










































































































r e q u i r i n g  a c e n t r a l l y  o r i e n t e d  theology of ecumenical  
sweep, w i thou t  adequate  t h e o l o g i c a l  c e n t e r ,  The in- 
s t i t u t i o n s  i n  o u t l y i n g  c o u n t r i e s ,  suppor ted  by few, 
r e q u i r e  t h e  h e l p  of p l a c e s  more favorab ly  l o c a t e d  f o r  
Lutheran l o r e  and having ampler means t o  suppor t  f a r -  
r e ach ing  programs. Dare they be  be t rayed  by Confes- 
s i o n a l  Lutheranism where f o r  t h e  l a s t  c en tu ry  i t  was 
s t r o n g e s t  ? 

Oberurse l  i s  i n  a new s t r a t e g i c  p o s i t i o n  owing t o  
t h e  c ro s s - cu r r en t s  around, b u t  i s  s u f f e r i n g  i n t e r n a l l y  
a s  t o  c o n f e s s i o n a l  dep th  and miss ionary  e f f i c i e n c y  
from a l a c k  which ought n o t  t o  be i n  view of t h e  g r e a t  
sister churches ,  v i z . ,  ample man power i n  r e s e r v e  f o r  
v i t a l  b u t  exac t i ng  d i v i s i o n s  of s tudy .  (Choice l i m i -  
t e d  t o  some 200 p a s t o r s  i s  n o t  enough i n  a count ry  of 
a n c i e n t  l e a r n i n g .  ) 

A l l  t o l d ,  t h e  f u l l n e s s  of d i v i n e  t r u t h  coupled 
w i t h  t h e  l o y a l t y  of a g r e a t  v i s i b l e  church l i v i n g  up 
t o  God's ho ly  means and marks once upon a t ime ascen- 
ded i n  Germany and sur rounding  c o u n t r i e s  l i k e  t h e  sun  
a r i s i n g  i n  h i s  sp l endo r ,  The l i g h t  long  t a r r i e d ,  then 
hovered undecidedly,  bu t  i t  has  now almost van ished  
behind clouds c l o s e  t o  t h e  ho r i zon  l i n e ,  Neve r the l e s s  
it is  n o t  y e t  t o t a l  n i g h t ,  and t h e r e ' s  work t o  d ,  
Can r e a l i g n e d  Confess iona l  Lutheranism i n  America b e  
a f a c t o r  aga in  even f o r  Germany, even f o r  Scandinav ia ,  
and f o r  o u t f l u n g  p o s t s ,  b e f o r e  i t  indeed i s  too  l a t e ?  

Th i s ,  then ,  t a k e s  us  t o  America, 

FOOTNOTES 

Owing t o  the  "Hi l f sbuch  zum Lutherstudium" by K u r t  
Aland (1957) one can use va r i ous  major  e d i t i o n s  f o r  
quotes, s i nce  a l l  have been c o l l a t e d .  S t  L means S t .  
Lou is  German e d i t  i on  o f  L u t h e r ' s  works; WA equals  
Weimar e d i t i o n ;  f f .  means: ' land s e c t i o n s f 0 1  lowing."  

1 )  The wording of t h e  two p o i n t s  t h a t  fo l low i n  t h e  

l e c t u r e  i s  t o  a  l a r g e  e x t e n t  t aken  from t h i s  au- 
t h o r ' s  p r e s e n t a t i o n  i n  A LAST WORD OF OVERSEAS 
DELEGATES, an ove r tu re  which had been addressed 
t o  t h e  Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod p r i o r  t o  
Denver and mailed t o  a l l  t h e  c h i e f  men, bu t  was 
no t  brought t o  t h e  de l ega t e s  ' not  i c e .  

2 )  See WA 3 0 ~ 1 1  pp. 86 f f .  The German Gott ingen 
e d i t i o n  of t h e  Book of Concord p r i n t s  t h e  Schwa- 
bach A r t i c l e  X I 1  a longs ide  of Augsburg V I I .  The 
s i t u a t i o n  of Summer 1528 a t  Schwabach could  a l s o  
no t  have been more t e n s e  a s  t o  p r i n c i p l e s .  Since 
Speyer 11, f i r s t  p a r t  of t h a t  y e a r ,  t h e  ques t i on  
was whether t h e  Sacramentar ians  o r  d e n i e r s  of t h e  
body and blood of C h r i s t  i n  t h e  Lord 's  Supper and 
of t h e  c e n t r a l i t y  o f  t h e  Means of Grace could be 
admit ted i n t o  t h e  instrument  of defense a g a i n s t  
Romanist v io l ence ,  t h e  Smalcald League. This  
E l e c t o r a l  Saxony and Georg of Brandenburg/Ansbach 
negated a t  Schwabach ( suburb of Nuremberg) . I n  
t h i s  t h e y  followed Luther ,  who had been adamant 
aga ins t  a  league which would have burdened them 
with g l o s s i n g  over  f a l s e  e n t h u s i a s t  d o c t r i n e ,  f o r  
he had even put it t h i s  way: "He i s  no l e s s  un- 
c h r i s t i a n  who denies  one a r t i c l e  of  f a i t h  t han  
Arius", who denied a l l  ( S t  L X V I ,  518-520). 

3 )  Luther ' s  tfVom Abendmahl C h r i s t i ,  Bekenntnis" 1528, 
i n  i ts  concluding Symbolical p a r t ,  had under t h e  
head of t h e  Thi rd  A r t i c l e  a l s o  contained t h e  f o l -  
lowing words on t h e  Church (what fo l lows  is  my 
t r a n s l a t i o n ,  on t h e  b a s i s  of S t  L XX,  1101 # 533) :  
". . , s o  t h a t  a l s o  under t h e  Pope, t h e  P e r s i a n s ,  
t h e  T a r t a r s ,  and a l l  around, Christendom is  s c a t -  
t e r e d  bod i ly ,  bu t  brought t o g e t h e r  s p i r i t u a l l y  i n  
one Gospel and f a i t h ,  under one Head who i s  Je sus  
C h r i s t t t .  P r e c i s e l y  t h i s  Una Sancta  take-of f  
makes Luther  uny ie ld ing  with r ega rd  t o  t h e  church 
i n  a c t i o n ,  t h e  v i s i b l e  church, r e q u i r i n g  t h a t  t h e  
whole of d i v i n e  d o c t r i n e ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  a l s o  on 
t h e  Lord 's  Supper, be honored t h e r e .  Switching 
t o  t h e  d a t e  1529, everybody knows t h e  words of  
t h e  Thi rd  A r t i c l e  : " . . , and preserves  it i n  union 
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mented by 5 pages of Luther d e f i n i t i o n s ,  A.  Ayal 
Uppala of Finland i n  Voli  65 No, 3  ( ~ u l y  1968) of 
"Wisconsin Lutheran Quarter ly"  presen ted  an a r t  i- 
c l e  on "It Is Enough - S a t i s  E s t H  with ch i e f  em- 
p h a s i s  d i r e c t e d  toward t h e  use of  "Gospeltt i n  
Augsburg V I I .  I t  abounds i n  i r r e f u t a b l e  quota- 
t i o n s  showing t h a t  t h e  Confessions be ing  of one 
mind wi th  d e t a i l e d  s t a t emen t s  of Lu the r ' s  have a t  
Augsburg and throughout demanded f u l l  d o c t r i n a l  
u n i t y ,  no l e s s .  Uppala f i n d s  it advantageous t o  
draw on Werner E l e r t f s  chap te r s  20 and 21  o f  
"Morphologie des  Luthertumsu (American e d i t i o n  
by CPH : "S t ruc tu re s  of Lutheranismtt) ,  -- Although 
Werner E l e r t  himself  n e i t h  r e l i s h e d  no r  t o t a l l y  
comprehended t h e  p r i v o t a l  f unc t ion  of  t h e  NOTAE 
of t h e  UNA SANCTA governed by S c r i p t u r e ,  he d i d  a  
sp l end id  job i n  e s t a b l i s h i n g  t h e  unmi t iga ted  de- 
mand of pure  d o c t r i n e  involved i n  what Luther  t a u -  
ght  and what was a t  Augsburg summarized, H i s  # 20 
of Chapter I V  o f f e r s  a d d i t i o n a l  h e l p  i n  going back 
a l s o  t o  t h e  Ansbacher Anschlag of 1524, ( s .  German 
e d i t i o n  p. 232) where t h e  t r a n s i t i o n  from t h e  h id-  
den t o t a l  church of Eph. 1 ( d i e  " a l l e i n  i n  eynig- 
k e i t  des glaubens versamlet  i s t g f )  t o  t h e  l o c a l  
church, charged t o  l i v e  up t o  Matt ,  18:  18-20 
( "eusse r l i che  , l e y b l i c h e  und sunde r l i che  /Tndivi- 
dua l  7 k i r c h e  und versammlungvf ) , i s  of t h e  same 
unl&ored s i m p l i c i t y  a s  t h e  t r a n s i t i o n  from # 1 
t o  # 2 i n  Augsburg V I I .  Another a i d  given by 
E l e r t  i s  h i s  r e f e r ence  t o  Albrecht  R i t s c h l f s  1876 
e s say  "Die Ent s tehung d e r  Luther i schen  Kirsheu 
(Ges. Augs. I ,  1893, p. 191) .  E l e r t  shows t h i s  
out  and out  L i b e r a l  (who t o t a l l y  r e j e c t e d  t h e  
v i c a r i o u s  S a t i s f a c t i o n  and s u b s t i t u t e d  a  S o c i a l  
Gospel ~ i n g d o m )  t o  have imputed a l l  conv ic t i on  of 
pure d o c t r i n e  having t o  r u l e  i n  t h e  outward 
church t o  Melanchthon, no t  Luther ,  But Melanch- 
thon h imse l f ,  R i t s c h l  b e l i e v e s ,  r e l e n t e d  i n  Augs- 
burg V I I  -- a l l  o f  which is  trumpery pure and s i m -  
p l e  ( s e e  E l e r t  German e d i t i o n  p. 235 f f . ) .  

4)  A f i n e  expos i t i on  by Luther  on Eph. 4: 1-6, t h e  
only s c r i p t u r e  passage quoted i n  Augsburg V I I  , 

is  e x t a n t  i n  a  sermon f o r  t h e  14 th  Sunday a f t e r  
T r i n i t y  o f f e r e d  by "Crucigers  Sommerpostil le",  
1544 (WA 22, 299 27-38 and 300 1-8; S t  L X I 1  
898 f . ,  ## 22-24). Covering a l l  main l i n e s  of  
Luther  s church d o c t r i n e s ,  s a l i e n t  s t  a t  ement s a r e  
t h e  fo l lowing:  "St. Pau l  shows and t eaches  which 
is  t h e  t r u e  / r e c h t e  7 C h r i s t i a n  Church and whereby 
it is t o  be ~ e c o g n i z ~ d ,  v i z . ,  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  no more 
t han  one Church o r  People of God on e a r t h ,  which - 
has one and t h e  same lCerman only, "einerzey " / 
f a i t h ,  bapt ism,  one aTd t h e  same confess ion  of- 
God t h e  Fa the r ,  C h r i s t ,  e t c .  , and which j o i n t l y  
i n  one accord / e i n t r e c h t i g Z i c h  7 c l i n g s  t o  t h e  
same and i n  it. In  t hFs  church everyone 
must be  found ... who wants t o  be saved . . ,Therefore  
t h i s  u n i t y  of t h e  Church cannot be  c a l l e d  o r  be 
t h i s ,  v i z , ,  t o  have and t o  go by one and t h e  same 
outward government, law, o r  o rd inance ,  o r  church 
ceremonies. ,  ,For  t h i s  reason it is  c a l l e d  one 
holy Ca tho l i c  o r  C h r i s t i a n  Church, which te rm 
/ c a t h o l i c  7 s i g n i f i e s  one pure  and unadu l t e r a t ed  
doc t r i ne  OF t h e  Gospel and / o n e  and t h e  same 7 
outward confess ion  of t h e  same i n  a l l  p l a c e s  o f  
t h e  world and a t  a l l  t imes  -- i r r e s p e c t i v e  of 
whatever i n e q u a l i t y  and d i f f e r e n c e  t h e r e  may hap- 
pen t o  be o therwise ,  a s  t o  outward bod i ly  l i f e  
and outward o rde r s ,  customs, and ceremonies.  -- 
Contrar iwise t h o s e  who do not  l i v e  up t o  t h i s  un- 
i t y  of  d o c t r i n e  and f a i t h  i n  C h r i s t ,  bu t  cause 
d&is ions  and of fenses  con t r a ry  t o  t h e  same ( a s  
S t .  Pau l  s a y s ,  Rom. 16)  by t h e i r  d o c t r i n e s  of 
men and se l f -chosen  works, concerning which they  
h o t l y  contend and want t o  f o r c e  them on a l l  
C h r i s t i a n s ,  a r e  n o t  t h e  t r u e  /-rechte 7 Church 
of C h r i s t  nor  members thereof,. .For  wf;ich cause 
every one i s  i n  duty bound, by God's command, - t o  
avoid them - and shy away from them." - / our  t r a n s -  
l a t i o n  - / 

5 )  In  a  l e t t e r  t o  two p a s t o r s  of 1528 Luther  took 
r a d i c a l  an t  i-papism seve re ly  t o  t a s k ,  c a s t i g a t i n g  
t h e  c la im of e n t h u s i a s t  groups t h a t  eve ry th ing  



r e j e c t e d .  A s  he does s o  o f t e n ,  he p o i n t s  ou t  even 
t h e  means of grace and t h e  B ib l e  t o  have come t h a t  
way t o  t h e  Reformers' c leansed  church. A t  t h e  
same t i m e  he demands regard  f o r  s o u l s  t o  be l i b e -  
r a t e d ,  no t  t o  be deprived of what t hey  s t i l l  have, 
Th i s ,  of course ,  would apply t o  t h e  e x t r i c a t i o n  
of c h i l d r e n  of God a l s o  from t h e  va r ious  t y p e s  of 
congrega t iona l  groups espousing En thus i a s t  t each-  
i ng .  What he d r i v e s  a t ,  he i l l u s t r a t e s  by means 
of  a s t o r y  of two s t u d e n t s  wi th  r a p i e r s ,  walking 
through t h e  dark Thuringian F o r e s t ,  A b e a r  met 
and s e i z e d  t h e  one. The o t h e r  s tabbed  a t  t h e  
b e a r  w i ld ly  and by mistake k i l l e d  h i s  b r o t h e r ,  
Lu the r ' s  comment i s  t h a t  "a c a r e f u l ,  modest s p i -  
rit i s  necessary ' '  t o  come t o  t h e  rescue  of b e l i e -  
v e r s  i n  C h r i s t  who outwardly got under A n t i c h r i s t  
o r  Babylonian r u l e  (Von d e r  Wiedertaufe an zwei 
P fa r rhe r r en ,  WA 26, 149; S t  L X V I I  219 f ) ,  

6 )  Against t h i s  type  of Lutheranism mixed wi th  mysti-  
cism hoping f o r  p rogress  by s c i e n c e ,  F ranc i s  P ie -  
p e r  j u s t l y  d i r e c t e d  h i s  t h r e e  tomes, a l though it 
may seem t h a t  a t  t h e  o u t s e t  he ought t o  have ana- 
l y sed  Descar te ,  t h e  E m p i r i c i s t s ,  and Kant, Outside 
of Missouri  even a man l i k e  Michael Reu was n o t  
t o t a l l y  disabused of p l a c i n g  t o o  much s tock  i n  
g r e a t  s u b j e c t i v e  German Lutherans.  This  i n  1938 
made him go a long  a l s o  wi th  t h e  P i t t s b u r g  Agreement. 
Your Eas te rn  schools  soon swung i n  t o  t r a v e l  a long  
Erlangen pa ths .  J a r o s l a v  Pe l ikan ,  i n  "From Luther  
t o  KierkegaardH, placed h imse l f  a t  t h e  head of  
Middle West Lutheranism's t a i l - e n d  f e a t  i n  t h e  pro- 
ce s s ion  moving back t o  Kantian "from man t o  manH 
and q u i t e  n a t u r a l l y  l i n i n g  up wi th  contemporary 
c u l t u r e .  Members of t h e  S t .  Louis f a c u l t y ,  l a c -  
k ing  t h e  combination o f  dogmatical  and h i s t o r i c a l  
p e r c e p t i v i t y ,  fol lowed him f a r  t o o  r e a d i l y .  

I n  t h e  "Regis te r  zu D.F, Piepers  Dogmatik" 
(1928) t h e r e  i s  almost a q u a r t e r  of a page of en- 
t r i e s  on Schleiermacher ,  a l l  of  them impor tan t .  
But Adolf Hoenecke i n  h i s  f i r s t  volume goes t o  
g r e a t  p a i n s  t o  p re sen t  t h e  development of  t h e  1 9 t h  
century s choo l s  of r e l i g i o u s  thought .  However, 

mer i t o r ious  a s  it was t h a t  he t r e a t e d  d e t a i l e d  as-  
p e c t s  of t h e  development of  t h e  Prolegomena, he 
somehow was r a r e l y  bought and ha rd ly  e v e r  d i g e s t e d  
by Missourians.  Perhaps no t  even many Wisconsin 
men a s s i m i l a t e d  h i s  h i s t o r i c a l  p o i n t s .  

I n  1947 a group of  roughly 100,000 s o - c a l l e d  Ger- 
man Russians r ep re sen t ed  by an Oberpfar re r  Baumann 
and s e v e r a l  co l leagues  n e g o t i a t e d  wi th  Vice-Pres- 
i d e n t  Heinr ich Stal lmann,  D r .  K i r s t e n ,  and me a t  
t h e  Ka i se r s tuh l  of Heidelberg i n  t h e  presence  of 
a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of  D r .  John W. Behnken. They 
wanted t o  j o i n  t h e  Ev. -Luth. Free Church on condi- 
t i o n  of having t h e  s a l a r i e s  of a number of p a s t o r s  
paid.  We a r r i v e d  a t  f u l l  d o c t r i n a l  agreement,  i n -  
c lud ing  a s sen t  t o  our  uEinigungssatze" .  A German- 
Hungarian group and o t h e r  e x i l e s  were wa i t i ng .  
I t  would have been a movement of  s e v e r a l  hundred 
thousand a c t u a l  churchgoers , al though s c a t t e r e d  
ac ros s  t h e  Fede ra l  Republ ic ,  e n t a i l i n g  no  doubt 
g r e a t  l o s s e s  i n  t h e  e f f o r t s  t o  organize .  S t i l l  
mul t i tudes  of c h i l d r e n  would have been saved f o r  
t h e  C h r i s t i a n  f a i t h ,  f o r  which t h e r e  was no hope 
i n  church less  atmosphere of t e r r i t o r i a l i s m ,  The 
money could no t  a t  once be r a i s e d  by our  s t r u g g l i n g  
congregat ions,  bu t  would have been only a t r i f l e  
compared wi th  what Missouri  a t  t h a t  t ime  was pour- 
i n g  i n t o  t h e  Bavarian church and o t h e r  t e r r i t o r i a l  
churches.  S t i l l  t h e r e  was no a c t i o n  from S t .  
Louis.  Thus Oberpfar re r  Baumann and f r i e n d s ,  
novices  t o  t h e  German s i t u a t i o n ,  were themselves ,  
t o g e t h e r  with t h e i r  p ious  groups, though reare$ 
i n  t h e  Catechism of Luther ,  pushed i n t o  i n j u r i o u s  

8) Everybody knows t h a t  t h e  210 North Broadway M i s -  
s i o n  Board has  been going a long  wi th  concept ions ,  
t h e  oppos i t e  of  t h e  former Confess iona l  p r i n c i p l e ,  
fol lowing C.T, C.T, i n  t w i s t i n g  Augsburg Confession 
V I I  and l i v i n g  by t h e  Mission a f f i r m a t i o n s .  A s  

r e s u l t  t h e r e  i s  n o t  only s t r a n g e  coopera t ive  
r k  going on, f o r  i n s t a n c e  i n  Mexico C i ty ,  bu t  
e f o r e i g n  mission c e n t e r s  a r e  be ing  d e l i v e r e d  



r e j e c t e d .  A s  he does s o  o f t e n ,  he p o i n t s  ou t  even 
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i n t o  f a l s e  ecumenism and w i l l  soon b e  i r r e t r i e v -  
ab ly  t i e d  up. F i r s t  t he  Japanese work was aban- 
doned t o  a  merger, n e x t  our  Ind i an  church was by 
D r .  Mart in  Luther  Kretzmann and o t h e r s  d i r e c t e d  
i n t o  v a r i o u s  ecumenical entanglements and has  now 
formal ly  app l i ed  f o r  membership i n  t h e  Lutheran 
World Federa t ion ,  even P r e s i d e n t  D r ,  3,  Preus 
t ak ing  no coun te rac t ion ,  A t  t h e  same time t h e  
once po ten t  Mother Synod cannot even send out  
mi s s iona r i e s  f o r  l a c k  of funds.  The German pro- 
f e s s o r  f o r  Missions a t  t h e  Un ive r s i t y  of Tubingen, 
P.  Beyerhaus, i n  "Humanisierung - e i n z i g e  Hoffnung 
d e r  W e l t "  (1969) has  j u s t  po in ted  ou t  t h a t  a l l  
t he se  ecumenical s t r u c t u r e s  a r e  i n i m i c a l  t o  preach- 
i n g  C h r i s t  t o  l o s t  mankind, i n c r e a s i n g l y  s u b s t i -  
t u t i n g  f o r  Gospel work a  s y n c r e t i s t i c  humanism, 
I f  t h i s  d i s i n t e g r a t i o n  goes on one wonders who 
can sa lvage  a t  l e a s t  p a r t s  of what was b u i l t  up 
on C a w ,  W a l t h e r v s  p r i n c i p l e s ,  Can Wisconsin do 
i t  o r  a  rea l ignment?  O r  is t h e r e  any hope a t  a l l  
of repentance i n  Missouri  headqua r t e r s?  

( ~ d .  note:  Lectures I I  and I I I  w i l l  appear i n  
next i s sue . )  

"LUTHERANISM AND THE DEFENSE OF THE CHRISTIAN FAITH" 

D r .  J .  W .  Montgomery9s Volume I of Crisis i n  
Lutheran Theology w a s  publ ished by Baker Book House 
Company of Grand Rapids i n  1967. The undersigned 
reviewed t h i s  i n  The Lutheran Synod Quar ter ly ,  F a l l ,  
1967, pages 11-23. The review even tua l ly  reached t h e  
desk of D r .  Montgomery, who was a t  t h a t  t ime a v i s i -  
t i n g  p ro fes so r  i n  France. He k ind ly  wrote me a l e t -  
t e r ,  d i scuss ing  my review and r eques t ing  t h a t  h i s  

.d 

remarks be pub l i s h e d  i n  our  ~ u a r t ' e r l ~ .  Unfortunately 
t h e  l e t t e r  was missent ,  and when it  reached me I m i s -  
l a i d  i t ,  s i n c e  a t  t h a t  t ime t h e r e  was no room i n  t h e  
forthcoming Quar t e r ly  t o  pub l i sh  it. Af te r  a r e g r e t -  
t a b l e  long de lay ,  I  am pleased  t o  publ i sh  it f o r  s tudy 

by our  readers .  

I would u rgen t ly  recommend a l l  readers  t o  pur- 
chase D r .  Montgomery's Crisis i n  Lutheran Theology, 
Volume I ( o r  b e t t e r  y e t ,  both Glumes)  , and a l s o  t o  
ge t  t h e  F a l l ,  1967, The Lutheran Synod Quar ter ly ,  
copies  o f  which a re  s t i l l  ava i l ab le .  This ma te r i a l  
w o h d  se rve  as exce l l en t  background, n o t  only f o r  
understanding D r .  Montgomery's l e t t e r ,  bu t  a l s o  f o r  
t h e  Reformation Lectures he  w i l l  d e l i v e r  a t  Bethany 
Lutheran College, Mankato, Minnesota, October 29 and 
30, 1970. The genera l  theme of these  l e c t u r e s  w i l l  
be,  "Lutheranism and t h e  Defense of  t h e  Chr i s t i an  
Fa i th .  " 

In  my review I r a i s e d  two po in t s  i n  p a r t i c u l a r  
t o  which Prof .  Montgomery makes re ference  i n  h i s  l e t -  
t e r :  I f e l t  a l i t t l e  uneasy wi th  some of  t h e  termi-  
nology used i n  h i s  essay,  "The Law's t h i r d  use: 
Sanc t i f i ca t ion . "  Secondly, I expressed some m i s -  
g ivings regard ing  t h e  use of a n a l y t i c a l  philosophy 
f o r  t h e  defense of orthodox C h r i s t i a n i t y .  

D r .  Montgomery's remarks fol low: 

I hope t h a t  I do n o t  imply i n  Essay V t h a t  t h e  
Law has  t h e  power t o  s a n c t i f y .  I in tended  t o  
make c l e a r  t h a t  without  t h e  Law s a n c t i f i c a t i o n  ... - 

i s  impossible  ( i , e . ,  t h e  Law is  a necessary  
cond i t i on  f o r  t h e  s a n c t i f i c a t i o n  of  s i n n e r s ) ,  
bu t  from t h i s  it does n o t  fo l low t h a t  t h e  Law is  
a  s u f f i c i e n t  cond i t i on  f o r  s a n c t i f i c a t i o n ,  Only 
t h e  a c t i v e  power of  t h e  Holy S p i r i t  produces t h e  
s a n c t i f i e d  l i f e .  I t h i n k  t h a t  a  c l o s e  r ead ing  
of my Essay V w i l l  show t h a t  I do i n  f a c t  s e t  
f o r t h  t h i s  con fe s s iona l  viewpoint  c l e a r l y .  Logi- 
c a l l y ,  o f  course ,  a  cond i t i on  f o r  something is  
n o t  t h e  equ iva l en t  of  t h e  mot iva t ing  agent i n  
t h e  ach iev ing  of it. Without a road-map I might 
never  g e t  t o  a c i t y  I am seeking ,  though t h e  power 
t o  ~ e t  t h e r e  r e s i d e s  i n  my automobile.  The map - 
i s  the Law and t h e  automobile i s  t h e  H.S. working 
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through t h e  Word; t h e  c i t y  i s  t h e  realm of s a n c t i -  
f i c a t i o n ,  

Now a s  t o  t h e  re levance  of a n a l y t i c a l  philosophy 
f o r  orthodox C h r i s t i a n i t y .  You a r e  q u i t e  r i g h t  
t h a t  most p r a c t i c i n g  a n a l y t i c a l  ph i losophers  a r e  
non-Chris t ian;  but  I maintain t h a t  t h i s  i s  no t  
because of t h e i r  v e r i f i c a t i o n  technique -- it i s  
i n  s p i t e  of  i t ,  They have simply not  app l i ed  t h e i r  
philosophy t o  orthodox C h r i s t i a n i t y .  They have 
assumed t h a t  i n  ( v a l i d l y )  knocking down va r ious  
shades of  l i b e r a l i s m ,  they  have destroyed meaning- 
f u l  C h r i s t i a n  b e l i e f ,  We orthodox have a ided  and 
a b e t t e d  t h i s ,  a s  a  mat te r  of f a c t ,  by our  n e u r o t i c  
f e a r  of l lphilosophytf -- t h e  f e a r  t h a t  t o  reason  
i n  beha l f  of t h e  f a i t h  i s  r e a l l y  t o  deny f a i t h .  
Lutherans e s p e c i a l l y  have been o b s c u r a n t i s t s  i n  
t h i s  regard ;  they  have assumed t h a t  Luther opposed 
t h e  unregenerate  misuse of reason ( s e e  B .  A ,  Ger- 
r i s h ,  Grace and Reason, Oxford Univers i ty  P r e s s ,  ---- 
which s t u d i e s  t h i s  i s s u e  i n  d e t a i l ) ,  Not only 
can t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  f a c t s  a t t e s t i n g  our  Lord ' s  
d e i t y  be v e r i f i e d ,  bu t  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  p laced  
on t h e s e  f a c t s  by H i m  and by H i s  immediate f o l l o -  
wers can be shown t o  provide t h e  only s a t i s f a c t o r y  
explana t ions  of t h e s e  f a c t s  ; i, e ,  , both b i b l i c a l  
f a c t  and b i b l i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  a r e  s u b j e c t  t o  
p o s i t i v e  v e r i f i c a t i o n  t e s t s .  I n  s e v e r a l  of  my 
o the r  wr i t i ngs  I have shown conc re t e ly  how such 
v e r i f i c a t i o n  can be c a r r i e d  out .  I would espec- 
i a l l y  suggest  t h a t  t h e  fo l lowing  m a t e r i a l s  be 
consul ted  i n  t h i s  connection: 

"History & C h r i s t i a n i t y "  (His Magazine o f f p r i n t ,  
a v a i l a b l e  from Repr in ts  , 4605 Sherwood, 
Downers Grove, I l l i n o i s  60515)' 

The 'Is God Dead?' Controversey (Grand Rapids,  
Mich.: Zondervan Publ i sh ing  House), espe- 
c i a l l y  Chap. 111. 

"The Theologian 's  C r a f t :  A Discussion of  Theory 
Formation and Theory Tes t ing  i n  Theologyu, 
Concordia Theological  Monthly, February, 1966. 

Y"ward a  C h r i s t i a n  Philosophy of  His tory  ,lf i n  
Ca r l  F. H .  Henry's J e sus  of Nazareth: Saviour  
and Lord ( Grand Rapids,  Mich , : Eerdmans 
Publ i sh ing  Company). 

"The Relevance of S c r i p t u r e  Today," i n  M e r r i l l  
Tenneyts The Liv ing  Word of  Revelat ion ( f o r t h -  
coming from Zondervan Publ i sh ing  House). 

"Gordon Clark s Philosophy of His toryr1 ,  i n  t h e  
forthcoming F e s t s c h r i f t  f o r  Clark publ i shed  
by P resby te r i an  and Reformed Publ i sh ing  Com- 
pany, Nut l e y ,  New Je r sey .  

" T i l l i c '  's Philosophy of  His tory ,"  i n  t h e  l a t e s t  
i s s u e  of Lutheran Scholar ,  

I have no doubts t h a t  a n a l y t i c a l  philosophy i s  cap- 
ab le  of  misuse a t  t h e  hands of  orthodox C h r i s t i a n s  
( a s  is  any good t h i n g  i n  t h i s  s i n f u l  world) ; but  
I s e r i o u s l y  ques t ion  whether we Luthera.ns a r e  going 
t o  make t h i s  mistake.  Our more u s u a l  e r r o r  i s  t o  
shy away from any use of new ideas  f o r  f e a r  t h a t  
we w i l l  compromise t h e  Gospel -- and maybe t h i s  
is  w h -  our  younger genera t ions  of t h e o l o g i c a l  
s tuden t s  s o  f r equen t ly  go t o  t h e  o t h e r  extreme and 
f a l l  i n t o  h e r e s i e s  of one kind and another ,  I am 
i n  f avo r  of us ing  t o  t h e  h i l t  and ad majorem 
gloriam Dei a l l  t r u t h  -- and I t r y o  g ive  my 
Students  confidence i n  working with new ideas  s o  
t h a t  i n  contemporary t l re levancelr  they  s t a n d  second 
t o  none, and l i kewise  i n  d o c t r i n a l  s o l i d i t y ,  f o r  * 

they  become capable of  maturely d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  
the  good from t h e  bad i n  contemporary thought .  
The two bugaboos I con t inua l ly  f i g h t  a r e  : t h e  
t h e o l o g i c a l  l i b e r a l i s m  t h a t  a l lows t h e  Word of 
God t o  be e a t e n  up by unsound contemporary th ink-  
ing ;  and t h e  o b s c u r a n t i s t  orthodoxy t h a t  f e a r s  t o  
incorpora te  t h e  b e s t  of  modern thought  i n  t h e  
defence and proclamation o f  t h e  f a i t h .  

P r o f ,  B. W, Teigen 
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