


THE LUTHERAN WORLD TODAY 

I n  J u l y ,  1868, t h e r e  was a  Lutheran Conference i n  
Hannover a t  which rep resen ta t i ves  o f  t h e  l a s t  Luth-  
eran f a c u l  t i  es- -a t  t h a t  t ime  these were E r l  angen, 
Le ipz ig ,  Rostock and Dorpat--were p resen t .  Leaders 
o f  t h e  churches, l i k e  Har less ,  t h e  l eade r  o f  t h e  
Bavar ian  church, P e t r i e  o f  Hannover and K l i e f o t h  o f  
Mecklenburg were there .  Assembled were a  number o f  
pas to rs  and theo log ians  f rom a l l  p a r t s  o f  Germany i n  
whose hea r t s  was p resen t  t h e  one bu rn ing  ques t ion :  
"What can we do t o  p reserve  t h e  Lutheran Church as 
church?" 

The s i t u a t i o n  was t h i s :  I n  1866 p rov inces  l i k e  
Hannover and Schleswi g-Hol s  t e i  n  had been i ncorpor-  
a ted  i n t o  Pruss ia .  The a t tempt  was made on t h e  p a r t  
o f  t h e  church o f  P russ ia  t o  b r i n g  these Lutheran 
bodies i n t o  t he  Pruss ian  Union, b u t  t h e  r e s i s t a n c e  
was so s t rong ,  and Bismarck was so a f r a i d  o f  treat- 
i n g  ill f e e l i n g s ,  t h a t  a t  t h a t  t ime they  d i d  n o t  
b r i n g  these churches as p rov inces  i n t o  t h e  Pruss ian  
Union. Bu t  t h e  danger was there ;  t h i s  was a  t ime 
o f  unionism, j u s t  as we exper ience i t  today. Church 
Union, and e s p e c i a l l y  un ion  i n  t h e  Na t i ona l  Church 
o f  Germany, was t h e  g r e a t  s logan o f  t h e  t ime.  The 
t h e o l o g i c a l  argument o f  t h e  Pruss ian theo log ians  
was always, "Why c a n ' t  you Lutherans be i n  t h e  
Pruss ian  Union? A r t i c l e  Seven o f  t h e  Augsburg Con- 
f e s s i o n  demands t h a t  t h e  Gospel i s  preached i n  i t s  
p u r i  t y  and t h e  Sacrament admi n i  s t e r e d  accord ing  t o  
t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n  o f  C h r i s t .  No one prevents  you f rom 
do ing  t h i s ;  p lease e n t e r  w i t h  us. "  The Pruss ian  
church t o l e r a t e d  Lutheran Pas to rs .  They wanted t o  
have among them t h e  God seekers o f  t h a t  t ime,  even 
some Lutherans.  The Pruss ian  Union has always em- 
hasized, "We a l s o  want t o  have some Lutherans;" 
they  must n o t  be t o o  Lutheran, b u t  t h e r e  should be 
dome Lutherans. 

So K l i e f c t h  gave h i s  famous paper on t h a t  ques- 
t i o n ;  "Does t he  Seventh A r t i c l e  o f  t h e  Augsburg 
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Confession demand t h a t  church government i s  bound t o  
t h e  con fess ion  o f  t h e  Lutheran Church?" Th is ,  o f  
course, had t o  be answered i n  t h e  p o s i t i v e ,  and he 
d i d  so. He showed t h a t  you cannot ma in ta i n  t h e  pure 
p reach ing  o f  t h e  Gosoel and t h e  pure a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  
o f  t h e  sacraments un less you have a church govern- 
ment which sees t o  i t  t h a t  t h i s  i s  be ing  done, which 
p u t s  t h e  pas to rs  i n  t h e  r i g h t  p laces and which sees 
t o  i t  t h a t  t hey  s t i c k  t o  t h e i r  d o c t r i n e .  They de- 
c i ded  on t h e  b a s i s  o f  t h i s  and some o t h e r  essays t o  
found a f e d e r a t i o n ,  And so, t h e  

came 
There were ~ e a ~ l e  t rom Scandinavia oresent ,  and a t  
once t hey  took  up connect ions w i t h  America, In 
America t h e  General Csunci? had j u s t  been formed. 
T h i s  i s  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h e  Lutheran ecumenicism, 
so t o  speak, 

i n  t h e  yea r  1567, t h e  Angl icans had h e l d  t h e i r  
f i r s t  Lambeth Conference. I n  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  y e a r  
Lutherans i n  Germany and Scandinavia and America 
(Krauth and h i s  f r i e n d s  i n  t h e  General Counc i l )  
formed t h i s  f i r s t  great work o f  b r i n g i n g  t o g e t h e r  
the Lutherans s f  t h e  world w i t h  t h e  i n t e n t i o n  o f  
p rese rv i ng  t h e  Lutheran church as church. Har less,  
who was one o f  t h e  l e a d i n g  churchmen i n  those years,  
had fo rmu la ted  t h i s  severa l  t imes.  He once wro te  t o  
3ismarck, a f t e r  t h e  v i c t o r i e s  s f  1870 and when t h e  
new German Reich was be ing  formed, ask ing  t h a t  t h e  
new German c o n s t i t u t i o n  should con f i rm,  as a91 p re -  
v i  ous c o n s t i  t u t i  ons , t h e  peace o f  ~ u g s  burg  and t h e  
peace o f  !t!estpha% i a  and thus secure t h e  r i q h t s  o f  
t h e  churches o f  t h e  Reformat ion i n  ~ermany: B i s -  
marck d i d  n o t  answer, A t  t h a t  t ime statesmen would 
n o t  s toop t o  answer t h e  l e t t e r  o f  a  churchman, In 
t h i s  l e t t e r  Har less s a i d  t h a t  i f  t h i s  was n o t  done, 
t h e  danger would be t h a t  Lutheranism would cease t o  
e x i s t  as church ant? would be t o l e r a t e d  on l y  as a 
school o f  thouqht  w i t h i n  t h e  un ion  churches. To 
p reven t  t h i s  these men formed t h e  A1 l qemei ne Evan- 
ge l i s ch -Lu the r i sche  Konferenz. Lu tha rd t ,  p ro fesso r  
a t  L e i p z i q ,  was e n t r u s t e d  w i t h  a  new church paper 

which was then  s t a r t e d ,  d i e  
Lu ther i sche  K i rchenze i tung .  Th i s  o r g a n i z a t i o n  ex- 
i s t e d  t i l l  r e c e n t  t imes and was then t ransformed 
i n t o  t h e  F i r s t  World Convention. Bu t  you cannot 
understand t h i s  w i t h o u t  knowing i t s  h i s t o r y .  Many 
decades o f  f a i t h f u l  con fess ion  and f a i t h f u l  f i g h t  
f o r  t h e  Lutheran church were necessary.  I t  was a 
f i g h t  which t r i e d  t o  preserve t h e  g r e a t  ach ieve-  
ment o f  t h e  Lutheran awakening o f  t h e  n i ne teen th  
cen tu ry .  I n  t h e  beg inn ing  o f  t h e  n i ne teen th  cen tu ry  
Lutheranism as church was dead, Ra t i ona l i sm  was 
p r e v a i l i n g  and t h e r e  were remnants o f  P ie t i sm .  But ,  
t h e r e  were no con fess iona l  Lutherans and o n l y  s low- 
ly ,  s i nce  1817, d i d  t h e  Lutheran r e v i v a l  beg in  w i t h  
t h e  J u b i l e e  o f  t h e  Reformat ion and t h e  J u b i l e e  o f  
t h e  Augsburg Confession i n  1830. 

A t  t h e  same t ime,  a l l  over  Europe, t h e  i d e a  o f  t h e  
church was awakening; f o r  ins tance ,  i n  England t h e  
Oxford movement i n  1833: i n  t h e  Reformed Churches 
o f  t h e  Nether lands and Sw i t ze r l and  t h e  f o r v 3 l i o n  o f  
t h e  f i r s t  f r e e  churches which wanted t o  be indepen- 
dent f rom a s t a t e  which th rea tened t h e  d o c t r i n e  o f  
the  church. I n  Sco t land  i n  I843 a g r e a t  d i s r u p t i o n  
came when pa r l i amen t  i n  London decided a g a i n s t  a  law 
which would g i v e  t h e  churches o f  Sco t land  t h e i r  o l d  
r i g h t s ,  the  r i g h t  o f  t h e  par i shes  t o  have a d e c i s i v e  
vo te  i n  appo in t i ng  t h e  pas to r s .  Th i s  was r e j e c t e d  
by the  B r i  t i s h  P a r l  i ament. The General Assembly o f  
t he  Church o f  Sco t land  was j u s t  i n  sess ion and when 
t h e  news f rom London came t h e  m a j o r i t y  sa id :  "you 
must accept  i t  i n  t h e  i n t e r e s t  o f  keeping t h e  church 
f o r  t h e  S c o t t i s h  people."  The m i n o r i t y  sa id ,  "we 
c a n ' t :  t h i s  i s  aga ins t  t h e  con fess ion  o f  t h e  
church." And so, f o r t y  pe r  cent ,  a lmost  500 pas to rs  
o f  t h e  Church o f  Scot land,  l e f t  t h e  church, l e f t  t h e  
genera l  assembly, l e f t  t h e i r  manses, l e f t  every-  
t h i n g .  And i n  a  y e a r ' s  t ime f i v e  hundred new 
churches had been b u i l t  i n  Scot land.  Th is  i s  t h e  
g r e a t  s t o r y  o f  t h e  Free K i r k  o f  Scot land,  which w i t h  
reun ion  w i t h  t h e  mother church has s i n c e  d ied .  Now, 
we have t h e  same t h i n g  i n  Germany; o n l y  t h e  f r e e  
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churches are small. B u t  here in America your 
churches, a l l  your  churches, l ive by the heritage of 
th is  g rea t  awakening of the Lutheran church. 

Remeher a l s o  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  o f  t h e  General Synod, 
around 1820, '21 and  '22, when i t  was established. 

? E e?a- A,ii. r-i I ;1 i-he 1;leheran Landeskfrch2n f f i  bernai8y i s  , * e - 
-5- i due t o  these endeavors, n ne LuQhet-an Church Sn GZ;-=- 

many has f o u g h t  fo r  i t s  existence fo r  genera t ions .  
When a f t e r  the First World War the qreat  re-organi- 
za t i on  was necessary, t h e  ques t ion  again arose; "a 
church for  the German protestants i n  the na t i ona l  
i n t e r e s t , ' T Y h e  Lutherans s b j e c b d  t h a t  i t  was n o t  
possible. Instead,  they were sat isf ied in 1922 w i t h  
establ .is 
the old 
ation o f  the evangelical churches. 

UGW, such a federation was necessary and cannot be 
sbjected t o  i f  the aims are iimi ted according ts the 
ccnfessi ons. I n  Germany, for instance, one of the 
areat orobiems was Luther's Bible. The  principle of 
buther's B i b l e  translation was that  t h i s  translation 
must always be improved and  must remain what i t  was 
"tended t o  &--a true t r anda t ion ,  3uing h i s  whole 
- * a  a s  t e  time Luther v~erked gn improvements, 4e had  his 
cwn a ib l e  ccmnissicn, you know, and i t  was aga ins t  
?is ~ 3 1  t h a t  h t e r  the 5;b?e t e x t  was reprinted - 
4 i - i  WGU%; ~ e v 9  si 0ns, 2ev-i sisns are necessa~y , I-sr ex- 
2mpie, sassages 'ike ;he comma Jchanneum aust not. 
3ppear " n ~dzfieran SSbIe ,  ae, l;t % snne o f  t he  
stranqest th%ngs ;n ny ! i % e  that X Same f r ~ m  Sermany, 
- '. We l ant 2. --;he ,dthey- i"i b le ,  tc ;he Eng; i ~ h  

z c e a d j n g  xsKc! wbepe %hey dsed an a n - ~ u t h e r a n  3ib7e, 
" ynej-e l a i acn ;  1s -c{9ew& 2y %atthew, 4 L d t h e r a n  

-? ' 1  9 3-c -e  cgnxzjns zhe A~oc~>jpna ,  " nsma"ley 3 r i n t ,  3 
,deaeran 5 ie4e  ~ u s t  csrrecz aistakes ana Shere 3re - ? - ~ v i o u s  *nistaKes, . ake, fc.p. "stance, Lhe Passage !n - 
~3hesfans 5- '2hrjst i ~ v e d  T h e  churcn ana cleansea it 
;y :he ?later - q ; t n  ?be Pdora.'"-he King  Games says "2-f 
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I n  Germany, the  Kirchenbund was transformed, i n  
1933, i n t o  the  Deutsche Evangel i sche Ki  r~be. .  Th is  
was done a t  t he  request o f  Ado l f  H i  t l e r ,  and when a  
n a t i o n a l  synod met a t  l~li t tenberg  a l l  delegates found 
on t h e i r  desks an a r t i c l e  i n  Theologische B l a t t e r  i n  
which they were s t r i c t l y  warned aga ins t  making such 
a  union. We were l i v i n q  i n  a  d i c t a t o r s h i p ,  b u t  we 
knew t h a t  t h i s  m i l l en ium would come t o  an end, and 
we prepared f o r  the  day when the  thousand years o f  
H i t l e r  would be over.  The German Bishops decided, 
"Yes, t h i s  should be continued," although, and t h i s  
must n o t  be foagotten, H i t l e r ' s  Deutsche Evangelische 
K i rche was conf irmed by Kar l  Bar th  and the  Church o f  
Barmen. "Yes, we want- the  Deutsche Evangel i sche 
K i r c h e l "  They wanted a  union. Now, I cannot here 
descr ibe  the  f i g h t  t h a t  was going on. But  t h e  e f f e c t  
was t h a t  i n  1945, when the  war was over, t he  c o n s t i -  
t u t i o n  f o r  a  u n i t e d  Lutheran Church was ready---a 
c o n s t i t u t i o n  f o r  the  Reformed Church o f  Germany and 
a c o n s t i t u t i o n  f o r  the  u n i t e d  Lutheran Church i n  Ger- 
many. These th ree  should form a  federa l  counc i l ,  b u t  
each church should be a  confessional church, Th is  
was n o t  c a r r i e d  out .  The main reason was t h a t  t h e  
p o l i t i c i a n s  i n  t he  church l i s t e n e d  t o  the  p o l i t i -  
c ians o f  the  wor ld.  "For the  sake o f  t he  u n i t y  o f  
t h e  Germany people, we need one church, n o t  three."  
Logic would have requ i red  t o  i nc lude  a l so  the  Roman 
Ca tho l i c  church then---but l o g i c  i s  n o t  t he  s t reng th  
o f  church p o l i t i c i a n s .  The main c u l p r i t  was O t to  
D ibe l i us  who said,  "Germany i s  now d iv ided;  we must 
have then a t  l e a s t  one Evangel ica l  church." We1 1  , 
you can have t h a t  a l so  i f  the  church i s  organized ac- 
cord ing  t o  confessional  l i n e s .  The Catho l ics  a l so  
had t o  s u f f e r  t h i s .  But t h i s  i s  p o l i t i c s ,  and i n  the  
l a s t  ana lys is  i t  i s  na t i ona l i sm and the  leadersh ip  o f  
secu lar  p o l i t i c i a n s  i n  the  church which has prevented 
i n  Germany a  s o l u t i o n  o f  t h e  quest ion, "how can the  

We have i n  t he  f i e l d  o f  church admin i s t ra t i on  the  
same development t h a t  we have i n  t he  world. Here i n  
t he  Uni ted States,  you have a  union o f  s ta tes ;  b u t  
Minnesota has given up c e r t a i n  r i g h t s  as a  sovereign 
s t a t e  f o r  t he  benef i  t o f  the  f e d e r a t i  on. We f i n d  the  
same t h i n g  i n  t he  B r i t i s h  commomwealth o r  i n  t he  com- 
monweal t h  o f  Aus t ra l  i a. The s ta tes  are no 1  onger 
r e a l  s ta tes ;  they have r e t a i n e d  c e r t a i n  r i g h t s ,  bu t  
t he  leadersh ip  and the  decis ions and the  g rea t  p o l i -  
t i c a l  dec is ions  are made by the  c e n t r a l  government. 
This  was, perhaps, unavoidable i n  b u i l d i n g  up the  
p o l i t i c a l  world. A l l  new s ta tes  are b u i l t  up i n  t h i s  
way, Braz i  1  , o r  the  Sov ie t  Uni on--a union o f  t he  
s o v i e t  republ i cs. This  po l  i ti c a l  s t r u c t u r e  was 
brought i n t o  the  church. We have churcues which con- 
s i s t  o f  nominal churches, b u t  are more than federa- 
t i o n s .  As a  mat te r  o f  f a c t ,  t h e  EKID i s  t he  Protes- 
t a n t  church i n  Germany. I t  i s  not a  federa t ion ;  you 
can res ign  from a  federa t ion ,  b u t  you cannot res ign  
from a  s t a t e  o r  church. Bavaria, f o r  instance, might  
decide t o  remain a  Lutheran church and n o t  recognize 
a  synod o f  t he  EKID; i f  Bavar ia would decide t h a t  she 
would no longer  g ran t  t o  t he  EKID the  r i g h t  t o  con- 
f i r m  t h e  e l e c t i o n  o f  a  bishop, they cou ld  n o t  do 
t h i s .  Therefore, we have the  g rea t  & f a c t 0  union o f  
1948. 1948 i s  the  year  i n  which the  Lutheran Church 
i n  the  t e r r i t o r i a l  church, i n  t h e  Landeskirche, 
ceased t o  e x i s t  as church. O f  course, there  are cer- 
t a i n  remnants, b u t  they are a l so  i n  t h e  Prussian 
church. There are many f a i t h f u l  Lutheran pastors i n  
t he  church o f  t he  Prussian union, b u t  Lutheranism i s  
t h e i r  personal op in ion  and no one knows who t h e i  r 
successor w i l l  be. This  i s  a  tragedy i n  Germany. 
The Lutheran Church, as Harless had pred ic ted ,  has 
ceased t o  e x i s t  as church, and Luthernism i s  a  school 
o f  thought, more o r  l ess  i n f l u e n t i a l  here o r  there  
w i  t h i n  the  vas t  union church. 

Lutheran Church be preserved as church?" This  same development has been going on i n  a l l  

The Evangel ica l  Church i n  Germany i s  r e a l l y  church, Europe. Take the  church o f   wede en, f o r  instance.  

though i t  c a l l s  i t s e l f ,  i n  the  c o n s t i t u t i o n ,  " federa-  The church o f  Sweden was i n  fe l lowsh ip ,  i n  commun- 
i on ,  w i t h  t h e  church o f  England. NOW, we as Luth- 
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erans know t h a t  intercommunion, p u l p i t  and a l t a r  
f e l l o w s h i p ,  i s  church f e l l o w s h i p .  So, t h e r e  was 
church un ion  between England and Sweden. Recent ly ,  
t hey  have extended t h i s  t o  Scot land.  The Moderator 
o f  t h e  CFurch o f  Scot land,  w i t h  h i s  church counc i l ,  
appeared i n  Sweden f o r  a whole week where he ne- 
g o t i a t e d  w i t h  t h e  b i s h o ~ s  o f  Sweden. The meet ing 
began w i t h  a q r e a t  ~bgmesse where t h e  a r b i t e r  o f  
Upsal a o f f i c i a t e d  and t h e  S c o t t i s h  guests r ec i eved  
Ho l y  Communion. A t  t h e  end t h e  S c o t t i s h  Moderator 
ce leb ra ted  t h e  L o r d ' s  Supper accord inq  t o  t h e  Scot -  
t i s h  R i t e  and a? l t h e  bishops o f  t h e  Church o f  Swe- 
den took p a r t .  Th i s  i s  church un ion.  The Scandina- 
v i  an churches a re  & ' f a c t 0  un ion  churches. 

I n  Ho l l and  we have a c o m ~ a r a t i v e l y  smal l  Lu theran  
Church. Th i s  Lutheran Church has p r a c t i c e d  a l t a r  
and p u l p i t  f e l l o w s h i p  w i t h  t h e  Reformed church, t h e  
s t a t e  church, t h e  o f f i  c i a l  e s t a b l  i shed  Reformed 
Church. Th i s  was no t ,  o f  course, w i t h  t h e  Dutch 
f r e e  church, t h e  g r e a t  Reformed Church f rom which 
Berkouwer comes, t h e  l a r g e s t  o f  t h e  f r e e  churches 
o f  Europe. A l l  Lutherans a re  now admi t ted  t o  t h e  
Lord"  t a b l e  i n  t h e  Reformed churches and v i c e  versa. 
T h i s  p r a c t i c e  t hey  have solemnly j u s t i f i e d  by ac- 
c e p t i n g  a s e t  o f  theses which were drawn up under 
t h e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  K a r l  Bar th ,  w i t h  h i s  coopera t ion ,  
by a committee i n  Germany. The Lutherans ask t h e  Re- 
formed whether t hey  can s t i l l  oppose C a l v i n s ' s  v iew 
o f  heaven, o f  t h e  r e a l i t y  o f  t h e  body o f  C h r i s t  doubt-  
f u l .  There i s  no p o s i t i v e  s o l u t i o n  t o  these ques- 
t i o n s .  I n  Ho l land ,  t h e  Lu theran  Church i s  l i v i n g  i n  
un ion  w i t h  t h e  Reformed Church. The same i s  go ing  on 
i n  France, and i t  i s  t o  such a degree t h a t  a r e a l  
f u l l  un ion  between t h e  Reformed and Lutherans should 
s e r i  ous 1 y be cons i dered ( t h e  f r e e  church excepted) . 

Th i s  i s  t h e  development i n  Europe. I n  t he  l a s t  
a n a l y s i s  t h e  deeper reason f o r  t h i s  i s  t h e  weak- 
ness o f  t h e  Lutheran f a i t h .  I n  these t e r r i t o r i a l  
churches t h e  Lutheran f a i t h  has become weak. The 
pas to r s?  How should these people know what t h e  

Lutheran d o c t i n e  i s ?  Think o f  t h e  t h e o l o g i c a l  f a c u l -  
t i e s  i n  Germany today; they  have no o b j e c t i o n s  t o  
go ing from Erlangen t o  Zu r i ch  o r  f rom Zu r i ch  t o  ~ z t -  
t i n e n .  They sw i t ch  f rom one t o  t h e  o the r .  I n  Mainz 
they  have a new u n i v e r s i t y  w i t h  a P r o t e s t a n t  f a c u l t y .  
They c a l l  men f rom t h e  Lutheran Church; they  c a l l  
men f rom t h e  Reformed Church; t h i s  does n o t  ma t te r ,  
and no p ro fesso r  i s  i n t e r e s t e d .  The church o f  t h e  
P a l a t i n a t e .  one o f  t h e  member churches o f  t h e  EKID, 
as es tab l i shed  solemnly,  i n  t h e  most solemn form, 
has a1 t a r  and p u l  p i  t f e l l  owshi p w i  t h  t h e  Uni t e d  
Church o f  C h r i s t  i n  t h e  Un i t ed  S ta tes .  Th is  goes 
back t o  r e l a t i o n s  w i t h  t he  o l d  Evange l i ca l  Synod. I t  
was a solemn occass ion i n  Speyre when t he re  appeared 
t he re  t h e  de lega t i on  f rom t h e  Un i t ed  Church o f  C h r i s t  
---Evangel i c a l  , Reformed and Congregat ional  i s t  ,--- 
and i t  was solemnly es tab l i shed .  I t  was t h e  same way 
w i t h  t h e  Congregat ional  un ion  o f  England and Wales. 
Yes, t h i s  i s  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  l a r g e  p a r t s  o f  t h e  
wor ld .  The Lutheran Church as church has ceased t o  
e x i s t  i n  t h e  o l d  sense. Th i s  i s  why you a re  i n  f e l -  
l owsh ip  w i t h  t h e  last f r e e  churches, and t h i s  i s  why 
you suppor t  them and p ray  f o r  them. 

Th i s  i s  a g r e a t  problem f o r  a l l  Lutheran churches 
i n  America too,  f o r  now t h e  American Lutheran 
churches a re  con f ron ted  w i t h  t h e  same problem. I n  
Germany, they  have made t h e  so c a l l e d  ~ r n o l d s h a i n  
theses on t h e  Lords Supper, based on t h e  assump- 
t i o n  t h a t  Bucer was t he '  r e a l  re fo rmer  and t h a t '  h i s  
d o c t r i n e  i s  t h e  c l o s e s t  t o  t h e  New Testament. I t  i s  
based on a new understanding o f  t h e  Wi t tenberg  Con- 
cord, which i n  my o p i n i o n  i s  H i s t o r i c a l  l y  untenable 
and c o n t r a d i c t s  t h a t  which Lu the r  h i m s e l f  and t h e  
Lutherans always have h e l d  o f  t h e  Wi t tenberg  Concord. 
The Wi t tenberg  Concord i s  n o t  a compromise. Bu t  i n  
i t  Bucer and t h e  c i t i e s  o f  Salz ,  West Germany, ac- 
cepted t h e  Lutheran d o c t r i n e  i n  l e n i e n t  form. The 
o n l y  concession Lu the r  made was t h a t  he d i d  n o t  speak 
o f  t h e  manducati o imo i  orum b u t  i n d i  snorum because' t h e  
l a t t e r  was a b i b l i c a l  term. Now t h e r e  i s  i n  t h e  
Lutheran Church i n  America a s e t  o f  theses on t h e  
L o r d ' s  Supper which corresponds t o  t h e  theses o f  
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Arnsldshain; th is  i s  an off icial  document, a t  least  
H have been assured that i t  i s .  Practically, i t  
gives u p  the Lutheran doctrine of the bodily pre- 
sence in Luther" sense, I t  i s  one of these formu- 
las  of compromise. So,  the doctrine which i s  signi- 
f icant  for the Lutheran Church i s  here abandoned. 
How they will reconcile th is  with the adherence to 
the Lutheran confessions, I do not know. The adher- 
ence to  the Lutheran confessions today in the vari- 
ous churches i s  formulated in such a way tha t  only 
the Confession i s  the real confession and 
the others are of minor value. Actually, the Formu- 
l a  - -  of Concord i s  going o u t  as a binding confession. 

The ouestion now i s ,  what will happen in the L u t h -  
eran Church? What will happen with the Lutheran 
Church in the great eccumenical movement? In Laus- 
anne in 1927 the Eastern Orthodox members made a 
solemn decl arat i  on i n whi ch they explained what for  
them i s  extra and what they cannot ne- 
qotiate,  namely, the doctrine of the church. And a t  
the meetings of the World Council of Churches a t  
Evanston and New Delhi the Eastern Orthodox always 
restated thei r s tandpoi n t  . Thei r theol ogi ans are 
allowed to  take part in discussions, b u t  the theo- 
1 oqi ans of the  astern church are technical ly  laymen 
and they are n o t  a1 lowed t o  make any new negotia- 
tions on doctrine. They can only advise what the 
true doctrine of the i r  church i s .  The Eastern 
church i s  not prepared for  any negotiations, even 
i f  the i r  delegates are taking part--they are taking i 

part as witnesses. The Lutheran Church a t  Lausanne, 
as d i d  Soderbloom, signed a declaration of the L u t h -  
erans a t  the same time saying what for them was 4 

extra controversi am. 

The at t i tude of the Lutheran Church towards the 
eccumenical movement i s  determined i n  our confession 
by the Smalcald Articles. In the f i r s t  part are the 
ar t ic les  we have in common with Rome and on which a t  
present i t  i s  not necessary to  speak because they 
are not in contention. Then comes the very broad- 
minded third part where the ar t ic les  on which they 
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can speak wi t h  reasonable theol ogi ans , coveri ng  a1 - 
most a l l  articles---the sacraments, the doctrine of 
s in ,  repentance, with the exception of the one ar- 
t i c l e  which i s  the a r t i c l e  of the second part ,  name- 
ly the a r t i c l e  of the standing and fa1 ling church; 
tne sola f ide;  on th is  we cannot negotiate. This 
i s  what the Lutheran Church in the ecumenical move- 
ment should have told the other churches: "Yes, we 
are prepared for dialogue where i t  i s  necessary, b u t  
these are the conditions: the a r t i  culus s tant i s  
~ a d e n t i s  ecclesiae i s  extra controversiam, and we 
can only discuss with such people who accept with 
us the great ecumenical creeds, of the ancient 
church, the Apostle< and Nicene creeds. This i s  
our heritage and on the basis of that  we could 
work together. 

B u t  we Lutherans have ceased to  confess in the ec- 
cumenical movement. Almost a l l  churches of the 
Lutheran World Federati on are menbers of the Worl d 
Counci 1 of Churches. ( I  think a1 1 of them, now when 
our church in Australia i s  going out. We have never 
been and never wanted to  be members of the World 
Council of Churches. We do not belong t o  the Na- 
tional Council of the Churches in Australia. We are 
in the Lutheran World Federation, b u t  always with 
the proviso that  i f  you demand th is  from us, that r e  
join the World Council, that  i s  out).  Among the 
aims of the Lutheran World Federation was, from the 
very begi ni ng, papti ci pati on in the eccumeni cal 
movements. The LWF came into existence, as you 
know, in 1947. I t  was the continuation of the L u t h -  
eran World Convention. B u t  you must be clear about 
the differences between the Old World Convention and 
the World Council of Churches. I was active in the 
Old World Convention for  years, and I know i t s  limi- 
tations. I know why Missouri was not a member and I 
approve of th is .  B u t  there was one thing about the 
old Lutheran World Convention---i t s  aim was as was 
that  of the Allqemeine Evanqelisch-Lutherisch Kon- 
ferenz, to  weserve the Lutheran Church in the 
world. This i s  the reason why the i r  members were 
almost enti rely confessional Lutherans in thei r 
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va r i ous  churches. I t  i s  l i b e r a l i s m  which makes t h e  
d i  f f e r e n c e  between t h e  Lutheran World Federa t i  on and 
t h e  o l d  Lutheran World Convention. I t h i n k  o f  o l d  
P res iden t  Knubel, and i n  Germany Bishop Ihmels,  and 
S a r n o f f  i n  A u s t r a l i a ;  t hey  wanted t o  p reserve  t h e  
Lutheran Church. Th is  was t h e  aim o f  t h e  Lutheran 
World Convention. I s  i t  s t i l l  t h e  aim o f  t h e  Lu th -  
eran World Federat ion? Among t h e  aims o f  t h e  Lu th -  
h lo r ld  Federa t ion  i s  t h i s  : t o  f o s t e r  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  
and i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  eccumenical movements. No one 
knows e x a c t l y  what i t  means, b u t  i t  i s  taken f o r  
g ran ted  t h a t  member churches p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  t h e  
World Counci 1  o f  Churches. 

Th i s  i s  t h e  g r e a t  ques t i on  f o r  t h e  Lutheran World 
Federa t ion  which ou r  church has asked, and i t  i s  n o t  
g e t t i n g  a s a t i s f a c t o r y  answer. We cannot g e t  a  s a t -  
i s f a c t o r y  answer, because t h e r e  a re  so many churches 
i n  t h e  Lutheran World Federa t ion  which a re  d e  f a c t 0  
n o t  Lutheran. You see. t h e  church o f  Pomerania, f o r  
ins tance ,  i s  under Bishop Kuhmel , who was o r i g i n a l l y  
a  Reformed p a s t o r  and who as a d i s c i p l e  o f  K a r l  H o l l  
regards C a l v i n  as t h e  g r e a t e s t  o f  t h e  d i s c i p l e s  o f  
Lu ther .  He can be i n  t h e  Lutheran World Federat ion,  
though h i s  church i s  a  member o f  t h e  Church o f  t h e  
Union and re fuses  t o  g i v e  up i t s  humanism. And so 
i t  i s  w i t h  o t h e r  churches; t h e r e  a re  f i v e  o r  s i x  
d e f i  n i  t e  un ion  churches which a re  members o f  t h e  
Lutheran Worl d  Federa t i  on. 

Look a l s o  a t  t h e  church i n  B r a z i l .  Th i s  was o r i -  
g i n a l l y  a  German church o f  German s e t t l e r s .  They 
were i n f l u e n c e d  f rom Neuendetteslau, b u t  i t  was a l s o  
a un ion  church w i t h  Lutheran elements. Now they  
have dec la red  themselves t o  be Lutheran. The word 
Lu the r  now means what f o r m e r l y  was c a l l e d  "evange l i -  
c a l .  " A Lutheran i s  a  man who i s  n o t  a  d e f i  n i  t e  
C a l v i n i s t ;  t h a t  i s  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  today. Th i s  i s  
ou r  problem. 

Here i n  America I met a young German p a s t o r  who i s  
here  f o r  graduate s tud ies ,  and we spoke about t h i s  
s i t u a t i o n .  I n  S t .  Louis,  I met people f rom t h e  

Lutheran Church i n  B r a z i l ,  t h e  daughter  church o f  
M issour i ,  and so I g o t  a  p i c t u r e  f rom bo th  s i des .  
The man f rom t h e  un ion  church t o l d  me q u i t e  f r ank -  
l y ,  "We a re  a German church; ou r  pas to rs ,  ou r  peo- 
p l e  d o n ' t  even want t o  preach Portuguese because 
they  want t o  go back t o  Germany l a t e r .  We g e t  ou r  
p ro fessors  f rom t h e  seminary f rom wherever a  man 
app l i es .  I f  a man f rom Germany, whatever h i s  con- 
v i c t i o n s ,  wants t o  teach Old o r  New Testament here 
i n  B r a z i l ,  he i s  welcome." Bu t  t h e r e  a re  adherents 
o f  Bultmann and so oq. No one asks: i s  t h e r e  no 
d o c t r i n a l  d i  s c i  p l  i ne? 

Now, i f  I look  a t  t h i s ,  t hen  t h e  ques t i on  a r i s e s  
whether o r  n o t  t h e  Lutheran churches a re  gc ing  t h e  
way o f  a l l  P r o t e s t a n t  churches. Th ink  o f  t h e  Pres- 
b y t e r i a n s - - t h e  P resby te r i an  church s t i  11 e x i s t s  , b u t  
I have o n l y  t o  remind you o f  t h e  s t a t e  o f  t h i n g s  i n  
the Mi trd Presby te r i an  Church here i n  t h i s  coun t ry .  
The l a s t  t ime  t h a t  I at tended a P resby te r i an  s e r v i c e  
I n  t h i s  coun t r y  was i n  1962 i n  t h e  F i r s t  P r e s b y t e r i -  
an Church o f  S p r i n g f i e l d .  There on t h e  P u l p i t  s tood  
thr Rabbi o f  t h e  Synagogue i n  f u l l  r e g a l  ia----who 
t r i e d  l a t e r  t o  shake hands w i t h  me. A good deal  o f  
the Presby te r ians  have been swallowed up i n  t he  
g r e a t  un ian  churches, f o r  i ns tance  i n  Canada, w i t h  
t h e  r e s u l t  t h a t  t h e  r e a l  Presby te r ians  a re  on t h e  
o u t s i d e  o f  t h e  un ion,  

I n  A u s t r a l i a  t h e r e  i s  a un ion  go ing  on between 
t h e  P r e s b y t e r i  ans , Methodis ts  , and Congregat i  ona l -  

'* i s t s .  The Cong rega t i ona l i s t s  are,  o f  course, a  
d isapnear ing  church everywhere; t h e  Methodis ts  a re  
very  eager f o r  t h i s  union; t h e  conse rva t i ve  Presby- 
t e r i a n s  w i  11 n o t  j o i n  b u t  w i l l  i n s t e a d  come t o -  
ge ther  i n  some way w i t h  t h e  Dutch Reformed, t h e  o r -  
thodox church. J u s t  as here  i n  America t h e  Southern 
P resby te r i  an church, t h e  conse rva t i ve  P r e s b y t e r i  an 
church, w i l l  come toge the r  i n  some way t h e  Ch r i s -  
t i a n  Reformed Church. Th is  w i l l  be one o f  t h e  e f -  
f e c t s  o f  t h e  new con fess ion  which i s  t o  r ep lace  
t h e  Westmin is te r  Confession. I n  A u s t r a l i a  t h e  
Method is t  church i s  d isappear ing  j u s t  as i n  Canada 



va r i ous  churches. I t  i s  l i b e r a l i s m  which makes t h e  
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t h e  Method is t  church has disappeared. Why t h e  
Method is t  church d i d  n o t  j o i n  w i t h  t h e  Un i t ed  
Church o f  C h r i s t  no one knows. The Methodis ts  have 
a s%range re l uc tance  when i t  comes t o  t he  f u l f i l l -  
ment o f  t h e  un ion  promises. They have a  s t r o n g  f e e l -  
i n g  o f  t h e i r  own m iss ion  and t h e i r  own cha rac te r .  
Bu t  i n  A u s t r a l i a  they  w i l l  go o u t  o f  ex is tence ,  and 
they  w i l l  go o u t  o f  ex i s tence  i n  New Zealand. They 
are no l onge r  i n  South I n d i a  and they  w i l l  cease t o  
e x i s t  i n  o t h e r  p a r t s  o f  I n d i a ,  

In o t h e r  words, t h e  g r e a t  P ro tes tan t  denominations 
a re  d isappear ing .  Th is  i s  t o  a  c e r t a i n  degree t r u e  
even o f  t h e  Angl icans.  No one today can d e f i n e  what 
t he  Ang l i can  Church i s ,  n o t  even t h e  Archbishop o f  
Canterbury,  They have no common confess ion and no 
common d o c t r i n e ;  not  even t h e  Nicene Creed i s  r e -  
garded by them a l l  as t h e i r  confess ion,  because, 
some say, we d o n ' t  know whether we should accept 
the eas te rn  o r  western form, w i t h  o r  w i t h o u t  t he  

The book o f  Common Prayer,which once was 
t h e  bond o f  u n i t y  o f  t h e  Angl icans,  has i n  var ious  
p a r t s  o f  the Ang i i c a n  w o r l d  undergone such changes 
t h a t  i t  i s  no l onge r  a bond o f  u n i t y .  Even the  Old 
Cathol  i c Churches a re  i n  f e l  l owshi p w i t h  Canterbury.  
And t h e  p o s i t i o n  o f  Ang l i can  prov inces i n  m iss ion  
f i e l d s  i n  t he  younger churches i s  n u i t e  c l e a r .  The 
Ang l i can  Church has decided t h a t  i n  case unions are 
necessary i n  A f r i c a  o r ,  of  course, i n  South I n d i a ,  
then  these p rov inces  w i l l  be d ismissed and w i l l  have 
t o  go t o  t h e i r  own un ion  churches. i n  o t h e r  words, 
t h e  Ang l i can  Church i s  a l s o  go ing o u t  o f  ex i s tence  as 
Angl i can Church, 

The s t range  t h i n g  i s  t h a t  t h e  g r e a t  P r o t e s t a n t  
churches a re  d isappear ing  one a f t e r  another .  I n  t h e  
n e x t  cen tu ry ,  t h e r e  w i l l  be no P resby te r i an  Church, 
o r  remnants on ly ;  no Method is t  church, no Congrega- 
t i o n a l  church; t h e  D i s c i p l e s  o f  C h r i s t  w i l l  d i sap-  
pear.  These o l d  denominations w i l l  be rep laced  by 
g r e a t  un ion  churches, un ion  churches which a re  based 
on d i f f e r e n t  l o c a l l y  determined bases. I n  A u s t r a l i a ,  
f o r  example, t h e  u n i t i n g  church w i l l  c o n s i s t  o f  Meth- 
o d i s t s ,  Presby te r ians ,  Cong rega t i ona l i s t s  , and w i  11 
have f e l l o w s h i p  w i t h  Church o f  South I n d i a .  The same 

church i n  New Zealand w i  11 comprise t h e  D i s c i p l e s  o f  
C h r i s t ,  which b r i n g s  i n  t h e  ques t i on  o f  bapt ism. 

On t h e  I n d i a n  sub-con t inen t  one can see types o f  
t h e  new unions.  One type  i s  t h e  un ion  o f  South 
I n d i a .  The Church o f  South I n d i a  i s  n o t  recognized 
by a l l  Ang l i can  churches. Thev a re  now n e g o t i a t -  
i n g  w i t h  t h e  Lutherans i n  South I n d i a  and even some 
( n o t  a l l )  Missour ians seem t o  be i n c l i n e d  t o  j o i n .  
There i s  a  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  t h e  Lutheran Church i n  
South I n d i a  w i l l  d isappear  i n  t h e  g r e a t  n a t i o n a l ,  
hal f -Reformed church o f  South I n d i a .  I n  Ceylon 
t h e r e  i s  a  d i f f e r e n t  t ype  o f  un ion.  You see, t h e r e  
i s  n o t  o n l y  a  compe t i t i on  o f  t h e  con fess iona l  
churches; t h e r e  i s  a  competi ti on between t h e  un ion  
churches--"My un ion  i s  b e t t e r  than  y o u r  un ion!"  
t h e  un ion  o f  Ceylon i s  much b e t t e r  than  t h e  un ion  o f  
South I n d i a ,  because t h e r e  i s  a  r e - o r d i n a t i o n .  O f  
course, t hey  d o n ' t  c a l l  i t  r e - o r d i n a t i o n ;  t hey  d o n ' t  
know e x a c t l y  what i t  i s ;  i t  i s  t h e  r i t e  w i t h o u t  a  
name. Bu t  i t  w i l l  be c l o s e r  t o  Angl icanism. In 
Nor th  I n d i a ,  t h e  Reformed churches a r e  prepared t o  
n e g o t i a t e  w i t h  t h e  B a p t i s t s .  I n  t h e  B a p t i s t  church 
t h e r e  i s  a  c r i s i s  go ing  on. On t h e  one hand Bap- 
t i s t s  a re  becoming more and more conse rva t i ve  and 
conscious o f  t h e i r  own h e r i t a g e .  The B a p t i s t  
Church i s  perhaps t h e  s t r o n g e s t  church i n  opposi -  
t i o n  t o  t h e  World Counci l  o f  Churches a t  t h e  p resen t  
t ime,  s t r o n g e r  than  many Lutherans. And on t h e  
o t h e r  hand, t h e r e  a r e  B a p t i s t s  who now a re  prepared 
t o  accept  t h e  formulas which are, f o r  ins tance ,  sug- 
gested f o r  No r th  I n d i a .  There you  have a  cho ice  
between i n f a n t  bap t i sm and what t hey  c a l l  " b e l i e v -  
e r ' s  bapt ism." (By t h e  way, t h e r e  i s  i n  Germany a t  
l e a s t  one cnurch i n  which paren ts  have t h e  cho ice  
between i n f a n t  bap t i sm and a d u l t  bap t i sm- - t h i s  i s  
t h e  church o f  Wuertemberg, a  s o - c a l l e d  Lutheran 
church. They base t h i s  on t h e  Ouod Puer i  s i n t  b a -  
t i z a n d i  -- c h i l d r e n  a re  t o  be b a p t i z e d  -- o f  A r t i c l e  
I X  o f  t h e  Auqsburg Confession. They have f o r g o t t e n  
n o t  o n l y  t h e i r  L a t i n  b u t  a l s o  t h e i r  confess ions. )  

One must ask t h e  ques t i on  then  "What w i l l  be t h e  
f u t u r e  s t r u c t u r e  o f  Christendom?" Great  un ion  
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conscious o f  t h e i r  own h e r i t a g e .  The B a p t i s t  
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t h e  church o f  Wuertemberg, a  s o - c a l l e d  Lutheran 
church. They base t h i s  on t h e  Ouod Puer i  s i n t  b a -  
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n o t  o n l y  t h e i r  L a t i n  b u t  a l s o  t h e i r  confess ions. )  

One must ask t h e  ques t i on  then  "What w i l l  be t h e  
f u t u r e  s t r u c t u r e  o f  Christendom?" Great  un ion  



churches a re  be ing  b u i l t  on n a t i o n a l  i n t e r e s t  w i t h  
t h e  church o f  each coun t ry  making i t s  own con fess ion  
and hav ing  i t s  own f e l l o w s h i p .  Bu t  i n  such g r e a t  
un ion  churches t h e r e  i s  no l onge r  any con fess ion  
The Church o f  South I n d i a  a l ready  has a second o r  
t h i r d  confess ion.  The u n i t i n g  Church o f  A u s t r a l i a ,  
which has n o t  y e t  come i n t o  ex is tence ,  a l r eady  has a 
second. You cannot always know what you w i l l  be- 
l i e v e  n e x t  year--wherever t h e  Ho ly  S p i r i t  may l e a d  
y o u - - - t h i s  i s  K a r l  B a r t h ' s  concept o f  confess ions.  
When he was asked f o r  an op in ion ,  by t h e  Reformed 
Worl d  A l  l i ance ( t h e  churches h o l  d i n g  t h e  P r e s b y t e r i  - 
an system), whether he recommended a new confess ion,  
he s a i d  "no, i n  t h e  Reformed Church, t he re  can be 
o n l y  confess ions by l o c a l  l i m i t a t i o n ,  never  a  com- 
mon-confession l i k e  t h e  Confession."  He 
hates t h e  Confession as a bond s f  t h e  o l d  
church. And o n l v  what he c a l l s  t h e  ~ i u s  auaternus--  
n o t  t o  say t o o  k c h  f o r  t h e  t ime being; t h i s  i s  ou r  
confess ion;  i t  may be rep laced  n e x t  y e a r  by another  
confession--can be he ld .  

Th i s  i s  the end sf d o c t r i n e  i n  t h e  P r o t e s t a n t  
world.  Th i s  i s  a s t range  t h i n g  t h a t  you f i n d  every  
approach among Angl icans, Methodis ts  and Lutherans. 
T h a t  _wonderful i dea  expressed i n  H e l s i n k i  by one o f  
the main speakers (you can l i t e r a l l y  hear  t h e  same 
f rom Angl i can assembl i es and Methodi s t s )  . The 
church ( t h e  con fess iona l  churches) have t o  f o l l  ow 
t h e  example o f  t h e i r  Lord  who humbled h i m s e l f  and 
was obed ien t  un to  death. %n H e l i n s k i  t h e  speaker 
quoted P h i l i p p i a n s  2 severa l  t imes. "Th is  b r i n g s  us 
back t o  t h e  analogy between C h r i s t  and t h e  church. 
The Apos t le  says t h a t  he who took t h e  form o f  a  se r -  
van t  became obedient  un to  death; t h e r e f o r e ,  God 
h i g h l y  e x a l t e d  him. Must n o t  t h e  Lutheran church, 
i n  t h i s  hour, as i t  seeks t h e  form o f  a  servant ,  be 
p ro found l y  aware t h a t  t h e  i n s t i  t u t i  onal  s t r u c t u r e s  
must be prepared t o  d i e ?  Only as we and o t h e r  
churches a re  obedient  un to  death w i l l  God h i g h l y  ex- 
a l t  us and man i f es t  t o  t h e  wor ld ,  t h e  servan t ,  t h e  
one Ho ly  C a t h o l i c  A p o s t o l i c  church. To t h e  P h i l i p -  
p i a n  church and t o  us, Paul says, 'have t h i s  mind i n  

y o u l '  Maybe t h i s  i s  what C h r i s t  i s  t e l l i n g  t he  
Lutheran Church today . '  Now a lmost  l i t e r a l l y  t h e  
same t h i n g  I have heard i n  a  sermon by t h e  P res iden t  
General o f  t h e  Method is t  church i n  A u s t r a l a s i a .  "We 
must g i v e  up our  own l i f e . "  He ment ioned a l s o  P h i l -  
i pp ians  2 as t h e  Angl icans always do, and then, he 
had t h e  t e x t  f rom I Cor in th i ans  where t h e  g r a i n  o f  
wheat must d i e  and t h a t  God w i l l  g i v e  h im a new 
body. 

Everywhere you hear t h e  admoni t ion t o  commit h o l y  
s u i c i d e ,  There i n  t h e  World Counci l  o f  churches 
they  s tand l i k e  boys on t h e  spr ingboard,  a l l  ready 
t o  s p r i n g  i n t o  t h e  water;  and everyone i s  h e s i t a n t  
t o t a k e t h e f i r s t s t e p .  I t i s n o t a v e r y l i g h t  
t h i n g  t o  commit su i c i de ;  you never  know where you a- 
wake a f t e r  y o u r  s u i c i d e ,  whether i n  t h e  heaven o f  
t he  sancta,  o r  i n  t h e  h e l l  o f  what one P ro fesso r  
c a l l s  "Eccumen~ ca l Babe I." 

This i s  t h e  problem f o r  us and a l l  t h i s  happens a t  
t h e  t ime o f  t h e  Second Vat i can  Counci l .  I t  i s  a p i -  
ty t h a t  ou r  Lutheran theo log ians  and churches have 
n o t  taken pa ins  t o  c r i t i c i z e  t ho rough l y  t h e  eccumen- 
i cal ideas o f  t h e  Angl icans,  f o r  ins tance ,  t h e  im- 
p o s s i b l e  "Lambeth q u a d r i l a t e r a l ' '  which sounds as i f  
i t  were s u f f j e i e n t  t o  agree on t h e  B i b l e ,  on t h e  
N i  cene and Apost les "creeds, on t h e  two sacraments 
and t h e  H i s t o r i c  Episcopate.  Bu t  t hey  have never  
taken pa ins  t o  ask, f rom whence does t h i s  t e r r i b l e  
i d e a  come t h a t  i f  a l l  t h e  people o f  the  P r o t e s t a n t  
churches a re  i n  one body then suddenly t h e  w o r l d  
w i l l  become C h r i s t i a n ?  None o f  t h e  church f a t h e r s ,  
none o f  t h e  re fo rmers ,  n e i t h e r  C a l v i n  n o r  Lu the r  i n  
t h e i r  exp lana t i on  o f  John 1 7  f., ever  had t h i s  exe- 
ges is .  Th i s  i s  t h e  p roduc t  o f  modern c h i  l i a s m  i n  
P i e t i  s t i  c movements s f  t h e  18 th  and 19 th  cen tu r i es .  
So t h i s  i s  t h e  g r e a t  charge t o  us and a l l  ou r  
churches. How f a r  our  churches i n  America w i l l  be 
ab le  t o  r econs ide r  t h e i r  s i t u a t i o n  be fo re  i t  i s  t oo  
l a t e  we d o n ' t  know. 
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O f  course, t h e r e  a re  churches t h a t  do n o t  want t o  
gamble t h i s  way. And i t  i s  my deep c o n v i c t i o n  t h a t  
M i ssou r i  belongs t o  these churches. There a r e  men 
i n  M issou r i  who a re  d e f i n i t e l y  under t h e  i n f l u e n c e  
o f  these l i b e r a l  ideas.  Bu t  they  a re  i n  t h e  min- 
o r i t y .  One o f  t h e  t r a g i c  consequences o f  t h e  break- 
down o f  t h e  Synodica l  Conference cou ld  be t h a t  Mis- 
s o u r i  i s  be ing  d r i v e n  t o  t h e  l e f t .  I n  my op in i on ,  
and t h i s  a s i n c e r e  op in ion ,  t h e r e  a re  indeed some 
people who a re  under t h e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  these ecu- 
menical  ideas,  b u t  t h e  Lutheran Church-Missour i  
Synod as such, t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  i t s  pas to rs  and o f  
i t s  s tudents ,  does n o t  want t o  g i v e  up t h e  Lu th -  
e ran  Church. Th i s  i s  a g r e a t  hope, and l e t  us 
hope and p ray  t h a t  God w i  11 keeo them. 

I t  i s  a se r i ous  ques t i on  t o  us a1 1 . To us people 
i n  A u s t r a l i a ,  t o  you people here i n  t h e  conserva- 
t i v e  churches which once belonged t oge the r  i n  t h e  
Synodica l  Conference. Why have we n o t  been a b l e  t o  
convince ou r  f e l l o w  Lutherans o f  t h e  necess i t y  o f  
s t i c k i n g  t o  t h e  confess ions? Why was ou r  w i tness  so 
weak? Perhaps we have ( a l l  o f  us )  l i v e d  i n  a ce r -  
t a i  n i s o l a t i o n  and we have, perhaps, i n  ou r  i n d i  - 
v i d u a l  church bodies, n o t  always r e a l i z e d  what was 
go ing  on i n  t h e  whole o f  Christendom. You must n o t  
t h i n k  t h a t  you r  churches and y o u r  young theo log ians  
a re  sa fe  f rom these a t t a c k s  o f  unions. Th i s  i s  a 
d isease which can suddenly come up i n  any church. 
The o n l y  way I can see t h a t  we can p reserve  ou r  
h e r i t a g e  i s  t h a t  we, w i t h  g r e a t  ser iousness, t ry  
t o  r e - t h i n k  ou r  confess ions,  r e - t h i n k  t h e  whole o f  
ou r  theo logy .  You see, t h e  weakness o f  t h e  Ameri- 
can churches was always t h a t  they  had a good t r a d i -  
t i o n a l  theo logy  i n h e r i t e d  f rom t h e  Fathers and 
thought  t h a t  i t  was enough i f  f a i t h f u l  pas to r s  and 
p ro fesso rs  passed t h i s  on t o  t h e  n e x t  genera t ion .  
Th i s  must p reserve  t h e  church. Bu t  t h e  e x p e r i -  
ence o t  churches i s  t h a t  a con fess ion  i s  n o t  a 
h e r i t a g e  which you can s imp ly  hand on as you hand 
on a book. You must, each genera t ion  again must, 
acqu i re  t h i s  possession. You i n  America have a l -  
ways been f r e e  t o  confess; no one prevented you 
f rom do inq  t h i s .  Bu t  t h i s  has had t h e  e f f e c t  t h a t ,  

t o  speak a f t e r  t h e  manner o f  F r a n k l i n  Fry,  "We took  
t h a t  f o r  granted."  We take  many t h i n g s  f o r  g ran t -  
ed t h a t  can no l onge r  be taken f o r  granted. 

Now, i f  I may sum up what I have t o  say i t  i s  
t h i s !  You b re th ren ,  have a tremendous t ask  i n  
Arneri can Lu theran i  sm. From you r  w i  tness , f rom y o u r  
f a i t h f u l  tes t imony,  may depend what becomes o f  t h e  
Lutheran Church i n  America, o r  t h e  o t h e r  Lutheran 
churches, do n o t  ever  f o r g e t  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a com- 
qlsn des t i ny .  Th i s  i s  what Rome has l ea rned  and i t  
has brought  about t h e  change i n  Rome. Rome always 
thought,  "Oh, l e t  t h e  P r o t e s t a n t  churches go t o  t h e  
dogs ; we s h a l l  take over . "  They know now t h a t  i f  
the P r o t e s t a n t  church breaks down i n  Sweden o r  i n  
England, t h i s  does n o t  mean t h a t  t h e  people w i l l  
become Cathol  i cs . There a re  s t h e r  a1 t e r n a t i  ves . 
They know t h a t ,  We should a l s o  see t h i s  common des- 
t i n y  which connects us w i t h  t h e  churches i n  t h e  
Lutheran World Federat ion,  We cannot be one w i t h  
them. But we cannot f o r g e t  t h a t  i t  i s  t h e  same 
h e r i t a g e  f rom which we come t h a t  i s  t h e i r  h e r i t a g e .  
And should we not ,  then, be a b l e  t o  g i v e  more con- 
v i n c i n g  w i tness  o f  what i t  means t o  be a f a i t h f u l ,  
con fess ing  Lutheran church? You must always keep i n  
mind, espec ia l  l y  you young theo log ians ,  t h a t  t h i s  i s  
n o t  a l ook  i n t o  t h e  pas t ,  bu t  a l ook  i n t o  t h e  f u -  
t u r e .  I t  i s  no t  a p r e s e r v a t i o n  o f  t h e  19 th  cen tu ry ,  
b u t  i t  i s  a l o o k i n g  fo rward  t o  t h e  church o f  t h e  
20th cen tu ry ,  where we have t o  answer t h e  quest ion,  
whether we s h a l l  be ab le  as Lutherans t o  do what t h e  
eccumenical task  o f  t h e  Lutheran church i s .  I t  i s  
expressed i n  t h e  o l d  Pentecost hymm, "0 H e i l '  ge r  
Gei s t  , kehr  b e i  uns e i  n. . , , Bass w i  r i n  G l  aubensein- 
i gke i  t auch kiinnen a1 1 e Chr i  s tenhe i  t de i  n wahres 
Zuegnis leh ren ! "  "That  we i n  u n i t y  o f  f a i t h  may be 
ab le  t o  teach a1 l Christendom t h y  t r u e  wi tness;"  a1 l 
C h r i s t i  ans-- the Ca tho l i c s ,  t h e  Reformed, t h e  Metho- 
d i s t s ,  and ou r  separated b r e t h r e n  i n  t h e  Lutheran 
Worl d Federa t i  on. 
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The above was a  l e c t u r e  de l ivered  by D r .  Hermann 
Sasse on March 8 ,  1965, on t h e  af ternoon of t h e  
day when he spoke on t h e  IMPACT OF BULTMANNISM 
ON AMERICAN LUTHERANISM a t  a  f r e e  conference i n  
Mankato, Minnesota. This l a t t e r  l e c t u r e  r e f e r r e d  
t o  appeared i n  t h e  June Lutheran Synod Q u a r t e r l y ,  
copies  of  which a r e  s t i l l  a v a i l a b l e .  

ERRANT ON "INERRANCY" 

The September, 1965, i s sue  o f  t h e  Concordia Theg- 
1  o g i  c a l  con ta ins  an a r t i c l e  by Dr. A r t h u r  C. 
Piepkorn, e n t i t l e d  "What Does ' I n e r r a n c y '  Mean?" I t  
i s  a  most impo r tan t  a r t i c l e ,  f o r  i t  b r i n g s  i n t o  
p r i n t  i n  an o f f i c i a l  j o u r n a l  s f  t h e  Lutheran Church- 
M issou r i  Synod a  t h e o l o g i c a l  v i ewpo in t  which has n o t  
been o f f i c i a l l y  presented u n t i l  t h i s  t ime.  Tha t  
t h i s  v iew has been presented as a  " p r i v a t e  o p i n i o n "  
h e l d  by some i n  t h e  pas t  i s  n o t  be inq  over looked, 
b u t  now i t  i s  o f f i c i a l  l y  presented w i  t h o u t  c r i t i c a l  
comment. By t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  o f  t h i s  a r t i c l e  one 
must t h e r e f o r e  assume t h a t  t h e  views presented now 
have some o f f i c i a l  s tand ing .  

Th i s  judgement i s  r e i n f o r c e d  by t h e  words o f  Dr. 
Theodore N i c k e l ,  as repo r ted  i n  t h e  October 10,  1965 
i ssue  o f  The Lutheran Reporter.  I n  an a r t i c l e  en- 
t i t l e d  " 'P ro fessors  Are Not Promoting Kew Theology, ' 
D r .  N i c k e l  says," D r .  N i c k e l  s t a t e s  t h a t  t h e  
p o s i t i o n  now h e l d  by some o f  t h e  f a c u l t y  o f  Concor- 
d i a  Seminary, S t .  Lou is ,  d i f f e r s  o n l y  i n  method and 
n o t  i n  substance f rom the  h i s t o r i c a l  d o c t r i n a l  p o s i -  
t i o n  o f  h i s  church body. 

When one reads t h i s  a r t i c l e  by D r .  A r t h u r  C .  P iep-  
korn, he cannot agree w i t h  D r .  N i c k e l .  D r .  P iepkorn 
i n  h i s  t h r e e - p a r t  a r t i c l e ,  shows very  c l e a r l y  t h a t  
t h e r e  i s  a  very  wide q u l f  between h i m s e l f  and t h e  
h i s t o r i c a l  d o c t r i n a l  p o s i t i o n  o f  h i s  synod. A  very  
b r i e f  summary w i t h  comments f o l l o w s .  

Dr. P iepkorn begins h i s '  a r t i c l e  by c l a i m i n g  t h a t  
" t h e  term ' i n e r r a n c y '  does n o t  correspond t o  any 
vocable o f  t h e  Ho ly  S c r i p t u r e s . "  (p.  577). He then 
cont inues i n t o  t h e  f i r s t  p a r t  o f  h i s  essay, where he 
at tempts t o  show how t h e  term " i ne r rancy "  found i t s  
way i n t o  Lutheran theology.  H i s  key s ta tement  i s :  
E a r l y  Lutheran or thodoxy a f f i r m s  t h e  cor rec tness  and 
adequacy o f  t h e  Sacred S c r i p t u r e s  f o r  t h e  t h i n g s  
which must be known and b e l i e v e d  f o r  a  C h r i s t i a n  t o  
be saved and t o  l e a d  a  god ly  l i f e . "  (p .  577) Only i n  
t h e  m idd le  and l a t e  17 th  cen tu ry  does he see t h e  
concept o f  f a c t u a l  i n e r r a n c y  o f  S c r i p t u r e  appear ing 
i n  Lutheran theology.  To h im i t  i s  a  l o g i c a l  devel -  
opment, t h i s  be ing  t h a t  s i n c e  t h e  Ho l y  S c r i p t u r e s  
a r e  a  p roduc t  o f  t h e  Ho ly  S p i r i t ,  then  any e r r o r  
would be unworthy o f  Him. Dr. P iepkorn does n o t  ac- 
c e p t  t h i s ,  say ing:  "Again i t  i s  n o t  unreasonabTe t o  
assume t h a t  God, t h e  Author  o f  a  p e r f e c t  redemption, 
would have g i ven  a  r e v e l a t i o n  t h a t  meets Quens ted t ' s  
c r i t i c i s m ,  b u t  t h e  assumption must be t e s t e d  by t h e  
f a c t s  ." (579) 

Dr. P iepkorn  con t inues  h i s  e f f o r t s  by t r a c i n g  t h e  
h i s t o r y  o f  t h e  word " i ne r rancy "  through c l a s s i c a l  
and t h e o l o g i c a l  l i t e r a t u r e .  From t h i s  he s t a t e s :  
"It i s  a p p r o p r i a t e  t o  a  person o r  a  h y p o s t a t i z a t i o n ,  
t o  t h e  au tho r  o f  a  book, b u t  n o t  t o  a  book as a  
book." (p.  580)Hence when one speaks o f  t h e  S c r i p -  
t u r e s  Dr. P iepkorn  i s  s a t i s f i e d  t h a t  t h e  b e s t  t h a t  
can be s a i d  i s  t h a t  they  a r e  " ' n o t  wandering away' 
f rom t h e  t r u t h . "  (p.580)Anything more than  t h i s  i s  
a  "tendency toward de i  f i  c a t i  on o f  t h e  w r i  t t e n  r e v e l  - 
a t i o n  o f  God." (p.  580) 

I n  P a r t  I 1  Dr. P iepkorn  proceeds f u r t h e r  down h i s  
pa th  o f  thought .  Whi le  he aga in  r e a d i l y  g ran t s  t h a t  
i t  i s  p o s s i b l e  t o  make c e r t a i n  in fe rences ,  s i n c e  
" t h e  Ho ly  Spi  r i  t o f  t r u t h  i s  t h e  p r i n c i p a l  Author  o f  
t h e  p rophe t i  c  and apos t o 1  i c w r i  ti ngs ,'I t h e  ques ti on 
i s  whether o r  n o t  "such an i n f e r e n c e  i s  r a t i o n a l  o r  
s t r i c t l y  t heo log i ca l . ' '  (p. 582 ) In  cons ide r i ng  t h i s  
ques t i on  he f e e l s  t h a t  he can " r e f r a i n  f rom en te r -  
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i n g  upon the  quest ion o f  the  i n s p i r a t i o n  o f  the  Sac- 
red  Sc r ip tu res  ," being content  simply t o  recognize 
"both t h e i r  d i v i n e  and human authorship." (p. 583) 
I n  s t r e s s i n g  the  human s ide  o f  t he  Sc r ip tu res  he 
po in t s  o u t  two f a c t s .  The canon "represents merely 
a  moderately common consensus .'I (p .  583) He a l s o  
po in t s  t o  the  many problems o f  Sc r ip tu re  i n  chrono- 
logy,  t h e  synopt ic  problem, etc. ,  a l l  o f  which lead- 
him t o  conclude: 

The f a c t  i s  t h a t  the  t r u t h  o f  t he  Sacred 
Sc r ip tu res  i s  something t o  be evaluated i n  
terms o f  t h e i r  own c r i t e r i a  and o f  t he  q u a l i -  
t i e s  which they themselves exhi  b i  t, These 
q u a l i t i e s  do n o t  -- speaking genera l l y  -- i n -  
c l  ude g rea t  p r e c i s i o n  i n  fo rmula t ion ,  steno- 
graphi  c  f i  de l  i ty i n r e p o r t i  ng exact  words, 
p rosa i c  1  i t e r a l  ism i n  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  b i  b l  i o -  
graphi  c a l  l y  accurate c i  t a t i  ons o f  author  and 
t i t l e ,  comprehensive documentation, c a r e f u l l y  
synchronized chronologies, a  modern h i s t o r i o -  
graphic sense, h a r m o n i s t i c a l l y  cons i s ten t  ad- 
justment o f  sources t o  one another, and me t i -  
cu lous l y  exact  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  a t tendant  h i s -  
t o r i c a l  , phys ica l  , and o the r  s c i e n t i f i c  
d e t a i l s .  (p. 588) 

A t  t he  same t ime he would " q u i t e  p rope r l y  shy away 
from ' con t rad i c t i ons ,  ' ' e r ro rs ,  ' and 'mistakes. ' 
Yet such euphemisms as ' paradoxes, ' ' d i  screpan- 
c i  es , ' ' disagreements , ' and ' v a r i  a t i  ons ' are hard- 
l y  be t te r . "  (p. 588) 

D r .  Piepkorn then presents h i s  conclusions i n  P a r t  
111. He a f f i r m s :  "It does n o t  seem t o  t h i s  w r i t e r  
t h a t  we are se rv ing  t h e  bes t  i n t e r e s t s  o f  the  church 
when e i t h e r  we cont inue f o r m a l l y  t o  r e a f f i r m  t h e  i n -  
errancv o f  t he  Sacred Sc r ip tu res  o r  even cont inue 
t o  employ the  term." (p. 588) I n  f a c t ,  he considers 
the  term t o  be t h e o l o g i c a l l y  i r r e l e v a n t .  (p. 589) His  
reason? "Our b e t t e r  i n fo rma t ion  i n  the  f i e l d  o f  
t e x t u a l  h i s t o r y  makes many o f  the  na ive  oversim- 
p l i f i c a t i o n s  o f  t h e  16th and 17th centur ies  unten- 
able." (p.  590) Abandoning the  iner rancy  o f  Sc r ip -  
t u res  solves many problems f o r  D r .  Piepkorn, f o r  

then a l l  o f  the  problems o f  S c r i p t u r e  are "acciden- 
t a l  t o  the  d h i n e  i n e v e l a t i ~ 1 4 ~ "  b u t  they are n o t  p a r t  
o f  the  "substance." (p. 591) While some might  r a i s e  
the  quest ion o f  ser ious d i f f e rences  o f  op in ion  i n  
t h i s ,  he sees any such d i f f e rences  as on l y  i sagog i -  
c l a  and hermeneutical .  (p. 592) 

Oddly enough, D r .  Piepkorn urges caut ion  i n  t he  
presenta t ion  o f  h i s  opin ions t o  the  general p u b l i c .  

We must take  care n o t  t o  f i i s  emphas ig  
the  iner rancy  o f  the  Sacred Sc r ip tu res  both 
f o r  pas to ra l  reasons and because the  i n i t i a l  
a f f i r m a t i o n  o f  the  freedom o f  t he  Sacred 
Scriptures f rom e r r o r  was designed t o  r e i n -  
fo rce  and t o  a f f i r m  i n  o t h e r  words t h e  doc- 
trine t h a t  t he  Sacred Sc r ip tu res  have t h e  
Holy S p i r i t  as t h e i r  p r i n c i p a l  Author and t h a t  
they are the  t r u t h f u l  word o f  t h e  God o f  T ru th  
t o  men. ( p. 593) 

But i n  the end the  b e s t  t h a t  i t  i s  ~ o s s i b l e  t o  say 
o f  the Scriptures i s  t h a t  they are " t r u e  and depend- 
able." (p. 593) 

How i s  one %O peact 90 t h i s  a r t i c l e ?  C e r t a i n l y  
there i s  an emotional reac t ion .  There i s  a f e e l i n g  
o f  sadness, f o r  t h e  a r t i c l e  by D r .  Piepkorn i s  a  
chasm i n  the downhi l l  dec l i ne  o f  The Concordia Theo- 

. One cou ld  p o i n t  t o  any number o f  
n t h e  same j o u r n a l  addressed t o  the  

arquments which Dr, Piepkorn makes use o f ,  One 
cocld invoke the excel l e n t  book S c r i p t u r e  Cannot 
Broken by the sa in ted  D r .  Theodore Engelder, which 
b lunts  the  p o i n t  o f  every argument used by D r ,  Piep- 
ksrn f o r  h i s  views, 

B u t  one must a l  so make c e r t a i n  s p e c i f i c  ob jec t i ons  
t o  the content  and t o  the  l i n e  o f  thought f o l l owed  
i n  the  a r t i c l e ,  

I t  would seem t h a t  D r .  P iepkorn 's  e n t i r e  approach 



i n g  upon the  quest ion o f  the  i n s p i r a t i o n  o f  the  Sac- 
red  Sc r ip tu res  ," being content  simply t o  recognize 
"both t h e i r  d i v i n e  and human authorship." (p. 583) 
I n  s t r e s s i n g  the  human s ide  o f  t he  Sc r ip tu res  he 
po in t s  o u t  two f a c t s .  The canon "represents merely 
a  moderately common consensus .'I (p .  583) He a l s o  
po in t s  t o  the  many problems o f  Sc r ip tu re  i n  chrono- 
logy,  t h e  synopt ic  problem, etc. ,  a l l  o f  which lead- 
him t o  conclude: 

The f a c t  i s  t h a t  the  t r u t h  o f  t he  Sacred 
Sc r ip tu res  i s  something t o  be evaluated i n  
terms o f  t h e i r  own c r i t e r i a  and o f  t he  q u a l i -  
t i e s  which they themselves exhi  b i  t, These 
q u a l i t i e s  do n o t  -- speaking genera l l y  -- i n -  
c l  ude g rea t  p r e c i s i o n  i n  fo rmula t ion ,  steno- 
graphi  c  f i  de l  i ty i n r e p o r t i  ng exact  words, 
p rosa i c  1  i t e r a l  ism i n  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  b i  b l  i o -  
graphi  c a l  l y  accurate c i  t a t i  ons o f  author  and 
t i t l e ,  comprehensive documentation, c a r e f u l l y  
synchronized chronologies, a  modern h i s t o r i o -  
graphic sense, h a r m o n i s t i c a l l y  cons i s ten t  ad- 
justment o f  sources t o  one another, and me t i -  
cu lous l y  exact  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  a t tendant  h i s -  
t o r i c a l  , phys ica l  , and o the r  s c i e n t i f i c  
d e t a i l s .  (p. 588) 

A t  t he  same t ime he would " q u i t e  p rope r l y  shy away 
from ' con t rad i c t i ons ,  ' ' e r ro rs ,  ' and 'mistakes. ' 
Yet such euphemisms as ' paradoxes, ' ' d i  screpan- 
c i  es , ' ' disagreements , ' and ' v a r i  a t i  ons ' are hard- 
l y  be t te r . "  (p. 588) 

D r .  Piepkorn then presents h i s  conclusions i n  P a r t  
111. He a f f i r m s :  "It does n o t  seem t o  t h i s  w r i t e r  
t h a t  we are se rv ing  t h e  bes t  i n t e r e s t s  o f  the  church 
when e i t h e r  we cont inue f o r m a l l y  t o  r e a f f i r m  t h e  i n -  
errancv o f  t he  Sacred Sc r ip tu res  o r  even cont inue 
t o  employ the  term." (p. 588) I n  f a c t ,  he considers 
the  term t o  be t h e o l o g i c a l l y  i r r e l e v a n t .  (p. 589) His  
reason? "Our b e t t e r  i n fo rma t ion  i n  the  f i e l d  o f  
t e x t u a l  h i s t o r y  makes many o f  the  na ive  oversim- 
p l i f i c a t i o n s  o f  t h e  16th and 17th centur ies  unten- 
able." (p.  590) Abandoning the  iner rancy  o f  Sc r ip -  
t u res  solves many problems f o r  D r .  Piepkorn, f o r  

then a l l  o f  the  problems o f  S c r i p t u r e  are "acciden- 
t a l  t o  the  d h i n e  i n e v e l a t i ~ 1 4 ~ "  b u t  they are n o t  p a r t  
o f  the  "substance." (p. 591) While some might  r a i s e  
the  quest ion o f  ser ious d i f f e rences  o f  op in ion  i n  
t h i s ,  he sees any such d i f f e rences  as on l y  i sagog i -  
c l a  and hermeneutical .  (p. 592) 

Oddly enough, D r .  Piepkorn urges caut ion  i n  t he  
presenta t ion  o f  h i s  opin ions t o  the  general p u b l i c .  

We must take  care n o t  t o  f i i s  emphas ig  
the  iner rancy  o f  the  Sacred Sc r ip tu res  both 
f o r  pas to ra l  reasons and because the  i n i t i a l  
a f f i r m a t i o n  o f  the  freedom o f  t he  Sacred 
Scriptures f rom e r r o r  was designed t o  r e i n -  
fo rce  and t o  a f f i r m  i n  o t h e r  words t h e  doc- 
trine t h a t  t he  Sacred Sc r ip tu res  have t h e  
Holy S p i r i t  as t h e i r  p r i n c i p a l  Author and t h a t  
they are the  t r u t h f u l  word o f  t h e  God o f  T ru th  
t o  men. ( p. 593) 

But i n  the end the  b e s t  t h a t  i t  i s  ~ o s s i b l e  t o  say 
o f  the Scriptures i s  t h a t  they are " t r u e  and depend- 
able." (p. 593) 

How i s  one %O peact 90 t h i s  a r t i c l e ?  C e r t a i n l y  
there i s  an emotional reac t ion .  There i s  a f e e l i n g  
o f  sadness, f o r  t h e  a r t i c l e  by D r .  Piepkorn i s  a  
chasm i n  the downhi l l  dec l i ne  o f  The Concordia Theo- 

. One cou ld  p o i n t  t o  any number o f  
n t h e  same j o u r n a l  addressed t o  the  

arquments which Dr, Piepkorn makes use o f ,  One 
cocld invoke the excel l e n t  book S c r i p t u r e  Cannot 
Broken by the sa in ted  D r .  Theodore Engelder, which 
b lunts  the  p o i n t  o f  every argument used by D r ,  Piep- 
ksrn f o r  h i s  views, 

B u t  one must a l  so make c e r t a i n  s p e c i f i c  ob jec t i ons  
t o  the content  and t o  the  l i n e  o f  thought f o l l owed  
i n  the  a r t i c l e ,  

I t  would seem t h a t  D r .  P iepkorn 's  e n t i r e  approach 



i s  supposedly based on the modern sc ient i f ic  method. 
This shows i t se l f  when he rejects very quickly the 
claims of inerrancy for  Scripture by the 1 7 t h  cen- 
tury Lutheran dogmati ci ans as 1 ogi cal , b u t  not theo- 
logical. He wants the facts to speak for them- 
selves. ( p .  579) Yet his logic i s  also faulty.  Firs t  
of a l l ,  one does not place himself and his own rea- 
son above the Scriptures, I1  Corinthians 10:5. Se- 
condly, even i f  one were to grant the right to use 
the so-call ed scienti  f i c method wi t h  Scri pture as 
Dr. Piepkorn claims t o  do, one should begin with the 
Scriptures statements concerning i t s e l f .  The f i r s t  
step in the study of any person or document i n  his- 
tory i s  to  l i s ten  to what that person has to say of 
himself -- before forming any judgements -- and then 
to  examine the claims i n  the l ight  of facts and his- 
tory. Dr. Piepkorn seems to assume the impossibili- 
t y  of inerrancy and then proceeds t o  prove the case 
which he has already accepted. 

Certainly the words of our Savior in John 1 0 3 5  
spoken over one of the so-called t r iv ia  of Scripture 
stand i n  opposition to such assertions, as do many 
other passages of Scripture. 

Dr. Piepkorn s ta tes  that  the matter of inerrancy 
has nothing to  do w i t h  the inspi ration of Scrip- 
tures.  What should rather have been stated that  the 
doctrine of the inerrancy has nothing in common w i t h  
hi s doctrine of the i nspi ration of the Scriptures , 
for  Dr. Piepkorn does have a doctrine of inspibration 
i n  Scripture, b u t  not of plenary, verbal inspira- 
tion. As can be seen in the a r t i c l e  and from the 
quotations above, inspiration to  h i m  i s  a subjective 
matter, applying only to the authors of the books, 
b u t  not to the book i t s e l f .  The influence of the 
Holy Sp i r i t  in inspiration i s  nowhere defined, b u t  
i t  seems to  be l i t t l e  more than the general provi- 
dence of God which moves a l l  men. A t  least  i t  i s  
not something very specific,  as in I1 Peter 1:20-21. 
His doctrine of inspiration would seem to be that  of 
neo-orthodoxy. 

To say that  inerrancy i s  a la te  development in the 
theology of the Lutheran Church i s  t o  ignore the 
theological context of the times. When the Refor- 
mation began i n  the early 16th century, the question 
was n o t  concerning the qua1 i t y  of the Scriptures, 
b u t  rather of authority i n  the church. Hence iner- 
rancy was not an issue. B u t  soon the rationalism 
that  raised i t s  head i n  the 17th and 18th centuries 
placed severe pressures upon orthodoxy from new di- 
recti  ons. Furthermore, i t i s always dangerous from 
a scholarly viewpoint t o  say bluntly that  a certain 
pattern of thought must be dated a t  such and such a 
t ime. I t  i s  certainly dangerous from a theological 
viewpoint, for i t  i s  the same as assertion that  
there was no Christian doctrine of the Trini ty u n t i  1 
the  formal formulations were made i n  the church 
councils. While the word "inerrancy" may not occur 
i n  Scripture, the doctrinal content summed u p  i n  
t h a t  word i s  certainly present. Nor can the posi- 
tion o f  the  ear l i e s t  Reformer Luther be separated i n  
t h i s  point from the  l a t e r  dogmaticians, for ,  i n  
s p i t e  o f  a l l  attempts to  make Luther into the f i r s t  
Lutheran neo-orthodox theol ogi an, his words are too 
clear for such misrepresentation. 

When one retreats  away from the concept of iner- 
rancy, then one has only one theological fortress  
l e f t  -- and i t  i s  bui l t  o f  sand -- subjective cer- 
t a in ty ,  which ultimately rests  on one's own feel-  
ings, e. g.  Schleiemacher. Yet th is  i s  a l l  that i s  
l e f t  for  one when the Scriptures become the subjec- 
t i v e  w r i t i n g s  o f  men, who have recorded the i r  honest, 
b u t  imperfect, opinions , values , and misconceptions, 
which i n  t u r n  must be f i  1 tered by the reader's own 
log ic  and value judgments. Such a revelation of God 
retreats  from man into a fog of uncertain words. 

One must also assume that  Dr. Piepkorn assumes 
that  there are errors of fac t  in the Scriptures. 
Perhaps one could make an even stronger statement i n  
the l ight  of Dr. Piepkorn's crit icism of the claim 
that  the Bible's being free from error  i s  only a 
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logical deduction. ( p .  593) In raising questions 
against the inerrancy of Scri ptures Dr. Pi epkorn 
makes use of such moth-eaten agruments that the 
autographs no longer exist  and so any such question 
i s  no longer relevant. Furthermore, Dr. Piepkorn 
makes use of the problems i n  Scripture -- and we 
are quick to  admit that  they exis t ,  b u t  not that  
they cannot be dealt with effectively -- to dis- 
prove to  his satisfaction the factual certainty of 
the Scriptures. B u t  he nowhere makes any attempt to 
come to  grips with them or point out that these 
problems have been dealt  w i t h .  

Dr. Piepkorn i s  also guilty of an arbitrary divi- 
sion i n  the value of materials in the Scripture. 
One cannot say that  the Scriptures are re1 iable i n  
matters of fa i th  and yet say that  there i s  the pos- 
s ibi  l i  ty of factual error  i n  the Scriptures. Such 
an approach, as was stated above, makes theology 
into something purely subjective, ra t ional i s t ic ,  and 
uncertain. "Thus sai t h  the Lord" disappears . Dr. 
Piepkorn i s  quick to  assert  that the Sacrament of 
the Altar, the Sacrament of Holy Baptism, and the 
v i r g i n  b i r t h  do not f a l l  into this  uncertain theo- 
logical limbo, ( p .  588) though he admits they are 
questioned today. B u t  he nowhere s ta tes ,  except on 
his own authority, that they are specifically ex- 
cluded from being subjectively judged by the readers 
of Scripture. One wonders how he can make th is  as- 
ser t ion,  for  some have gone only a l i t t l e  further 
down the same road he has, or considerably further. 
The difference i s  only one of quantity, not quality. 

One also wonders why Dr. Piepkorn asserts that  the 
inerrancy of the Scriptures must not be denied for  
"pastoral reasons." ( p .  593) He seems t o  think that  
i t  would be upsetting to  people and cause them to  go 
one step further and reject  the Scriptures as God's 
Word to men. He prefers, he s t a t e s ,  to refuse to  
answer "yes" or "no" to  the question. I t  would seem 
from what has been said that  his "no" i s  much louder 
than his "yes." To conceal one's theological views 

as bei ng theol ogi cal ly i ndi ges t i  ble for  the 1 arger 
circle  of Christians i s  to  adopt an almost Gnostic 
approach t o  Christian truth. The trumpet must give 
a certain sound, I Corinthians 14:8, and the Chris-- 
t ian teacher must be ready to  give a defini te  an- 
swer, I Peter 3:E5. 

Perhaps the wri t e r  of th is  brief review has been 
guilty of reading too much into Dr. Piepkorn's ar- 
t i c l e  on inerrancy. B u t  he has the feeling that  a l l  
of the above i s  true -- unfortunately. Readers 
would do we1 1 t o  form the i r  own opinions by reading 
Dr. Piepkorn's a- t icle  for  themselves, thus forming 
thei r own judgments. 

Glenn &. Rei chwald 

Note : 
The December i s s u e  of  t h e  butheran Synod 

w i l l  p r e sen t  an important and 
well-documented paper  by Pres .  B.W. Te i -  
gen on '?The Religious and Philosophic 
foundations o f  Publ ic  Education.? '  

(Editor)  

BOOK REVIEW 

A .  Berkeley Michelsen, Interpretinq The Bible. 
Grand Rapids, Mi ch. : Mi 11 aim B. Eerdmans , 1963, xiv 
and 425pb. , $5.95. 

"Since the close of World Yar I1 there has been a 
rapidly growi ng in teres t  in the theol ogi cal science 
of hermenuetics." So s ta tes  the author of th is  book 
in the opening l ine of his preface ( p .  v i i ) ;  and his 
staterrent i s  absolutely true. Every year sees the 
publication of a number of new books in the f ie ld  of 
hermeneutics, a f i e ld  of theology which was almost 
entirely forgotten and neglected i n  the f i r s t  40 
years of th is  century. 
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i s  i t  d i f f i cu l t  t o  determine W~IJ this  i s  so. 
Since World Mar I the world has been in a s t a t e  of 
theological confusion and upheaval which c a n  be ccm- 
only t o  t he  per%sd o t  %he eelormation i n  the 1 6 t h  
century i n  modern times. 91 d t heo i cg ies  which scho- 
la rs  had assumed were impregnable have co l lapsed  
completely; and i n  their  places a whole host c i  - ~ e w  
theologies and theolcqical schools have appeared, 
* lying w i t h  one another f o r  recoqn~tion and suprema- 
cy. 

Theoiogicaily, we jive i n  an e x c i t i n g  wor!d; 3 u t  
5t i s  a l s o  a ns r id  o f  darkes t  $sub% 2nc c~nfusisn 
:ompaunded, Is 3 brae Zx-cene C h r b - t s a n  acn and wo- 
?nen - ana ~ a r ~ ! c u ? a r 9 y  Chr l s t j an  scno ia r s  and zeaen- 
2rs ouessde a f  t h e  zcnservaxi~e zrz,a%jon - ss 
longer  knew  hat Pg7 ze i ieye,  2:- 3q8y, >n 3 j! 5 

protestant, b u t h e r a n ,  2sman C s t ! ~ ~ l + ~  ,, sna Greek Gr- 
"hodox schci ars are i ~ v e r :  sn% v re-exami n i n q  T h e ?  -r 
~heoloqicai p c s i  t i o r ~ s ,  2 ysxems and oresuppasi "b52ns 
z n d e a v s r i n g  t o  assess t 0 e - i ~  v a i  i Q i t y  " nnis r a p i e -  
'y-chanqinq work, 3-t :be same t i m e  sj4ese same 
scnolars ?re easrrq exzmininq tge new theoiuq~es 
l qh i ch  have aopeared, ~ o n o e r i n g  i f  these % i l l  prove 
any more s a t i s f a c t o r y  t9an t h e  3 i d ,  

And as they do so the  auestian must inev i tabby  
r e  -- 1 these aifferences? - esoec!aily 
:dhen a; l  confessedly are u s i n g  the same o c o ~ .  the 
Bible, as  t h e i ~  source? The aifference 7 6 e ~ ?  as ad% 
dgree, i n  the different  interpretaticns g i v e n  to - a these Scriptures, And beh ind  these, i n  t u ~ ~ ,  i:e 
the vary1 ng systems and  principles c f  hermeneu~i cs, 
And thus we can understand this  g rea t  new in-rest 
i n  hermeneuti cs. 

In th is  burqesninq new f i e ld  of hermenuetic 3 i ter-  
ature th is  book, the Bible, by Dr. A, 
Serkeley Michelsen, i s  one o f  the best we have read, 
Dr. Mickeisen i s  professor o f  Bible and Theology i n  
the Graduate School o f  Wheaton College, Wheaton 
I l l ino i s ,  a school operated by the Fundamentalist 

groups sf various Refowned churches. The reader i s  
l e f t  i n  no d o u b t  regarding where Prof. M i  chel sen 
stands on al l the current theological issues. He 
i s  clearly a conservative scholar, by which we mean 
a man s f  conservative convictions and scholarly a t -  
t i tudes ;  and fo r  b o t h  these reasons t h e  appearance 
o f  a book such as t h i s  a t  t h i s  t i m e  i s  mas t  welcome, 

. " s - 
L . - C  . : w  $qj { S E E  5 9'--k 2 ̂ " "' 
jA g % &-,+&, t9 f,2ii E ~ y ~ e y a l  ~ - ~ ~ * ~ ~ p ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ j ~ ~  

9 "  exca s ]ei";t a ~ ~ j  sh~~1t-J be v p z a d  8 bsu-~: i-1. s.4 p ~ e p -  r '. n"r'-a>~!-a*k* +*>,I? C - ~ ~ J I C ,  ai2d 
J 9 

5 t u d e n t  of eheol ngye 1 + +.#, r,, $he ma-ttet-s of con-= 
4- G C X ~ L ~  fi % hnguage,  h i s t o r y  2nd cul ture ,  and shows 
importance a f  these m a t t e r s  %he Biblical inter- 
preter,  

The t h i r d  s e c t i o n  on Special Hermeneutics makes u p  
over half the book and deals w i t h  such specific 
topics as short f igures of speech, opaque figures 
of speech, e x t e n d e d  f i gures of speech, typol ogy , 
symbols and symbol i cal a c t i  ons , prophecy, descri p- 
t i  ve language of creation and climax, poetry, doc- 
t r inal  teachings and devotion and conduct. In this  
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section the conservative Lutheran reader wi l l won- 
der just how f a r  Dr. Michelsen would push the mat- 
t e r  of descriptive (figurative) language in crea- 
t ion,  since he does not really express himself 
clearly on the matter of the "historicity" of 
Genesis 1 -2 ,  

He then appends a short Conclusion in which he 
discusses the matter of distortion through a r t i  - 
f i c i a l  assumptions and the need for balance through 
care and practice in the a r t  of hermeneutics. 

I t  should be noted that the book has an excellent 
and extensive bi bl i ography , covering the enti re 
f ie ld  of hermeneutics ; plus three indices - auth- 
ors ,  subjects and Scriptures, 

Dr, Miekelsenk treatment of  Martin Luther and his 
significance and contributions in the history of 
hermeneutics i s  somewhat more complete and accurate 
t h a n  many of t h e  other more recent books in hermen- 
eutics produced in Reformed circles .  All i n  a1 1 ,  
he devotes about one page t o  Luther, the same amount 
of space given to  John Calvin. We f e l t  t h a t  h i s  
historical survey was by f a r  the least  complete p a r t  
of the book, And we f e l t  that even in such s brief 
discussion as th is  Prof, Nickelsen did not  do fu l l  
justice to the great reformer of  Wittenburg, who was 
probably the greatest exegete and interpreter of  the 
Bible in modern times. Luther's impact in the area 
of hermeneutics was much, much greater than any of 
the Reformed writers seem to realize or admit, For 
the Lutheran reader or preacher th is  i s  one major 
defect of the book. 

On the other hand, we Lutherans have no real 
grounds on which t o  enter any complaints in th is  
matter, for  i t  i s  a sad fac t  that of a l l  the new 
books dealing with hermeneutics which have been 
published in the l a s t  twenty years not a one 
has come from a Lutheran pen - much less from the 
pen o f  a conservative Lutheran! Have we become so 
disinterested in such a fundamental discipline as 

hermeneutics? Or so inart iculate  that we cannot ex- 
press ourselves? Shame on us: 

Until such time as a good Lutheran textbook of 
hermeneutics appears on the market this  i s  probably 
the best book in the  f ie ld .  Our preachers would do 
well t o  read i t  and give some renewed attention t o  
the v i t a l  matter o f  Bible interpretation. The book 
i s  nicely p u t  up i n  a good cloth cover, good readable 
pr int  ( a 1  though not too la rge) ,  and n o t  a sinqie 
typographical error  that  came to  the attention of 
this reviewer. The price i s  n o t  exhorbi tant - 95.95. 

Julian 6. Anderson 

Gerhard Kittel, ed, of the -- 
New Vol. TI, Translated by Geoffery W, 
Zromiley . Grand Rapids: Vrn, B, Eerdmans Publishing 
Co, ,  1 9 6 4 ,  955 p p , ,  $20950, 

The seesnd includes a l l  of the words from de l t a  
through e2. m i l e  these volumes are not eommen- 
taries in the strict sense of the term, they do add 
considerably to theological knowledge and understand- 
ing. One must marvel at the ability of D r *  Bromiley 
in making available in good English this wealth of 
New Testament material, 

Glenn E ,  Reichwald 

The Old Testament: Genesis ts Esther. 
G x n d  Rapids : Zondervan Publishing House, 1964, 1398 
p p e ,  $ 4 . 9 5 ,  

This handy-sized translation of the Old Testament 
offers an expanded English text to bring out the 
thoughts and concepts of the original Hebrew, While 
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t h i s  may seem t o  be a  b i t  clumsy a t  f i r s t ,  t h e  read- 
e r  r e a d i l y  apprec ia ted  t h e  p resen ta t ion  i n  a  s h o r t  
time. Genesis 1: 1 is :  "In the  beginning God (pre- 
pared,  formed fashioned,)  and c rea t ed  t h e  heavens 
and t h e  ea r th . "  Genesis 49 :10  i s :  "The scep te r  o r  
l eade r sh ip  s h a l l  aot depar t  from Judah, nor  t h e  
r u l e r ' s  s t a f f  from between h i s  f e e t  u n t i l  Shi loh 
f ihe Messiah, t h e  Peaceful  0x19 comes t o  Whom i t  be- 
longs ..." The t r a n s l a t i o n  seems conserva t ive  and 
c e r t a i n l y  he lps  t h e  reader  t o  know t h e  Old Testament 
b e t t e r ,  A t  t h e  same time t h e  reviewer r e g r e t s ,  e .g . ,  
t h e  no te  a f t e r  Deuteronomy 34:7, which ve r se  com- 
ments on Moses' exce l l en t  h e a l t h  a t  t h e  time of h i s  
dea th ,  t h e  note  seeming t o  imply a con t rad ic t ion  
wi th  Deuteronomy 31:2, which ve r se  comments t h a t  
Moses would not  cont inue a s  l eade r  of I s r a e l  i n t o  
i n t o  t h e  promised land. 

Glenn E. Reichwald 

Charles S.  Mueller. The S t r a t e g y  of Evangelism. S t .  
Louis: Coacordia Publishing House, 1965, 96 pp. ,  
$1.25. 

Everyone i s  i n  favor  of mission work i n  t h e  l o c a l  
congregat ion,  but  t h e  information on t h e  "how" of 
mission work i s  sad ly  lacking.  This  book very ade- 
quate ly  f i l l s  t h e  need by i t s  p r a c t i c a l  and theo- 
l o g i c a l  suggest ions.  

Glenn E. Reichwald 

Thomas Coates. m e  Prophets  f o r  Today. S t .  Louis: 
Concordia Publ i sh ing  House, 1965, 115 pp.,  $2.00. 

This  book conta ins  62 genera l ly  s t r i k i n g  devotions 
on Old Testament t e x t s ,  which leave  an impression 
on t h e  reader .  

Glenn E. Reichwald 




