holy Scripture is significant; not 
l ea s t  the law of God. The Psalmist wrote: "I love Thy commandments. " The monograph 
before us c loses  with the prayer: "May the Holy Spirit enlarge the hearts of many 
through fai th  in Jesus Christ tQ ever  fuller and deeper appreciatforr;, of a9d obedience to 
each of the %en CommandmenSs and to a n  appreciatfor1 of Luther's Small Catechism a s  a 
faithful presentation of both law and gospel,  '" 



Harry N. Huxhold, The Promise and the Presence. St ,  Louis: Concordia Publishing 
House,  1965, 252 pp . ,  $4.50. 

After reading this book, one cannot but repeat the words of Jacob,  "The voice is 
Jacob 's  voice,  but the hands are the hands of Esau. " Genesis 27:  22. The label of the 
publisher is Concordia, but i t  represents a new voice in preaching in the Missouri 
Synod; that voice is neo-orthodoxy. The book contains a ser ies  of sermons generally 
based on Old Testament texts.  Several things struck the reader a s  odd. There is the 
word of appreciation in the Introduction, expressing thanks to a Hebrew rabbi for 
insights given into the Old Testament (p. 2) . And the reviewer is not an  anti-Semite! 
There is the constant emphasis that God reveals Himself through His ac t s .  Even where 
the author speaks of Christ a s  the final Word of God, Scripture seems to be pointedly 
ignored, e . g o  , pp. 115 -17. There is the constant emphasis on the confrontation of the 
sinner by God in many situations , s o  that the Gospel is presented in forms which are 
rather different from what has been done in the past ,  I t  would seem to this reviewer 
that this book of sermons is a study on what the so-called "Position Two" in the 
Missouri Synod's statement on inspiration and revelation means to  preaching. 

--Glenn E , Reichwald 

BOOIlS RECEIVED FOR REVIEW 

Mention of the followiag books does not mean that they will not receive an 
extended review later,  

F. V. N. Painter, Luther on Education. St. Louis: Concordia Publishing House,  n o  d .  . 
282 pp . ,  $l ,95.  

Friends of Christian education will be happy to  s e e  that Concordia has  not per- 
mitted this old stand-by to  go out of print but has  issued i t  again in a paperback edition. 
If anyone does not know the importance of Christian education and the Christian's  
responsibility in this a r ea ,  hand him this book to  read. 

Donald Grey Barnhouse, God's Heirs. Grand Rapids: Eerdmans Publishing Co. , 1963, 
244 pp . ,  $4.50. 

Dr. Barnhouse, a noted Presbyterian preacher, presents a se r ies  of 21 sermons 
based on Romans 8:l-39, 



Harry N. Huxhold , Resp0nsiv.e Table - for Familjes , St ,  Louis: Concordia 
Publishing House,  1964, 32 p;p,, $ .50.  

The t i t l e  explains the booklet,  

Sherwood Eliot Wir t ,  Magnificent Promise. Chicago: Moody Press ,  1964, 129 pp. , 

Pastors looking for thoughts for a spec i a l  s e r i e s  ~f sermons will  find food for 
thought in, t h i s  se r ies  of eight  sermons on the Beatitudes. 

Harry N. Huxhold , Bless We the Lord. St .  Louis: Concordia Publishing House,  1963, 
123 p p , ,  $2,00.  

This paperback contains a s e r i e s  of devotional  guides for the Church Year, with 
Scripture s e l ec t i ons ,  hymns, devotional  emphases ,  and prayer emphases for each  day.  

E. F. Engelbert , A Stil l  Small Voice. Grand Rapids: Eerdmans Publishing House,  1965, 
226 p p , ,  $3 ,50 ,  

This smal l  volume contains  39 sermons,  most following the church year ,  but 
a l s o  some for spec ia l  occasions  , written by Missouri  Synod pastor who spent most of 
h is  ministry in inner mission work in  Baltimore. The sermons are  a delight  to read. 

Merrill F. Unger, m e r i s  Bible : Zechariah, Grand Rapids: Zondervan 
Publishing House ,  1963, 275 pp. , $6.95. 

This conservative commentary on Zechariah is marred by i t s  obvious chiliasm. 

NOTE: All books reviewed in th is  periodical may be ordered from the Lutheran Synod 
Book Company, Mankato,  Minnesota.  




