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THE IMPACT Of BULTMANNHSM ON AMERICAN LSTTI-EKRBNISM, WiPH 
SPLCIAL REFERENCE TO HIS DEMl*THOLOGIZATHON Of THE NEW TESTAMENT 

by Dr, Herman H, Sasse  

The art~rsle whu h appea8s here under the name of Dr, Sas se  was a l e c t ~ r e  
h e  delivered to a free etlanference s f  over 100 pastors,  teachers and laymen 
sr LMaskats, Ml~t-iesota, on March 8 ,  1965, I t  was an informal lectme and 
Dr ,  Sass€ has not bad t h e  spportunnty to check this  material  which was ta- 
ken  off the taped record of his lecture,  This conference was sponsored by 
Betk;as.cy E~:~.he~.ln Ser~ainav sf M a n k a t s ,  

This +9pf@ which YOU hdve  assigned to m e  should be deal t  with by an  A n ~ r i c a n ,  for 
you American thealogians know better than 1 do what the actual imp;act s f  modem Ecrspean 
Theology, especial.ly of f$t~lt:~anqisrr;, _is, BUT, i t  might serve far the elarifimtion sf: 
the sxt~iation of: s:,. L,,.therar Church and theology i f  1 spoke to you ,  from m y  own back- 
g s o u ~ d  and experlenre ,, about the church-histo%-ical importa;.hce of this mavexlent and what 
i t  mesas fo r  ysj 3 r d  for the Luathsran Ghurch throughout the worldo 

317-1 order to driders~agd W:d.%t:?annd one must understand the history of European, and 
e s p e c ~ a l l y  Geman t h ~ o l s g y  , ir: t h k  century, It was not accidental  that  B~ltmann edited 
and augmented with a new preface H a r n a c k k  famous book, What L C & i s t i a n i ~ y ? ,  in 
1951. 'This l i t t le book, lectures which Harnack had given at the turn of the century for 
s t ~ d e n t s  of a l l  the  £jct , l t ies  in the University of Berlin, htld a meaning similar for the 
twentieth centviy as S c h l e i e a r a ~ l a c h  addresses  had for the theology of the nineteenth 
century, In this book the liberal theology found i t s  climax, Theare is no other publicac- 
tion which had such an impact a t  that  time on the English speaking world, Translated 
into many languages: Harnackb book became the great catechxsrn of liberal theology for 
modern pmtestant theology., in this countty a s  well, But when Bultmann edited this book 
to  celebrate the fffrzeth anniversaary- of i ts  appearance, he wrote a preface in which he 
stated h i s  dxvergence Prom Hasnack, He in strong terms disassociated himself f rom the 
liberalism of H a r ~ a c k ,  which was based on an  sptirnistie view s f  man and of the world, 

BuEtqann did not want to be a liberal. A liberal is a maw who believes an the ability 
of maQ and mankll-id to solve their own problems and who believes in progress, Haarnack'~ 
theology had fstind its expressf~kdn in the famous statement that  "the nature s f  Christianity 



is love fer C;_;t~d z ~ d  tlhe rlcbghbax. " - A S  is the SO$ of God bec3cse h e  has a knowledge 
of God as EC other m31: h a s ,  :<'in one knows the  Y ~ I _ ~ E T  b ~ t  the So=, T h ~ s  %S for hi% the 
m e a n h g  cf "Scs cf God, " 92 othe:  w~ards, Jes~ts  l a ,  far H a r , ~ _ a e k ,  eae of the great  re- 
l igioas gez;:i~iset;-?s ever:: great g e m ~ t  . a g e n i w  of simgllficatlor.. W e  has destroyed 
the f a k e  ,idea o! God as b ~ ; s q  a GI-~d  of wr3rh. Ha rnack  ca-e frnc- !he schcol of Ritschl 
who had e s t - a b l l s h e d  the 2;tmistic view t h a t t h e  kiznvan soul is (c3b:e b y  way of religious 
experiences dncl e:hr&al devel~pxer : r ,  ta estahlxsh h k r e  I;? earth ethical  society which 
might be cslled 'The 3i~;gd r ? ~  of 6.c-~d ' I  The falth of Jesllrs is t h e  belief in, God the Father: 
not t h e  So:> b ~ t  t h ~  i'ht'r.e~ belorrgs I:] the Gospel,  : h ~  C>ospel as Jesrls has proclaimed i t .  
The gsea",h$~tl;r)r~;;?~, r7f dayma d i d  awsy w c h  the  dogpa of the ~h:srzb; dagzra was some- 
t h n g  .r~k~ich wss cf -tra~;r;itsry ~rrnor tance .  As L ~ E  chcnrch sf t he  aw:x~zlt wcrld had to de- 
velop cer-ralr\ foi~+i%s nf r .o , . i~ r i t '~~ t~ i , r~  to preserve  the (;osgc! iri tbe wodd so it had t ~ ?  de- 
velop f h ~  d~g;r;r-i ~ 2 s  t h e  hC~!-d s h c l l  c;i ~ h ~ l o s o p 2 ; f c d  thought and y h i l o a o ~ h ~ z a l  farrnglas t o  
preserve the C:13nel ~r! t h e  w o ~ l d ,  The Gospel 1s ?cthiny. r L e  birr the rsessage of Godds  
eternal lave for , - : ~ k ~ , r : d  a ~ ~ ~ d  ~ ~ r e u : k  ~ & I v a t l o z  tklro-~gg?, a c c e g t l ~ g  tbls love,  . . . 

Now, what has h 2 p p e n ~ d  1- E:~rszg)k? I remember the third ef A G ~  IS:, 1914, The 
Unive r s i~y  of Ser? l?n W ~ S  ~ ~ 1 e b Y ~ t ~ c g  its (:~nr;1em0ratm day .  ?'he thiird war the day that 
King Wll l lax IIJ hdd e~tabl~sked thss rnnivers!'by as the grea; uriiversily ~ r i  whlck; the 
ideals  of G ~ S T Y I I ~ F ~  sS17*:7id he r ec3 l i z~d~  Al: t h e  t l i - - w  ~f Xapoleoi.., , when Ge~rna3-y was a t  
the lcwesit ebb (:I i t s  pnl..itical existence " c h e  r;ll-)wer P J ~  :he rn i3d , t h e  great power of Ger- 
mar,  idealrsm , was co retae-vv the G~rrnar: r , = ~ t ~ o n ,  Th;s TMS:-: thr; idea that the gxeat Univer- 
saty of BerlE~ was  f a ~ n d e d  LIZ, I t  was 012 & h d ~  third of Augwst tkat th'ic ~zommemcra%$sn was  
held i c  the great  a s s e r n b i ~  hall. O I J E S ; ~ ~ ,  on the avenTz?!e, the troops m a r c h e d ;  war had 
broken OL", And QY xfne pls",fsr:~, c ~ c e  c o ~ l d  see t h e  g r e ~ ~ t  rrzsstc"r~frrds sf German science.  
There was, fcr insrance,  my g r ~ a :  i t ~ a c h e r ~  W~lhelrn M o I l ~ : ; d o ~ f ,  the ~ ~ a c h ~ r  in c l .ass lcse  
H e  c o ~ l d ~ ' +  s t dp  the tears; h e  h e w  was golng or,.. Eeside bin; was Ehlwart Norden. 
Norden, wds r ~ y  :ec ;ch~r  ln Lat;!i,  2nd every NeW'=es%lnent rnaq i(;lrp:r\.s h m  as the investi-  
gator s f  the liturglizal languag~ cf t h e  ;3ncient w o r l d ,  Alroadv on the day when the a s s a s i -  
nation s f  ",he crown Prr:;ce .sf Wustrri.3 became known =it., the ~ z d  of ~uB-E-, 19141 he sa id  to  
u s  on thax Mcnddy  ::lorrrjng, I F 1  a[r 20t able ti; csncer,:ra:e m y s e l f  o~ a lecture in Lat in ,"  
(he used to give h l s  l e c t ~ r e s  ln idstin beca~-~..;r he wanted :3 h d ~ e  rhe stirdents who really 
took their s;!hjecr s e rm. s Jy - )  Arid then.  ke s ~ a r t e d  intn h ~ s  l c c i ~ r e  in  German. He s a i d ,  
" T h i s  will be the girel;%r c~tastriapine of E a m p e . "  1 4 9 ~  t h ~ j  ~ 3 " f ~ s t r o ~ k i  ca"nea,. We saw 
the faces af !-farnack, oSI I:itl:asrr:ar!n, of K d r l  Holl  , the ~iA1eag::e of Hesrndek; we s a w  the 
great, ssi@ntiat .s  and i n e d l c d  rrcul--f3o-ahgeffer aqd, others; SdTN oup the l e c t ~ r e  platform 
M a x  P l a n c k ,  the great pkyslcris-t dr?d the creator cf t h e  theory sf the qua~-;%urn, He gave 
h i s  academic address as  aE Arch:medes, raatrregardsng what was  gcing or~k 13 the military 
and polstxed world. He spr?ke on the  great problem of the pringzxpae cf ca~nsalixy In 
modern phys  19::s -'- " I\/Itls t rh is pr:relgle be g i v ~ n  u& ""'7~;: will remember t h a t  thf s was 
the  age of " e h e  great tr3nait1~1lrg i n  sc aence. Bipl 1905 , Ne7~tc- .nk view of -the v ~ ~ ~ r l d  was 

-t definitely s m s s h ~ d  bv Errs tc l r l 's  t h e ~ r y  c ~ f  refat lvity, ~lre cjrre~t icn was I "Gar. the prin- 
ciple of cdsssality- be mm-ita:~~eCq ? j 1  PZSTIC~ came to the concJusnon, "We r n x t  maintain 
it for the time beazg, b ~ t -  there r ~ r g h t  come a -t-,Srye ~ 3 ~ h e n  phys ic s  bas so give rip th is  
principle. " The t i ne  s a x e  in 1927 when Heisenberg with his tnew theory, showed that  
there 1s r,o absz l~ze  c a l ~ s a l ~ y  a:id +that  t h e  laws 9 f  n2t~r t .  ase 3aw3 of sratfstics rather 
than laws ~f absalvte  vahdity,  E rrientnon this to ohow y o u  t h s t  t h i ;  is a century of 
tremendous c h a n g e s , .  . This TK+S ~ J S O  t he  t i m e  when the great  eschatology was  redis-  
covered by A I b e ~ t  Scbwelcz~s  and l ed  hlx t~ give  t ~ p  h i s  great cxareer as a theologian and 
t o  go i n t o  the sj?.titude of the primitive forests In A i r r c a ,  4t was s tine of terrlfic revolu- 
t ion .  

Now, this revel:itls-s becawlc qui te  evident in t h e  f8118vviplg years, Three years  
l a t e r ,  on the thir . - i . - f~rst  of 0crcabe.r , l:r xhe sarvse yon3 , a celebrtitic~rg, was being held 



The University celebrated the 400th anniversary of the Reformation. Karl Holl was the 
speaker,  and he gave his  famous address: "What Did Luther Understand By ~ e l i g i o n ? "  
From this thirty-first of October, 1917, the rebirth of Lutheran theology da te s ,  not only 
in Germa.17y, but a l so  in Scandinavia, 

Karl Holl had been a colleague of Harnack. He was a great scbolar--in many re- 
spec ts  greater than Harnack, in whose shadow he always stood. He was a great man in 
Patrist iss,  His  edition of Epiphanius is famous, even among the philologists, a s  one 
of the greatest  editions of an ancient author. He was an expert in the history and 
doctrine of the Eastern Ostbodox church, He knew Russian and read st fluently. He was 
a t  the same time the great man who tried to  revive the studies of the Reformation. And 
it was his  great disappointment that in those years that he stayed in Berlin, no one 
showed any such  i n ~ ~ r e s t  i n  the Reformation. He wrote a little book, shortly before the 
Firs t World W a r - - L m s  A o m e  af, : What Does It Mean to Modern Man? 
He tried to  show Gat. Luther's doctrine of justification is the doctrine of the New Testa- 
ment, I t  is in the Eew Testamentthat j'esus appears a s  the Savior of sinners,  "Fis f ac t  
distinguishes Christianity from all other religions. In a l l  other religions,  God wants 
relationship with the holy man, with the saint .  Ynu must be koly to have contact with. 
God. But Jesus seeks  the smners: the Gospel is for sinners; Christianity is a religion 
for sinners; ]us tlfieation by faith is THE Gospel. This message was not understood by 
anyone except for a few faithful pupils in the time before 1914. Why Not? First ,  i t  is 
against a l l  reason that a sinner can  be nearer to  God "can a righteous man, And what is 
a sinner ? The doctrine of s in  and grace seemed to  be dead in those years of liberalism 
and progress, 

But now in 1917, there was a completely different situation. The year 1917 was the 
great turning point in the his tory of Europe. Never, perhaps, has  Europe started a new 
year in such anxiety and despair  a s  the new year of 1917. I t  is worthwhile to read the 
newspapers and church papers of that time, The war could not be decided, In va in ,  
the Central Powers and the Allies had tried to smash each other, The fronts were fixed 
and nothing could be done but  .to throw into the fire of the g rea tba t t l e s  more and more 
human lives withaoz any result. Jn neither Flanders nor in France nor on %he Eastern 
front could a decision be made, All European nations los t  their youth; the blossom of 
the European nations was killed in these vas"cateria1 batt les.  I t  was a ".,me of despair .  

But,  then, on Good Friday of this year America entered the scene and Wilson, in his 
famous speech ,  ended with the words, "Amerjca can do no other, God helping her,  " and 
declared war on the Central Powers. Also in the spring of 1917, the Kerensky Revolution 
took place in R'ussia and was followed by the Bolshevik Revolution in October. I remem- 
ber that day,  On the 3 ls t  of October, the same day when Holl had given his famous 
address to  the university and church dignitaries in Berlin, we had our service on the 
front. The preacher, a member of the consistory in Magdeburg, was chaplain of our di- 
vision. 1 shal l  never forget that wet ,  autumn day in Belgium, when we were assembled 
before we went into the great battle of Passchendaele that this man preached on Luther a s  
a great German leader. And then he came to his main topic: "We must win the war; and 
there are three great men who guarantee the victory; these are the Kaiser, Hindenburg and 
Ludendorf. " (We used to  ca l l  this his trinity, and I a s  a candidate of theology had 
always to l is ten to  the comments of the people who had to  l is ten to  such  sermons; this 
was the Prussian church of that  time.') After the service,  the Lord" Supper was cele-  
brated; some people went to receive Holy Communion, and then we went up to Passchen- 
daele.  We were a hundred and fifty men, fully equipped and a full company, On the 
sixth we came back and s ix  men reported. The others were killed or had disappeared in 
the f i re ,  the water and the gas of one of the worst batt les of the First World War. When 
we came back,  we heard of the Russian Revolution. 



T h i s  was t h e  year of destSny for Europe, The "co great. world powers of the future-- 
America and Bsashevik Russia--bad ectered the scene, and the history sf Europe was 
changing. What did this mean for theology'? The students who went into the battle- 
fields of the Fir: b Wcrld War with Harplack" theology, lost  this theology, YOU can 
perhaps live or, t h i s  in  hapoy times,, but yo3 can" die with it,, ar,d s o ,  the liberal theology 
and the ap timds tic view- of rnan died in the catas"trophe of the First W o ~ l d  War, It was 
followed by the tevolutions i n  Genn3ny and in Austria and i t  was followed by the politi- 
c a l  reprisals. A t  that t i m e ,  Germany was the battlefield; Russia tried to make Gemany 
communist, and the years of d i s t r e s s ,  of hunger and inflation were destroying the las t  
of what had r e z a ~ n e d  of op~imism. 

In those years a great revolution began in a l l  f ie lds  of life: in the field of theology 
too, On t h e  one h a n d ,  we who bad been students of Holl suddenly began to  realize 
that the Luthera.2 Reformation neank scsmethhing a l s o  for modem. mankind, "Man is 
nothing, and nothing is l e f t  to  as b u t  to despair  of o~lrselves  and hope in Christ. I '  This 
word of L~t.,her% bbecarne impactant to oQr generation, We began to study Luther, the 
Confessions , and the Bible, 

This Lutberar; movement found its parallel in the Reformed Church. Here I must 
mention the great name of Karl Barzh, who became the leader ~f the great movemento 
You must never forget that in the twent ies ,  a whole generation of German tkologSans 
had disappeared, Switzerland and Sweden had the theologians, and so  the great Swiss 
theologians took slrer the leadership, The Swedes took the field of Luther research, but 
a deeper movement arose in Switzerland. Karl Barth, w a s ,  a s  you know, the son of a 
Reforzed professor. of theology. Hi s  father was professor of ancient church history and 
the New Testament in Base&, a conservative man, Karl Barth had studied before the First 
World Waf i n  Easel. In Berlin he had studied with Hamack, and in Marbtarg he was 
brought up in the highest f c rm  of modern theology of that time--the great historical and 
liberal theology of .that era, His friend , Eduard Thurneyser! , his  contemporay and his 
neighbcr in -the S w s s  partshes irr which they served,  had gone through the same develop- 
ment. Beth were 3% the same sime men well trained in philosophy and interested in 
public affairs, 1.a Swjtzerland a t  that time a rellgioaas socialllssr, was arising out s f  the 
heritage of Hsrnafin Kutter. In the l a s t  analysis, i t  goes back to the two Blurnhardts 
in the l9Ph cer? t~ :cy ,  'Fke older Rlsimkssrdt in Guttenburg and Born was the one who had 
rediscovered, irk an era of liberalism, the Jesus of the Gaspc$;. He was the man, who 
by personal experlenccis in pas  tolrrlll care came to understand Jesus as the healer,  the 
man who expelled the demcns. It was one of h is  great experiences that when he was in 
his congregation, there was a s ick girl who was obviozsly possessed by a demon, He 
exorcised her and with a terrific c ry ,  "Jesus is Victor! " "1es-d~ i s t  Sieger! " the demon 
left  her. After that, for Blunhardt, the Kingdom of God was a reality. "Jesus is Victor"-- 
the y-~ang Swiss tkeolagiar had learned that,  Blurnhard t k  son had transferred that into 
the field of socaal. p ~ l l t i c s ,  He joined the socfalis t party because he was ~f the opinion 
that  the v i c t ~ r y  of xestls ;rlr,st be won a l so  in the field sf the social  l ife,  Karl Barth, 
through this i ~ f l u e n c e ~ b e c a m e  a religious soc ia l i s t ,  a member of the social is t  party and 
has  always remained a social is t  which explains s o  much of h i s  nature, 

These two s7e.1, B a r 3  ad, Thumeysen were in thear way unique persons. These were 
two preachers for whoa the one great t a ~ k  of life was the sermon which they had to 
preach next Sunday, I ~ Q  the time before the First: Wcrld War, ',he great problem of prac- 
tical, theology had always been,  as the t i t le of a famous book says,  "Haw do we preach 
to modern maw:?'' Row da we ecsmm~~r_icate the Gospel '? This question did not ex is t  for 
these two men. Their  only qfrestion w a s ,  "WHAT do we preach?" ,  "What shal l  I c ry?"  
This q9estie;lp was born in  the hearts s f  men who with their whole heart were nothing e l s e  
but p-eachers cf the Gospel and did noz want to  be anything e l se ,  





great  ~vel;:, 'r'c:~, r - ~ c s t  be brgadninded , brethren, tn this  respect ,  You s e e ,  Karl 
Barrh, wrth all hx; lii- :r?tio?s, (whlcb P krmw h~x:er than any of y3u) b d ~ n g s  to the 
great  rLeF ~f ~ J S  era-<-like Zins te i l~ ,  or l ike Planck in sc ience ,  or like s ther  g r e a t n e n  
who are significant, in phn los~phy  or history8 m7ho b r o ~ g h t  about change,  

Nor-, E3:f".s 'heology, when h e  wss  cal led to Gatt ixgez,  firs: as professor of 
Reforged ~kec4agy  and :hen to  Mu2s:er for the chair of systematic rheology and then 
to Bc.rm, c-cd :ced the great dcgmatics which ycil kn3wO If yo9 w a ~ t  to -~nderscand this 
dogma:ics I-: ~l\:bich his oiniJi dev~!spqc.e?r expresses ftself , yclr n u s t  ~ndesstasnd that 
t h i s  1s. 3" ~ c . I E , ~ : ~ F ) ~  to b2ild up s QEW t h e c l ~ g y  corresponding to the GIz7~ber.slehre of 
S c = ; h l ~ f e r ~ a c h e r ,  

-1  lie sts:i.iqg peini := Dogma*ics in t h e  Wcid of Gcd. If theology TS the Ward of 
God, h e  s 3 y ~  , then  WE nus: stsct wit'-. the doc trine of the  Word of G3d ;, And so he 
give,- r h e  d ~ c r : m ~  of  he Wcrd of God, speaking f i rs t  of the Word 1nca:nate. -then of 
the Word wP:t-el- i~ xhc Script-~res, sod the whole p;aclanation of the Ward in the C h u r ~ h ,  
I-ctenrlor.311?7, h e  puts S c r i p r ~ r e s  i;, s ~ c c r , d  plsce  , in order to w a i d ,  as he says, making 
Sc r lp tu~e  a "pacer pope, '"e -trr,es to understand the Woid of God fro= the Incarnation 
of Christ, A r d  h ~ s  Prolegoxeg3 thereface contairs the e ~ t i r e  dcacztrine of the Holy Trin- 
ity; ~ t 2 ~ t i n q  1fi73th the retvelatron i n  Jeses @hrisL h e  goes to rhe fu41 doctripe of the 
Tripritb . % x - 3  r,here he develro~s h i s  d sc t r i~ i e  cf the Ward of God and ther! roves to 
the doctrnw :I! God , a l w + . ~  &he- "Friu-ze God, God mrs ~ d e  ef Chipist dr,ee not exas t far 
him, I t  nay  be t h a t  we know something of the exis tence of God , but this r s  ~heo lag i -  
calBy cf La importance, Everytkii~,g i~ ~ a x e n e r a t e d  i~ Christ, 

Brz the second part of the f lsst  voltlxe there is a ch5p$t.,r which appeased in the f i rs t  
version s f  Lhc degi-axs---"The Miracle of Christmas. " &re B x t h  rn8kes one s f  the 
firiesr defenses  of t h e  dogma of' t h e  Virgin 819th~ a ~ d  eveiy tbeolsgiarr should study this 
chapter, I-le sTands sqararely 07 this dogma ~ l \ r b i ~ h  means s o  m-~.-eh, fl=r h i m ,  For Barth, 
the incarnatn,an i s  : h ~  import51-ht t h i ~ g ,  not SO nUch  the cross , r,oi so much the resurrec- 
tion, but the i ~ c a r ~ a t l o n ,  Phis ds the grest  mkacie, and the  raxhcr gredt miracle is the 
bodily resurrectlo? of C h r 2  t and t h e  e a p t y  gravG. In these poizrs he was really 
renewing the d o c n i n e  of the C h r c h .  IT was astonishing to see, in  Gerqany,  for ins tance,  
after 1927 w h e ~  he caqe 84ut with his  doetrine ox the Virgin B i u h ,  that  suddenly- this 
dogma sgdln beca3e  a subject en which one crosald speak in good theological socie ty ,  
The best ceviem~ c ~ f  Karl Earth"  i s  , perhaps,  f % ~ k ~ d ~ @ r ' ~  522 
Grace in %e 
0_____)-___D 

ef Karl -- as appreared at Llrerdmans , c k  edi- 
thoi~1)~ The ? C ~ L C ' -  QC Karl BarthBs de?~xr i~?e  is grace--$be grace of Christ. HE" sees i t ,  for 
ins tance ,  in his  d ~ s t r i n e  cl the creation; h e  develops the  connection between Chrislology 
and creat icc ,  The d c t r i n e  of ~zeat lon does not belong orily to the firs: sr t ic le  but a l so  
to the xecacd article, '" bbelievc. in Qrze Cad ,  the Father Almighty. ndkezp of heaven and 
ear th ,  and of all things visible ard  ~ n v i s l b l e  , AND 1x1 one Lord Jesus Christ , 
whom a l l  t h ings  are vade, " TkL; is the New Testament doctrine; this is the doctrine of 
Paul in F ' j r s t  Corirrhians; this is the docrrine of Hebiews, and ttls is the  doctrine of St .  
John, "You  can ' t  iznders ta~d r h ~  c r ea t i ons , "  he says ,  "9;nle;c you know Jesus Christ." 
And so ,  i.t_ is a C b r i s t o c e s r  dogmatics, En G"hris-tolsgy, Barth draws up a r;ew scheme,  
always with grace ir, the celrer ra ssch a degree that  the question has been a sked ,  
whether h e  i s  or i s  not a 1s2lversalis t ,  E m f 1  Brunner is not quite  wrong when he says 
that at  l e a s t  i t  Ieads ts a universalism. S i r ,  Bartb has  never quite taken seriously-- 
s i n ,  devil , 3rd death.  sir! , devi l ,  this is all  nothingness , & Here laes the 
great  l imi ta t ion  

Now, I d.sq'.t. wan* r s  g o  01? w7rf17 this;  1 want only to show y . 0 ~  what this 
h a s  ~ e a ~  t in Gscwany , espe~ii312y 3 13ce Karl Earth is a charming person and a man of 



tcesrlends~s %nE1ience on cxhers. He was, whar we call in Geanariy a F?h,rer;-,atx: he 
became t h e  EftYer nf :he G O ~ ~ F S S ; P ~  C ? x ~ h  ,, (I r e ~ e m b e r  a: o ? ~  meeting ir. Leipzig, 
the %a~tZ%er,m b ? s k c p ~  9 ~ d  %be R ~ f x r n e d  were i q  t h e  5ame hotel, a?c? we ha6 tc make a 
grea: dec:s fc-, . We 'I-.lad Gene yc esr decxs i f i~  aqd srrgqested this to t h e  Ref ofixed; "we 

P". 

have cove  t9 01. de:s isjoil: what do  y c ~  sav i d o  ~ C L  cll;'c~pt this  ? " "Wait a Z O R G L ~ , ~ ,  

v\ra;.t c% rwl.sre?t, " WE wal ted end h ~ b ; r ,  ~ 9 c - i  t,kLe- 1. I1What was ycur deecis isn? " 7hen it 
came c u t ,  the t c l e ~ h o ~ r e  f r a ~  Ocnr had nr,: came ihrougk. The leader had to speak,) 

Raw, how was it possible that t b i s  rer;ewsI of dogqatic: t h ~ n k i r g  and emphasis on 
t h e  Word of Cad colilc? sllddenly step? TTris is the key qx~estian ts the 3-lderstanding 
sf aodern Protest_s-,t t-heclngy ,, How C C L B ~  it be pss s l b k  that 12 the  Seccscd World War, 
Rul:nan? suddenly a p p e x e d  ;r. t h e  f o r e g r ~ ~ n d  and became the l e j d e r  of theology? 
3 i ~ l t m a n p  had bee? o w  rsf :he eo-wcrkerc, sf Karl Back. irr h i s  farnods 2 e r i c d i c l  Zwischen 
den  Zeiten , B ~ ~ , I ~ I ~ P E ~ .  %zgas $, B:IL Baith h a s  brslce:~ w iih all o f  them, ar,d rlghtl:. so; - 
he had his reass-so Onl) his frjend Thkrncyser? rc-nained with h i m ,  

In thcl 1920" B!;ltl-  an^ vvas professca c3P Kew Testagent cl""earblkarg. He was a 
radical critrc of thc NEW Testamepi. a 4  was one o f  the  heads of t h e f  oxm Geschich:e 
school ,  whrch had ?-.led to trnderstand  he New Te.;:a~ent, especia l ly  t h e  G c s p e L ,  i n  
the l ight  g\f 14el"t,dl:*i zrcad at lion^^ -%he for3 ef (a:?-P,d s t o r ~ e s  of Jesus.  'The nethod, 
which goes back $0 C . ~ r , ~ k e l  a ~ , d  h i s  anvesiiagstioca cf t5.e Old Tesr-ar?e~+, was trazsferred 
to the  N e w  ?'estame_.rt, Ts was a grt;at sckcal; Mar l in  DfbeS8-ixs , AESerts , a r d  others took 
part ~ r %  t h ~ s  V V ~ ~ ~  ef a,~vesi~g3:ang tSkrep Gospels,  

The c c J k a g u e  of: Bzifp~zsr-m in  MarbtArg who taugh"dog~atics was Rudolf Otto, The 
s t t~den t c  cane frox the  l e c r ~ ~ r e  room of Balt~?d:~g where they had h e x d  the New Testa- 
ment lectdres to +he let t~':e room lrlf Rudslf Otm, R~kdolf O t t ~  sa id :  "Gc~ t l emer , ,  you 
d o 3 9  know very Z I ~ J C ~  of the New re,; taxen:; 1st us s p e ~ d  t k r  f i rs t  -weeks of dogmatics 
in  redd 1r.g the hiew Tcs  t a ~ e n r  r-zocies. ' ' 80 be cead the Gospel stories a ~ d  x i r ac l e  
stories,  R~d<>lf  Q4*c:, was GPE ~f t h e  g ~ e a t  scho3ars .If the hfstary of re l ig ier ,  He; had a 
tremendods kvis~~~lcdge of the  dr,t l tab r d i g i s g s  life in the o r - i e ~ t ,  He knew the elntire 
orientfrom Msrc.lcec~ to Pa la l s~a~  a-td 19di3, Years of his life had b e m  s p m t  ITB t h e  
investigation of these religions, As veil k c ~ w  f:orn h ~ s I c J z i c f t ~ H 3 ,  he was a 
%as te r  in describing r:ertain pbenovena of religious I j f e - - - t h e ~ s t e q i : a ~  w, 
 he f8scir~o;uir,, ancl se s:,_, N o w ,  Otto said  to his students:  " i f  yaili redd 
in the New Testaxert t h a t  Jesbs h a d  healed a de~slcriac 01 another s i ck  person, you 
m i x &  ~ 6 t  th l i~)& that it is legend j ~ s t  because i t  does not happen in Marburg, T h e ~ e  are 
many th ings  +bat (30  n3t k a ~ p e n  ip, Marburg but happen e l s e ~ ~ r h e r e  and have happened in 
the past. f r;ip Srls ~ d n c e - ,  -i;i:acles sf healing have happmed in Lcurdes , in the ssnetu- 
a r k s  of the a~e:.ient wartd , amo'ng r h e  ~ l v d c % e  w ~ r k i n g  m b b ~  of Eastern Poland, and are 
still happen:qg. Wlla tev~r  t h e  explan-l:~cn may be, you cannot s a y  t h a t  j ~ s t  because  
this  doesn" h ~py-1; in Marburg, i t  cannot happen df. the t h e  of rhe New Testament, 
H o w e v ~ r  we 6xpldisl i t L  sdch t h n g s  have happe led  and are happening, '" 

Rudolf Otto wro?e his l a s t  great bock against R;l:rsanrk iji7terpfetatior of the New 
T c s t m c n t  a r ~ d  %ned eo show that  jesus himself  regarded himself as Meds l sh  and the  
Son of Mac, f3tlr Rudnlf Of to died very ear ly ,  and  his objec rioas agains  t 2 ~ l r v a n n  were 
not followed up. He h inwlf  came f r o 3  a liberal schcml, and i t  had not been pointed 
out that there is essential differeqce between, a hml lng  c l racle performed by a rabbi 
in Poland a ~ l d  the hesling of oil: Lord Jew.; Chrs t . ,  There &a difference vvhich the  
great  hista:*ihr n f  rellgia3~~ wa5 unable ts cxpLain, 

ab%t%mr, at that t iye was ~ l w r k i ~ , g  ~n h i s  ~ ~ d i c d  criticism of -the New Testament: at 
the same tine, he wss vvork i~g  tagether with Barth, How was t h a t  possible ? Bultaann 



had rejected the old liberal theology of the beginning of the century, He had tried 
to express h i s  cwn theology iq the t e r a s  of the Refcrmatisn. He wanted to express 
i n  h i3  theology the justificaticn of rhe sinner.  Whether he cc\ald d o  that is a different 
gces t ion ,  bb't an his  terminology. he was  very c lo se  ts Barth, 3 u t  then the great 
divergence came, a-d Barth Sa~sr  wrote his  third volurce en,tirely a g a l ~ s t  Bulmann, 
wretho;rt even 1-xxtio~i-2g his  nane,  I t  is h ~ r e  that we come t o  the great  problem: "How 
was t h i s  pcssible--rha t BilJtaannk theology could win the d3v ? " 

We as 5  dents ~wkzaa -wept into the First  World War came fron the lecture hall  of 
H a m a c k  arad lcst what mTe had Jearzrsed from our l iberal  teachers ,  The students who 
went rnto the Secaad eWsraid War went as a d h e s e n ~ s  of %he Ccnfessing Church, but in 
the  Second World War they Icst their Bak-thian theology a d  cane back as Stl%_nannians. 

I t  was nt'r accide~ral  r h a ~  the decisive writings of Bciltnar.~, which taxed so  much 
s t i r ,  a p p e a ~ e d  in 1941, jzst ax t h ~  begianing of the W ~ r l d  War: New Testament and 

A g a n ,  we a s k  the qilestior,, why did Karl Barch. NOT succeed in persuading 
the  ~heclogy cf Germary that you cannot d o  without the  dogxat ic  c o n t e ~ t  of the New 
"Festsl3mel-t a ~ d  of the Reformation ? Why is i t  that  after  h e  had persuaded so  m a n y  
people,  " y e s ,  the 'GTi~gin E i ~ t b  belongs to  the Gospel and be%r?ngs t o  the necessary 
proclanation of t h e  chc;ch, and the empty grave belongs tc; the reali t ies of history" 
(ir. his  f i r s t  y e a r s  h e  w2s dcubtful abcut t h i s ,  but in h i s  Dogxatics h e  made i t  quite 
c l e x  t h a t  \v,thox: these t h i ~ g s  we are not redeemed)--bu"cow was it possible that  he  
could not atalntarn these  things agairs t the  influence of Bxltmann ? My answer to  th i s  
is that  i t  i s  in his doctrine of the Word of God. His  principle was the principle of 
Grace; God" ggs3ce .is cllways free. I t  was  a great return t o  the VVcrd of Cod, he  
and 'Thumeysen discovered the Word of God a s  object  and content of the sermon and the 
object  of theciloqy, But what is the Word of Gcd? "God in his free grace can  make the 
proclaimed ~ n r d  of the s e r v a ~  t and the wri t ter  word of the Script:~res to become to me 
the Word of  GO^: ,Ubx ef. visu;n~tI l -egLD (Augsbzrg Confession,  Art, V ,  Trig. 

e s t  Deo of t5e Augustaqa was one of the favorite words p.44). T h j s  r ;~g~_c-  
of Barth. NOIM, 7 ~ e  know what the Augsburg Confess ion says--"through the Word and the 
Sacraments, the Holy Spiri t  is g iven , .  . , e f fec t s  faixh in those who hear the Gospel ,  " 
ubi e t  -- -- iris&= es t  Deo; the ~ ~ t g u a n d o  "when and where i t  p leases  God"; the 
freedom of Gad IS not  a t  that poir_t that Karl Bar", seeks ik I t  as n o t  a matter of the free 
grace of God whether the -prea-ched Word or. the written Word is the Word of God, But the 
freedom of God is at anather point, kiamely that  this Word, which is actually. God 3 Word, 
creates  fa i th .  I t  nay be that  a congregation on the mission field hears the same Gospel ,  
the same Word which for a l l  them is the Word of God, But, some believe i t  and others 
d o  not. This is the mystery of the election; this is the mystery of predestination, Here 
we find t h e  great r iddle,  and h e r e i s t h e  freedom of God. But t o  say that  the Word of God 
becomes the  Word of God c c l y  when and where i t  pleases God is impossible. None of 
the Reforners would ha-we sa id  that ,  Here l i e s  the great  difference between Barth and the 
Reforners, k - e  had alvrays to cacarreet-tzhe Refsrners , but more  and more, he who had re- 
discovered t h e  Refor-ners-kept his d i s tance  from them. 

Heye hes  the deeger reason why Karl Barth" theology has not been able to create  in 
German theology a real return to the real  and full Word of God. U s w  c an  s e e  this in the 
history of the s o  cal led Confessing Church which was a rnovenent in Germany of Lutheran 
and Reformed men who did not want t o  sacrif ice the Church of Jesus Christ t o  the dictator 
of Germaay and to the political powers. Karl Barth took the leadership,  and he was able 
t o  carry rhese pconle and to carry through many of his  ideas a s  a program of this  corn- 
munity. 6 u  T h e  Fever could draw a borderline between orthodoxy and heresy. This is the 
tragedy of German theology. It appeared f i rs t  when rationalism broke down in the 19th 
c e n ~ u r y  , ar~d when the old confessions were reborn the  question was asked: Should the 



rationalists w-hcs d e s  trov the a~j?iilk.~.ity sf !be Word cf God be exc~nrn~..ric;ated from 
the church  ? Schleiernacher said rc.  This was his program, aRd since that t i ~ e  it: 
was t h e  p r i ~ c i p l e  for  he c h ~ r c l w 3  i v ?  Gernany, They w ~ 1 ~ 3 d  CQ~. m a k e  a,.ry sexous  
a t t e ~ p t  to exc1~dde ~ E ~ E F  ~j f r ~ m  r h e  churcht7.  Now there was a t ime  when Ka-l Barth 
saw t h i s  ~ e c e z s i t y ,  W ~ ~ F P  , far example ke C%re~f\lr the  bsrdezline rz Bapxera. between 
Gearnaq $,'.:is tsam and heretie$,  These hi? -ex~urnm~~rrca ted  t h e  G e m a n  Ghcistiazs who, 
according tci h i s  a p i ~ i e ~ ,  were y u i l ~ y  sf t h e  e r o r  that there are other  revelstaons be- 
s i d e  t h e  revefa'rro-s: of C h ~ i s t ,  ('Skese Gel-van Christians c o u l d n ' t  care less how many 
revelations there are.  "1 \@art tc b~ bishop, " rh i t  was the$. dogms.) N o r  every  s i ~  
of the chu rch  i s  " h ~ r e s v ,  " Was J F R ~ ~ S  I~caria'tb d k ~ ~ e t f ~  ? T h e r e  are worse things than 
heresies ,, Sc, I.c e x c s ~ ~ i ~ ~ ~ 1 ~ 3 t e d  they,  B L ~  1.; the Go~fessir~g Church, s l l  d e n i a l s  
of the d ivrcs ty  of Ghr r s f  ~f t h e  iibpr:3ls were to l e r a t ed .  

1 bad m34e t k ~  fxst sorx_fess!sra% staternen", for these L~rk~7bera-j.s ln 1933, and % 
saad to M a n i c  Nle%;asXler, "We have r15de here a C J ~ % ~ S S L O ~  which 1s the basis of the 
emeyrgFne> l ~ s g t a e  [sf t h e  pas torf? of the  Confessing Ch~zrch;  W e  have r epea red  t h e  Augs- 
burg Ccsnfessicn arrd the n3rcxeelsi ~~. r (a ( ids ,  Eut  new 1 f irid here In yoax Ccmfessing Ch~rch ,  
that ala the ahd l iheca ls  arF playjnq a pc~ i r~X. ren f  r d e ,  At least they should  be quieL ,'" 

He said,  "Oh I 1 ~ 6 ~  d:~? nnw ~t war dzd mre all d m  the  same gray ~.tniforrn, Eater, when 
$he victory is wora, the? wre 1 4 3 ~  p3n"t c tgd i~  into o u r  parties. '' i s a i d ,  "1 thaught that 
t he  canfess icr wzis ' V C L J ~ :  weeipe\r~; 2nd p c x  y 0 ~ ~ i  &_"~%lou'm. " 

YGIJ see, heze l ies  t he  m ~ s ~ a k e  3 f  Ea:th; he was not able  to draw a real bsrderli9e 
between c h ~ r c h  arad heresv,, Wkj~lc: he went bazk to Base;,  after he h;36 been ddfsm~ssed 
from Bonn, he V \ T ~ ~ S  to f ive 1- f21Y peace and h a m s a y  with all t h e  herefics i~ BaseL For 
instance, i n  ~ S Q F  p ~ r f s h  t h ~ r e  are TWO pastors; P a s t a  'Zlhtxne;rser yhPas ari o:thodcax Re- 
formed nar. arp.d F R S ~ O ~ ;  We114e~s d&-cI.-bre.-d apen3y to be ei Ur i.taria.3.; "The church m u s t  be 
s n  liberal, '' hc- a w d ,  " s c  : I ~ : h c l l r ,  t h a t  t h e  Unitar13r;s h2ve the  v1gt.t b e s i d e  t h e  
Trinitarians. '' Earth z ~ t i j d  suualliov~s t h i s  And the  last was  3asz fcs t h i s  failure is h i s  
l a c k  s f  charit.;. ',hat t h e  Ss%r l g ~ c t 6 ~ s  hzdeed t h e  Word p)at God. Rere lies the weakness 
of Sart]?, ard I r k  r E a s s T b  d - ~  ;he b ic t a ry  of Ba~%",arn, 

5ultmannk svr~ticg, ,  'v\~hlch dppeared i n  1949, 1s astsqizhi-gt,q, Howco3kd it have such 
ar: effect"? '"IFF. c.csno?oqy of :he N F W  Tes t a ~ e n r  i s  essent ia l ly  : ~ y t h i c a l  i n  c h a r ~ t e r .  
The world  is V ~ P M T F * ~  ds a t h r e e - s t ~ k ~ e d  strticrure, 1/\~18k' tb~"~-" earfh is the center, the 
heave? above, and the ~ul_de.s.snjcxld b e ~ e a t h , ,   weave^ is the  abode 6% G6d and t h e  ce- 
~es t i a l  beirzgs, the dmgeli?, The ~ j ~ d e r ~ ~ s > ~ l d  is he l l ,  the p l a x  of +ozir~ent, Even the 
earth is gore tbac the scene of natcra%, evefyday events, of t h e  t r i v~a1  romd and eom- 
mov task" TI LS !kc: seePe of the 3 ~pe-i: a-t~raai ackvrty of Gcd 2nd his angels on the 
one barad and Elf  Sat:-;r aqd h ~ s  d e r n o ~ s  c~ the other, and sc? ( 3 ~ ~  Nclnr, i s  i t  really true 
t h a t  th i s  is the  ~., iei uas of %he NFJM TE-s bane3.t. "&T~at  h a p  is rhe  e a r t h ,  h e ~ e  is t h e  
~nderwcarld, here is %eaven? I~(..~TN :s  it ts be explained? 9 1 ~  t he  ancient church of the 
fourth rent,:rry, for  i ~ s  tance , 4rt'f-&3asii~s th~es~ig-h A b j u , ~ t l n e ,  there were men who l i ved  
in a ce:qPypurT,j ET wb ich the  gypat sr ienere  cf a n t i q ~ n t y  d e v e i s p e d  . They  knew th3t the 
earth was a glche: t k e y  knew even  the  c:i~exnfere,u%ce cf t h e  easrt;h, with an app~mxima- 
hsn of Iwen ty per cerif m I s  ta ke , 33s i l  the @re&,, in  h i s  expr,s!ticm of the --I 

speaks of the sPwn n "Oh X ~ / ~ ~ ~ ~ i l d  like .e know w h a t  stada=s the people ~2n %he other s i d e  
of the  e a r t h ,  the  ssov~hed-7 h ~ r n l s ~ p h e x e ,  are seeing, " No, i t  i s  n9r true t h a t  the New 
"Fes$ament had  a view cf the wo:4cl which cawcot be accepted,: Y s u  have only to earnpare 
 hat the  N e w  Testa~evf s d y s  ~f  heave^ agd hen with t h e  Jevuiqh apocalypses where 
l7eu g ~ f  d e ~ s l l e d  desc~kpf iov4s cif dl1 t h e   arts of the ~niverse~ And the Bible itself bas 
a ho ly  theor> ~f rela-evbrv, "One day ~ c f ' o r e  Gqd is cis a khomand years, a~rd 3 thou- 
s a n d  years  OY dhy  before God, '' b i  .is 50 t h a t  & h i s  4s THHE doctrine of Scrip%ure, But 
why sk.adk? will p h i s  xyth~cal?  0~9~ 6 f  the y~-eestes-t ristakes ~ ~ h ~ c h  b a s  caused SO 



m - x k  tp~ciS1e T~"SS E d  tKann"s s:fa?ge m e  of the word "$\dIytk (, Mythfca l ,  Ii This was 
som~tk i r ; g  rnlFlch alrmdc- 3:dc;1 Otto had told him--that there  is 3 d e i i ~ l t e  scient~frc 
concept of what is myihe 

A wL+,)~+h is a $tory of a gcd, 4 rriyti7 is, for instance,  t h e  $tory u~der ly ing  the 
c u l e  cf dsls a?d Oji.:ii, the stnrjl of bow Os;r1; is k i l led  and Isis searches for the 
d e a d  bed? cf the ktsbacd, This  i s  a stoq7; rhis is 3. r:yth. Rat mews c o ~ c e r n i n g  the 

T stractbire of t h e  ~ ~ i : v e r s e  1-6 ~ . e t  c - 1 7 t h ~ ~  ~ h l s  is ~ C C  i very h3ppy L S ~  of the ~e rn ino-  
logy, Bblt ftor 91~1:n&nr, ;-ssd this is h i s  rea l  r~rerest  ,- tke gseiit d o c t r ~ n e s  of the 
B i b l e ,  cc~c~:-i~q :he ircaxzati~r i l ~ d  the bir th  of ou: Lord: concerning H:E sacrificial 
dea th ,  ~ , ~ r i ~ e x ; q q  $3 is ie;-,~rrectloc f ion ?he. empty grave acd c c ~ c e r -  ing His  ascension, 

3 :  3 !k 5 z - s ~ ~  l e v d  a3 the gyeat my:!-~s of the m y s t e r y  r ~ l i g i c n s  ef t h e  aqcient 
wnr!d f;, CK -.:he C ' I ~  I-31761 a ~ P S P T L L C ~ ~ O ~  of t h e  Ckrrstlan doqma.  , k t  or the 
nthe  c hand , I: is  q i e i t  r c i t~a l  xis take,  not to see ibte d iffere-ce , s a y  behwen 
15:s ~e ix :F~;ng  f i i t  the; d e a d  b ~ d v  ni Osir ls  and the worien d t  Eastec g~ing to the grave 
at E2srer \n:rte:e y h p y  k F ~ ~ ~ ~  Lord 1 ~ 3 s  cgried. I! yoc ask the  adherents of the  Culr 
of ! S ~ S  aqd O3~ir:i: "W?PR h a s  :I-i,s happened? ' v  W d _ O ~ . s n ' t  -:, The  myth  describes 
t h ~ n g ,  th5 ;  a r G  not  t.lsto-:;al aid haye r,otklrig to d o  with k ls tn :~ .  R;: in the New 
Tesis~iel-it alj elul~k~3~:s IS r,arl I"_efe i*, hds on> thf third 1: was 0 2  Friday 
t h 3 t  TE;S . E  died 3x2 5zc~ed, i t  was i n  the f~ l .Ze , th  y e w  clai G3esar TiSer~ats; t h e  
C h r l s t ~ a i  story  beg;-.; T&T\I ; : "L~UC~~JS;  ~ ~ F S F  ~ T T , ~ E : ( ? T S  bejonq to rhe  Gosgel; this is 

Ync! : ~ _ l c ! r . ' ~  ;IT fh;s int? o le  of the  O r ; ~ ~ : d l  ,E Helle2istic nyrholcgies. 
Wl-a;? d;, we h i v e  FL,c:~tuz: Fija'~, 2 . i  the c r e e d ?  Whim Is he reserved th is  honor? S i r p l y  
becak,rae YVF s?\y; Th:z k 3 s  t-a.uyjerjed , th is  is 'Sisti3~ AS t h ~ ;  Old T e s t a m n t s  pr~pksets 
say, fcl i 5  F 5 , " I n  5-16 yea% v\iher~ king Uzziah d led  " t h i s  3:1d t h i s  happened. 
T h i s  ke la r~c jz  TP ~ P C ,  rr~shuere -f E1blical revelafrsn 35 3 kPist4a:ied t ~ q ~ ~ a t i ~ ? ,  

s e F ~ P  invesrigdtes the soy-xes, rr3tas d hl i t~r i i41 , ,  who tiies to know 
1nrha.t az:.raliy bas )?2p;sewd, bur 3s a ~roseclitor who t r ies  io ~r~vestigate a q d  find out 
the r e ~ f i a ~ - , ~ *  c.f IN.; :IL j trdesses t:, sho~nr that they are wrorg. But t he  s o ~ d  historical 
n e  thod :Y; t r  beliews th irNy? n l r L i  there is pracf that "hey have - a t  happened,  Today, a 
great q u r s  i l s n  f r b 1 7  t h  s l a r d p @ l ~ t  of historic31 invsstigath-q rjf t h e  Bible is being put to 
6cllrr.3nq 3+d his achool:  kfo:~r do y : ~  explain t h e  origir! of t h e  gserit Cbr i j t z an  faith with 
ii? d i - p t r , ~ ~ . i ?  kisw d o  2;o~ e x p h ~ r  the idea  t2-at Jss2i d i ed  as t k e  Lafib of God? Who i s  
t5e f lr;: i t ?  have :hi? idea? HGW do y o 3  explain the c tory  of the empty grave? 1s it 
acciden~al that ncl t l~htr~ .  iri i-istoq as fa1 as m j  knowledge g o e s ,  b 1 s  ci Jew ewer denied 
t h e  enpty  q r d ~ ~ ~ . ?  IJ. :be p c l ~ m i r j  between Christians avd Jews, t h e  have never 
made t k  c la im th3: rhe  grave was rot e m p t y .  They Izavc a n  txplanation, tkat the g a d -  
ner s f c k  t h e  body ,  but fhep never have denied . thatthe g r a v p  was empty. 

This  is t5e f f z s :  great ~ A C - S F ~ P I P :  TO 306 asked f rom t h e  plalnt c~f v iew of xere hrstory: 
Hnw d3 WP F X P J ~ ~ : ?  the origin .sf Chrlstisnl t y  ? Afte r  ai l ,  Ckrjs tia2l t\- wjth its dogmas 
of c r e a t ~ n ~ ,  rr-der?.ption ;lad 1 ~ 1 t h  irs eschatology, belongs to t h e  greatest phc~ernena 
in  the h i s t ccy  ~f ~"rackjnd,  Caq TNP : ~ a r ~ i n s  that the dcgma of 'Jesus Christ ,  the Savior 
of the w ~ r l d ,  c ~ c ! d  be  t k e  srsdjlct of a smal l  congrsgar-ion? Carl v o ~  lmagl re  that this 
c;a-r: l r t c  e x r s t r n : ~  d,i ~n a zc~de r~*a l  thg t~ght?  Or is there behind the C'-,;~stidr dogma 
nf !he NPW Teest2rnent one great mastermind, and is, paihdps,  Jesils rh l s  m?stermind? 
Is i t  cct ~ ' F S E ~ S  Finself whc, regarded  h i a s e l f  as the  Son of God and  who went  to Calvary, 
to the Crew , ~ L r l d ~ i ; 3 ~ i l y  aid vvho 1nteEtioil311y fu l f i l l ed  the  prophecy of Isaish 53 ? This 
is t h ~  q ~cs* Ien  which  today  r j  a s k e d  and  there are indications that i r c m  the  point of view 
of hista:ical reboar&, % h e  w ~ c . , k r e s s ~ s  of B:Altmar*rik theory dtre b e d ~ ; ~ m % ~ s g  obvious. You 
canncdddo .c/\-i.ithc~j t assum i ~ q  thar  Jesds hin~elf .  cjla~x~ed this, 



Now, the seecdzd q-Jes'.;a.n rs :he q ~ e s  tion for L;S , :he theological c r  dogmatic 
q u e s t i ~ n ,  What Ekdlba.ii.n " a ~ z k e s  all the great +_ri?ths of the Christian faith,  all 
the great dogmas, / - D Y ~ ~ P J ~  J ~ S Z S  was T ~ O ?  t h e  Son of God; he was not even s in less .  
B u l t m a n ~  says that ke wo~lld ro t  even have to be a real man, He was neptboolsri of the 
Virgin Nary; He s,ffered 32d dled: this is 'the ocly yea; l-iisrorxal fac t  we have. He 
did nox rise orr the tklrd day fro3 the dead. Th i s  1s not the demythologization of the 
New Testament- r t  i 5 a & face8 d ~ - d o g r n a t ~ z z t i ~ ~ ,  a destrcctiol of the Chris tian 

.hyknc-+ remazzs emts fzs  nctk-ing but an  appllearion of ex- 
scll;*,~c.t: for ChrSstkir~, rellgio-x, This ss no Christian kcry'qma 

any longer.. This  is wha: C ~ F -  Ra?la:, Cat5olii: church sees today, and sees with a 
certain satisfactioo. Rr the ?rc'.es*aot ch-rches, if this goes on, the keryqma of the 
New T e s t a m e x  is d i s s  5 1 ~ d ,  2nd wirh I T ,  the Church of Christ d ies .  'YOU cannot 
escape !be dogn 64;,~:.ch by decla;lng that this and this is q y t h  and that what 
we r e t a i ~  i s  t h e  The Wqqrra~ af t h e  nest:rrec41csn of Christ, is not a repetizion 
of :he i ;?~crra?rc  of rhe cress w ~ ~ l r _ k  gives :IS r h e  exiiiential e ~ 3 1 ~ ~ a t i c n  of c.dr existing 
existence.  

This  is t h ~  g:cas tuu . - - ;nq  yxlnl: 13 wrhieh B ~ l t ~ a t ? n  has led the charch, We have t o  
make up op_pr nrli~ids. I t  is rlc, use  tc overlook the serrious~es~ of t h e  situation, "Faere is 
norking less at sTare b;l: the ~xiste~ce of the Christiar F3itk-1. More and more people 
are beginvlng ; r_,  see  t h i s .  and  1 h ~ p e  that ~n your ~icclies ~ Q C ) ~  Thb s ickness  of Bu1tmann8s 
theology, which is 3. c ~ ~ i d g l ~ u ~  d ~ e i l s e ,  as in othec cc?~-!tries, P-ay with God" help 
lead lo a process of ww ~ ~ E C O V E - ~  of the of the New T e s t a m e ~ t ,  a s  the 
of the eterral  San cf God who was ~ a d e  man for us xen for our salvaticn, who died for 
u s  and  rose again fgr us, Tkis  9a.I be a ~ d  will be,  with. God's help, the result of the 
debate that is qoirlg sn, 

NOTE: Extra c p i e s  of this ar;i.cle may be had at  fifty c e l t s  -- 
piece by !nrrit.ing to the &ij.thersn Sycsd Qua:t~ily, '734 
Marsh St ,  , M a n k a t o ,  Minnesota, 56G01, Dr, Sassens 
lecture csq T h e  ku theran World 'Tcdav" , gwen t h e  same 
day,  wili appear i n  the September issue of the Quarterly. 

Dr , H e r n a n  H, Sasse, was born anc! edlrcated r 3  Gerqany. 
He served %? s ~ v e ~ a l  pa~ishes  as a pastor and then be- 
~ 3 m e  an ass is tan t  pro-tfes,soip in Berlin, in the Prussian 
Church. I Q  I933 he W ~ S  caljed to  f i l l  the chair s f  Church 
His to ry ,  'The Hlstbry 3 f  D a g ~ a ,  and Syaazboalics a t  "che 
Tdn~vers i~y cf Er~Ear~gen,, He tcok his doctorate in the 
New T e s t a m e n t  ffeld. Confessional reasons m ~ v e d  Dr, 
Sasse tc resign from h i s  church in $949,  Sinrye that t i m e  
be has been a2 i ~ s t r u e t s r  at the SgmrnanrieE E:w-%heran Sem- 
inary of the Uraited Evangelical %u:her3n Church in North 
Adelaide, i i~~s :~a l i a ,  

Dr, Sasse i: t h e  author of a ~ v r n b e r  of books,  among them 
his well-known "Here We Staxid" and "This is My Body", 
pli as several blind red ar t ic les .  



( S y ~ o d  ical Convention ~ e v o t i o n )  
By B, VV, Teigen 

Text: Rev,, 21, 8-7: H y ~ n r  614, Jeralsalern the Golden 

We Favn  s e t  3s   id^; th1s 3 f  terr.oan to honor the memory of those who have departed 
durirg t h ~  pasf year ,  a s k ~ c ~ ~ ~ l e d g e  with thanksgivigg to Gad their gif ts ,  dedicate our- 
se lves  \ni::h renewed f a i i h  hope and servxr.,  iooklng for that blessed hope of the 
glorious a p p e a r s g  of rke great God and our Savlour, Jesus Christ. 

Mare  partic.jlar?y we are to think of those who have worked directly in the service 
of t h e  church, althozgh we are rnlndful of the many believers of cur confession who 
have gcne to their eternal reward d-urirag the past  year, 

D r u  Janes T\le!son dred  on March 3 ,  1965. He  came out of retirement to  teach 
chemistry and glhysics ar. Bsthany when octr regular f a c ~ l t y  member, Mr. Calvin John- 
son, received il fellowshi:, to bettcr prepare hirnseli for the work at our school. Dr. 
Nelson came i r o ~  a different background from u s ,  but during the s ix  months that he 
was with u s  he gave a f i n e  zestmoriy of his faith dnd to h i s  love for the Word of God. 
The high-light. i r  F W F I ~  day's work for h im was the oppsrrmity to  go to chapel and hear 
the Gospel preached to :he stjder?ts and faculry, A l l  the faculty members and students 
will bear w;xness to this as will many of the pastors who visited during the course of 
t h e  year.. .%ir;ost irrva~iabiy-, .P wodd  hear him speaking to one of the pastors of his 
a ~ p s e c i a t m n  icr the preaching of t he  Gospel, And so  we believe that for Dr. Nelson 
a l so  the Gospel was the powel of God unto salvation, 

T h e  Rev, John  J ~ ~ g e r n a q n  dled o n  February 2 7 ,  1965. He had served our congre- 
gatlon at O s l c ,  S c i ~ j t h  Dakota for at least ten years. Pastor Jungemann was a fine 
example of t h e  old,  Misscazi -  trained pastor who came out of the old seminary. He had 
studied u n d e r  Dr. Pieper and t h e  other f ine,  confessional theologians which once 
graced rhe C:oncord~a Seminary, St .  Louis, faculty, Those who got to  know him recog- 
nized him as one who was soundly orthodox, having a true missionary zeal  3nd a gen- 
uine love for P O ~ ~ S ,  D u ~ j r g  the last years of his life he suffered intense physical pain 
because of ar. iric~x-able affliction, b ~ ~ t  we thank the God and Father of our Lard Jesus 
Christ wrho had begotten k i a  unto a lively hope in the resurrection of Jesus Christ t o  a n  
inheritance ~ncorrcptible and undefxled , thdt fade th nox away. He too was kept by the 
power of God through faixh ucto salvation, ready to be revealed at the l a s t  time. We 
believe that, b e  is now: in that holy c i t y ,  the new Jerusalem, where God wipes away al l  
tears and where there is no more dea th ,  nexther sorrow nor crying, and where there is 
n o  more pasn,  for tk~e former things are passed away 

Prof, George OLlver Lillegard was st:mmoned from this vale of tears to the new 
heaven and the new e a n h  or, June 1 4 ,  1965. One reads the facts of Prof. Lillegard's 
life with more than passing interest  because they are s o  v3ried. Born in Galmar, Iowa 
(1888) he attended Bode Academy, one of our many Lrrthezan high schools which our old 
Norwegian Synod founded, but which passed out of existence becausc of a lack of 



\ 

genuine inkerest 1k-a Chrf sfian educ;ation, After completing his college education a t  
Luther College, Decorah, Iowa (1936) he became a teacher of Latin, English, and 
History at  mo:her of ocr XIOW abandoned Lutheran academies a t  Willmar, Minnesota. 
After teaehi2g there for a yesv he entered the S y ~ o d  Lcthemn Seminaxy in St ,  Paul, 
from which he was graduaxed rn 1912. He tbereupovn accepted a cal l  to be a mission- 
ary in  the old Norwegia~ Synod" China n iss ion  field being stationed a t  Kwang Chow, 
Honan , China, Returning in. 1915, he a t "kded  the Uxiversity of Chicago, receiving 
the M.A, degree In $918 i z  the field of New Testanent s tudies ,  

At t h i s  t iye Pas tor Lillegard withdrew from the old Norwegian ~y-rrod-because of 
it" ddoeztr?in.a1 devic3tions e s ~ e c f a l l y  with regard to the doctrines of Conversion and 
Ebect ien,  a~ rd  h e  was one s f  the organizers of the 'L i t t l e  Norwegian SynodS in 1918, 
af ter  the three large Nrrvreg~an groups merged in 19l.7, 

1mpt.lled by 'the desire to serve rhe Lard again in  a miss~on field Pastor Lillegard 
re tuned  to China in 1921, ~ ~ r v i ~ g  ds a Norwegian Synod representative to the Missouri 
Synod's CC1.lnese d s s  ign. While on this t o u r  of duty he continued his studies a t  the 
Nanking Langaaage Sch.aog for several years, becoming extremely proficient in the 
Chinese Lang- age, 1928 be rete~rned to  t he  United Sxatees, becoming pastor of the 
Harvard Street: Lratheran Ckurch  , Carnbradge , Massachusetts until 195 2 ,  when he took 
the call  zo tcaeh. ir; Betharry's Senioary departmmt. ir the New Testament f ie lds ,  for 
which h e  ~/ tms so well ptepared, H e  retired in 1962, 

In r enember i~g  t h e m  Thathave the -rule over us  one wants $0 remember the talents 
the c h u r c h  had in  Prof. Iii~l_Eegard, In so doing, one cannot hslp being somewhat per- 
sonal. 1-r 1932 1 read his paper o&-h "Modernism ", This was a popular and profound 
analysis of the ~ s d e t - n  leawer of unbelief which engulfed the canset-vatlve reformed 
theology hut which at that tixe the American LutLher3.s bodies had largely escaped,  His  
plea was that t h e  Lutherans would have their eyes  open a d  not  go the way of the formerly 
conse~vative reformed churches .  U n f s r ~ u n a t e l y .  however, today Modernism A n  the guise 
of NEQ-Orthodoxy h a s  ev~gr~lfed nearly (all of American Lutheranism, This paper was 
soundly Scriptural,, ~t revealed a wide Icvel s f  learning and a humble acceptance of 
Scripture, Here, cablii fously , wa% a brilliant intel lectual ,  who in humble faith subjected 
all his learning to the ins~ired Word sf Gad, 

During the enwing  years I always f sund Peaf , Lfllegard 3 timulating, soundly Scrip- 
tural ,  and genuinely interested in h i s  church, the Ssrlptures , and the things of the 
kingdow s f  God ar,d a l so  of' tke wor ld ,  He was a man of' broad learning, I t  is not gen- 
erally known that he carried on a rumni~g letter-writing exchange with the famous Amer- 
kazs agnostic, K O  I?,, M e 2 ~ k e f - s ~  Once Prof, Lillegard set forth "Lhe facts of the resur- 
rection , how "Jes v s  showed Hlrnself after His  pass ion by many infallible proofs " (Acts  
1 , 3 ) ,  arrd then he asked Mr, Mencken  what he was going to do with al l  this evidence. 
M r ,  Mencken  honestly a n s w ~ r e d :  "1 can" do anything with i t " ,  1': was a stimulating 
thing to read the co r re spa~dence  between these two brilliant %en, but if, was especial ly  
heartening to  s e e  P r ~ f ,  Eillegard k desire to p u t a l l  his brilliance under the Word of God, 

We came ts krvaw Pr-of, %;il$egasd more intimately. after he came to  Bethany in  1952, 
H i s  quick and perceptive mind continued t o  be ma~eh in evidence, He could spot  quite 
quickly a weaknsss ig your line a6 argum.enta";fon., and by the same token when it was 
suggested that he needed to take a second look a t  his  , he cheerfully. did s o ,  His bal- 
anced Ldtkterarslsm was h i s  great co~tr-lbution to our church during these years.  He too 
cherished wast highly t h e  tr~e rrreasl:res which the cktur@h. possesses:  the Gospel. of 
saving grace and the inspssed Word! of God, Anchored in these two truths he was able 
to counsel and sk,ren,gthen zhe brethren in  following t h e  paths of Luther and sound Luther- 
an doctrine, 



With 311 his intellectual brilliance and higher learning (acd don't forget i t  was 
a first-class miqd tkat God kad given him) Prof. Lillegard  everth he less never became 
s o  dazzled by it that h~ =lade it his  master, He was mindfulof what the apostle Paul- 
that brilliant man-said to the Gorinthians-a group of highly intellectual Chris tfans: 
"For it is written , I will destroy the wisdom of the wise , and will bring t o  nothing the 
understanding of the gu-zdent, Where i s  the w i s e ?  Where is the scr ibe?  Where i s  the 
disputer of this world? Harh r.ot God made foolish the wisdorn of this world? For after 
that  in  the w i j d ~ r n  cf Gcd , the world by wisdom knew not Gad, i t  pleased God by 
foolishsesz sf pr~cicking to save them th3t believe. For the Jews require a sign and 
the Greeks seek after wisdom but we preach Chris? crucified , unto the Jews a stumbling- 
block arid QFTO the  G r e ~ k s  fodlskness ,  Bult irnts them, which are cal led,  both Tews and 
Greeks. Christ t h e  power of G9d and the wisdom of God because the foolishness of God 
is wise: than Ker :  &rid the weakness of God is stronger than men '' (I Cor. 1'19-25). 

I a x  sLre that -rde~~.bers of h i s  former congsegatians izeluding the Chinese, mission 
f ie lds ,  will testify t.k.?t h++x.f. Lillegard was ever mindful of the apost le 's  words: "1 
therefoie ?a ria not as crcertainlv, so fight T not as one that beateth the a i r ,  but I 
keep ilnder mv body s n d  brixg it i n  to s ~ b j e c t i o n  l e s t  that by any means when I have 
preached to ~ ~ t h e r i  I r~ryself be a csstaway (1 Cor, 9 , 2 6 . 2 7 ) .  

This Steadids t Word L~theian Free Conference Pub1 leatks2, edited by Carl J ,  Lawrenz , '------ppLJ 

Mequori, Wisconsin,  1964,  159 pp, , $ 1 , 2 5 .  Eight essays delivered a t  the Lutheran 
Free Gcnfarence held at We3~,erl~0, Iowa, July 7- 9 ,  1964, 

The l i r t le  booklet is e~ veritable compendium of tbedoglcal l i teratme which can be of 
great value to a n y  cce iritesested iq reviewing the conservative Lutheran position on the 
doctrine of The Word. It also furnishes material for f ~ r t h e r  exploration a9d study in depth, 

The paper-back vclurne consists of eight e s s a y s  given in the following order: "ITIE 
CONTENT AND F U P O S E  OF SCRIPTURE", "THE INSPIWTION OF SCRIPTURE", "%XU?- 
TURE AS REVEMLATION", INEXRANGY OF SCRIPTUREu, "THE AUTHORITY OF SCRIP- 
3'UKEH, "THE CLARPTY Or SCRIPTURX ", "BIBLICAL INTERPRETATION ", "SCRLPTURE I-YND 
TMDITIQN IN REWTION TO THE CHURCH". These e s s a y s ,  s ta tes  the preface by Editor 
Lawrenz , "were prepared arid presented by eight d ifferent men representing widely sep- 
arated regions and coming from the background of four different Lutheran Synods. " We 
are told tha t  i t  "seemed almost self-evident to  the Arrangement Committee, . . that the 
doctrine of Holy Scripture should be the f i rs t  subject matter raken up by the Free Con- 
ference " since " The various erroneous theories currently propounded by widely acclaimed 
theologiars concerzing the nature and authority of the Holy Scriptures are to a large ex- 
Pent respons ible fox t h ~  confessional, ~ndifference and deterioration which i s  plaguing 
also the Lutheran Church bodies QS our country, " 

There is much confusing terminology in modern theological literature. One ge ts  the 
uneasy feeling that the "widely acclaimed theologians " , Bible scholars and theological 
professors of today, are "running scared" ,  and that their many and confusing words 
are akin to the l i t t le boy whistling in the dark when passing the local cemetery, 

But there is no whistling ir, the dark in these e s says .  Here we have straightforward 
thrusts by skilled swordsmen. The e s say i s t s  confront the enemy of THE TRUTH with a 



simple* s t rs ight-fc~~~h~ard:  "THUS SaUTE THE LOW, " This is the old Lutheran way, and 
we rejc:ce to see ",is evident in a44 representatives fron these four Lutheran groups. 
No doubt this is m~ha*, ~ ~ o v e d  the editor, Prof, Eawrenz , $9 s ta te  in the preface: "Both 
the essays and the dise:;ssfsn showed an encouraging basic agreement, " 

The f1;st esssy: 'Ti'WF COETEWT AXD PURPOSE OF SCRIPTUREH by  Pastor Vernon 
Harley cf :":\ 1disso:iri Synod deals  with the "problem" of "The Written Word and The 
Liv ing  Wcrd . I f  Bn a aeries sf thesis and anti-thesis be shows how blasphemous is the 
m d e r c  t k e o l ~ g  kc31 d~ si~xpxlo~t :bat the Ssriptllres "are s completely human book. . . S ~ O -  

ken od as r ec s rd  , w i ~ n e s s  , a ~ d  medium of reveiatii~_r%~ " 

"TEE ZralSFB2XTICSN Or' SGFa"ePPUREM i s  presented by Dr., Sieyberf, Becker of the Wis- 
cor,sin Syrscd, Br,, Beeke. h a s  a flare for nncisive expressions and clear  brmula"cons 
He sets  f m t h  the kprrernzl evsdence of Sc.ri,pture and grves answers to objections ad- 
vanced ag"fln~-t. vt3rba3 i,?spnratfan, 

:In ''SC2RIPTTbH RPkr"@UTTIOKn Prof, i3, W, Teige~?  of the 0 ,  L, S o  deals  with the 
"exlstcnr ial  view of r ~ v ~ S a t i s n "  as presented i n  modern theology, He characterizes 
Nee-Or~hodoxy 3's "~ lo ' h inc~  bct  Old Liberalism Writ Large:" he very effectively and 
ccrnvil?ci*.g..giy sets for th  Inow t r~ l iy  God has revealed Himself in  the Holy Scriptureso 

Pastor A l l e n  R, Biegerl of the A, I.., G ,  Treats 'ITHE I N E R M N C Y  OF SCRIPTURE. " 
He takes his besrirlgs f ro r~  the i n s p ~ r e d  words of I Corinthiacs 2 9 3  and states: "Since 
we ca~h~nst ascyibe error to Ciod , these 147satings must be errorless . " Pastor Blegera 
shows familrarity with the ~b~rx t lngs of ~odern theolo~iavas , and clearly outlines why 
these  ideas are f r ~  ~ c n f l i c t  vzi~h t h e  Word of God, H e  includes a discussion of Modern 
Biblr trar.s!atbons (p. 84) We disagree with h i s  endorsement of the R e  S,V.. Luther 
states the first qcralifiratio:~ for a Bible translator is tha t  he  must  be "pious" (fromm) , 
a devcxf  and, hoses t Christmn, We cannot separate "the~kagica% liberalism " and 
"scholarly integrity" whe? tcansiatmg the Bible. 

"THE WU7HORl'Tk Oi" SCR,EP:.IIPREu is presen-ted 'by Pastor John 0, Lang, at that time 
of "ce A, 6, C , ,  . rlow a r-rremher of the Wisconsin Synod, He sets forth Scripture a s  
"'The 0n1y a ~ ~ ~ h g s r i t y "  for faith a d  Hife. 'What is in accord with Sc r ip tu~e  is truth, and 
what is not i~ accord with Scripture is ~ ' ~ P Y O Y P ,  " 

Prof, C2ar11 9, E ~ V V Z ~ P I Z  det21s with 8%THE CMRI"P" OF SCRIPTURE. " "Scripture asser t s  
i ts  @laxity by everywhere presupposing it in i t s  statements. " The essay reviews some 
fundamental rules of heraerzeutics and concludes: Ht is vital that we do  not confuse 
this s p i r a t u ~ l  clarity of Set-iptuce wi th  its outward clarity but that we keep both in their 
PrOJ2eP ~eld~3C3~l0 

"BIBLH(rAL, iiN?ERPREfTATIOK'E by Pastor Kenneth Mil ler  of the Missouri Synod dis-  
cusses a ucb matters as g~ammar,  h i s t ~ r y ,  archeology a2d their bearing on the proper 
und ers tandin g \ ~ f  S c:r i p t ~ ~ r e s  ,, 

The f i ~ %  essay: "SCRIPTURE AND -1' %"TON IN REUTBON TO "FE CHURCH" is a 
scholarly, carefully worked out dlsctassion 01 the "canon" by Prof. jtrlfan G. Anderson 
of "%la eE, L o  s o  

With each es say  there is a Ifst of Bibliographical notes which will prove of value 
t c  anyone interested in further research i~ the subjects txeabed, 

Order f r c m  L&hel~an Syaacd Bcok Csurpany , Mankato , Minneso ta ,  



F ,  F, Gruce,, The L . + t m  of Paul, ,AA Grand Zapids , Mich . ; 
Willian B. E e r d n a n s ,  1965 ,  323 pp. , $4.95.  

Modern t ranslat iow of the Scriptures are cane of the most pczpta.li,ar kinds of Ghris- 
tian literature tk.aesc= d a y s .  Since Phillips published his "Letters g Churches " 
in 1947, scarcely a year h a s  gor?e by without a t  least two c r  three new private trans- 
la t ion ,~  appearifig, Nartr.ralBy, the auality of a l l  of these new translations varies 
considerably , from p~0cr tc excellent,  

Here, however, is a good one, made by a competent and conservative New Testa- 
ment scb3law, Dr, Bruce is Zylands P r o f e s s ~ r  of Biblical Criticism and Exegesis a t  
the University of M s ~ c k e s  ter, L 'ng la~d,  and the airthor of a number of fine books. His 
l i t t le  book, "me New I'es t aaent  Documents: Are Reliable ? " is a c l a s s i c  of 
conservative sohalsrship,  

As th.e authflr points o u t  m the Brit~oductian, this particular volume, the translation 
0% Pau l% letters, 4s t h e  resul t  of s i x  yeamsbf  intermittent work in preparing lectures 
on the Paul ine  l i t e r ~ t u ~ e .  

The  translator is a Scotchman, educated in Scotch a?nd English universities; but 
the Anerican r e a c h  wS111 f ind  that his English is much l e s s  British than,  e , g ,, the 
No E ,  B, --i, e ,  nuch  l e s s  filled with B r i t i s i s ~ ~ w h i c h  strike the American ear  a s  
strange, 'This reviewer, in fact, found ?o real Briticisms a t a f l ,  

The tralzslatfsn is i n  thoroughly nodern Ezrglish, but definitely. within the consew- 
ative tradition, never vulgar or common. The language and style can be characterized 
by saying that ~t is do9e into good idiomatic every-day English, but with a certain 
dignity of s t y l e L  T k e  style is rml ly  much more "American," in fact, than a good many 
tra2slations this reviewer has read which were done by so-called "American" English 
speakers.  

One thing which the Bible reader misses  (at least at iirst) is the fact that there are 
n o  verse divider at a l l ,  not even indicated in the margin. The t e x t i s  simply arranged 
in paragraphs , separated by sect ion headings (where the verses are indicated) which 
serve as an outline for each book, We felt  that this outline arrangement (and i t  is 
arranged in full outline form) was most helpful and convenient in following the thought 
of P ~ u % ' s  ~ $ C J U ~ E , Y ~ ~ ~ ,  

Another extrernel y useful and commendatory feature is Dr. Bruce a s arrangement of 
the letters chronologically - i , e ,  according to the actual order in which they were 
written, all of them being connected by a very brief, but  excellent,  biographical sketch 
of Paul 's  activities , taken largely from Acts. This permits one to Study each letter in 
i t s  proper historical context; and the average reader, I am sure, will be amazed a t  how 
much more meaningful and pleasant i t  is to read through the Pauline corpus in this 
fashion, 

Any such, arr.sngernent of Paol% l e  tters into a chronological scheme presents , of 
course,  a number of problems to asiy N e w  Testament scholar, Dr, Bruce3 conservative 
position is s h ~ w n ,  for example, in the dates  he assigns to the various letters;  and 
above all in  the fact  that  he accepts  ful ly the Pauline authorship of the pastoral ep i s t l e s ,  
dating them between 62-55 - i, e, during Paul" travels after being released from his  
f i rs t  imprisonment,, In general the author follows Ramsay" accepted chronology, being 
generally a year "lewer" up ta 5 7 ,  but a l l  scholars ,  conservative and l iberal ,  agree 
that a l l  such da tes  must be lef t  wieh a year or two leeway on either s ide ,  Dr, Bruce's 



only real deiclatt-xe  fro^;? Raz?say% scheme is that he places the writing s f  Philippians 
i n  E ~ b e s u s ,  13!~  54 O: early 5 5 ,  rather than the comxonly-accepted view that this 
was ( T ? H " , ~  of :he ep~st4es of t h e  f i rs t  Roman imprison~en%, In  this point we wauld dis-  
agree with the  au-r'&.,oz=, si.-ce the evidence for the traditional Roman view is so  over- 
whelm Lag, while t h e  entire E s h e s  ian impr isorm~nt  theory is fcunded on co2jectuse, 

Aqorher e x a ~ p l e  of Dr. Bruce" sci;s.servative tmdency i s  the fact t h a t  a l l  t he  
pronouns ised tr! TPEW t ~ ?  Jesir-s are capatalized - e, g , Eie , HIS , Who, etc , This 
litrle deta i l  r cea res a cersalr. a x  of reverence which 1s missing eve2 i? the King Tames 
VHS ion, 

Hir6 orb:;; one ins t%r,ce d.3 T ~ F  trms1a:or's refc~med view3 becape apparent and this 
i_r? a f i z c t n t x ~  appe..g,d,ed te I Goric th ians  P l : 2 ,  the f.an~ss~s passage desling wizh the 
Lcrd" :iayct..  T h r  Ie;%ncre ccncezns the phrase "discerning 'he body,"  and reads a s  
fsPlo~/\j.s: " Tie-,ce -.. .L !fig ~ h e  iclt~dy%-vsl-ares their shsWlrzg co~sacJcr-a-T-,fo Ecr one another 
axd s o  q;vi:lg practicxl exrreisior, ta thelr comrnon membership o f  t h e  body of Christ ,  
which i h  s i y n l f i ~ d  is$ +heir  sharirg rhe  eucharistic bread, " (p, 103). Ar.y Lutheran, 
of c o l x s e ,  w3~1ld d5k, "HDW does the word "discerning" lead to such rn interpretation? " 

We know tha t  o:re p h m s i  jn the title - "AA. m d e d  - will f~med iaze ly  
prejudice a scztain c f r r - ~ b ~ r  of :e&dcl.\rs snrho lsve t h e  cld K rsion. One gets  
the feelng r ' n ~ t  t h e  word "~araphzs3se" f s sowetimes regazded as a l r o s t a  Iddirty" word 
in cmserwtive L,iil.emc cfxles; 3nd t5 is is wse1y unforrdsrate, Is should be under- 
stood t h s t  to -~araph,sse i3 p 3 ~ ~ 2 g e  C E C Z ~ ~ E ~ ~ ~ O B E ?  anat rrlean to - Its meaning, nor 
shoasld the .iyscr.rrp?.iof~ 'be r-aade, t h a t  any person who uses a pdsapkraae is somehow 
naotivated h y  insld lo 1s  notl lives. Dr. Bruce, fcr  exanlgle , is a scholar of such con- 
s e r v a f i v ~  ctar~dixlg $.hiit nO one would ~ C C L V S G  him of being a rodemist or liberal; and 
no one wha? reads hi:- trz&as!&iicn w s d d  be so lash as t ~ a  sdy  %hat h e  has emhanged Pa%rl"s 
meaning ! 

Wiat i s  y e a l l y  i:;.vcl.ved here Is the  art and s c i e ~ c e  cf tramlation; and anyone who 
will tdke the troable to ir.vestigate will soon l e a r ~  that this is a topic which has been 
t h e  subject of contrevcis;, for hundreds of years -- as far back as the days of Paul 
h ixse l f !  Tberc have aYwayc been those who have insisted that a translation should be 
l i t e r a l  - thar it shcul.c? conform perfect] y to the gramzar,  syntax and idioms of the 
oriqinal langaraqeL It qocs witho;t saying that the perfect literal, translation of this 
type is the i-.kr-linear, IT alsc becomes obvious that the King J a a e s  Version, which 
most nf the literf3lls.t~ ~ p h o l d ,  i~ certainly n o  such Crudely literal translation.! Far 
frcm it!  d i l  fact, the 3 0 s  t s+rik.inq characteristic of the King Taxes Version is rhe ele- 
gance sf its f r i ~ ~ l d ~ & j  

Aside f r o m  t h e  l ~ t e r a l  i r d n s l d t l o ~ ,  the only other kind is the paraphrase; and this 
also has  dlways h3d i t s  advocates - including such scholars as jercme 3nd Luther. 
T h e  prinsip4e of the paraphrase is the oppcsite of the l%tearal translation -- that i t  
sbuuid c ~ n f  orm perfectly to the granmar, syntax and idior;  of the r s g - p E  larguage 
Here, h:we\rcr, cne can polrlt ro co one pdrticlrlar t r a n s l a ~ i o r  as the perfect example, 
since paraph;a;icg i s  all rratrcr of degree, Phillips is probably the rnost paraphrastic 
of a l l  the modern English translaticns, That i s  to s a y ,  generally Phillips conforms 
leas t  Is the  Greek grarnsar, syntax a d  idiom, 

Presumably one rhclwld keep in mind what a "translation1' is -- a brinqigq across  
of the or fhpiig.t~~+ -,of t h e  author from one langcage (in which h e  wrote) to 
a ~ o t h e r  (that of ;he readci) . And all would agree that t h e  impoxta~t  thing is to set 
forth in the cleaxes: war. the w h &  that the aurhor was trying to convey, it a l s o  



s e e r s  s~ i l f - ev t_de r~~ ,  k?~v\~ever,  t h a t  the eas i e s t  way to do this for the average 
reader is rc pa: these rhnughts in ~/vo:ds and language which & (the reader) under- 
staands -- 1,  e ,  ic h i s  OVVI: Safiguage , which means using grammar, syntax, voeabu- 
lary and idioms which are thorgughly familiar to h i n o  In  other words,  the most 
effeczlve % r ~ a n a : a t f ~ n  is,  sftees all,, tb a ~ d  t h e  u1 t i~aee  aim of the 
trans8zter c c s  t be to make Paul -- modern, idiomatic 20 th-century 
English -- tc exsress  Paul" sthcjaghrs exactly a s  Paul  would if he were a modern 
2Otk-asenf~ry A E Z E ~ Z ~ C  an 

ThLs is t k  kkC3 of a tra2slaeion which  Dr, Bruce has tried to produce; agd %hi% 
rewewed f i ~ d s  %ixve!f ir complete harmony with D r ,  Bruee9 principles Every 
translatcr, rs rr+atVpr ~~11.31. ~ L S  ~ T ~ ~ C I F I E S  o f  t ~ a ~ s l a ~ i o n ,  will he-qjtably find himself 
facivg crrfnin d i f f lcd t  v~osds , phraacq and idioms which are almost impossible to 
re?der acc~ra te ly  fiorri the c m  iangusge into the other. The curious thing is that in 
s ~ c h  difficu?: passages transldtcr, no matter what h i s  prirciples,  must "sort 
to paraphr,qse of some sac: -- if he in tends ,  tha t  is,tc ~ r o d u c e  something which yields 
any sense at d l !  And i: i 3  T ~ E :  that i q  such difficult passages the translator,  or 
paraphraser,, as, Ds. 3 ,  says,  must inevitably introduce a certain a r n o u ~ t  of his 
own i n t e r p r ~  -.ia:ion arrd excnsiiio?, S ~ c h  problems , however, cannot be avoided by 
any t rs~slator ;  and how well s:;ch p r o b l e m s  are solved depends entirely on t h e  skil l  
and abrlitv and ic~lowledge of the tianslator - particularly how well he " kr,ows " the 
a u ~ h s r  .il\i.E%s~e w ~ r k  h e  1s t r a ~ s l a t i n g  , 

Personally,  we fee1 Dr, Br2ce has done ac excellent job, and has prodilced 
a very creditable - and helpf:~l and enlighterring - translation of Paul" let ters.  It is 
oar feeling that  anyone ~ 7 i l i  p13Cit by r edd~ng  this  translation, The  amazing thing is 
%bat, despi te  its t ~ t l e  - "An Expanded Dr,  Bruce" ttianslatisn i s  really 
quite ctsnssrvativc and "lireral ! " The reader will Se amazed that i f  i s  not nearly a s  
paraphrasric as Phillips' , or even the N o  E ,  B, ! l r  is clear ,  that i s ,  t h a t  he is a l so  
trymg to be 2:: faithful :o the original Greek .idiom as possible, 

One othelr poirit ~ h i 3 ) ~ l d  be noted here before we leave th i s  matter of "paraphrasing ,' 
since t h e  translator zakes pains to point i t  o u t i n  the introduction. A s  he says  (p. 91, 
it is cot his air;: s i t r p l y  to set fcsth s ide  by s ide  al l  the various synonyms by which a 
Greek word r de red  - after the manner of the I "  Teestanent, " or 
Wuest" "&I& 

w. irailns3a",ia~.,, " It is not an in that s ense ,  
Dr. g : . i ~ ~ e k  expa?;iic;n is "designed rather to make t h e  course of Paul" argument as 
clear  as pcssible, " (p.. 91, Here t he  translator is facing a different kind of a problem 
-- and a typically Fau!ine cne, Every reader of Paul" k t t e x s  knows how frequently 
P3a ib  thought suddeqly i u i r ; ~ ~  from sne  topic to another, with no warning. Scrnetirnes 
senl-ences arc left anfin:,shcd ia doing so -- so-called arsacolwtlaa, Often times 
parentheses are sudden ly  inserted.. Thn; is Paul" own nypical style.  In such c a s e s  
Dro Bruce ha s  attempred to f i l l u ~ t h e s e  anacoloctha and  e l l ipses  -- in other words, 
to re-capture ?ar~l% scrigin31 flow of thought, and to do so  in h i s  own language and 
style.  The reeider will h e  grestly s ~ r p r i s e d  at how few t imes  he will be able to spot  
where i t  is t h ~ t  Dr. Bruce has so filled in  the gaps ,  so well has he done his job. 

F l y  it shmid  be pcirnted our  that this book will really do the impossible -- 
i t  will satisfv kc&~- the  literalist and the paraphrist! For i t  is really two translations 
in  one. Dr,  E(rcr,e% expagded paraphrase is printed on the right-hand, odd-numbered 
pages. O p p o ~ i : ~  -. on t h e  left-harrd, even-h,umbered pages - is printed the text of the 
English Revised Version of 1881 - the nost literal English translation ever produced. 
This is done so that the reader can study and compare the two translations , produced 
on such opposite priraciples , a r d  so  judge for himself their relative merits and weak- 
n e s s e s ,  



A2d - as a further bsnus - beneath the text of the E ,  R, V, are printed the com- 
plete notes sf Drs , Scrivener, McxBkoan and Greenup, which were designed "to make 
Scripture ixs QWP! ca~mentaryr ,  a coannentary which time could never supersede, " 
(p, 13). i t u s ,  i f  you do not have a zopy of the E, R, V, on your shelf ,  with these 
very c s ~ i o u s  ST-~dpi notes , you get -two for one, 

Some idea zf he-u\~ "expanded" this expanded t r a ~ ~ s l a t i o n  reahlly is may be obtained 
by the Ialloa~i9g c~mparlsgans , where this ;~evierd\:es selected four chapters quite a t  
random. and courted the exact 2unbex s f  words in each according to the E ,  R, V. and 
Bruce texts, The  figures %allow: 

E 0  R, V, --- 

R a m a ~ s  7 ,  by reasor? of its n a n y  ellipses, and 1 Thessalonians 5 , because i t  is the 
closing chapter, are s e c t f s ~ s  where one would 3aatalral4.y expect a large amount of 
expansion; bh;t it wi l l  be noted tha t  in  s thcr  sec;stjons the arountocf expansion is really 
quite small, 

Lithographically speaking, the publishers (Eerdmans) have done a good job , with 
a good cloth bi:ad.i?-sg, good stiff covers ,  and good quality paper. "It is reviewer did 
not check carefully the acca9rac-q- of the E, R, V, text ,  nor the copious study notes. He 
did find fodr tvpugrapbical errors i n  the expanded paraphrase -- "it is" for " is  i t"  on 
page 103,  lire 5; "exe~~!.sisn" for "exclusion" on page 1.511, l iae  14: "send" for "sends " 
on page 2 5 9 ,  Jim $0; and " w o ~ e n "  f o r  l l w ~ m a n l l  on page 3Q9, 1 9 ~ e  12, 

If: the reader h a s  gotten this far in this lengthy review, he will know that this 
reviewer strongly r e c o ~ m e n d s  every preacher and well-informed layman to ge t  a copy 
of this book and read i t ,  A t  $4,95 i f  i s  a real bargain! 

--Julian G. Anderson 

Martin E ,  Me3rtyo Church - - ,  Miss ion. Grand Rapids : Eerdrnans Pub- 
lishing Cs, , 1964,  139 pp, , $ 3 , 6 0 ,  

The name of Ds, Masty is very familiar in our c i rc les ,  and s o  should this book. 
Dr,  Marty is a veryprolifis writer, i n  the yeas preeedirzg this book, according t o  the 
jacket blurb, he wrote five books , and over the five years p~ev ious  300 articles.  In  
f ac t ,  one caniaot help feeling that this vas t  production has  had a negative effect on 
this book, The reader has a feeling, both from the style and diction of the book, that 
the book was probably dictated from notes and then wrieten out, There are a l so  a 
number of annoying spelling mistakes in the book, 

But i t  is 9ot the misspellings which annoy the reader most. This is a rather strange 
book to  come from a former Missouri Synod clergyman. Though he is teaching a t  the  
Chicago University Divinity School, he is s t i l l  l isted in the Lutheran Annual; his  name 
a l s o  appears very fseqdezg,$ly as a speaker a"eMissouri Synod functions, inst i tutes ,  e tc .  



Thits book deals  w:"c "areas ef Chzistian eoKcern which are s f  the u t n s s r  concern to 
every C h r i s t i a ~ :  Chrfstian ur*i;r.~ and %he fuif81Ement sf the Ckrisiifan mission to the 
world, 'The s ~ ~ g g e s t i s n a  which h e  makes for the ac~zompBiskeleng of these purposes 
sounds very usl,-Luzheran, The s2frit which Lather showed towards Zwinglf and Mar- 
burg is abserit r;r at least s ilen"_ and  the old stand for u?.*iay, doctrinal agreemmt,  
is missing.  i'hepe are new voices soundiqg ou t  i n  this  book, a::d they are not good. 

WheL D r ,  Mvtty kok;;; at t h e  visible church ,  he sees  a welter of denominations 
and fragmentad denom lnatiors. He s e e s  little clergyxen who are emphasizing and 
maintaining differences betwee3 denom frations for the sake 0% densminational, exis- 
tence,  He sees m e G  sqzlabbli~g and f i g h t i ~ g  over these little differences and ignoring 
the grearer ; i ;^l l :y that exists anong then as Chris t ians ,  FSe s e e s  the  church fighting 
withxi Itself a:ld %s fa14 ing to d o  t h e  real mission which i t :  is ~ t i p p ~ ~ e d  to doo D _ P ~  
Marty stares: "Ye. t r ~ i h .  divides;  bur d o  denominatiocal 'tmthsYin t h e i r  c ~ r r e n t  form 
r e p r e s ~ n t  the frill  Tr-lLh 1k3; i s  Tes~is Ch-rjst?" (pa 138) His  ans1hTer i s  30. SO h e  
ehsnt,inr;es: "Lei cis i,lri;.te ixsofsr as we have g r e e d :  let 3s a_r?ite for the sake of mission.  
Let us then s t ~ d y  and Talk .ind learn and pray in order to agree,  " (p. 138) 

DL lidarty Peek that t h e  differen~es between a!l sheides of Christians tire not too 
great. "Viewed froin the  hope f o r  perfect Christian agreement on divine revelation and 
t h e  truth of the +,~adl~Xcz "it  this be asserted: I do cc t  believe %ha% the cesiYa9, formal 
isst ie (the d o c t r h c  q f  az*.l-.criti7) or the central material issue (the doctrine of grace) 
have been setled os have begum to be sett led because sf the new ecumenical spir i t , .  . 
But viewed from the aspect of the world which is becoming self-enclosed apart: from 
Christ ,  these f u n d a n e ~ t a l  differences are themselves razor thin, " (p, ICG) I t  seems 
rather s t r a ~ g ~  t s  ta lk  abeut unity of m i s  sfon when there is an acknowledged difference 
of opinion as to what shoild be preached and as to what should serve as the basis  for 
the preach k g ,  

DL Mar"._ dces  mot l ike  a s t r fc t  canfessasna9ism either,  i t  would seem, He laments: 
"The pas t i sa~  of t h e  WestninS2eer or Augsburg Confession is tenpted to s e e  his own as a 
full  and final express lo3 s f  divine truth; i t  foms a tent under which be presumes a l l  
biblical evidence and ~344 Chriatlar, experience can be gathered, At  the base of the 
Westninsber Confessior, i s  view of God" majesty which is r o t  denied or contradicted 
by other gpo!lps ., . . .At t he  h e a r t  of the Augsburg Confession is an understanding of God's 
grace which Es riot necessarily de.;-,ied or contradicted by. others.. . ,Neither is, t h e b  
a full  and firmi, exprsssfcrl, Eaek belongs ta events and experiences owned by a part 
of the Church. " (p .  65) 1% would seem t h a t  he sees truth as a diamond with facets 
of a11 kinds,  so that co~".,radictinsns between denoninations w o ~ l d  be more apparent than 
real ,  

Blbie passages are at a nlnimrtn i n  this book. Rather Dr. Mar ty  seems to fall  back 
on. psycholegical and soe fological interpretations of the divisions which have arisen 
within the visible chuvch, When  he does so, "then the causes  for division seemingly 
disappear. Tbe  end rezult w o d d  be a federal type of church,  with divisions according 
to  theological b e ~ t ,  but ii crity basic enough to engage in a common missior:. (pp. 112- 
113) Dr. Marty held- up the Urjlted Chlrrch of Canada as ail example of denoxinations 
which sursende:ed theif de~ox ina t l sna l  exisxence for the sake  of the so-cabled greater 
unity.. (pp. 115-117) T ~ E  reviewer can only comment that the Uriited Church of Canada 
cannot be used as the besf; exa~pEe 0% spiritus1 vitality aad mission outreach. 

Whst is even more disturbing i~ the book is h is  urging of a kind of "intellectual 
dishonesty,  ' I  H e  encourages those who hold opinion, similar to h i s  to remain within 
their d e n ~ m i n a t i s r d l  groi,ps and be "faithful to their discipl ines ,"  bu t ,  s.n the other 



hand , to "war k tou~ard the ultlnate death and trapsfiguration of these f o m s  . " (p. 12 6) 
While he acknowledges that this a igh t  seem sbjectfonab%e to some, itwwill not: be to 
"cow who have higher views than sere denoninationalism. 

The revie~naes might have made additional comments on this book, but the above 
s b ~ u l d  be sufficient,. Readexs af this journal would d o  well to  have a c o ~ y  of Dr, 
Mascty k blacok to read, for it  ill acquaint them with the la tes t  fad fp the approzch to 
Lutheran a d  Clzu;stfan linity which has appeared. 1"r.s evidently f w n d  in many places. 
It  is Is be regretted that Tar, Marty did nat add a bibliography to this boek, s o  that the 
reader wh.0 is interested i n  going m beyond it c o d d  %race the sources of the thoughts 
expressed ip_ t h e  book, We few footnotes do give same indication of books which in- 
fluenced h i s  thm.~ kicg . 

Rudo!ph r e  Narden, =L-, St ,  Louis: Concordia Publishing House, 1965, 
105 p p , ,  Sl,GO,, 

This paperback i s  one of t h e  f irst  of a new ser ies  by Concodla  Publishing H o ~ s e ,  
in which a deliberate eitevpt,  is nade  to  meet problems of current American life in the 
light of Christianity, -9:b t h i s  vtslleme the impact of modern technological improvements 
in making tine available for living rather than making a living is clearly pointed out ,  
and suggestions are n a d e  or the positive use sf this time now available. While the 
treatment is of necesaley more sociological than t'reeologica%, readers will benefit from 
the discussion, 

William Beck, A -- A b o ~ t  the 'j"&ovahFs Wit-' ,.@big. St, Louis: Concordia 
Publishing Medse, 1965 ,  15 pp. , $. 15. 

With t h e  coming sf warrnev weather the fell ringers also c a w ,  among whom will be 
the j ' e h ~ v a h b  Witnesses, ever eager to spread their peculiar theology. They a l so  have 
their own t r a ~ s l  atian of the B fble which they Lase in their proselytizing, Dr. Beck had 
offered a few %h.cr;lghrs in t h i s  txact to show certain mistranslations and theological 
biases in  their t:anslatizsn, which, i f  corrected, show R-usselisn to be non-Biblical, 
A fair trade to offer zo the next bell ringer who offers you an  i s sue  of the Watchtower! 

Frederick W, Danker ,  The- Kinqddom h A %  St.  Louis: Concordia Publishing House,  
1965,  112 pp. , $1,75, 

The author -- n-aottto be conlfused with his brother William -- a lso  teaches a t  
Concordia S e r n i n a ~ ~ ~ ,  St ,  L o u i s ,  'En many ways he has  written an interesting and stim- 
ulating book to arouse and encourage Christians in  their responsibilities a s  witnesses  
and living testirnonlals to the Gospel, But there are threads running through the book 
which p r e s e ~ t  different patterns. We are not accustomed to classifying Daniel with 
the apocalyptic literature of the second century B, C ,  (p. 22) We are not accustomed 
to  speaking of Israel as God" people without definitely including the future Messiah.  
p 16) It would s e e m  that he argues , under certain conditions , for open communion 
(pp. 78-79) and for a z k ~ b ~ e c t i v f , 2  modern 3ppraach toward the theological formulations 



of the fathers. He certaicly differentiates through the entire book between the Church 
and the K i c g d o ~  of God, The nater ia l  in the book served as a basis  of a lecture 
ser ies  to  a group of ?actors in St.  Louis. I t  is rather ~nfor tuna te  that the text is not 
more co rp le fe  so  that a l l  of the material discussed -- and certainly much more n u s t  
have beep s8id to judge by the terseness  of the material -- might have been included. 

Harold E, C . Wicke , ~ ~ @ ~ & g - o f Q ~ f f e r e n c e s  Milwaukee: Northwestern Publishing 
House,  1964, 93 pp. , 5 - 6 0 .  

This 1.5 a revised and enilarged edition of the same pamphlet, The major imprave- 
ment is that i t  c i tes  no: znly the historical doctrinal positions of the various Lutheran 
bodies,  but it also deals  with current theological .trends. The question ar,d answer 
format rena ins .  The only conplaint  is that the l i s t  of errata in the text printed on the 
front page could not have been incorporated into corrections in the text. 

--Glenn E. Reichwald 

Bernard W, Gucnther , ee [I.chftecture a@ the Churck~~ St. Louis: Concordia 
Publishing House,  1965 , 85 pp. and ph~tographs  , $3.25.  

There is a n  amatesr architect buried deep in the breast of a l l  of us .  A l l  one needs 
do is to  raise the q ~ e s t i o n  of how 3 church ocight to be built ,  to bring this out in  u s .  
Unfortunately, too often we then have to live with the results.  I t  was therefore most 
informative ar.d interestifig to read this brief aanua l  by s group of experts,  the Com- 
m i s s  ion on Ghcrch Wzchi'Lecrtkare of the Lutheran Church-Missorr~ri Synod, It contains 
many stirr~ulating and valuable suggestions which would be of value to any building 
committee or TO those advising on the building of churches. Ir might not only prevent 
mis"ea1c;es , b u t  a l so  provide valuable foresight, 

Arthur W, P ink ,  Glextfaqg &s_h.,la_% Chicago: Moody Press ,  1964, 430 ,JP. $4.95. 

Arthur Pink was a ~ o t e d  English preacher and expositor. This book contains his 
extended comments sin Joshua, a rather neglected book, 

--Glenn @ , Reichwald 

Charles Caldwell Ryrie, D i ~ p e n s a ~ ~ ~ a ~ s - q - T ~ ~  Chicago: Moody Press ,  1965, 
221 p p , ,  53"95,  

Dr. Ryrie , dean of the Graduate School a t  Dallas Theological Seminary, presents 
a defence of this theological novelty which has  always been rejected by the Lutheran 
Church. 

--Glenn E ,  Reichwald 



Roberr D.  Cu!ver, Daniel 2nd J t l a t t e raD__ayg .  Chicago: Moody Press ,  N. D. . 
2 2 4  pp. , $ 3 - 5 0 ,  

This reprint copyrighted in 1954 is a chi l ias  t ic  interpretation of the book of Daniel ,  

--Glenn E, Reichwald 

6. R e  Cragg , C~JJCC& an& the Aqg of .Rg~~son .  Grand Rapids: Eerdmans P ~ b l i s h i n g  
Cs., n,  d,, 299 p p . ,  $5.00, 

This rarher s m a l l  volume i s  the f ~ u r t h  volume in the Pelican History of the Church. 
"re auehos is professor s f  historical theology a t  Andover Newton Theological School, 
The volume covers the t i i s taw of the church from 1648 to  1789, While i t  might seem 
impossible to eonpfess the hfstgry of that period into so  few pages ,  the author has 
come very close t o  being success fu l .  Brevity has eliminated maRy isolated f a c t s ,  but  
has  a l s o  kept the flow of idess  mov ing  Hence the reader generally has a full picture 
of the  ideas  whish mcved people in  their  actions.  England receives  the maj or treatment 
in th is  book, but other areas are not neglected. Many of the philosophical premises 
used t o  at tack orthodox Christienity a l s o  originated in this period of history and are 
clearly psesected. Of p a r ~ i c u l s r  in teres t  is the flow of ever-its in Gerxany which led 
frorn ortl-.odoxy t9 pietism to rationalism. One wonders about the parallels  of today. 
While the book is very brief, i t  is readable and will  s t imclate to further reading. 

--Glenn E , Reichwald 

George MacDortald , Diary _of _ q n _ O 3 o u l 0  Minneapolis: Augsburg Publishing House,  
1.965, 132 p p , ,  $3 ,50 .  

This l i t t le  book contains 3 66 brief v e r s e s ,  one for e ach  d a y ,  of devotional verses .  
The name MacDonald does  not mear, much today,  but C. S .  Lewis credited MacDonald's 
writings with being the s t rongest  influence in his  becoming a Christ ian,  Alvin Rogness, 
President of Luther Seminary, wrote the introduction to the book and seems largely re- 
sponsible for i t s  pub$ication, 

Robert L. Raymond, ,4_ Chris tian_ View of Modern Science Philadelphia: Presbyterian 
and Reformed Publishing Company, 1964, 30 pp. , no price,  

Dr. Reymond? t rac t ,  or pamphlet, d i s c u s s e s  in a very conservative way the Biblical 
cosmogony, conaparing i t  with the so--called modern scientif ic approach and a l s o  con- 
trasting i t  with those who a re  .tempted t o  or who have compromised their  Christ ian posi- 
tion, While the material itself might be " t o  diffj,cult for a high school yrorap, a pastor 
would find valuable thoughts here to u s e  for severa l  topical, d i scuss ions  in  the  a r ea ,  

--Glenn E. Reichvvald 



Leonard Verduin, The ,Reform= and T'Jcg&_Sfe_p_;-~udger, Grand Rapids : Eerdrnans 
Publishing C>o:r:?any, 1954, 292  gp. , $5 .75 .  

The author of thf s interesting book has the scholarly qualificaticns to write in 
this area,, having translated the complete writirig of Meno Simons and having received 
a Futbuight, scholarskic i n  1950 to study medieval protest ~ n ~ v e r n e n t s  in the Low 
Countries. The book itself is the outgrowth of a ser ies  of lectures spor.sosed by the 
Calvin Foundar io~  in 1963. Lil~herans will readily recognize the chapter headings: 
"Rottengeistsr , " "Wierdertaaitfer, " arid others. A s  these icdicate , the book discusses  
in detail the va~Sc~us sectarian movements which have troubled the Christian Church 
over the centkariea, The author is both sympathetic in his wnderstafiding of these 
movements and yet critical where criticism is called for. A s  a pcstos ir. the Christian 
Reformed Churcl;, , he d i s c ~ s s e s  these movements against  the backgroznd of the Re- 
formed Church, ~hatrgh Luther is a l s o  involved in the book. Oce wonders i f  the author 
is fair to Luther whet he pfctci-es Eclther a s  comprcxnising his v i e - v ~ s  on th.e csngrega"t0n 
in permitting i t  to becoxe a mixed group rather than a group of believers. (pp. 128-131) 
Z t  would be better to  say t h a t  Luther was not a perfec=tiomist, as were the enthusiasts 
of various s t r ipes ,  but ratl-ter a preacher of the Gospel whs then took people a t  their 
profess ion and x g e d  thec  to  grow in grace.  Those in teres ted in this area sf history 
will find this book stimulating, 

--Glenn E . Reiehwald 

THE BECK TWaNSZATXON 

The theological jsurr.al of the Church of the Lutheran Confession, h~ur11a1 G O  
T h e o l o q ~  for March, 1965 ,  contained s o a e  coarnents by Dr, C .  Rein on the Beck 
e n - -  

translation of the New Testament, The Nevv Test&zggt_,in_ J& &akng~~g~gjse _of T_qd% (St. 
Louis: Conccrdia Publishing House, 1963). Dr, Reirnk article should be of interest 
to a l l ,  sinse the Beck translstian has  enjoyed some popularity in our circles.  Dry 
Reim, in general ,  seems to .like the translz-tion, even with its popular approach to 
the English language. A t  ~ i n e s ,  he felt the app::~ach t o  popular, a s  in the treat- 
ment of the Sixth Petition, 

Dr,  Beck, however, caused serious concern to Dr, Reim in his treatment s f  the 
word "justify, " 1x1 a footnote to Romans 3:20 Dr, Beck s ta tes :  

%igh.teofisness "i,a a court term, God, who gives us the righteous- 
ness of Christ (Ronans 3 9 3 - 2 4 ;  4:s; Phil. 3:9), as a j ~ ~ d g e  declares 
u s  righteous and by H i s  creative verdict makes 3s righteous. 

Dr. Reim underlines the last three words s f  ehfs footnote and s ta tes :  "The words we 
have underlined reveal a grave c o ~ f u s i n g  of justification and sanctification, of the 
impgred righteousness of Christ and the personal righteoilrjness of the believer. They 
in effect ass ign  a dual r ~ l e  "i faith i n  passages which speak of sakvation, " Dr. Reim 
il lustrates this by pointing to  the translatiions offered for the following passages:  
Romans 3 2 4  ("hezone righteous "1; 3 2 6 ;  3:28; 4:2 ("got to  be righteous "1; I Corinthians 
6: L 1 ("made holy and righteous ") : Galatians 2: 15 ("become righteous ") ; 3 : 11. In the 
light of these tral-nalatians Dr, Ream asks :  "Wlnat then has became of the "court term, " 
of the footnote, of the declaratior of a verdict ,  of "he forensic easebof this basic  term 
of Scripture ? " (pp. 34-3 9) These cornrnents of Dr. Reim were thought to  be of some 
interest  to  our readers, 

---Glenn E . Reichwald 




