






























































































































































requiring a centrally oriented theology of ecumenical
sweep, without adequate theological center. The in-
stitutions in outlying countries, supported by few,
require the help of places more favorably located for
Lutheran lore and having ampler means to support far-—
reaching programs. Dare they be betrayed by Confes-
sional Lutheranism where for the last century it was
strongest?

Oberursel is in a new strategic position owing to
the cross-currents around, but is suffering internally
as to confessional depth and missionary efficiency
from a lack which ought not to be in view of the great
sister churches, viz., ample man power in reserve for
vital but exacting divisions of study. (Choice limi-
ted to some 200 pastors is not enough in a country of
ancient learning.)

All told, the fullness of divine truth coupled
with the loyalty of a great visible church living up
to God's holy means and marks once upon a time ascen-
ded in Germany and surrounding countries like the sun
arising in his splendor. The light long tarried, then
hovered undecidedly, but it has now almost vanished
behind clouds close to the horizon line. Nevertheless
it is not yet total night, and there's work to d.

Can realigned Confessional Lutheranism in America be
a factor again even for Germany, even for Scandinavia,
and for outflung posts, before it indeed is too late?

This, then, takes us to America,

FOOTNOTES

Owing to the "Hilfsbuch zum Lutherstudium'' by Kurt
Aland (1957) one can use various major editions for
quotes, since all have been collated. St L means St.
Louis German edition of Luther's works; WA equals
Weimar edition; ff. means: !''and sections following."

1) The wording of the two points that follow in the
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is extant in a sermon for the 1luth Sunday after
Trinity offered by "Crucigers Sommerpostille',

1544 (WA 22, 299 27738 and 300 1-8; St L XII

898 f., ## 22-2u), Covering all main lines of
Luther's church doctrines, salient statements are
the following: '"St. Paul shows and teaches which
is the true / rechte / Christian Church and whereby
it is to be ;écognlzed viz., that there is no more
than one Church or People of God on earth, which
has one and the same / German only, "efmerley" /
faith, baptism, one and the same confession of

God the Father, Christ, etc., and which jointly

in one accord / eantrecht@glzch / clings to the
same and pePSlStS in it, In this church everyone
must be found...who wants to be saved...Therefore
this unity of the Church cannot be called or be
this, viz., to have and to go by one and the same
outward government, law, or ordinance, or church
ceremonies.,.For this reason it is called one

holy Catholic or Christian Church, which term

/ “catholic / signifies one pure and unadulterated
doctrine of the Gospel and / one and the same /
outward confession of the same in all places of
the world and at all times -- irrespective of
whatever inequality and difference there may hap-
pen to be otherwise, as to outward bodily life
and outward orders, customs, and ceremonies. --
Contrariwise those who do not live up to this un-
ity of doctrine and faith in Christ, but cause
divisions and offenses contrary to the same (as
St. Paul says, Rom. 16) by their doctrines of
men and self-chosen works, concerning which they
hotly contend and want to force them on all
Christians, are not the true / rechte / Church

of Christ nor members thereof...For which cause
every one is in duty bound, by God's command, to
avoid them and shy away from them." / our trans-

lation_/

In a letter to two pastors of 1528 Luther took
radical anti-papism severely to task, castigating
the claim of enthusiast groups that everything
coming via the mediaeval papal church had to be
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rejected, As he does so often, he points out even
the means of grace and the Bible to have come that
way to the Reformers' cleansed church. At the
same time he demands regard for souls to be libe-
rated, not to be deprived of what they still have.
This, of course, would apply to the extrication

of children of God also from the various types of
congregational groups espousing Enthusiast teach-
ing. What he drives at, he illustrates by means
of a story of two students with rapiers, walking
through the dark Thuringian Forest, A bear met
and seized the one. The other stabbed at the
bear wildly and by mistake killed his brother,
Luther's comment is that "a careful, modest spi-
rit is necessary" to come to the rescue of belie-
vers in Christ who outwardly got under Antichrist
or Babylonian rule (Von der Wiedertaufe an zwei
Pfarrherren, WA 26, 149; St L XVII 219f).

6) Against this type of Lutheranism mixed with mysti-
cism hoping for progress by science, Francis Pie-
per justly directed his three tomes, although it
may seem that at the outset he ocught to have ana-
lysed Descarte, the Empiricists, and Kant. Outside
of Missouri even a man like Michael Reu was not
totally disabused of placing too much stock in
great subjective German Lutherans. This in 1938
made him go along also with the Pittsburg Agreement.
Your Eastern schools soon swung in to travel along
Erlangen paths. Jaroslav Pelikan, in "From Luther
to Kierkegaard'", placed himself at the head of
Middle West Lutheranism's tail-end feat in the pro-
cession moving back to Kantian "from man to man'
and quite naturally lining up with contemporary
culture. Members of the St, Louils faculty, lac-
king the combination of dogmatical and historical
perceptivity, followed him far too readily.

In the "Register zu D,F, Piepers Dogmatik"
(1928) there is almost a guarter of a page of en-
tries on Schleiermacher, all of them important.

But Adolf Hoenecke in his first volume goes to
great pains to present the development of the 19th
century schools of religious thought. However,
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7)

8)

meritorious as it was that he treated detailed as-
pects of the development of the Prolegomena, he
somehow was rarely bought and hardly ever digested
by Missourians. Perhaps not even many Wisconsin
men assimilated his historical points.

In 1947 a group of roughly 100,000 so-called Ger-
man Russians represented by an Oberpfarrer Baumann
and several colleagues negotiated with Vice-Pres-
ident Heinrich Stallmann, Dr. Kirsten, and me at
the Kaiserstuhl of Heidelberg in the presence of

a representative of Dr. John W. Behnken. They
wanted to join the Ev.-Luth. Free Church on condi-
tion of having the salaries of a number of pastors
paid. We arrived at full doctrinal agreement, in-
cluding assent to our "Einigungssatze'. A German-
Hungarian group and other exiles were waiting.

It would have been a movement of several hundred
thousand actual churchgoers, although scattered
across the Federal Republic, entailing no doubt
great losses in the efforts to organize. Still
multitudes of children would have been saved for
the Christian faith, for which there was no hope
in churchless atmosphere of territorialism. The
money could not at once be raised by our struggling
congregations, but would have been only a trifle
compared with what Missouri at that time was pour-
ing into the Bavarian church and other territorial
churches. Still there was no action from St.
Louis. Thus Oberpfarrer Baumann and friends,
novices to the German situation, were themselves,
together with their pious groups, though reared

in the Catechism of Luther, pushed into injurious
alignment,

Everybody knows that the 210 North Broadway Mis-
sion Board has been going along with conceptions,
the opposite of the former Confessional principle,
following C,T,C.T. in twisting Augsburg Confession
VII and living by the Mission affirmations. As

a result there is not only strange cooperative
work going on, for instance in Mexico City, but
the foreign mission centers are being delivered
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into false ecumenism and will soon be irretriev-
ably tied up. First the Japanese work was aban-
doned to a merger, next our Indian church was by
Dr. Martin Luther Kretzmann and others directed
into various ecumenical entanglements and has now
formally applied for membership in the Lutheran
World Federation, even President Dr. J. Preus
taking no counteraction., At the same time the
once potent Mother Synod cannot even send out
missionaries for lack of funds. The German pro-
fessor for Missions at the University of Tubingen,
P. Beyerhaus, in "Humanisierung - einzige Hoffnung
der Welt" (1969) has just pointed out that all
these ecumenical structures are inimical to preach-
ing Christ to lost mankind, increasingly substi-
tuting for Gospel work a syncretistic humanism.

If this disintegration goes on one wonders who
can salvage at least parts of what was built up
on C.W. Walther's principles. Can Wisconsin do
it or a realignment? Or is there any hope at all
of repentance in Missouri headquarters?

(Ed. note: Lectures Il and 111 will appear in
next issue.)

'""LUTHERANISM AND THE DEFENSE OF THE CHRISTIAN FAITH"

Dr. J. W. Montgomery's Volume I of Crisis in
Lutheran Theology was published by Baker Book House
Company .of Grand Rapids in 1967. The undersigned
reviewed this in The Lutheran Synod Quarterly, Fall,
1967, pages 11-23. The review eventually reached the
desk of Dr. Montgomery, who was at that time a visi-
ting professor in France. He kindly wrote me a let-
ter, discussing my review and requesting that his
remarks be published in our Quarterly. Unfortunately
the letter was missent, and when it Teached me I mis-
laid it, since at that time there was no room in the
forthcoming Quarterly to publish it. After a regret-
table long delay, I am pleased to publish it for study
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by our readers.

I would urgently recommend all readers to pur-
chase Dr. Montgomery's Crisis in Lutheran Theology,
Volume I (or better yet, both volumes), and also to
get the Fall, 1967, The Lutheran Synod Quarterly,
copies of which are still available. This material
would serve as excellent background, not only for
understanding Dr. Montgomery's letter, but also for
the Reformation Lectures he will deliver at Bethany
Lutheran College, Mankato, Minnesota, October 29 and
30, 1970. The general theme of these lectures will
be, "Lutheranism and the Defense of the Christian
Faith."

In my review I raised two points in particular
to which Prof. Montgomery makes reference in his let-
ter: 1 felt a little uneasy with some of the termi-
nology used in his essay, '"The Law's third use:
Sanctification.'" Secondly, I expressed some mis-
givings regarding the use of analytical philosophy
for the defense of orthodox Christianity.

‘Dr. Montgomery's remarks follow:

I hope that I do not imply in Essay V that the
Law has the power to sanctify. I intended to
make clear that without the Law sanctification

is impossible (i.e., the Law is a necessary
condition for the sanctification of sinners),

but from this it does not follow that the Law is
a sufficient condition for sanctification. Only
the active power of the Holy Spirit produces the
sanctified 1life. I think that a close reading

of my Essay V will show that I do in fact set
forth this confessional viewpoint clearly. Logi-
cally, of course, a condition for something is
not the equivalent of the motivating agent in

the achieving of it. Without a road-map I might
never get to a city I am seeking, though the power
to get there resides in my automobile. The map
is the Law and the automobile is the H.S. working
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through the Word; the city is the realm of sancti-
fication.

Now as to the relevance of analytical philosophy
for orthodox Christianity. You are quite right
that most practicing analytical philosophers are
non-Christian; but I maintain that this is not
because of their verification technique -- it is
in spite of it. They have simply not applied their
philosophy to orthodox Christianity. They have
assumed that in (validly) knocking down various
shades of liberalism, they have destroyed meaning-
ful Christian belief. We orthodox have aided and
abetted this, as a matter of fact, by our neurotic
fear of "philosophy'" -- the fear that to reason

in behalf of the faith is really to deny faith.
Lutherans especially have been obscurantists in
this regard; they have assumed that Luther opposed
the unregenerate misuse of reason (see B. A. Ger-
rish, Grace and Reason, Oxford University Press,
which studies this issue in detail). Not only

can the historical facts attesting our Lord's
deity be verified, but the interpretations placed
on these facts by Him and by His immediate follo-
wers can be shown to provide the only satisfactory
explanations of these facts; i.e., both biblical
fact and biblical interpretation are subject to
positive verification tests. In several of my
other writings I have shown concretely how such
verification can be carried out. I would espec-
ially suggest that the following materials be
consulted in this connection:

"History & Christianity" (His Magazine offprint,
available from Reprints, 4605 Sherwood,
Downers Grove, Illinois 60515),

The 'Is God Dead?' Controversey (Grand Rapids,
Mich.: Zondervan Publishing House), espe-
cially Chap. III.

"The Theologian's Craft: A Discussion of Theory
Formation and Theory Testing in Theology',
Concordia Theological Monthly, February, 1966,
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"Toward a Christian Philosophy of History," in
Carl F. H. Henry's Jesus of Nazareth: Saviour

and Lord (Grand Rapids, Mich.: Eerdmans
Publishing Company).

"The Relevance of Scripture Today," in Merrill
Tenney's The Living Word of Revelation (forth-
coming from Zondervan Publishing House).

"Gordon Clark's Philosophy of History", in the
forthcoming Festschrift for Clark published
by Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing Com-
pany, Nutley, New Jersey.

"Tillic’ 's Philosophy of History," in the latest
issue of Lutheran Scholar.

I have no doubts that analytical philosophy is cap-
able of misuse at the hands of orthodox Christians
(as is any good thing in this sinful world); but

I seriously question whether we Lutherans are going
to make this mistake. Our more usual error is to
shy away from any use of new ideas for fear that
we will compromise the Gospel -- and maybe this

is why our younger generations of theological
students so frequently go to the other extreme and
fall into heresies of one kind and another. I am
in favor of using to the hilt and ad majorem
gloriam Dei all truth -- and T try to give my
students confidence in working with new ideas so
that in contemporary "relevance" they stand second
to none, and likewise in doctrinal solidity, for
they become capable of maturely distinguishing

the good from the bad in contemporary thought.

The two bugaboos I continually fight are: the
theological liberalism that allows the Word of

God to be eaten up by unsound contemporary think-
ing; and the obscurantist orthodoxy that fears to
incorporate the best of modern thought in the
defence and proclamation of the faith.

Prof. B. W, Teigen
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