4

No.

Volume XIII,

1973

Summer

The

Synod

Quarterly

<




© TABLE OF COM 1rN1é

CABORTION

EXAMINED TN THE IIGHT OF QCPIPFURI \ Rodoer M. Da1e ,r‘

: Tnmfnﬁn ORLEANS CONVFNTIOV Coa e Petcrsen?k: 
. BOOK REVIEKS . ‘

THE PASTOR AND RLSEARC B Teigen

:fIUTHFRAN\SYVOD OUARTHRLY

Thcologlcal Journal of the
Evannelxcal Lutheran %ynod

]dlted by the Thcologlcal Facultv of A
~ Bethany Lutheran Seminary . S
Jankato,'Wlnncqata;\

e Ny

L

 Lditor: J. B. !adson
Managing Fdltor M. HL Gtto
Book Review Editor: G.. Y Relchwald

B  Subscriptibn Price: 1 year f$$.00k
, ‘ o 2 years 5.55
3 years - 8.40 ﬁ

'akAddresq all subscrlptlons and all correspondencc to:

*LUTHLPAN %YNOD QUARiLRLY
Bethany Lutheran Semlnar)
734 tlarsh Street = i
Mankato, linnesota f56001§\~




IXAMTNDD TN THE LIGHT OF SCRIPTURE*

il:¢ assignment given to me by the Conference
is: "a brief exegetical study of Scripture pas-
sages decaling with the beginning of 1life and abor-
tion and an examination of what role the church
should play in asserting a fundamental Christian
morality on the state."” TIn the light of tlie recent
Supreme Court decision to allow abortion-on-demand
a further study may seem ahout as useful as read-
ing first-aid procedures for artificial respiration
three davs after the funeral of your drowned friend.
The:-fact is, however, that this study 1s more impor-
tant now than ever.  How we have no choice but to’
face the problem and to come to some firm decision,”
for now abortion is available to all and could weéll~
heconec as -common in our congrepations as other
"family problems." ' ‘ o

There is deplorable ignorance regarding the
real facts about abortion. The typical pregnant
woman 1s characterized by the main character, lelen,
in the book ABORTION: THE AGONIZING DECISION:

...I suppose the truth is that I really didn't
want to know the facts about abortion. I just
wanted some kind doctor to put me to sleep, get
on with the job, and wake me up when it was all
over. Then I would try to walk away just as if
nothing had happened. '

After Helen had learned more about abortion
from attending a one-day conference on the subject
she said:

* Prepared as an assignment for the Southwest and
Central Pastoral Conference, ELS March 26, 27,
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- The big one (fact which disturbed me) was that
a decision to seeck abortion is a decision to take
life...The friends with whom 1 have talked have
made it seem a very trivial matter. T knew they
were wrong, and I think they knew they were
wrong. It was a kind of game teo treat the wholc
thing superficially so as to aveid the real an-
guish that is involved. It wouldn't work --
1'd only go through the angmish afterward any-
way. ..

"Superficially' is the way the subject is
treated on the strect level. The average person
is led to think of abortion as removing a piecc of
tissue from a poor girl who has been raped. We
shall see from a more thorough study of the matter
that much more is involved. The fact that Planncd
Parenthood of Minnesota cstimates between 10,000
and 15,000 abortions will be performed in ‘inne-
sota in 1973 should alert us that something more
is going on. (Rebert W. McCoy, head of ilinnesota's
only abortion elinic and vocal advocate of liberal
abortion, estimates the number will be 15,000 to
16,000. . The Population Council estimates 1.6 mil-
lion abortions will be done in the U. S. durlng '
1973.) 3

Unfortunately, the churches are not speaking
clearly on the issue either. 1In 1970 the United
Presbyterian Church and the United Methodist Gen-
eral Conference declared the abortion problem teo
be a personal decision. 4 Other- church bodies have
followed their lead, especially in the light of the
1973 Supreme Court decision (Roe Vs. Wade). On the
other hand, therc are several church bodies which
have been unbending in their opposition to abor-
tion. The Roman church is by ne means unanimously
agreed on abortion, but officially it opposes it
without compromise. An interesting thing about
the abortion question is that it is an individual
issue. Opinion does not divide into the tradi-
tional stereotypes like liberal/conservative, Prot-
estant/Roman Cathalic, etc.
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Though this departs from the original assign-
ment, the aim of this survey will be to acquaint
pastors and church leaders with some of the implica-
tions of the present abortion situation in the hope
that they will do much more study and be able to
help inform others. Ignorance and inaction may be
the greatest enemy of the unborn. The author does
not pretend to cover all the implications of the
abortion drama. Nor does he claim insight into all
the problems. Anyone studying this subject is soon
humbled and hence cautious.

I. WHAT ARE WE TALKING ABOUT WHEN WE SAY "ABORTION"?

In order to understand the subject it is most
helpful to have a basic knowledge of the "'Story of
Life." We will not deal with the reproductive
aspect. We will assume the sperm and ovum have
united in the fallopian tube. The process of grow-
ing begins at once. The new cell is called a zygote
("joined'"). Although we speak of the sperm uniting
with the ovum (egg), it is actually to the nucleus
of the ovum that it is joined. The nucleus is about
thc same size as the sperm. The rest of the ovum is
the food supply which the newly-formed zygote will
use during the first few days. About the fifth day
the zygote should arrive in the uterus (womb) where
it will seek to implant itself to draw nourishment
from the rich lining of the womb. At the point of
contact between the mother and the baby, a special
organ, called the placenta, is formed. Because the
~~baby enters a new stage when it enters the uterus,
it is given a new name, blastocyst. Two weeks after
conception a third name 1is given, embryo, and after
two months a fourth name, fetus. Although each of
these names denotes a different stage of develop-
ment, the term "fetus' usually is used in a wider
sense to cover the time from conception to birth.

We will use it in this wider sense throughout this
paper.

During the implantation stage there is another
operation in progress. A sort of balloon called
the amniotic sac (bag of waters) is being formed
around the baby where he will float freely. The
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amniotic sac serves the two-fold purpose of sepa-
rating the embryo from the mother and protecting

him against injury.

During this same time there is a process of
magnificent development. All the organs are de-
veloped in the embryonic stage (first two months).
Only the finishing, perfecting and growing occur
during the fetal stage. According to David R.
Mace, a British sociologist:

By the end of the eighth week, when the embryo
changes its name and becomes a fetus, it is one
inch long, and now has full arms and legs, with
well-formed fingers and toes. The brain is at
work, because eleetrical activity can be detec-
ted by a machine doctors use for this purpose.
It is sensitive to touch -- if tickled on the
nese it will turn its head away! >

it was carefully noted by Dr. Mace, upon whom
the above description is dependent, that the con-
ceived child is different from the mother. He
showed how they have different bloodstreams (often
even different blood types) and how the amniotic
sac completely separates the child from the mother.
Geneticists point out that the DNA factor is settled
in the conception. This indicates that the con-
ceived child is unique and separate from his mother.
Yet another factor is the father's contribution to
the child. It cannot be maintained on any medical
grounds that the unborn child is part of the mother's
tissue, not at any stage after conception. The
"mother's tissue' argument is ''street talk' and does
not belong in the discussion among informed and ethi-
cal people.

Having this basic understanding of the "Story
of Life," we are ready to consider the ''Story of
Abortion." David Mace defines abortion thus:

...the fact must be faced that what abortion
means is the killing of the embryo or fetus.

The use of this unpleasant word is avoided in
most discussions of the subject. Even in medical
books the writers speak of "evacuating the con-
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tents of the uterus'" or 'removing the fetal
tissue." But it is simply dishonest to evade
the fact that the embryo or fetus is alive when
the operation begins and dead when it is over.

The various methods of inducing abortions are
well known. Normally the intention in these pro-
cedures, with the exception of hysterotomy, is to
kill the fetus so it will come out. The four com-
monly used methods of abortion include DILATION AND
CURETTAGE, SUCTION CURETTAGE, SALTING OQUT, AND HYS-
TEROTOMY. Dilation and curettage involves dilating
the uterus and with a sharp instrument scraping out
the contents. In the suction curettage method the
baby is torn from the wall of the uterus by a small
but powerful vacuum cleaner affectionately called
the '"baby scrambler.' The '"salting out' method is
the most popular method on babies over 14 weeks. A
needle is inserted through the wall of the mother's
abdomen into the bag of waters. Through the needle
a salt solution is injected which slowly and pain-
fully kills the baby so he will come out. Hyster-
otomy, not to be confused with hysterectomy, is
basically the same as Caesarian delivery except the
baby in this case is incinerated.

Because there is confusion about terminology
we will define what we intend when we speak of vari-
ous kinds of abortions. The first is therapeutic.
Therapeutic abortions are those performed to save
the life of the mother. 1In recent years this term
has been interpreted in a wide sense to include also
the mother's mental health, and under-that pretext
abortions have been performed for almost any reason.
A second term is induced. This describes the arti-
ficially produced terminations of the fetal life.
It technically refers to abortions other than thera-
peutic. A third type of abortion not often men-
tioned is the psychogenic abortion. These are psych-
ologically induced abortions or miscarriages. Ac-
cording to Rushdoony this is more common than we
realize, even among primitive tribes.

Rushdoony also delineates the three attitudes
toward abortion, other than the Christian attitude,
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which have been important historically. The first
is the "'statist concept common to Plato, Aristotle,
and every current socialist or wclfare state.
vhether such a state approves of abortion or not

is secondary to its basic premise that the matter
is within its moral jurisdiction in a legislative
manner; that is, the state assumes that its con-
siderations are basic, and its government over the
life of man the fundamental and ultimatc order for
man. llence the state can legalize or ban abortion
as an independent and determinative moral arbi-
ter." 9 This concept is employed by those who seek
a super-race or who scek to eliminate certain dis-
eases or "weak traits" from the population. It ;
also is used from the standpoint of economics. One
less baby is that much less welfare payment to that
mother.

The second attitude, called the familist con-
cept, makes the "family requirements' the ruling
factor. This argument was used by the wealthy
class at Rome which wanted to limit the number of
heirs. It is one of the foremost arguments advanced
for abortion in our country today. The idea is
nursed that another child "at this time" will put a -
strain upon the other members of the family. Or it
is thought that since another child would place a
financial burden upon the family, he should not be
allowed to be born. :

A third approach is called atomistic humanisn.
It makes the individual the ultimate moral arbiter.
It is typified in the argument of Women's Lib. 'A
woman ought to have the right to do what she wants
with her own body."

The “Story of Abortion' is a long one dating
back into history as early as Cir. 1500 B. C. The
Assyrians forbade the practice of abortion, ascrib-
ing as penalty, death. Among the Greeks infanti-
cide, abandonment and abortion were common. Plato
and Aristotle advocated such measures for popula-
tion centrol (statist concept). In Rome the wealthy
resorted to abortion to limit the number of heirs
among whom they would hiave to divide the estate.
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Among the slaves, where life was not highly re-
garded anyway, abortion was common. Soranus,

called the greatest of the Greek gynecologlsts,
reported that women resorted to abortion for threec
main reasons: ''to remove the evidence of adultery,
to maintain feminine beauty, and to safeguard the
life of the woman whose womb was too small to carry
a child." 10 Hippocrates, on the other hand, in-
cluded in the oath still taken today: "I will not
give to a woman an abortifacient pessary. In
purity ?nd holiness I will guard my life and my
art." In his historical review Dr. Lloyd A. Kal-
land makes the following citations:

Philo states that there was a terrible plight of
parents who practiced infanticide, stranglings
and drownings, exposing in the desert areas to
wild beasts, etc. Justin claimed that these per-
sons were killers of men. Moreover, in the APOL-
OGY we read that Christians were forbidden to
destroy even the fetus (9.8). In the Didache or
the Teaching of the Twelve Apostles this practice
was looked upon as identical with the killers of
children (5.2). 1In the Letter of Barnabas (early
second century) we read, '"Thou shalt not kill the
fetus by an abortion or commit infanticide" (19.5).
The same interpretation was made by Tertullian,
Cyprian and others.

In the Eastern Church, in the basic legislation
which was the Canons of St. Basel there was a
condemnation without qualification of all women
who committed abortion, whatever the state or
development of the fetus. In the West Jerome
also condemned this practice. This means that

for all intents and purposes, the life-giving pro-
cess was viewed as identical to life itself and

it was equally wrong to kill a fetus as it was to
take the life of a child.

The Roman Church to this day, following Augus-
tine and Thomas Aquinas, regards contraception and
abortion together as against nature and therefore
equal to murder. The Reformers differentiated be-
tween contraception and abortion, forbidding the
latter but not the former.
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-~ With such nearly unanimous agreement in the
Clhiristian Church until the present time that abor-
tion was homicide, if not wmurder, one would cxpect
the Scriptural evidence to be substantial. There
is, however, only one mention of abortion in Scrip-
turc and that is under heated devate cven among the
cvangelicals. Yet, the Scriptures do ring clear
when taken as a whole, as we shall sec. ‘

II. THEOLOGICAL VIEWS OF FETAL LIFEL.

A. The Sanctity of Life.

The valuc one assigns to human life will de-
pend upon onc's belief about man's origin. The
humanist, for instance, who discounts the special
creation by God, vicws man as a "highly-developed
animal® or "rational animal." The distinction be-
tween beast and man is at least blurred. About life
the humanist believes: '"Man has given, and man has
taken away, blessed be man."

From the Christian standpoint there is quite
another view. To the creationist, life originates
by the special creation of God. '"And the Lord God
formed man out of the dust of the ground, and
breathed into his nostrils the breath of life; and
man became a living soul.' (Genesis 2:7) Besides
the special care God took in the creation of man, it
is said that "'God created man in his image, in the
image of God created he him; male and female cre-
ated he them." (Genesis 1:27) Without discussing
what the “image.of God" means to various people, one
conclusion cannot escape us: only of man is it said
that he is created "in the image of God.'" The third
distinguishing characteristic of man is that he was
assigned to the stewardship of ruling over all the
rest of the creation. In the Christian view, life
is sacred first of all because it originates with
God our Creator.

The doctrine of Redemption also emphasizes the
sanctity of human life. The eternal Son of God en-
tered into humanness, taking upon Him a human body,
in order to redcem men's bodics as well as souls from
cverlasting death. Further, the resurrection of the
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body emphasizes the high priority God has placed
upon the human body.

Another dimension worthy of note is the indi-
viduality of redemption. We are not redeemed as a
race but as individuals, all known and desired by
the secking Savior who is '"not willing that any
should perish."

When we consider the Scriptural view of man's
life, we are put on notice that with human life we
are dealing with something which is known and treas-
ured by God. Any consideration of intervention with
human life is strictly forbidden by God in a special
commandment. Murderers forfeit their lives -- "Who-
so sheds man's blood, by man shall his blood be shed."
{(Genesis 9:6).

With reference to the Christian view of the
human body C. S. Lewis has observed:

Christianity is almost the only one of the great
religions which thoroughly approves of the body --
which believes that matter is good, that God Him-
self once took on a human body, that some kind of
body is going to be given to us even in heaven and
is going to be an essential gart of our happiness,
our beauty, and our energy. 13

B. The Biblical View of the Fetus.

More pertinent to our study is the Bible's view
of the fetus or the unborn. Does the Bible consider
the fetus to be life coming under the protection of
the fifth commandment?

One of the main texts involved is Exodus 21:22-
23:

If men strive and hurt a woman with child, so

that her fruit depart from her and yet no mis-
chief follow, he shall surely be punished, accord-
ing as the woman's husband will lay upon him; and
he shall pay as the judges determine. If any mis-
chief follow, then thou shalt give life for life.
AV

Two major interpretations have been offered:
(a) If a pregnant woman is injured by men fighting
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so that she miscarries, gives birth to a stillborn
baby, or is herself injured, a fine shall be as-
sesscd by the husband and arbitrated by judges

On the other hand, if "mischief" follows to the
mother, that is, if she dies, the penalty of "life
for life" shall be assigned. (b) The second view
assumes that in some cases at least the child could
be born prematurely, but unharmed. In these cases
the penalty as the husband and judgces determine
shall be assigned as damages for the trauma. In
all other cases where the fetus or mother do not
live the penalty of "life for life' shall be as-
signed.

The ontroverﬁy centers in the expression

ﬂ “TE "5“'7 . A large number, if not
the ma;orlty of moddTn 1nterpreters translate this
"miscarries.' If they are right in this transla-
tion, then, of course the fetus always dies and the
fact that the 'life for life' penalty is not always
specified indicates a Biblical difference between
fetal life and maternal life. The problem with this
exegesis, however, is that YFLED is never used in
the 01d Testament to describe an unformed fetus as
in the case of a miscarriage. It always refers to
the birth of a developed child, normal delivery.
Heprew ,does have a verb which means to miscarry
(- Qiy ) and which is used elsewhere by Moses (Ex.
23:26). But he does not use it here.

In other words, what should be understood from
the ordinary and known use of the words is the birth
of a living child brought on prematurely by the blow.
In every case a fine would be imposed for the blow.
jut if either child OR mother or both are harmed or
die, the guilty party shall be repaid in kind, "...
life for life, eye for eye, tooth for tooth,..."

The idea of miscarriage even militates against
the contextual evidence for it says in the first
case "...and yet no mischief (harm) follow...'" A
miscarriage and subsequent loss of the child would
have to fall into the category of "harm." The birth
of a normal, live baby is the only thing that fits
the linguistic and contextual evidence. Those who
favor the miscarriage interpretation are forced to
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add "other'" or "further" to the second part of the
verse to make it appear as though the text distin-
guishes between degrees of harm: '"...so there is
no further harm..."

Our conclusion is this: in prescribing the
penalty of death for causing the death of the fetus
this passage equates fetal life with maternal life.
In so doing it comes to the same conclusion as mod-
ern medical science, namely, that when a new indi-
vidual has been conceived it is a life, a human
life.

Jack W. Cottrell writing in Christianity Today
draws this significant conclusion:

...if this view of Exodus 21:22-23 is correct,
then one can no longer find here a biblical justi-
fication for liberalizing abortion laws. And if
it cannot be found here, then it can be found no-
where in Scripture, for there does not seem to be
any other passage to which any serious appeal has
been or can be made for this purpose. 1%

Though Exodus 21:22ff is the only passage which
treats of abortion directly, there are many passages
which speak of the unborn.

For thou hast possessed (formed) my reins: thou
hast covered me (knit me together) in my mother's
womb. I will praise thee: for I am fearfully and
wonderfully made: marvellous are thy works and
that my soul knoweth right well. My substance was
not hid from thee, when I was made in secret, and
curiously wrought in the lowest parts of the earth
(in the womb). Thine eyes did see my substance,
yet being unperfect; and in thy book all my mem-
bers were written, which in continuance were fash-
ioned, when as yet there was none of them. (Psalnm
139)

t The last verse is mistranslated in the AV. In the

‘ RSV it reads: "Thine eyes beheld my unformed sub-
stance; in thy book were written, every one of them,
the days that were formed for me when as yet there

was none of them." The sense is that among the days
of God's planning, there is one destined for the
creation of David. The idea is that everything has
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its beginning, development and completion accord-
ing to God's creative counsel. The Psalm praiscs
God for liis omniscience, omnipresence and omni-
potence. In His ommipotence lle knew David even be-
fore lic created him and while he was being created
in the womb, even while yet "unformed.' Even then
David was a person, a person in the making perhaps,
but a person nonetheless.

Other passages yield much the same thought:

Thine hands have made me and fashioned me to-
gether round about; yet thou dost destroy me.
Remember, I beseech thee, that thou hast made

me as the clay; and wilt thou bring me into dust
again? [ast thou not poured me out as milk, and
curdled me like cheese? Thou hast clothed me
with skin and flesh, and hast fenced me with
bones and sinews. (Job 10:8-11)

Did not he that made me in the womb make him?
and did not one fashion us i1n the womb? (Job
31:15)

Thus saith the Lord that made thee, and formed
thece from the womb...Thus saith the Lord, thy
redeemer, and he that formed thee from the womb...
(Isaiah 44:2,24)

The word of the Lord came to me saying: Before

1 formed thee in the belly, T knew thec; and be-
fore thou camest forth out of the womb I sancti-
fied thee, and I ordained thec a prophet unto the
nations. (Jeremiah 1:4,5)

Because he slew me not from the womb; or that my
mother might have been my grave, and her womb to
be always great with me. Wherefore came T forth
out of the womb to see labor and sorrow, that my
days should be consumed with shame? (Jeremiah
20:17,18)

In these passages personhood is reckoned from
the time when the fetus was yet "unformed.™ Jere-
miah cven seems to speak of his origin with God as
going back beyond his conception. lle speaks of the
womb as a potential grave, implying that the fetus
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is a separate, living individual.

A unique but important thought is added by
bDavid in Psalm 51:3, where he traces the origin of
sin in his flesh to his conception. ("Behold I was
shapen in iniquity, and in sin did my mother con-
ceive me.') Would anyone dispute that David viewed
his beginning and conception as identical?

To this list of O. T. passages we should also
add the important thought that conception itself was

viewed as a gift of God. David Mace makes this obser-

vation:

It is an essential feature of the Hebrew belief
about children that they are not simply the re-
sult of sexual union, but a direct gift of God...
The Bible does not contest the fact that there

is a causal connection between sexual intercourse
and conception, but it denies that the effect is
inevitable, or that parents possess the power to
ensure it.

Thus Eve says: "I have gotten a man from the Lord...
(Gen. 4:1); Sarai, '"...the Lord hath restrained me
from bearing..." (Gen. 16:2); "God opened Leah's
womb..." (Gen. 29:31); "And when the Lord saw that

Leah was hated, he opened her womb; but Rachel was
barren.'" (Gen. 30:22).

The Hebrews regarded motherhood as the fulfill-
ment of a woman's life. Pious Jewish women fondly
hoped to become the mother of the promised Seed.
Barrenness was regarded as a curse from God and re-
flected directly upon the woman. Children were a
heritage of the Lord, not an unwanted inconvenience
as we hear from our contemporaries.

From this study of O. T. passages we draw these
conclusions: (a) All conception is regarded as God's
gift. (b) God is recognized as the Creator of the
fetus. (c) Personhood is not established at any
point such as birth or '"quickening' but is assumed
from conception (or even before) in the sight of
God.

In the New Testament the Incarnation of Christ
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becomes the most convincing argument for the life of
the fetus. 1lis Incarnation had to begin when lle was
"conceived of the lloly Ghost.' This is borne ocut

too in that shortly after this miraculous conception
Mary visited Elizabeth who was six months pregnant

at the time. Another miraculous thing happened when
the fetus (BREPHOS) gave recognition to the newly con-
ceived Lord by kicking violently in his mother's

womb .

The New Testament also emphasizes the doctrine
of God's foreknowledge and election of us before our
time. Our personhood is established with God from
eternity to eternity. '"According as he has chosen us
in him before the foundation of thc world, that we
should be holy and without blame before him in love:
having predestined us unto the adoption of children
by Jesus Christ to himself, according to the good
pleasure of his will..." (Ephesians 1:4,5)

One summary statement will suffice. If any
point of beginning other than conception can be deter-
mined on the basis of the New Testament or the Old
Testament, it would have to be prior to conception and
not after.

C. The Soul and the Fetus.

A theological question which is thought to have
bearing upon the abortion issue is the question of
when the soul enters the body. For some the whole
matter finally hinges upon this. Dr. Criswell, for-
mer president of the Southern Baptist Convention and
pastor of the First Baptist Church of Dallas, said
of the court's ruling: "I have always felt that it
was only after a child was born and had life scparate
from its mother that it became an individual person,
and it has always, therefore, seemed to me that what
is best for the mother and for the future should be
allowed.” 18 e shall see later that R.F.E. Gard-
ner, a British ordained clergyman and gynecologist,
seems to decide the question also on the basis of
when the soul enters the body.

There are historically two divergent vicws as
to the origin of the soul -- Traducianism and Crea-
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tionism. The former holds that the soul is passed
on from parents to child as is the body. A variant
of this is "spiritual' Traducianism, the view that
the soul of the child is passed on from the souls
of the parents. 19 (Creationism is the opinion that
at some time God specially crecates the soul and
that the time of creation is not necessarily con-
nected with conception. Although most hold that
the creation of the soul and conception coincide,
many argue vehemently for a later time. Some place
it as early as the fifth day (implantation), others
at "quickening," some relate the creation of the soul
with the development of the nervous system and some
believe ensoulment takes place when the baby takes
its first bhreath.

Aristotle had proposed the theory that in the
carly stages the unborn child had a "vegetable soul”
.(without sensation and movement). Later it developed
an "animal soul" (with feeling and movement). Fin-
ally it came to possess a human or '"rational soul."
'According to his theory the chanige from "vegetable
soul' to "animal soul" took place after 40 days for
the male and 80-90 days for the female. Possession
of the ''rational soul' was equated W1th the full for-
mation of the body

John Warwick Montgomery says that 'creation-
ism'" is the position held by Pelagius, Peter Lombard,
St. Thomas and the Roman Catholic ordinary magister-
ium, and by most Calvinists. '"Augustine, in oppos-
ing the Pelagians and in his insistence on man's
total ‘depravity, ‘held to generationism (spiritual
Traducianism), as did Luther and most theologians
influenced by him." 22 Lutheran theologians have held
that the point of ensoulment is an 'open question'
which c%nnot be settled on the basis of Scriptural
data. : :

What must be avoided withlresﬁect:to‘the ensoul-
ment issue is what Dr. Gardner has done in. deciding
the case for abortion because of his creationist and
late ensoulment belief. Dr. Gardner deserves our res-
pect for his scholarship, for his association with
both fields involved in the matter, theological and
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scientific, and for his sensitivity. He permits
abortion only in what he considers to be the most
urgent cases. Nevertheless we beg to differ with
this lcarned, reverent man when he determines late
ensoulment because of these three problems: twin-
ning, fetal wastage and in vitro conceptions. Twin-
ning takes place up to two weeks after conception

and opens the question of whether the soul also di-
vides. Fetal wastage is the term describing the
natural miscarriages which occur usually in the early
stages of pregnancy and without the knowledge of the
mother in most cases. Figures on fetal wastage range
from 10 to 50% of all conceptions. In vitro concep-
tions are the successful fertilizations of an ovum
outside the human body. Gardner's argument is that
since up to 50% of all conceptions end in natural
miscarriages, if the soul entered at conception,
heaven would be full of unformed embryos. Such an
argument would seem to be out of place since it could
be applied as easily to other stages of life. For
instance, will an old person retain his old wrinkled
body in heaven? Will a baby be a grown person? Who
but God can speak of such matters? The casc made by
the Scriptures for personhood even before conception
bears more consideration, in the opinion of the-
writer, than these mysteries.

Dr. Alvin J. Schmidt's statement seems to put
the soul question in perspective:

Whether the fetus inherits his soul from his par-
ents (Traducianism) or whether the soul is crea-
ted individually at some point between conception
and birth (creationism or concreationism) cannot
be decided from Scriptural data. Francis Pieper
correctly calls it an open question. The impor-
tant thing is not when God gives man a soul, but
how God views the fetus during any stage of the
gestational period. <4 :

It is the opinion of this writer that the trad-
jtional Christian position against abortion, except
to save the mother's life (therapeutic), is correct
in the view-of Scripture. Medical knowledge of the
fetus supports the Scripture. Never should abortion
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be thought of as an operation to remove iinwanted
"tissue." It is the removal of an unwanted person.
Genetically the fetus is unique, a combination of

23 chromosomes from the father and 23 from the
mother. 1Its systems, even blood, are separate. It
is without doubt living. What, then, could possibly
be the reason for changing the law to permit the
destruction of this new being? Does not this help-
less fetus have the right to protection under the
law? Is it not a transgression against God to inter-
rupt the life He has created?

Although the answers to these questions may be
clear to some, they are not clear to all Americans.
The fact is that as a result of the January 1973 U.S.
Supreme Court decision (Roe vs. Wade) there are no
laws restricting who may have an abortion during the
first six months of a pregnancy. The only stipula-
tions remaining pertain to where the abortion may be
performed and who may perform it. Though the high
court dismissed the central question saying: ''We
need not decide the difficult question of when life
begins...", 25 it nevertheless did resolve this
question setting an arbitrary ''viability'" at about
27 weeks.

Stripping the unborn of any rights whatsoever
the court declared they do not qualify as ''persons"
under the U.S. constitution. On this basis the court
could further conclude that, since the unborn are non-
persons, to interfere with a woman's right to have an
abortion is an encroachment upon her "right to pri-
vacy." "This right of privacy...is broad enough to
encompass a woman's decision whether or not to termi-
nate her pregnancy," 26 justice Blackmun wrote in the
majority opinion.

All existing laws limiting abortion were struck
down by the court's decision. The state may not in-
terfere with a woman and her physician's decision to
abort during the first three months of pregnancy.
During the second trimester the state may only regu-
late the "abortion procedure to (the) extent that the
regulation reasonably relates to_the preservation and
protection of maternal health." 27 (Emphasis added).
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buring the last thrce months of pregnancy the state
may proscribe abortion Texcept when necessary to
preserve the life or the hecalth of the mother."” 28
The wide interpretation given to the term "health
of the mother' pretty well allows for abortion cven
to the end of the ninth month.

It appears from the court's decision that we are
going to have to take a deeper look at what 'human"
means, when life begins, and whether or not society
has the right to dispose of some of its members.
III.’ WHAT MAKES A HUMAN BEING "HUMAN"?

There are three schools of thought about what is
human: the genetic school, the developmental school,
and the social consecquences school. The genetic
school defines human life in terms of genetic makeup.
For instance, the human being is distinguished from a
species of monkeys becausc of its genetic makeup.
This genetic makeup is present at conception, com-
pletely present. 1t distinguishes the individual from
all other species and cven from all others within its
own species. It is obviously living. Thercfore, it
has humanness and life. It is human life.

The developmental schiool believes that human
life cannot be defined enly in terms of genetics. Ac-
cording to this view it becomes human at some later
stage than conception. The U.S. Supremc Court secms
to have adopted this theory in part by dividing the
six month fetus from the later one saying that "about
six months" the fetus becomes '"viable,' a term which
was defined as able to have '"meaningful life apart
from the mother." This is by no means a new theory
as we have seen from Aristotle's 'vegetable, animal,
human souls.' Throughout history 'quickening'' has
been couated with life and the 'formed' or "unformed™
classification has been the deciding factor for
others. Advocates of the developmental school speak
of the fetus as "potential life.' Dr. M. O. Vincent,
a doctor of internal medicine and psychiatry, whose
essay "Psychiatric Indications for Therapeutic Abor-
tions and Sterilization,' is published in BIRTH CON-
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TROL AND THE CHRISTIAN, evaluates the concept of
"potential life" as follows

This (potential life) appears to be the most
common position among medical people today. How-
ever, I believe that most of the criteria for dis-
tinguishing potential life from actual life are
extremely arbitrary. Other terms such as primi-
tive life, unconscious life, insensate life are
used to convey the thought that the fetus is not
just an organ of the mother, but at the same time
somehow is not really life. In this position, it
is a purely arbitrary decision as to what point
life is said to begin, whethsr it is at birth,

28 weeks, quickening, etc.

Dr. Vincent notes that this ''potential life" view is
the one held by the majority of North American psy-
chiatrists, too.

Dr. Paul Jewett asks a question which easily
puts the 'potential life' argument 'on the ropes'':

Since the potential for future development is al-
ready present in the fertilized egg as well as in
the new-born child, should we permit intervention
with an individual life at an earlier stage but
not at_a later one? And if so can we draw any
line? 39

If the developmental view is arbitrary, then
the social consequences or ''functionalist' view is
totally without redemption for it adds whole new
dimensions to the term arbitrary. It does not speak
well for the fields of sociology and psychiatry, much
less for the U.S. Supreme Court, that they should
choose this nebulous route. What arrogance! Inher-
ent in this definition is the decision to dispose of
human beings who do not meet the intolerably arbitrary
standards of "human life'' laid down by the current set
of "experts." Futhanasia and the elimination of other
classes or races of so-called useless human beings is
made acceptable by this whitewash.

John Montgomery is at his best in answering this
view:
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First, cven from a totally secular vicwpoint,

the "functionalist' definition of man will not
wash. What functions will be regarded as truly
fwuman -- assine quibus non for genuine humanity?
Hovement? (But what about total paralysis?)
Intelligence? (But what degrec of 1t?) Person-
hood cscapes all such definitional attempts, and
the reason appears to be that personality is a
transcendent affair: The subjective "I" can

never be totally objectified without destroying
it. If this is true, then one can hardly look for
the origin point of personhood anywhere other than
at the moment when all potentialities neccessary
for its functioning enter the picture: namely,

at conception.

. . . . . . . . .

Theologically, the argument is even stronger.

“lan is not man because of what he does or accom-
plishes. He is man because God made him. Though
the little child engages only a limited range of
human activities, Jesus used him as the model for
the kinodom...iHorcover, the Bible regards personal
identity as beginning with conception, and onc's
involvement in the sinful human situation as com-
nmencing at that very point: "RBehold, T (not "it")
was shapen in iniquity; and in sin did my mother
conceive me (mot "it").' For biblical writers,
personhood in the most genuine sense begins no lat-
er than conception: subscquent human acts illus-
trate this personhood, they do not create it.

“tan does because he is (not the reversc) and he

is because God brought about his psycho-physical
existence in the miracle of conception.

br. Vincent, too, comes to this conclusion: '"Con-
ception is the great divide between non-life and
life. Implantation, placentation and birth changes
the form of nutrition, but not the character of the
cmbryo." 32

1t scems that unlcss you arc not straining to
find somec way to avoid the obvious, you make your
way back to the 'genctic school' of thought. Perhaps
it is true that human life cannot be defined solely
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in genetic terms, but certainly this is the point
where the beginning must be marked. In the past
there was talk about "formed" and "“unformed" in
determining the beginning of life. But in this day,
in the light of medical kmowledge, there is hardly
an excuse for the arbitrary terms like "viability."
John T. Noonan, Jr., the famous authority of the
Roman Church, defines 1life thus:

I myself know only one test for humanity: a

being who was conceived by human parents and is
potentially capable of human acts is human. By
what other tests could you prove that an infant

of one day was human?...In all these states --
infancy, insanity, sickness, sleep -- a man is not
expressing his humanity by thought or rational ac-
tion. We know he is a man because he came of human
flesh and is expected, at some point, to be able to
perform a human act, to think a human thought. 33

Dietrich Bonhoeffer makes this lucid observation
regarding the argument about "humanity':

....t0 raise the question whether we are here con-
cerned with a human being or not is merely to con-
fuse the issue. The simple fact is that God cer-

tainly intended to create a human being, and that

this nascent human being has been deliberately de-
prived o§4h15'life. And this is nothing short of

murder. : C

Karl Barth, too, talled abortion murder; ...
one might almost call (it) the secret and open mass

murder..." 35 It is interesting to see the liberal
New York pastor, Richard Neuhaus, speak strongly
against abortion and for life saying: "How flexible

we can be with regard to abortion is tantamount, I
believe, to asking how flexible we can be with regard
to taking human life.' 36

It would appear that the high court's argument
that abortion is a matter of "personal choice" and
the 'woman's right to privacy," is, by medical stand-
ards, Christian morals and elemental justice, a scan-
dalous crime. By their ruling the woman's rights
count for everything and the fetus prior to '"wiabil-
ity" has no rights whatsoever. Indeed, even the cap-
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ricious whim of the woman is given greater consider-
ation than the fetus. And even in the last three
months no rights were guaranteed the fetus. The
court ruled against the fetus. It did so on the
basis of evidence that is controversial to say the
least -- if not downright contradictory. Have not
these same justices many times instructed timid ju-
ries that if there is doubt in their minds about the
jssue of guilt or innocence, they must acquit? In
this decision the doubt in their minds served as the
very basis for, or excuse for, the expedient choice.
When the justices state, "We need not resalve the
difficult question of when life begins," one can hear
“echoes of Pontius Pilate: ''I am innocent of the blood
of this just Man." e S '

IV. THE PRICE OF ABORTION.

The talk was that we had to have legal abortion
to stop the 'butchers.!" We had to have abortion all
over to help the poor who couldn't go to New York.

We had to have abortion to solve the wrenching prob-
" lems in some families. The implication was that abor-
tion was the only wayv out of our current dilemma, that
it would solve our problems. o ’ :

But what is the real pricec of the abortion solu-
“tion? Of course, it is too carly to tell all the
vamifications of liberal abortion laws, But there are
some signs on the horizon by which we can tell what
sort of day it will be tomorrow. From our standpoint,
that is, having the understanding of man's nature as
we do from the Bible, it is inconceivable that we
could escape catastrophic psychological consequences.
The hand of God will be heavy upon many and their
" bones will wax old under their burden of guilt. (Psalm
32) S L . .

Determining the exact psychological price at this
stage is difficult. There simply isn't enough data in
America, and the studies done in other countries are
confusing. In general, though, it is warned that in
the push toward abortion on demand the psychological
price was all but ignored. One psychologist described
it as "deplorable' that so little attention was paid
to this factor. :

~22<



In evaluating the studies done so far in Scan-
dinavia, England and Japan we can draw the follow-
ing conclusions: (a) Abortion is very ineffective
in solving psychological problems. Callahan quotes
two Swedish studies done by Ekblad and Bengt Jans-
son:

EKBLAD: The greater the psychiatric indications
for a legal abortion are, the greater is also the
risk of unfavorable psychic sequelae after the
operation. BENGT JANSSON: Ve thus have the para-
doxical situation that it is in the cases in which
legal abortions can best be justified from the
psychiatric standpoint that the risk of mental in-
sufficiency during post-course is greatest...It
may be said, perhaps, that legal abortion stands
out as a fairly ineffective therapeutic means. 37

(b) There seem to be problems in a high percentage

of cases in which women, who have had an earlier baby
aborted, give birth and keep a later child. They be-
gin only then to recalize what they may have done. One
wonders about, or rather dreads the thought of, all
the young girls who have been counseled and urged to
have an abortion rather than face the predicament of
pregnancy. (c) Gardner points out that a factor to
be reckoned with in evaluating the studies to date is
their disregard for the spiritual factor. lie says:
"It seems to the present writer that until the central
bastion - the relationship of the woman to her Crea-
tor, Redeemer and Judge - is included in the explora-
tion, the maps will be ill-drawn and virtually use-
less.” 38 (d) Perhaps as frightening as anything is
the fact that the more mature and motherly the woman,
the higher the chance she will have psychological
problems following an abortion, while the more im-
mature, psychopathic, or unmotherly, the more the pa-
tient will be unaffected. Again we quote Gardner:

If the price of this is to have our womenfolk "im-
mature, psychopathic or unmotherly,™ it will have
been too high. It is clear that in the world of
Orwell's 1984 no onc would care a scrap about an
abortion, nor would the moronic lotus-eaters of
Wells' "Golden Age." Surely we want more con-
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cience, more responsibility, more integrity,
more person not less. Let us lock at the abor-
tion price ticket very carcfully; it may look
like "Freedom' but when we get it home will we
find it recads "Emotional and spiritual atrophy

li? 39

The cost of abortion should also be figured in
terms of population since many population experts are
saying abortion is necessary to hold down overpopula-
tion. It is generally conceded that we have many pop-
ulation problems such as overcrowded urban areas and
in some countries populations which exceed their abil-
ity to produce food. But the question is whether man
should take it upon himself to limit population growth
b} destroying unborn babies or should he seek more
humane alternatives. And how far should we carry this
utilitarian management of human 1ife?

e
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5 . our population grew»
ing ai an alarm!ﬁv Tate? A T ent release from the
National Center for Healt stics states that in
1972 the birth rate in the U,S, fbii sharply to its
lowest vate ever. We have fallen to the rate of 2.03
children per family. 40 since it takes 2.1 children
per family to replace ourselves and keep the popula-
tion even, the U.S. would have actually lost popula-
tion last year except for the 400,000 immigrants.

And though population projections are hardly ever
right, it would scem that with continued emphasis
upon birth control and the unhealthy attitudes about
children in this country the birth rate will go down
more in 1973. The 1.6 million abortions will also
have its effect. Actually, a strong argument can be
made that our birth rate is going to fall far below
the replacement level and that if this trend contin-
ues we may have at least one generation that is very
"underpopulated.' The generation being born at pre-
sent will be hopelessly outnumbered; the great bulk
of people will be beyond middle age. And when one
considers that our economy is dependent upon growth,
it is evident that we cannot stand a further decline
in the birth rate without severe economic Tepercus-
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sions in the next generation. But if there is any
one fact that stands out it is this: Kkeeping down
the birth rate by abortion is not necessary at the

present time for our survival.

What is most sobering of all is that abortion
is merely the introduction to a "house-full-of-hor-
rors' planned by some "experts.' Julian Pleasants
writing in COMMONWEALTH, June, 1967, made this sweep-
ing observation: "It is not only a baby's life, it
is our whole social fabric which is placed in jeop-
ardy by the present demand for virtually unlimited
abortion." 41 Is he right or is he just another alarm-
ist reactionary? Let us look into the future a bit to
ponder the stated plans of some thinkers.

Dr. Phillip Edgcumbe Iughes, in his essay "Thco-
logical Principles in the Control of luman Life."
quotes Edmund Leach, Provost of King's College, Cam-
bridge, in his cvaluation of the aging members of our
socicty. Dr. Leach says:

Modern medicine has given the doctor almost unbe-
lievable powers to preserve alive creatures that
naturc would previously have destroyed, power to
change the lifc prospects of children still in the
womb, to alter the personality of the living, and
to extend the life span of the senile. BPut if
these powers of prescrvation are exercised in unin-
hibited fashion while, at the same time, we try to
tackle the population explosion by reducing the
birth-rate, then the outcome will be a very de-
crepit conservative society in which all the poli-
tical and economic advantages lie with the very
old. Most people will dodder on until they are
nearly 100 and half the adult population will be
past retiring age.

Dr. Hughes further quotes and discusses the sug-
gestions of Dr. Leach: Men, he (Dr. Leach) main-
tains, offered by science the total mastery over
their cnvironment and over their destiny, have be-
come like gods; and it is the function of gods not
only to create but also to destroy. 'We too," he
says, "must accept our dual responsibility and come
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to terms with the fact that the total elimina-
tion of discasc would be an entirely intolerable
blessing."

Admittedly, the utopian optimism of Dr. Leach
1s too much to swallow from our standpoint. Becausc
he dreams of man evolving and rising above all his
problems, he can boast so openly of man's achieve-
ments. But even if we may not agrec that we arc go-
ing to realize this utopia, we must take men like
Dr. Leach seriously for they will surely seek to lead
society their way. There is much evidence in the
abortion drama that they alrcady have achieved their
first objective. Father Granfield comments:

The traditional grounds that justified abortion
are rarely resorted to today except as they have
been broadly interpreted. The new grounds, how-
ever, have moved so far beyond the maternal excep-
tion that liberal abortion has become a new tool
for social engineering. Perhaps the abortion cri-
sis is not a medical crisis at all, but a social
crisis. DPerhaps for this reason, the abortion de-
cision must be worked out, not in terms of medi-
cine, but in terms of morals, politics, and law.
For the abortion crisis presents us ultimately with
a crucial decision about the right to life. Medi-
cine may be its context, but human dignity is its
core.,

The uninformed citizen thinks abortion is a sim-
ple operation involving no risk. Ile thinks it is the
proper way to solve the problem of rape, deformity,
etc. The average person neither knows that the fectus
is life, human life, nor does he realize what we are
getting into when we accept the abortion alternative.
It is becoming quite clecar that the recal proponents
of abortion, the intellectuals, have gone far beyond
the "women's libbers' who want abortion on grounds of
"personal freedom.' They have gone beyond the famil-
ist concept that some sociologists defend. Their be-
lief is that it will be necessary for the statc to re-
quire abortion for its wellbeing. The individual,
and certainly the unborn individual, must yield to the
State in all things. The needs of the society at
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large as determined by humanistic assumptions are
the guiding criteria. Abortion is only the begin-
ning. Some have come to the point where they can
rationalize as the character, Dr. Archer, in ABOR-
TION: THE AGONIZING DECISION. He said:

You must all be aware that for a physician abor-
tion presents a difficult problem. The practice
of medicine is devoted to the saving and prescrv-
ing of human life, and we doctors are dedicated
to that goal. To perform abortions is not easy
for us, and some physicians arc unwilling to do
it at all. But we have to face realities today.
(Emphasis added) 45

This is the rationale of the humanist mind with
its utilitarian approach to litfe. The humanist is
committed to that '"man is his own god complex." Ile
feels the weight of human social problems and secks
solutions without consultation with a Transcendent
Counsclor. This "god-complex" is taking humanistic
thinkers beyond abortion to the question of who

should live and who may not. "After all," they say,
"we don't like this responsibility, but we are forced
to accept it.' Since man can now control or at least

influence genetics, some suggest that we will need to
eliminate undesirable genetic traits by sterilizing
all but a select few who represent the greatest excel-
lence in physical attributes. Family and parenthood
will be limited to those elite few. Others will just
be given children from these ''super-people.'" Within

a generation or so all mankind would be super, super.
Society would be regimented for the sake of the so-
ciety (State) and the race. The individual would be-
come expendable.

It is not within the scope of this paper to ex-
plore predictions of social engineers and philoso-
phers; however, we should become informed about these
frightening prospects so that we may ecxert ourselves
more than ever in making known the ways of the Lord
God and the Savior of troubled mankind.

V. WHAT CAN WE DO AS CHRISTIANS TO FIND SOLUTIONS
TO THESE PROBLEMS?

-27-



Perhiaps we ought to begin by recognlzing that
the problems are very complex. For an example let
us consider the case of a mother who already has
seven children which she cannot feed and clothe on
her welfare check. She has a real problem and it is
not solved by someonc who says, "She should have
known better.' Take the example of a Christian moth-
er whe finds out after she is pregnant that she has a
serious hecart condition. It is her doctor's opinion
that neither she nor the child will survive the full
pregnancy. She doesn't want to take her child's life,
but what should she do? Or consider the case of a
young wife and mother who learns from her doctor that
her baby may be deformed or rctarded. Painful human
and social problems exist. No matter what side we
take in the abortion drama we have to recognize that
these painful problems do cxist. Then, if we feel
abortion is the God-pleasing solution only in cases
where it is necessary to salvage the mother's life,
we had better be prepared to deal with these problems
and comec up with acceptable solutions.

What 1t amounts to is this: FEven when wc have
come to a theorctical conclusion about abortion our
problem is not solved. There is a real tension be-
tween proponents of abortion-on-demand who arc deeply
involved in individual and social problems and the
detached moralist or Christian who condemns but does
not extend himself to get involved.

Before trying to proposc some alternatives to
abortion let us go back even further. Let us begin
by asking what has happcned to our society to bring
it to accept the abortion solution. What has beccome
of our "Christian country and Christian culture'?

1
i

Some vears ago br. Carl F. i, ilenry obscrved
that "Jesus of Nazareth has been relegated to the
position of an historical footnote."” A Christ-less
culture can hardly excel in Christian morals. Con-
sequently, we see a rapid erosion of the standards
once regarded as the minimum. 01d immorality is
now called '"mew morality." 'The Supreme Court of our
land cannot define pernography, cannot countcnance
capital punishment, but can permit abortion-on-
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demand. With consistency the high court is ruling
against the Christian community. Government educa-
tion carries on an anti-supernaturalism (anti-God)
crusade daily in the classrooms of our state
schools. Liberal theologians make ludicrous slurs
against the Christian faith. What have we done to
curse ourselves so? Why has the Christian community
let these things transpire? Was there really noth-
ing we could do? Our Lord said: "Ye arc the salt
of the earth: but if the salt have lost his savor,
wherewith shall it be salted? It is henceforth good
for nothing, but to be cast out, and to bec trodden
under foot of men. Ye are the light of the world.

A city that is set on an hill cannot be hid...Let
veur light so shine before men that they may sce
vour good works and glorify your Father which is in
heaven.” {(Matthew 5:13,14,16) The licht of Chris-
tian witness in our society seems to have gone out
completely. Where are the Christian voices? VWhere
is the light and the salt?

Some may remember Whittaker Chambers who wit-
nessed against Alger liiss. 1In his book WITNESS WHIT-
.

FAKER CHAMBERS, he tells of the secret of the com-
munist power in the 20th century:

Their power which baffles the rest of the world,
because in large measure the rest of the world
has lost that power, is the power to hold convic-
tions and to act upon them. It is the same power
that moves mountains; it is also an unfailing
power to move men. Communists are that part of
mankind which has recovered the power to live or
die - to bear witness - for its faith. And it is
a simple rational faith that inspires men to live
or die for it.

It seems to this writer that some American
Christians have been sitting on the sidelines long
enough. The Christians who have been involved, have
somctimes tended to be long on involvement and short
on Christianity. But among conservative Lutherans
and Evangelicals, on the other hand, non-involvement
is too often a distinguishing mark. Our witness is
often ncgative, not because we have acted as a con-
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“science, but because we have shunned involvement,
We have defended this position theologically forget-
‘ting that the Savior and His apostles taught that
theology is best understood by those who immerse
themselves in works for the betterment of neighbor.
"Love is the fulfilling of the Law."

One direction involvement must take is social.
We must scek to influence society (and government)
to pursue a more godly path. This is not imposing
our morality upon others. This is just sticking up
for what is right and just by God's standards. John
the Baptist didn't say, "If Herod were a Christian I

would tell him he should not take his brother's wife,

but since he is not a Christian I can't impose my
morality upon him." Instead John "laid it on him.'s
What is right in the sight of God applies to all.

Gardner makes this observation about the church

speaking out:

In this field of morals it is fascinating to

notice the ambivalent attitude of the non-Chris-
tian about the great issues of the day. If the
Church fails to speak out strongly on, for exam-
ple, racial injustice, there is justified criti-

cism. In fact it is usually the Church that does

so speak. The part played by the Confessional
Church in Germany before and during World War II
should not be forgotten. When, however, in re-
sponse to the same conscience, the Church speaks

out against wrongdoing in society, it is castiga-

ted as an interfering busybody. Dietrich Bon-
hoeffer as the heroic pacifist who saw it his

duty to plot against Hitler's life is widely and
deservedly admired: I have not noticed his con-
demnation of abortion as murder quoted by the

same admirers, although both beliefs must have
been the result of his informed Christian con-
science.

The Church has to be the salt in the world: salt
purifies, but it stings!

The church has always been deeply involved in

social problems. Dr. Edwin M. Yamauchi surveyed the
early church's role in social problems in an article
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entitled: How the Early Church Responded to Social
Problems" (CHRISTIANITY TODAY, Nov. 1972). He said:

To treat ethical pronouncements on social issues
as a substitute for Christ's redemptive message
is a grave error -- even from a pragmatic, socio-
logical view. On the other hand, to avoid social
issues is to retreat into reactionary monasti-
cism.

Dr. Yamauchi also treated the biblIical basis for
Christian charity and service as typified in the
mission and life of the Savior. The early church
followed this example responding to the social needs
of the day. It influenced society and government,
especially with respect te its regard for human life.
Concluding his article, Dr. Yamauchi says: "...a
review of the early Church's attitudes should force
us to examine whether our attitudes toward social
issues are as biblical as those of former genera-
tions. n4d9 .

The great Reformer, Martin Luther, did not re-
gard it treasonous to the Christian faith for him to
be deeply involved in social issues. On the contra-
ry, Dr. N. S. Tjernagel pointed out in the 1972 Ref-
ormation Lectures at Bethany €ollege that Luther was
“involved in "almost every social issue of his time."

At a time when conservative Lutherans in this
country have a pathological fear that a social
involvement will bring upon them the charge that
they are dispensing a '"Social Gospel,' with all
the dreadful semantic overtomes with which that
phrase is freighted, we shall do well to realize
that Martin Luther became involved in almost
every social issue of his time. .

Dr. Tjernagel quotes Luther:

"Do unto your neighbor as Christ has done unto
you, and let all your works, together with your
whole life, be directed toward your neighbor.
Search out the poor, the sick and all sorts of
needy persons. lelp them to the limit of your
ability with body, progerty and honor. Let this
be your daily habit!
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In our day, too, the Christian voice must be
heard. We cannot retreat into isolation and remain
an anachronism. If there be any redemption for so-
cicty, a society which in our day resembles the
herd of swine running to their '"cliff of destruc-
tion," it is not by the humanist's solutions, but by
personal regeneration and reconciliation with God
through Jesus Christ. Ilan's welfarc depends upon
whether he will return to the Lord God and to His
ways. A case can be made that the Christian commu-
nity which has the mecans to help others in distress,
but turns away, is more worthy of blame than the hu-
manists who are on the initiative.

Christians should regard it as their moral obli-
gation to seek justice for all. We are one of those
mlHOTlthS today who are beginning to appreciate what
it is like to lose all the time. Wc should regard it
our duty to seck pDSlilOﬂS‘Df influence, hold office,
govern, lead and judge for the welfare of our fellow

man. We 5%Gu?d vote for candidates whose distin-
guishing mark is not their political party but their
Christian insight. We should support our elected and
appointed representatives with our pravers and make
our wishes known te them often. We should encourage
youth to scek a vocation that will serve the better-
ment of mankind, not just line the pocketbook. The
days are gone in which others are going to safeguard
our liberties and perform our Christian duties for
us. And these functions are our Christian duties.
In a democratic society the Christian bears personal
responsibility, as Gardner says, "for misgovernment,
bad laws, or wrong p011c1es unless he has played
his full part in trying to get a better government
into power, better laws on the statute books, and
better policies adopted."

The church as we know it in our circles has
limited experience in providing solutions to social
problems. We are often so isolated in our middle-
class homes and communities that we are unaware of
the problems around us. A trip to the local welfare
agency will shock most of us. We will find that in
our towns or counties there are problems we have
never heard of. We will find many people working
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full time trying to help persons in need. The teen-
agers, the clderly, families, all segments of the
population have their problems. And they bring thesc
problems to the government office. Too often the
church is not able to help them.

As Christians in the present American culturc we
are faced with a staggering challenge. Obviously we
arc not satisfied with the way the sccular humanist
is dealing with our social problems. BUT WHAT ARE WE
GOING TO DO ABOUT IT? We have two choices: Ve can
let things go the way they are, or we can get in-
volved up to our ears and make a real difference.

If we don't know where to begin this staggering
task a pood place to try might well bc with develop-
ing alternatives to abortion. We might talk about a
four-point attack. A beginning can be made by scek-
ing to inform others about the facts of abortion.
This will require both study and patient dialog, but
it is the casiest of the four points of attack.

A second effort could be directed toward provid-
ing services to meet the needs of the woman with a
"problem pregnancy.” One such service organization
is known as BIRTHRIGHT. Rather than devoting its cf-
forts toward information and legislation BIRTHRIGHT
seeks to counsel and help the troubled woman person-
ally. VWhile other agencies often direct her to the
temporary escape of aborting her baby, BIRTHRIGHT
tries to help her to a recal solution which she can
live with in the vears to come. Sympathetic, compas-
sionate Christian pcople are needed to make BIRTH-
RIGHT work. 1t takes love and sacrifice on our part.

A third point of attack might be what we would
call a legislative approach. There is a growing
povement in our country to pass a constitutional
amendment ¢uaranteeine the right to life to all no
matter what their status. The proposed amendment
this writer favors nost is that of Senator James
ruckley of New York. It reads:

Cec. 1. With respect to the right to life, the
word Uperson,’ as used in this article and in the
5th and 14th articles of amendments to the con-
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stitution of the United States, applics to all
human beings, including their unborn offspring at
every statc of their biological development, ir-
respective of age, health, function or conditions
of dependency.

Sec. 2. This article shall not apply in an emer-
gency when a reasonable medical certainty exists
that continuation of the pregnancy will cause the
death of the mother. '

Sec. 3. Congress and the several states shall
have the power to enforce this article by legisla-
tion in their appropriate jurisdictions.

RIGHT TO LIFL groups and other similar organi-
zations throughout our country are working toward the
passage of an amendment guaranteeing the right to
life. If they are to succeed they will need the
dedicated efforts of all citizens who oppose the
evils of liberal abortion. If we don't act we have
no right to hold convictions. By their very nature
convictions lead the holder to act accordingly.

Finally, perhaps the most difficult of all, we
should work to improve the quality of life in Amer-
ica. There is much injustice, poverty, and ineq-
uity. There is despair and despendency. Society 1is
impersonal and unloving. The expanded perimeters of
sexual irresponsibility in our day create ugly prob-
lems which were barely known in the past. The over-
crowding in some urban areas is a constant irrita-
tion. Pollution fills us with fears. The uncer-
tainty of the economy puts a pinch on every home.
Dishonesty in government makes us cynical about our
leaders. Almost every possible bad thing has becn
said and is being said about the quality of life in
America. The quality of life would seem to be at
rock bottom. DPlanned Parenthood thinks it has part
of the solution by recommending rigid family plan-
ning and abortion. Other agencies and organizations
are also attacking the problems in ways which do not
conform with our beliefs. We are quick to realize
and concede that solutions to our problems are partly
technological and partly wise planning, but we assert
that the higgest factor is human nature itself. The
guality of life will increasc in direct proportion to
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the decrease of evil, The real step toward improv-
ine the quality of life, then, is the regenerating
Gospel of Jesus Christ.

In the churcli we have a staggering responsi-
ility to improve the quality of life. We have the
responsibility to communicate the Gospel cffectively.
We have the responsibility to be truc salt and light.
It would be more convenient if we could just isolate
ourselves from the world, if we could just takc what
we could get without giving. But WL ARE OUR BROTLER's
KEEPER.

"May God in His Gracc raise up heroes of faith
who are true lights and true salt and who will spend
themselves ministering to the poor, the oppressed,
the forgotten, and cven the troubled girl or mother
who faces the abortion decision.

To God alone the glory.
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Rodger M. Dale

THE NEW ORLEANS CONVENTION

With over 200 reports and overtures to consider,
Committee #2 on Theology and Church Relations was kept
working overtime during the New Orleans Convention.

In view of the extreme importance of the resolutions
presented to the convention it is no wonder that less
than half were acted upon. Resolution 2-12 asserting
that Synod has the right to adopt doctrinal state-
ments which apply the teachings of %crlpture and the
Lutheran Confessions to controverted issues and that
such statements are binding upon all members insofar
- as they are in agreement with the Scriptures, the Lu-
theran Confessions, and Article II of Synod's con-
stitution and Resolution 3-01 which declared Presi-
dent Preus' "A ‘Statement of Scriptural and Confession-
al Principles'" to be Scriptural and applicable to to-
day's issues consumed most of the time.

By this time you have no doubt read reports re-
garding these important and far-reaching resolutions
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in various periodicals. It is not our purpose to
repeat what has already been said, but we would like
to comment briefly on Resolutions 2-12 and 3-01 and
then give our reaction to them.

Resolution 2-12 says that Synod has the right
and precedent to produce doctrinal statements rela-
tive to controversial issues. In a lengthy preamble
{which all of us would profit from reading) it was
pointed out from the history of the Lutheran Church
and the Missouri Synod that this has been the case.
Quoting from the book '"Theology of the Lutheran Con-
fessions'' these pertinent words by Edmund Schlinck re-
mind confessional Lutherans that "even the most solemn
reaffirmation of the Confessions may be a denial of
them if the errors of the day are passed over in
silence...At the very least the church, confronted
with new heresies will have to furnish up-to-date and
binding interpretation of her official Confessions."
Then the preamble went on to show how the first gen-
eration of Lutherans explained the Augsburg Confes-
sion which resulted in the Apology of the Augsburg
Confession. After Luther's death the second genera-
tion of Lutherans had to explain the true and genuine
meaning of the Augsburg Confession. The Formula of
Concord was not intended to be a new confession, but a
correct interpretation of the Augsburg Confession and
applied it to current issues so that the common Chris-
tian with reasonable intelligence could discern the
issues of the day.

The history of the Missouri Synod clearly shows
that his procedure has also been followed. Toward
the end of the 19th century Walther prepared ninetecn
theses on "Church and Ministry' to repel the attacks
of Grabau. These theses were read and discussed at
the 1851 Milwaukee Convention. The Synod approved
them and ordered their publication. In their printed
form they were entitled, "The Voice of Our Church on
the Question Concerning the Church and Ministry."
This book was the Synod's voice in this controverted
issue.

Thirty years later when a controversy arosc
concerning the doctrine of election Walther pub-
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lished a serics of articles in Der Lutheraner on the
doctrine in dispute. At the svnodical convention in
I't. Yayne, 1881, thesc articles by Walther called
the "Thirteen Theses™ vere adopted by the Synod as
tiie doctrine of Scripture and the Confessions. The
convention also stated that dissenters would even-
tually be expelled from fellowship.

The preamhble also called attention to the 1971
Milwaukee convention vhere it reaffirmed "the desir-
ability of the formulation of doctrinal statements
which clearly set forth the tcachings of the lloly
Scriptures and apply them to the issues of our day."
(lilwaukee Proceedings, Res. 5:24)

Resolution 2-12 was passed 653-381. The adop-
tion of this resolution paved the way for adoption of
Resoltution 3-01 which had to do with Preus' State-
ment. This was declared to be Seriptural and in ac-
cord with the Lutheran Confessions and thereforc ex-
presses Synod's position on current doctrinal issucs.

The prcamble to this resolutien quotes Luther
who said that "the Word of God is and should remain
the sole rule and norm of doctrine,.and that no human
being's writing dare to be placed on a par with it,
but that everything be subjected to it.' But Luther
also went on to say, "This, of coursc, does not mean
that other good, useful, and pure books, such as in-
terpretations of the Holy Scriptures, refutations of
errors, and expositions of doctrinal articles, should
be rejected. TIf they are in accord with the afore-
mentioned pattern of doctrine they are to be accep-
ted and used as helpful expositions and explanations."
Walther's "Thirtecen Theses' and the 1971 Milwaukee
Convention resolutions werc also referred to in the
preamble to the resolution on the Statement. One of
the WHLREASES called attention to an evaluation of
the Statement by the Synod's Commission on Theology
and Church Relations as follows: 'We find the doc-
trinal content of 'A Statement' to be in accord with
the Scriptures and the Lutheran Confessions and to
contain nothing contrary to them. We alsoc find the
doctrinal content of 'A Statement of Scriptural and

-40-



Confessional Principles' to be in accord with the
doctrinal position of the Lutheran Church-HMissouri
Synod as it has been taught historically and ex-
pressed in the official doctrinal statements of the
Svnod" (Adopted 3 November 1972). In another WHERE-
AS attention was called to the "Thirteen Theses."
"WHEREAS, the Lutheran Church in the past, when con-
fronted with doctrinal controversy and crisis, has
accepted expressions of belief which are in agreement
with Scripture and the Lutheran Confession, e.g., the
Thirteen Theses of Doctor Walther, 1881."

Resolution 3-01 was passed 562-455. As was to
be expected this resolution provoked lengthy and
heated debate. Supporters of it said that it was ne-=
cessary to determine the doctrinal stance of indi-
viduals within Synod and to prevent them from going
their own theological way. Opponents of the resolu-
tion argued that we don't need any more statements,
we have the Scriptures and the Lutheran Confessions
and that is sufficient. Opponents of the resolution
also contended that the Statement did not address it-
self to the issues of the day.

It should also be stated that the Committee
camie in with a resolution calling for suspension of
ALC fellowship, but the clock ran out and there sim-
ply wasn't time to discuss this burning issuec.

What shall we of the LLS say to these things?
First of all, we should indeed be grateful that such
action was taken at the New Orleans Convention. It
is a rarc exception when a liberal trend is reversed
in the clurch. It was evident that the majority of
the delegates knew why they were at New Orleans, they
knew they had a job to do, and they were determined
to do it. The adoption of such good resolutions cer-
tainly indicates that. TFor this we thank and praise
God.

Secondly, we hope and pray that these good res-
olutions will be carried out. "The proof of the pud-
ding is in the cating thercof" certainly applies
here. It is one thing to adopt fine resolutions; it
is another thing to implement them. The "moderates”
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have clcarly let it be known that they are going to
pake this very difficult. Ve renember at the Con-
sress in Chicaco (Sept. 1970) hoew Dr. Francis Schaef-
%or warned the Tiissouri Synod against making tie saunc
mistake as the Presbyvterian Church in an earlier day
vhen they adopted strong resolutions at their con-
vention ained at stemming the tide of liberalism, but
then failed to implement them, As a result thie can-
cer spread and practically nullified that strong ac-
tion taken on the part of the convention. Iven Dr.
“achen, who championed the conservative causc, was
put out of the ministry by the liberals of the Pres-
byterian Church, Ve hope that it will not he said

of the New Orleans Convention that after all was said
and done, nore was said than done.

President Preus has the toels to clean housc.
Not only does he have resolutions with real teeth in
them, but he has, for the most part, conservative of-
ficials and boards to work with. Despite this, we
foresee a long, bitter strugsle within the Missouri
Synod. A good start was made at New Orleans, but
Missouri has a long way to go to restore her to that
doctrinal stance of another day when we enjoyed fel-
lowship with her.

In the meantime, our attitude should be "wait
and sce' and lend whatever encouragement we can to
the conservative cause. That certainly is in keeping
with the spirit of our own synodical resolutions "urg-
ing us to encourage and support concerncd members of
other Lutheran synods in their confessional battles."
(Synod Report, 1971, p. 45)

In cohclusion, I would like to call attention to
a statement by Dr. Walter A. flaier, Fourth Vice-DPresi-
dent of the LC-MS in the September issue of Affirm
under the heading "Convention Afterthoughts of a Syn-
odical Vice-President.'" The statement reads: "llad
the synod taken hold of its doctrinal difficulties
years earlier, settlement doubtless would have come
more speedily; those holding minority viewpoints would
probably not have numbered in the hundreds, as they
did at New Orlcans, and through prolonged discus-
sion have held up the adoption of necessary doctrinal
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resolutions normated by Scripture and the Confes-
sions.”

"liad the synod taken hold of its doctrinal dif-
ficulties carlicer’; therein lies the problem. When
Iiberalism makes inroads and is not combated immedi-
ately, it can only mean problems for a synod that
wants to be confessional. low important that we con-
tinue to bhe faithful to the Word at all times! And
as we carry out our Lord's command to make disciples
of all nations, may we remember liis full assignment
which includes teaching only what He has commanded!
Hay our constant prayer be: ‘'llallowed be thy name!"

W. Petersen

BOOK REVIEWS

Manton, J. D., Introduction to Theological German.
Grand Rapids: Eerdmans Publishing Co. 2nd edi-
tion, 1973.

This book presents an introduction or a thorough
revicw of German grammar through the use of theologi-
cal vocabulary, which one does not get in most Ger-
man language courscs. The terminology is taken from
cither the Bible or from recent German theological
works.

The chapters contain explanatory notes on gram-
mar usage and present a wide range of theological
subject-matter. Since pastors have a background in
Greck and perhaps Latin or a modern language, they
will have no problem with the grammar terminology.
The book may also serve well if used only for the ap-
pendix and vocabulary provided.

Anyone interested in reading theological Ger-
man and has not had extensive background will find
this book invaluable.

D. Soule
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Banker, John C., Personal Finances for lMinisters,
Fev. & updated edition. TPhiladelphia Vest-
minster Press, 1973. 1i# pp. plus aprendix,

$1.65. Paperback.

This booklet is one of those practical volumes
dirccted to the pastor's management of his personal
affairs. It stresscs that he should be financially
responsible. When establishing what his actual in-
come is the pastor should make certain he has in-
cluded all the unusual factors which pertain to his
unique situation.

The author has some hints for the pastor's fi-
nancial dealings, such as going into debt, living
within one's income, and building up a savings ac-
count. lle also has some good advice relative to in-
surance and investments. liis S5-page chapter on re-
tirement has somc common sense suggestions which
ought to be required reading for every pastor.

M. H. Otto

Hasel, Gerhard F., 0ld Testament Theology: Basic
ssues in the Current 5gﬂate, Grand Rapids:
William B. EFerdmans Publishing Co., 1872.
$1.55. PFaperback. 103 pages.

i
¢

In this little paperback book the author, who
1s Professor of Old Testament and Biblical Theology
in the Theological Seminary of Anderes University,
berrien Springs, Michigan, packs a considerable
amount of information rclative to current Old Testa-
ment studies. The technical presentation, coupled
with the numerous and, in some cases, lenothy foot-
notes, does not make particularly cnjoyable or casy
reading. This reviewer would submit that a re-read-
ing, at least in part, would bc essential for most
who would attempt to gain any sort of mastery of its
contents.

Following a brief introduction, Prof. Hasel
takes up the following five subjects in chapters
that range in length from 15 to 20 pages: '"The Ques-
tion of ilethodology.'" '"The Question of Ilistory, liis-
tory of Tradition, and Salvation IHlistory." "The
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Center of the 01ld Testament and 0ld Testament Theo-
logy." "The Relationship Between the Testaments."
"Basic Proposals for Doing Old Testament Theology."
A bibliography, an index of authors and an index of
subjects complete the book.
Among the many Biblical scholars whose views
he presents and evaluates, Gerhard von Rad and
W. Tichrodt appear to be most significant in this
presentation. Like many other scholars not commit-
ted to the inspiration of the Bible, their views
have been modified and changed over the years.
While using terminology suggestive of the high-
er-critical school, the author himself in a number
of statcments takes issue with that approach. I[lis
approach is rather the historical-theological one.
He states:
"Biblical theology must be understood to be a
historical-theological discipline. This is to
say that the Biblical theologian cngaged in
doing eithier 0Old or New Testament theology must
claim as his task both to discover and describe
what the text meant and also to explicate what
it means for today.'" (p. 81)
While he claims that the 0ld Testament must be the
object of study (p. 89), he does conclude on the
last page that it be done in relationship to the
New Testament.

R. E. Hohsey

THE PASTOR AND RESEARCH

As has often been noted, there is a certain joy
in creativity. Pastors, as well as other persons,
have hobbies such as painting, woodworking, garden-
ing, cooking, etc., in which they exercise their cre-
ative proclivities. But in a very real sense, a
pastor's chief work is creative, because he is creat-
ing something whenever he enters the pulpit, or de-
livers a lecture or a Bible study. But this means
that to fill his mind, which is being so constantly
drained in his profession, he must always be genu-
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inely cngaged in research. This is morce than cleri-
cal or procedural work (although we have enough of
that to do, too, and sometimes it is drab, dull work).
“Research' is something one lives by in being a pas-
tor. The result of research, put into a sermon or
paper, comes from facts or opinions which the pastor
has patiently assembled into a new order and given a
unified and coherent expression. The end result be-
comes a fresh fact in itself, leading to new insights.

The term "rescarch' covers a wide range of types
of inquiry. It may mecan only a search of literature,
intended to reveal in an orderly way the present state
of knowledge (or thinking) on a particular problem or
doctrine. It may involvc primary observation on a
trend or a way of thinking and an organization of
these observations. This would probably not only in-
clude an organization of observations but also an
analysis and interpretation which might result in
some kind of report, which ultimately mipght lead to a
change in activities or to a new activity. Very of-
ten research can be a questioning of a stercotyped
phrase, or a sentence, or a cliche. For example,
someone, simply out of curiosity, and possibly be-
cause he doesn't rcally know what it mecans, wants to
investigate with regard to the Lord's Supper the
phrase "in, with and under"”. Since the phrase is so
common today, what meaning does it convey? Is it
used in the Lutheran Confessions? If so, where and
why? Did Luther use it? Is there a Scriptural basis
for it? etc. The phrase or statement may be in ac-
cord with the truth of Scripture, but it will become
more than a cliche to you when you have investigated
it step by step and seen to what the statement origi-
nally had reference.

50 research is basically active inquiry. It
necessitates the exercisc of critical judgment in
making decisions. It is an active learning process
in vhich the researcher is attempting to discover
what is known and what kind of judgments can he rade
from what is known. T want to emphasize that it is
active and not passive. One tries to exercisc intel-




lectual independence by independent study. And in-
quiry like this can develop a capacity for critical
judgment, and it can help one to achieve a more ma-
turc understanding of theology, when onc has learned
to be precise in his investigations and to make in-
fercnces which are soundly based on what he has in-
vestigated. :

Perhaps a few suggestions on planning and writ-
ing might be helpful. When one is about to begin,
presumably the topic not only interests one but is
pertinent and, of course, it is somewhat limited in
scope. One would naturally do some general reading
to get the feel of the topic and then would start
looking around for hints as to where one could find
material. There are, of course, indexes, reading
lists, periodical indexes, concordances, dictionaries
of theology, your own readings, general reference
works. I would like to call attention to the fact
that our seminary library has quite a few of these in-
dexes, and it carries a Religious Abstracts magazine,
which summarizes articles found in various contempo-
rary magazines under organized headings. After one
has a general overview of the subject, he will want
to take notes on cards (I recommend 5 by 8 inch cards).
It is important that you indicate the source from
which you took your notes and indicate whether you
are merely summarizing or presenting an exact quota-
tion. Certainly one must develop the habit of dis-
tinguishing between fact and opinion, and we must be
sure that our notes convey this distinction. Another
caveat is that one doesn't let his material become
too unfocused when he's taking notes. Keep your topic
in mind, is the advice which is ususally given.

It certainly goes without saying that it is nec-
essary to check out references and study where fact
and opinion get blurred. As a case in point: When
A.M. Harstad studied two books which purported to set
forth Luther's attitude towards Scripture, it became
evident that there were two distinctive opinions here
about what Luther believed :with regard to Scripture. -
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One might even wonder whether these two had rcad the
same Luther.* If onc looks at these two books, how-
ever, one will see that Pedersen quotes gobs of Luther
directly while Pelikan tends to quote only sccondary
sources. As a matter of fact, one could probably find
the key to the difference between the two in a second-
ary source, a book by a man named Ostergaard-tielsen
whom Pelikan highly praises and often quotes. Peder-
sen, on the basis of original sources, examincs Oster-
gaard-Nielsen's thesis and finds that it is not in ac-
cord with the facts from Luther's writings.

After a person has pulled together all his re-
search, he must be prepared to organize it into some
kind of a coherent report. This would mean, first of
all, that it is internally consistent. One would ask
himself questions such as these: Is my report recally
in accord with all of my investigations? Did T start
with a thesis and than arrange the facts to fit ny
thesis? 1Is it necessary to modify my thesis? Is my
reasoning pertinent and logical, or have I just thrown
together a series of unrelated facts? etc.

Many are concerned about proper documentation,
and they feel that they can't very well do research
work because they don't know how to document. Per-
haps a word or two on that would be helpful. Cer-
tainly you don't have to document facts and opinions
of general knowledge, but if you are questioning a
phrase or statement, or somecone else might be ques-
tioning it, you would document your investigations
into the statement.

With regard to the matter of documentation and
style sheet, T would highly recormend to cvery pastor
that he follow the "MLA Style Shect'. There is a new
revised edition, and T believe that our Lutheran Syn-
od Pook Company carries this. I believe that it is
the most widely used one, and it is very helpful and
there is nothing ecsoteric abouts its sugoestions. Let

O

re give a couple of quotations from the section on

* Cf "The lord of God in Luther's Theologu”, Lutheran
Svnod Nuarterlu, Volume XIT, Nos. 3 & 4, p. GIff




"Documentation'’, paragraphs 18 and 19: "In general,
citation of sources for statements of fact or opinion,
or of quoted matter, should be kept as concise as the
demands of clarity and complete accuracy permit. If
the reference is brief, insert it, within parcentheses,
in the text itself; if it is lengthy put it in a
note. Let the test be whether or not it interferes
seriously with ease in reading, remembering that the
footnote number which teases the reader to look at

the bottom of the page may be more of an interruption

than such a simple reference in your text... The con-
ventions of documentation are largely means tc an end
-- enabling the reader to check with case -- and any

practice which ignores this end may result in pedan-
try.'"" If you're curious enough to read the paragraph
on reference words and abbreviations in the MLA Style
Sheet, you will note that the new trend is to do away
with Latin phrases, such as, "infra, loc. cit., op.
¢it.'. They note that many of these scholarly abbre-
viations have been abused and many editors today have
expressed a wish to see them abandoned.

In general, whtever we do we certainly should
try to do it in a workman-like manner, if for no
other reason than self-satisfaction. With regard to
punctuation, typing manuscripts, and all those exter-
nals, I would strongly urge you to use something like
the MLA Style Sheet for your bulletin, your articles
for Sentinel and the Lutheran Synod Quarterly.

In conclusion, it would be well for us to re-
mind each other that the Lutheran pastor comes in
the heritage of precise, scholarly study. Luther was
a doctor of Scripture and very well trained in his
technical studies. 1973 is the 400th anniversary of
the completion of Martin Chemnitz's great work, The
Ixamination of the Council of Trent. As you know,
he was one of the greatest scholars of history. A
third of this book has been translated and can be
purchased from CPH, as can Chemnitz's book on The
Two Natures in Christ. Chemnitz combines scholar-
ship with true piety and devotion. lle could be a
real model for us in both these respects. If you
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have his book, The Two Natures in Christ, and rcad)
for example, page ¢4, on the menning_to us of the hu-
‘man nature of Christ, you will find it wost eclevatin-
in its devotional piety. Yet it is precise and ex-
act. I hope that you have purchased the book and will
oet fresh material for your Christmas scrmon from it.

»

2. W. Teigen





