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1, TI-@, L G i t  COb@iP$\I!!iilENT OF THE ;\;EN TESTNjENT 

The words of St. Peter recarded in t h i s  t e x t  
are a marvelously cmplete l i t t l e  homily, In them 
~lae whale counsel of God i s  expressed i n  c lear  words 
of i n s tmc t ion  and admonition. 

The Gospel i s  t augh t  i n  a message t h a t  t e l l s  us 
es -- has - givers us tlnrougla t h e  kncdil;.k- 

--- called -- us, Tlsese g i f t s  are: 
l i f e  and godliness, -- glory  and virtue,  exceeding --- great  

ses ,  We have become 

d entrance in& ----- 
everlasting kingdom -- of our Lord and Savior Jesus 

--____^11_-__1_- 

Christ. -- 

The Law i s  taught us i n  words t h a t  urge t h a t  
since we have these gifts which are ours t h r ~ u g h  our 
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c a l l i n g  and e l e c t i o n  t h a t  we l i v e  i n  a l l  d i l igence  
i n  a w i l l  and d e s i r e  t o  show the  appropriate f r u i t  
of our f a i t h ,  namely v i r t u e ,  knowledge, temperance, 
pa t ience ,  godl iness ,  brother ly  kindness, and c h a r i t y  
(love) . 

Those whose love i s  thus demonstrated a r e  
assured t h a t :  If these  things be i n  you and abound, 
they make you t h a t  ye s h a l l  n e i t h e r  be barren,  nor 
u n f r u i t f u l  i n  t h e  knowledge of our Lord Jesus Chr is t .  

Those whose love is not revealed through t h e i r  
f a i t h  a r e  warned t h a t :  He t h a t  Iacketh these  th ings  
is bl ind,  and cannot see  a f a r  o f f ,  and has forgot ten  - 
t h a t  he was purged from h i s  o ld  s i n s .  

The apos to l i c  admonition, the re fo re ,  urges those 
whose love-has f a l l e n  s h o r t  of t h e i r  f a i t h  t o  give 
d i l igence  t o  make your c a l l i n g  and e lec t ion  su&, f o r  
i f  ye do these  th ings  ye shall never f a i l .  

St. Peter f i n a l l y  re tu rns  t o  t h e  Gospel promise 
of  h i s  i n i t i a l  words t o  say t h a t :  f o r  so-an entrance 
s h a l l  be ministered unto you abundantly, i n t o  t h e  
ever las t ing  kingdom of our Lord and Savior Jesus  
Chr is t .  

I can th ink of  nothing t h a t  would add t o  t h e  
c l a r i t y  and t h e  completeness of these  words of 
S t .  Peter. Yet I th ink we need t o  give ca re fu l  
a t t e n t i o n  t o  them because i t  seems t o  me t h a t  the re  
is  a negligence of emphasis of t h e  Chr i s t i an  love 
which God r e f e r s  t o  as  t h e  f u l f i l l i n g  of  t h e  law. 
I am a f r a i d  t h a t  i n  our determination t o  give t h e  
Gospel t h e  emphasis it deserves we have neglected 
t h e  r o l e  and t h e  p r a c t i c e  of t h e  law i n  t h e  counsel 
of God. A number of  f a c t o r s  which w i l l  be d e t a i l e d  
i n  these  pages makes it seem necessary t o  r a i s e  t h e  
question as t o  whether t h e r e  has been a "barrenness" 
in our "knowledge of our Lord Jesus  Chr i s tM and 

whether we have been rendered "blind" i n  an orthodoxy 
t h a t  lacks the  e s s e n t i a l  love t h a t  is  the  character  
of  an ac t ive  f a i t h .  

What Peter  teaches us about Chr is t ian  love i s  
amply documented i n  t h e  e n t i r e  New Testament. The 
a a t e r i a l  t h a t  follows i n  p a r t  I of t h i s  study w i l l  
look f i r s t  a t  the  Synoptic Gospels, then a t  the  
Sospel and t h e  Ep i s t l e s  of  3011n, and f i n a l l y  a t  t h e  
Epis t les  of S t .  Paul, 

T h e  Syatspti  c Gospels  

As m opening f o r  t h i s  s tudy it  occurred t o  m e  
t h a t  i t  would be irastruetive t o  make a q u a n t i t a t i v e  
t a l l y  of  the  frequency of  J e s u s t  words r e f e r r i n g  t o  
t h e  law, and the  frequency o f  H i s  words referr ing 
purely t o  t h e  Gospel. My t a l l y  o f  the  Synoptic 
Gospels revealed t h a t  i n  t h e  verses quoting Jesus 
d i r e c t l y  the  Law-Gospel r a t i o  bias as follows: 
4atthew, 3.5 t o  1; Mark, 2 t o  1; and Luke, 2 .8  t o  I .  
rhese f i g u r e s  i n  no way raise a question as t o  the  
fact t h a t  t h e  Gospel, not  t h e  law, shows the  way t o  
sa lvat ion,  What our f igures do show i s  t h a t  Jesus 
cansidered t h e  B ~ w ,  and obedience t o  i ~ ,  a matter 
s f  very great importance, 

The O l d  Testament gave t h e  moral law ts %he 
children of God in a t i d y  package sumarized i n  
nrecise ly  Ten Gomandments, While t h e  New Tes tmen t  
i n  no case repeals  o r  negates any of t h e  moral law 
i n  the  Uecalog, Jesus teaching o f  t he  law reduces i t  
q u i t e  simply t o  one s i n g l e  commdment. He says: 

new commandment I g i v e  unto you. That ye love -- 
one mother :  a s  I have loved you, t h a t  ye alss -- love 
one mother  (John 13. 341. No longer was t h e  law 
t o  be l imited t o  speci f ikd enurnerared commandments. 
jeneeforth a l l  of the  law was to be encompassed and 
included i n  one s ing le  Love commandment. 
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This is borne out  i n  Jesus1  exposit ion of  t h e  
Great Commandment. The s t o r y ,  i n  Mark 12, 28-34, 
recounts Jesus  answer t o  a quest ion o f  a Scribe:  
Which is  t h e  first commandment of a l l ?  Jesus re- 
sponds i n  t h e  f a m i l i a r  words: Thou s h a l t  love t h e  
~ o r d  thy God with a l l  thy  h e a r t ,  with a l l  thy  sou l ,  
with a l l  thy  mind, and with a l l  thy  s t reng th ;  t h i s  -- 
i s  t h e  first commandment. And t h e  second is l i k e ,  
0- 

Thou s h a l t  love thy neighbor a s  thyse l f .  
LLe_ 

- 

Several th ings  a r e  worthy of  note here. The 
f i rs t  i s  t h e  demand t h a t  we love God. The Scriptures 
of ten  c a l l  f o r  love f o r  our neighbor. Only r a r e l y ,  
as here,  a r e  we s p e c i f i c a l l y  ca l l ed  on t o  love God. 
References t o  our r e la t ionsh ip  t o  God usual ly  c a l l  
f o r  f a i t h ,  honor, knowledge, bbedience , o r  s i m i l a r  
expressions o f  f e a l t y .  In t h e  second place w e  
shbuld observe t h a t  i n  t he  conversation with the 
s c r i b e  t h e r e  was a s i n g l e  quest ion.  The response 
i s  given i n  two p a r t s  t h a t  a r e  - l i k e ,  o r  equal t o  
each other .  I t  is  not  a s i n g l e  quest ion answered 
i n  two p a r t s ,  t h e  f i r s t  outranking t h e  second i n  
importance. Love f o r  one's neighbor is not second- 
ary  t o  love f o r  God. I t  is included i n  it. Who- 
ever loves God loves h i s  neighbor. Jesus  makes this  
c l e a r  when He says: There is none o the r  commandment 
(note t h e  s ingular)  g r e a t e r  than these  ( the  two 
p a r t s  of  a s i n g l e  commandment). H i s  words def ine  
bne commandment, no t  two. 

The version o f  t h i s  account i n  Matthew 22, 
40, descr ibes  t h e  quest ioner a s  a lawyer. Jesus '  
r is ,  f o r  a l l  p r a c t i c a l  purposes, t h e  same a s  
indicated  above. There is added, however, 

esus i s  employing two phrases 
n i t i o n  of the  Great Command- 
hat  t h e  e n t i r e  content o f  t h e  
is summarized i n  this s i n g l e  

The version i n  Luke d i f f e r s  i n  t h a t  i n  t h i s  
Gospel (Luke 10, 25-34) t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  i s  given by 
a lawyer r a t h e r  than by Jesus H i m s e l f .  The s igni fk-  
cant departure i n  Luke i s  the  connection of t h i s  
conversation w i t h  t h e  parable of the Good S m a r i t a n .  
Jesusf purpose is  to enlarge t h e  scope of love t o  
make i t  include those who would normally be t h o u g f ~ t  
t o  have the  l e a s t  c a l l  on our love. I t  is made t o  
include everyone who needs help regardless  of per- 
sonal r e la t ionsh ip ,  and whatever h i s  sace ,  s o c i a l  
s t a t u s ,  o r  na t ional  o r i g i n ,  

HLlt  J e sus r  concept of love goes even f a r t h e r  
t h a n  t h i s ,  @E? adds the dimension of  love f o r  our 
enemies, a measure sf love t h a t  is ~ i o t  demanded i n  
the  Old Testa~ent. Love your enemies, bless  them -- - 
t h a t  curse you, do good t o  them t h a t  hate you, and 

o r  them t h a t  ------- 
cute vou (Ffatthew 5 ,  453 . And note we1 l t h e  words 
o f  tkk foilowing verse:. That  ye may be t h e  children - 
o f  VOEP Father ,  which i s  in heaven. This i s  t r u e  
P-PPPPP- 

Chr i s t i an  love,  a love t h a t  i s  heavenly, because 
i t s  ssusce i s  love fo r  God, 

a . -  
N S Z I ~ L ~ . ~ T  admonition i n  % 2 i A t  Q ,  27-37 ends 

a n d  Iend 1 - - --- - :e f a r  ~ l o t h i n g  aga-2; sat reward -- s---- -----*----a - pyw- 

shabl be grcax, ye s h a l l  be &be c 3 r i l d ~ s w  of ----- -- ---* - ---- -- --- ---------- t h e  ' 5  et- nrrgraest ; f o r  bie is x l d  w h o  t̂ ;L15 1 1 ~ ~ t i t a n k f t ~ I  ---------- -- -- -- - --- -- *--- -- - --- ----- -- -- . - and t h e  evil, Those, IA1i cjt$;er w e ~ d s ,  hnc seabi-e ----- ---.- 
this kind of love are -t~:lBy The chij-drec o f  -,c~i, 
They love,  no t  i n  sbedir~ce to a csmand, ' : . r  

because they  are Chr i s t i ans ,  because they  zre 
c 1, n children of t h e  f2ighcst, L i k e  t h e  f i g  t ~ e e ,  
-- - ---- ------ 
so af ten referred t o  by Jesus, they  bear f i g s  
becsuse t h e y  are f i g  t rees ,  not because tiaey 
have been cornlanded t o  bear f i g s .  Love i s  simply 
t h e  Ct-lrist ian" t o t a l  response t o  Garb, Love i s  
t h e  determknative principle of t h e  Christian's 
~ i a t i o n s h i p  to a%P h i s  fellow humaar b e i n g s .  
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Love shapes s inners  i n  t h e  l ikeness  of  God and 
gives substance t o  Luther's urging t h a t  we be 
"Christs" t o  our neighbors. True love has t h e  
ob jec t ive  o f  service .  I t  never expects a recom- 
pense. Love is  its own reward. 

The evangel is t  Matthew dea l s  with Chr is t ian  
love a s  expressed i n  t h e  Great Commandment as an 
exp l i ca t ion  o r  summary o f  t h e  law and the  prophets. 
Luke t r e a t s  it as  a guide f o r  Chr is t ian  conduct. 
The c l imact ic  i n s t r u c t i o n  i n  Chr is t ian  love,  how- 
ever,  i s  found i n  Matthew's account of  the  l a s t  
judgment (Matthew 25, 31-46). I t  i s  a su rpr i s ing ,  
i f  not an as tonishing,  account. The Gospels g ive  
us  a consis tent  por t rayal  of a sa lva t ion  t h a t  is 
t o  be received a s  a g i f t  of God. It is t o  be 
received i n  f a i t h  by s inners  who o f f e r  no meri t  
of good works t o  make them worthy of  sa lva t ion .  
Yet, i n  s p i t e  of  a l l  t h i s ,  here is Jesus  making 
a d iv i s ion  between be l i evers  and unbelievers on 
t h e  b a s i s  of t h e  love they have shown t o  t h e i r  
neighbors. I t  is as  though Jesus  were responding 
t o  t h e  words of James: Fai th ,  i f  it have not 
works, is dead, being alone (James 2 ,  17). And 
t h i s  is  exact ly  t h e  b a s i s  on which Jesus  is making 
t h e  f i n a l  judgment. He i s  s i f t i n g  out t h e  dead 
f a i t h .  Though t h e  word ' love '  is  not  used i n  t h i s  
Matthew passage, it is  love i n  i t s  highes t  sense 
of a response t o  God's love t h a t  is t h e  mark and 
iden t i fy ing  character  o f  the  be l i evers  who a r e  
saved through f a i t h  i n  t h e  redemptive mer i t  of 
Jesus  Chr is t .  

There is no reference  t o  a love f o r  God. 
Jesus  is saying t h a t  those who have fed t h e  hungry, 
given dr ink t o  t h e  t h i r s t y ,  taken i n  t h e  s t r a n g e r ,  
clothed t h e  naked, and v i s i t e d  t h e  s i c k  and those 
i n  pr ison have thereby shown t h e i r  love t o  t h e i r  
Father i n  heaven. Their  a c t s  o f  love have mani- 
f e s t e d  both t h e i r  f a i t h  i n  Him and a consequent love 

f o r  H i m ,  They are t r a n s l a t e d  t o  the kingdom pre- 
p a e d  for them from t h e  beg iming  of t h e  world, 
l'ihe redemptive death o f  Jesus has opened the  door 
t o  that kingdom. meir Love l i f e  as Chr is t ians  
has demonstrated t h e i r  f a i t h  i n  t h e i r  Savior,  
Jesus Chris%. 

The emphasis i n  t h e  Gospel of Luke is  on 
Jesuss  personal minis t ry  t o  t h e  poor and a f f l i c t e d .  
We see Jesus  expounding t h e  prophecy of Isa iah  and 
saying: The S p i r i t  of  the  Lord i s  come upon me 
because he hath announted me t o  preach the  gospel 
t o  the  poor; he ha th  s e n t  me t o  heal  the  broken- 
hearted,  t o  preach deliverance t o  the  c 3 t i v e s ,  
and reco;rcrirr of s i g h t  t o  the bl ind ,  t o  s e t  a t  
---- . -- -- 
liberty ti~: - . x i s e d  (Luke 4, 1 8 ) ,  

- - p-* ---- 

P321eela t i l e  un e iples  sf John the Baptist came to 
Jesus to inquire whkthar He was in t r u t h  He t h a t  
should come, the  Savior responded: Gs your way and 
- % P  

t e l l  John what t h i n g s  ye have seen and heard;  how --- --- - --------- - v- 

t h a t  t h e  b l ind  see ,  t h e  "me walk, t h  --- -----" - - - ---- 
~9 :aased9 t h e  deaf hexxi  '1-e di,?d are raised,  t o  t h e  -- ----- - -a -- --- - -p--w-pw 

Door t h c  e ~ s ~ e l  i s  ~ r e a ~ h e -  :Luke 7 ,  221, In this 
L- - 
Gospel we have many referei~ces as Jesust praise  o f  
almsgiving. The s to ry  of  t h e  ric:> man and Lazarus 
i s  found o ~ l y  in l a k e  as i s  also Lhe i ~ s t ~ u c t i ~ n  - * f o r  one who wzsnes t o  give a dPras;~s:: i;i,cs: .rhors. - - - ----- 

C"_ " * rfiakest a dirane.i- a r  3 S U D D ~ T ,  c ~ P  2. 410-c t r  ; , , r_ 'g~ds,  

neighbors; lest a:-- 4bf;u b i d  Thee agall! -. - - -  ----- _9__---------- - - - - 
c e  B u t  when $hsn;i r{:<;kest 3 -- -* - - --- - - 

feast,  c a l l  t h e  poor, the x m e d  , t h e  b.i i1.d : And - -, - --s-mpP--- - =----- 
thou s h a l t  be blessed; for  they  cannot recompense --- P 

t hee :  f o r  thou sha l t  GTeeompensed at t h e  resiir- -- 
rection of t h e  j u s t  (Luke 14.  12-14) .  W r ? l y ,  
i s  an edl<-ewts accobnt o f  t h e  l a s t  judgment. 
Similar  reminders may be seen i n  Luke's account of 
Christian love portrayed i n  t h e  Acts of t h e  Apostles. 

P 
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- -- 
corded by John refer t o  t h e  ~ o s ~ e l -  twice as 

t o  t h e  Law i n  c o n t r a s t  t o  an oppos i te  f ind-  
t thew, M r k ,  and Luke. m e s e  Gospels a r e  

concerned about t h e  events  of  Jesusf l i f e ,  
n was primarily concerned about t h e  words 

ruct ion sf t h e  Savior ,  We w i l l  remember 
n was oE%en called t h e  Apostle of Love, the  -- 
whose love for C h r i s t  w>s strong enough t o  
peril 06 standing a t  the foot o f  the  cross, 

s p i t e  of John's primary concern about t h e  
o f  the  Gospel, hi: cor&icrn f o r  C h r i s t i a n  
e v e r w h e r e  tenderly exemplified as i n  the 

i n  h i s  Gospel a direct  cornand t o  love God 
H i s  sense sf a t r ue  love for  God is ,  

e s s ,  frequently expressed in admonitions 
he children sf God f o r  t h e  sake of t h e  

has only t o  read t h e  farewell messages of  
s d i s c i p l e s  i n  chapters 13-17 of John ' s  
ee how f u l l y  and totally t h e  words of 

pemeated by love, Recalling His love 
esus o b l i g a t e s  H i s  disciples t o  a service 

H i s  behalf and f o r  t h e  b e n e f i t  sf a l l  men, 

ew comanbeaat-o% which Je sus  speaks i n  
makes love  the whole and a l l - i n c l u s i v e  
ic of t h e  C h r i s t i a n  f a i t h  and l i fe .  I t  
ommand t h a t  encompasses a l l  t h e  cornand- 

one word: That ve love one another: 

a s  I have loved you, t h a t  ye a l s o  love one another .  
And t h i s  love,  a s  J e sus  says  i n  t h e  fol lowing (35) 
v e r s e  w i l l  i d e n t i f y  you i n  t h e  world, a s  i t  a l s o  
i d e n t i f i e s  us a t  t h e  last judgment: BY t h i s  s h a l l  
a l l  men know t h a t  ye a r e  m i  d i s c i p l e s , ?  t h a t  ye a l s o  
love one another .  That t h e r e  would be no p l ace  f o r  
v a n i t y  o r  s e l f - r igh teousness  i n  t h e i r  C h r i s t i a n  
love l i f e  was made c l e a r  by J e s u s t  words: You have 
no t  chosen me, but  I have chosen you, and ordained 
you, t h a t  ye should ao and b r ing  f o r t h  f r u i t .  and - .  

t h a t  your f r u i t  shouid remain (John 15,  16) .  

The High P r i e s t l y  Prayer of  J e s u s  i n  John 17 
c a l l s  on God t o  u n i t e  t h e  d i s c i p l e s  with H i m  i n  t h e  
same love t h a t  u n i t e s  t h e  Father  and t h e  Son. I 
have dec lared  unto them Thy name and w i l l  d e c l a r e  
it:  t h a t  t h e  love wherewith thou h a s t  loved me may 
be i n  them, and I i n  them (John 17,  21). Fa i th  and 
love would thus  become insepa rab le ,  t h e  one flowing 
from t h e  o t h e r  i n  a p e r f e c t  u n i t y  o f  substance and 
purpose. 

The E p i s t l e s  of St. Paul 

We have seen t h e  love command sf Jesus  a s  it 
is  portrayed by t h e  f o u r  e v a n g e l i s t s .  The love 
e t h i c  of S t .  Paul is completely c o n s i s t e n t  with 
t h e  words o f  t h e  f o u r  Gospels,  ye t  i ts  source and 
po in t  of  depa r tu re  is  d i f f e r e n t .  Paul i s  t h e  
preacher  of  t h e  c ross .  His emphasis i s  an ,Jesus 
C h r i s t ,  and him c r u c i f i e d  (1 ~ b r .  2 ,  2 ) .  T- - 
f a c t  in t roduces  a new and heightened c s n c e ~ t  sf 
C h r i s t i a n  love. The Apostle ices a new man aris- 
ing  from t h e  shared dea th  and c r u c i f i x i o n  sf the  
Savior .  J u s t i f i c a t i o n  p o i n t s  t o  t h e  c r e a t i o n  of a 
new man, dead and a r i s e n  i n  t h e  Lord Je sus .  We be- 
come t h e  h e i r s  and r e c i p i e n t s  o f  C h r i s t ' s  r ighteous-  
ness  through a new b i r t h  t h a t  g ives  us t h e  C h r i s t l i k e  
cha rac te r  0% t h e  c r u c i f i e d  and r i s e n  Lord, 
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St. Paul recognizes f u l l y  t h e  s igni f icance  of 
t h e  outpouring of the  Holy S p i r i t  on the  chi ldren 
of  God. He says: The love of God is  shed abroad 
i n  our h e a r t s  by t h e  Holy Ghost which is  given t o  
us (Rm. 5 ,  5). Thus God and t h e  Holy Ghost a r e  - 
both seen a t  work through Chr is t  i n  transforming 
us  i n t o  t h e  nature  of Chr i s t  and motivating us 
toward t h e  love of  Chr i s t .  

Paul ' s  overwhelming concern about Chr i s t i an  
love i s  perhaps nowhere b e t t e r  i l l u s t r a t e d  than 
i n  Galat ians 5 ,  6 ,  where he  speaks of  f a i t h  work- 
ing i n ,  or a c t i v e  i n ,  love. The Holy S p i r i t  c re-  
a t e s  f a i t h  i n  us. We demons t rae  our f a i t h  through 
love. As i n  Phil ippians 2 ,  1-4, Paul is constant ly  

sa lonians  tha 

The grayer  of  S t ,  Paul i n  behalf of t h e  
e s i a n s  (3, 17-19) asks t h a t  Chr i s t  may dwell i n  

, t h a t  they remain rooted and 

ans. By t h e  same grace w e  become Chr is t -  
o u r  f a i t h  and love because we have put  on 

ist who suffered and died f o r  us.  

- 10- 

St .  Paul 's  i n s t r u c t i o n  i n  t h e  doc t r ine  of  jus-  
t i f i c a t i o n  declares  t h a t  t h e  Chr is t  has given us 
the  righteousness o f  God and t h a t  i t  has become 
ours through f a i t h  crea ted  i n  us by t h e  Holy S p i r i t .  
We thus have a new l i f e  t h a t  i s  revealed i n  us as  we 
walk by f a i t h  (2  Cor. 5 ,  7 ) ;  t h a t  is ,  i n  accordance 
with our f a i t h .  We now l i v e  i n  f a i t h ' s  obedience 
(Rom. 1, 5 ) ,  i n  f a i t h ' s  - work (1 Thess. 1 , 3 ) ,  i n  
f a i t h ' s  __I_ love (1 Thess. 3 ,  6 ) ,  and i n  a newness of 
l i f e  (Rorn. 6 ,  4 ) .  We now l i v e  i n  a t o t a l  and happy - 
submission t o  t h e  w i l l  of God i n  Chr is t  Jesus 
(1 Thess.  5 ,  13).  We a r e  no longer bound t o  an 
outward obedience t o  a condified law. We do indeed 
the  works of t h e  law, but only because through 
Chr is t  and H i s  passion we have surrendered our 
whole l i f e  t o  him. Through Chr is t  we have kept 
the  law so  t h a t  now S t ,  Paul can say :  Owe no man 
anything, but  t o  love one another: f o r  he t h a t  
loveth another has f u l f i l l e d  t h e  law (Rom, 13, 8) .  
Love worketh no ill t o  h i s  neighbor, the re fo re  love 
i s  the  f u l f i l l i n g  of  t h e  law (Rom 13, 10).  Those who 
have come t o  f a i t h  have surrendered themselves, i n  
a l l  r e l a t ionsh ips ,  t o  the  s i n g l e  motivation of love. 
Faith has become a c t i v e  i n  love (Gal. 5 ,  6) .  Through 
Jesus Chr is t  t h e  be l i ever  has become a new creat ion 
(Gal, 5 ,  15 RSV).  

11. THE LOVE LIFE OF ORTEODOX LUTMEMES 

F a i t h  and Good Works: The Past Reformation Debate 

The e a r t h  had scarcely  s e t t l e d  i n  t h e  grave of 
t h e  g rea t  Reformer, Martin f,uther, a f t e r  h i s  bur ia l  
on February 22,  1546, before a t i n e  of t roubles  be- 
gan f o r  Lutherans and Lutheranism. In the  year 
a f t e r  Luther s death ,  Imperial forces  defeated the  
Lutheran pr inces  and made a shambles of  Lutheran 
p o l i t i c a l  power i n  Germany. Duke John Frederick, 
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the Elector of Saxony, and his ally Philip of Hesse, 
were captured and imprisoned. Hostile forces took 
over 'the city of Wittenberg and the university fac- 
ulty fled from that former fortress of Lutheran 
orthodoxy. 

The Augsburg Interim was imposed on the Luther- 
ans by imperial edict in 1548. Protests by outraged 
Lutherans led to some modifications which were incoy- 
porated in the Leipzig Interim, issued later in the 
year. The essential tragedy for Lutheranism, however, 
was that the religious movement, born and nurtured at 
Wittenberg, was left without a home base and a worthy 
leader. The crisis faced by Lutheranism under the 
Augsburg and Leipzig Interims had revealed a weakness 
in Philip Melanchthon, the logical successor in 
leadership to Luther, which was nothing short of a 
betrayal of the fundamental theological principles 
of the Lutheran faith. 

The vacuum of competent Lutheran leadership was 
to be the more serious because it soon became clear 
that, his victory over the Lutherans in 1546 notwith- 
standing, Emperor Charles had overplayed his hand in 
attempting to follow up his military victory by de- 
manding a religious conformity in all of Germany. 
Added to religious protests against the Interim was 
a general restlessness that forced Charles to call 
the Diet of Augsburg of 1555, convened under the 
authority of the Emperor's brother Ferdinand, to 
smoothe the waters of German political life. The 
well-known outcome of the Diet of 1555 was the 
Peace of Augsburg which left the German princes 
free to determine the religious future of their 
own territories. In the following year Charles V 
abandoned his efforts to resolve the vexatious 
problems that had harassed him for so long. He 
abdicated his imperial office and retired to the 
seclusion of a monastery in Spain. 

The Lutherans were now free to carry on where 
they had left off when Luther died without the 
intolerable restrictions and inhibitions of the 
Augsburg and Leipzig Interims. But the university 
of Wittenberg was no longer a rallying point for 
Lutheran orthodoxy. Melanchthon, far from being 
a source of strength and doctrinal stability, had 
been the primary occasion for the doctrinal devia- 
tions and the schismatic conflict under the Inter- 
ims, and was not in a position to support ortho- 
doxy in the bitter strift that was to continue 
until the adoption of the Formula of Concord in 
1577 and the Book of Concord in 1580. 

For the purposes of this paper we are con- 
cerned with only one of the many issues that dis- 
turbed orthodox Lutheranism from 1546 to 1577. 
That question is remembered as i.lajorism, from the 
name of George Major, a preacher and professor at 
Wittenberg for nearly ten years after 1536. The 
problem of Majorism had been anticipated by 
Melanchthon as early as 1535 when he published 
his well received Loci dedicated to Henry VIII - 
of England. In that book, in so many other ways a 
faithful representation o f  Lutheran hoctrine, - 
Melanchthon introduced, and later cultivated, the 
phrase: "Good works are necessary for salvation." 
It was his opinion that though good works do not 
in themselves merit salvation, yet, since they must 
necessarily follow faith as a fruit of faith, that 
therefore they may be said to be necessary to, and 
a causal factor in salvation. 

Two of Melanchthon's colleagues on the faculty, 
hsdorf and Cordatus, promptly condemned their fel- 
low teacher's views. Another young man at the uni- 
versity, Caspar Cruciger, a pupil of Melanchthon's, 
supported his teacher's heresy. Wen Martin Luther 
became aware of the q u a n e l  he quashed it in no un- 
certain terms. He said: "This is the very theology 
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Erasmus, nor can anything be more opposed t o  
doctrine." Later he added t h a t  though good 

k s  a r e  an "e f fec t  necessa r i ly  following j u s t i -  
at ion" he r e j e c t e d  t h e  statement t h a t  "new 

edience is  necessary t o  salvation."  Melanchthon 
s extremely unhappy about t h i s  rebuke, but he 
f ra ined from f u r t h e r  use of t h i s  phraseology. 

e was not  convinced t h a t  he had been i n  e r r o r  
ecause a f t e r  Luther's death he s a i d  he had aban- 
oned h i s  expression only because it was subject 
0 misunderstanding by t h e  pap i s t s .  

hfelanchthon's d i s c i p l e s ,  however, emerged w i t h  
new boldness a f t e r  Luther 's  death a d  d id  not 

loy the cautionary reservat ions  of t h e i r  former 
acher. George Major renewed t h e  debate during 
e Interims of 1548 and p u b l i c l y  proclaimed: 

I do confess t h a t  I have h i t h e r t o  taught ,  
and s t i l l  teach,  and henceforth will teach 
a l l  my l i f e  t h a t  good works a r e  necessary 
t o  sa lva t ion ,  And I dec la re  publ ic ly  with 
c l e a r  and p l a i n  words t h a t  no one is  saved 
with e v i l  works, and a l s o ,  t h a t  no one i s  
saved without good works. Furthermore I 
say,  l e t  him who teaches otherwise, even 
though an angel from heaven, be accursed. 

Amsdorf responded: "Whoever teaches and 
ches these  words is  a Pelagian, a Mameluke 
ight ing s l a v e  of t h e  pope), and a denier  of 
st." Others were equally emphatic i n  r e j e c -  
o f  Major's e r ro r .  

Unfortunately, however, Nicholas Amsdorf 
o f a r  i n  h i s  denunciation of Major's e r r o r  
rr i n  t h e  opposite  d i r e c t i o n  by saying,  
ns iderable  support from o thers ,  t h a t  good 

e detr imental  and in ju r ious  t o  sa lva t ion .  
c t  published i n  1559 Amsdorf s a i d :  
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"That t h i s  propos i t ion;  'Good works are in ju r ious  
t o  s a l v a t i o n '  i s  a c o r r e c t ,  t r u e ,  Chr i s t i an  prspo- 
s i t i o n ,  taught  and preached by S t s .  Paul and 
Luther." (A d e t a i l e d  d i scuss ion  of t h e  Majo r i s t i c  
controversy may be found i n  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  i n t r o -  
duct ion of Concordia T r i g l o t t a ,  Sections 142-150). 

The Social G o s ~ . ~  

1 have belabored t h e  dev ia t ions  sf George 
Flajor and Nicholas h s d o r f  because I believe t h a t  
our own Lutheran rthodoxy, s t r u g g l i n g  agains t  t h c  
errors of t laj orism, and Sl~nergism i n  co-empsrary 
Christendom, has come p e r i l o u s l y  near  t o  Amsdorf's 
view t h a t  good works are de t r imen ta l  t o  s a l v a t i o n .  
This tendency, i n  my opinion,  i s  i l l u s t r a t e d  by an 
obsess ive  f e a r  t h a t  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  ex tens ive  and 
organized humanitarian a c t i v i t y  by Chr i s t i ans  i n  
genera l  and t h e  Church i n  p a r t i c u l a r  t h r e a t e n s  a 
subversion of t h e  Gospel of J e sus  Christ  and br ings  
with it the  heinous indictment  of purveying a 
s o c i a l  gospel .  Our fears have reached a po in t  a t  
which Chr i s t i ans  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  good 
works of t h e  organized Cliurch are de t r imenta l  t o  
the  proclamation of t h e  Gospel o f  J e sus  Chr i s t .  
When pub l i c  and p r i v a t c  humanitarianism i s  advo- 
cated amongst us t h e  cry goes up: "This i s  t h e  
s o c i a l  gospel :  t h e  t a s k  of t h e  Church i s  so le ly  
t o  preach t h e  Gospel of Jesus C h r i s t ,  no t  t o  minis- 
t e r  t o  t h e  ma te r i a l  needs s f  menet' 

P run convinced t h a t  t h e  t ime has come f a r  ses- 
iotas se l f - exmimat ion ,  and t o  ask ourse lves  whether 
we are l i v i n g  i n  t h e  b l i n d n e s s  of t h e  barren ortho- 
doxy of which Peter s p e a k  i n  h i s  Second E p i s t l e  
(quoted i n  f u l l  a t  t h e  beginning o f  t h i s  s tudy) .  

The theo log ica l  gervers i~ i l s  r e f e r r e d  t o  as t h e  
Socia l  Gospel had i t s  o r i g i n s  in the  l a t e  l S t h  cen- 
t u r y  and was, of course, the  product o f  l i b e r a l  
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theological  thought. Washington Gladden, its 
founder, had scant  respect  f o r  t h e  au thor i ty  Md 
i n t e g r i t y  of  Holy Scr ip ture .  The movemeslt r an  i t s  
course approximately from t h e  publ ica t ion o f  Glad- 
d e n t s  f i r s t  work i n  1870 t o  t h e  publ ica t ion of 
Theology f o r  t h e  Socia l  Gospel, by Walter Rauschen- 
busch i n  1917. By t h e  1930's neo-orthodoxy had 
sapped t h e  v i t a l i t y  of  t h e  Socia l  Gospel movement, 
and by 1940 it had ceased t o  be a d i s c r e t e  movement 
with a tenable and a coherent sense o f  d i rec t ion .  
While it f lour ished it had an incalculable  e f f e c t  
on s o c i a l  l e g i s l a t i o n  and r a i s e d  immeasurably t h e  
s o c i a l  concerns of t h e  American e l e c t o r a t e ,  

Its e r r o r ,  theological ly ,  was i t s  emphasis on 
a s o c i a l  redemption a t  t h e  expense of a v i t a l  con- 
cern f o r  t h e  sa lva t ion  of  t h e  e t e r n a l  souls  of men. 
I t  was no "Gospelt1 at a l l ;  c e r t a i n l y  it was not  t h e  
Gospel of Jesus Chris t .  Gladden s a i d :  "The ind i -  
v idual  is  only saved when he is put  i n t o  a r i g h t  
r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  t h e  community i n  which he l i v e s ,  and 
the  establishment o f  those r i g h t  r e l a t i o n s  among men 
is t h e  very work t h a t  Chr is t  came t o  do." fie was 
wrong, o f  course. Chr is t  came i n t o  t h e  world t o  
reconci le  us  t o  God, no t  t o  our fel low men. 

Richard T. Ely, another i n f l u e n t i a l  spokesman 
f o r  t h e  movement, was j u s t  a s  f a r  from t r u t h  when 
he wrote: "Chr is t iani ty  is pr imar i ly  concerned 
with t h i s  world, and it is t h e  mission o f  Chris- 
t i a n i t y  t o  br ing t o  pass a kingdom of r ighteous- 
ness . . ." This secu la r i za t ion  of t h e  Chr i s t i an  
Gospel, t h e  emphasis on a worldly r a t h e r  than a 
heavenly kingdom of God was t o t a l l y  unacceptable 
t o  Bible and Gospel or iented  Chr is t ians .  To them 
t h e  Gospel is t h e  promise of e t e r n a l  sa lva t ion ,  
not  a program f o r  temporal r e h a b i l i t a t i o n .  

The Social  Gospel movement eventually en- 
countered a larger and more e f f e c t i v e  opposit ion 
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when it turned t o  social ism f o r  t h e  so lu t ion  of 
nat ional  problems and t h e  enlargement of human l i f e .  
Rauschenbusch e x p l i c i t l y  opted f o r  social ism when 
he sa id :  "We bel ieve  i n  replac ing t h e  competitive 
system of production and d i s t r i b u t i o n  by a system 
i n  which not only t h e  production of  wealth, but i ts  
d i s t r i b u t i o n  s h a l l  be socia l ."  Later wr i t e r s  were 
t o  be  even more fo rce fu l  i n  demands f o r  the  over- 
throw of capital ism and t h e  c rea t ion  of a s o c i a l -  
i s t i c  regime i n  America. 

In the  course of ac tua l  events the  col lapse  
of the  Social  Gospel movement was hastened by t h e  
l e g i s l a t i o n  of the  e a r l y  twentieth century. The 
t h r e a t  of  social ism was averted by remedial enact- 
ments which brought monopolies under con t ro l ,  
assured t h e  r i g h t s  of labor  and continued w i t h  t h e  
dramatic and s a l u t a r y  s o c i a l  l e g i s l a t i o n  of the  
l a s t  two generat ions.  

The trauma and t h e  tragedy have been t h i s :  
Chr is t ians  who a r e  properly moved by a primary con- 
cern f o r  t h e  s p i r i t u a l  redemption of mankind and 
have re jec ted  t h e  Socia l  Gospel movement's concern 
f o r  a s o c i a l  regenerat ion of humanity have over- 
reacted i n  panic proport ions and now f e e l  t h a t  any 
espousal of  s o c i a l  and k m a n i t a r i a n  causes is tan- 
tamount t o  acceptance of s o c i a l i s t i c  views and t h e  
neglect  of the  redemptive r o l e  of Jesus  Chr i s t ,  
t h e  Savior. This panic reac t ion  has been t h e  o r i -  
g in  of a s p i r i t  t h a t  has kept church doors closed 
t o  black Americans, has opposed c i v i l  r i g h t s  and 
poverty l e g i s l a t i o n ,  and has turned a deaf e a r  to 
t h e  p leas  of mi l l ions  of disadvantaged c i t i z e n s  
and has shut  out  of our h e a r t s  humane concerns i n  
these  and many o the r  areas  t h a t  ought t o  motivate 
orthodox Lutherans above a l l  o the r s ,  
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Our  stewardship and Our F a i t h  

We recognize t h a t  Chr is t ian  love and humanitarian 
concerns a r e  not  commodities capable of  p rec i se  mea- 
surement. J u s t  a s  we cannot see  and evaluate t h e  
f a i t h  of another,  s o  t h e r e  i s  no way we can e i t h e r  
quantify t h e  degree o r  the  extent  of a b e l i e v e r ' s  
love f o r  o thers .  We do have a commandment of  God 
which says:  Thou s h a l t  love thy neighbor. No stand- 
ards  are s e t  down f o r  t h e  measurement of t h e  f u l l  
r e a l i z a t i o n  of t h a t  command. Yet, some t e n t a t i v e  
yards t icks  a r e  a t  hand. 

Our response t o  God's love i s  p a r t i a l l y  re- 
f l e c t e d  i n  our g i f t s  t o  t h e  missionary and educa- 
t i o n a l  undertakings of our Synod. The published 
data (Annual Report, 1972) f o r  t h e  year 1971 shows 
a t o t a l  membership of 17,426 sou l s ,  and revea l s  
t h a t  t h e i r  t o t a l  contr ibut ion t o  the  Synod was 
$314,335. That comes out  t o  a p e r  c a p i t a  c o n t r i -  
bution of $18.00* f o r  each baptized member. *The 
f igure  f o r  contr ibut ions  per  baptized member is  
used here r a t h e r  than t h a t  per  communicant s o  a s  
t o  be ab le  t o  r e l a t e  our contr ibut ions  t o  nat ional  
and s t a t e  income s t a t i s t i c s .  A g r e a t  many wonder- 
f u l  things were achieved f o r  us  and f o r  o the r s  
through a judicious expenditure of those  funds. 
However, when we measure those g i f t s  i n  r e l a t i o n  
t o  our nat ional  per  c a p i t a  income of $3,000 t o  
$5,000, varying from s t a t e  t o  s t a t e ,  our g i f t s  
of love pa le  i n t o  an absurd ins igni f icance .  I t  
i s  l i k e  picking up a check f o r  $25.00 i n  a f i n e  
res tauran t  and leaving a wa i te r ' s  t i p  o f  from t e n  
t o  f i f t e e n  cents!  Does t h i s  r e a l l y  represent  t h e  
degree of our love f o r  a Chr is t  who gave H i s  l i f e  
f o r  us? 

I t  is t r u e  t h a t  our people give considerably 
more fo r  t h e  support of t h e i r  home congregations. 
But a r e  these  g i f t s  of love give11 i n  behalf  
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of others  without expectation sf r e t u r n  for our- 
selves? These g i f t s  are our payment for  t h e  main- 
t e n a ~ c e  o f  our own churches and parsonages. Luther 
s a i d  w e  ought to give mare f o r  t h e  suppost sf a 
Gospel ministry momg sthers thars far  sutseIl8ires 
because we already have t h e  Gospel; t h e y  do not .  

The Kersten Study 

A significant measure o f  t h e  love l i f e  of or-  
thodox Lutherans is available i n  t h e  small volume, 
The h t h e r a n  E th ic ,  (Name State  University Press, --- 
Detroit ,  1970) by Lawrence F ,  Kersten. The sub- 
title o f  t h e  book is  "The Impact of Religion on 
Lapen  and Clergy*" It describes t h e  resu l t s  of 
a s ta t i s t i ca l  s tudy made i n  t h e  Tri-CQunty area 
surrounding Detroit.  The s tudy  has catalogued 
l a y  and clergy responses separately.  It was pre- 
d i c t a b l y  found t h a t  among the four Lutheran de- 
nominations taken i n t o  account t h e  responses ranged 
from a high  i n  orthodoxy for t h e  Wisconsin Synod, 
and then  i n  descen$ing order f o r  t h e  Missouri Synod, 
t h e  American ~Llixheran Church, and t h e  Lutheran 
Church in hekica .  The following table illustrates 
t h i s  t r e n d :  

(Figures  are given i n  percentages) WIS MO ALC LCA 

The Bible  i s  God's Word and a14 
it says i s  true, 

:Agreeing: - 100 74 19 10 

The account of Adam and Eve fa+- 
ing i n t o  s in fu lness  *rs . -&rue, not  
a legend or myth, 

Agreeing: 100 88 28 117 

A Child i s  s i n f u l  a t  b i r t f ~ .  
Agreeing: 100 96 74 67 

Only those  who bel ieve  i n  Jesus  
Chr is t  a s  t h e i r  Savior can go 
t o  heaven : 

Agreeing: 100 84 52 43 



Our  stewardship and Our F a i t h  

We recognize t h a t  Chr is t ian  love and humanitarian 
concerns a r e  not  commodities capable of  p rec i se  mea- 
surement. J u s t  a s  we cannot see  and evaluate t h e  
f a i t h  of another,  s o  t h e r e  i s  no way we can e i t h e r  
quantify t h e  degree o r  the  extent  of a b e l i e v e r ' s  
love f o r  o thers .  We do have a commandment of  God 
which says:  Thou s h a l t  love thy neighbor. No stand- 
ards  are s e t  down f o r  t h e  measurement of t h e  f u l l  
r e a l i z a t i o n  of t h a t  command. Yet, some t e n t a t i v e  
yards t icks  a r e  a t  hand. 

Our response t o  God's love i s  p a r t i a l l y  re- 
f l e c t e d  i n  our g i f t s  t o  t h e  missionary and educa- 
t i o n a l  undertakings of our Synod. The published 
data (Annual Report, 1972) f o r  t h e  year 1971 shows 
a t o t a l  membership of 17,426 sou l s ,  and revea l s  
t h a t  t h e i r  t o t a l  contr ibut ion t o  the  Synod was 
$314,335. That comes out  t o  a p e r  c a p i t a  c o n t r i -  
bution of $18.00* f o r  each baptized member. *The 
f igure  f o r  contr ibut ions  per  baptized member is  
used here r a t h e r  than t h a t  per  communicant s o  a s  
t o  be ab le  t o  r e l a t e  our contr ibut ions  t o  nat ional  
and s t a t e  income s t a t i s t i c s .  A g r e a t  many wonder- 
f u l  things were achieved f o r  us  and f o r  o the r s  
through a judicious expenditure of those  funds. 
However, when we measure those g i f t s  i n  r e l a t i o n  
t o  our nat ional  per  c a p i t a  income of $3,000 t o  
$5,000, varying from s t a t e  t o  s t a t e ,  our g i f t s  
of love pa le  i n t o  an absurd ins igni f icance .  I t  
i s  l i k e  picking up a check f o r  $25.00 i n  a f i n e  
res tauran t  and leaving a wa i te r ' s  t i p  o f  from t e n  
t o  f i f t e e n  cents!  Does t h i s  r e a l l y  represent  t h e  
degree of our love f o r  a Chr is t  who gave H i s  l i f e  
f o r  us? 

I t  is t r u e  t h a t  our people give considerably 
more fo r  t h e  support of t h e i r  home congregations. 
But a r e  these  g i f t s  of love give11 i n  behalf  

-18- 

of others  without expectation sf r e t u r n  for our- 
selves? These g i f t s  are our payment for  t h e  main- 
t e n a ~ c e  o f  our own churches and parsonages. Luther 
s a i d  w e  ought to give mare f o r  t h e  suppost sf a 
Gospel ministry momg sthers thars far  sutseIl8ires 
because we already have t h e  Gospel; t h e y  do not .  

The Kersten Study 

A significant measure o f  t h e  love l i f e  of or-  
thodox Lutherans is available i n  t h e  small volume, 
The h t h e r a n  E th ic ,  (Name State  University Press, --- 
Detroit ,  1970) by Lawrence F ,  Kersten. The sub- 
title o f  t h e  book is  "The Impact of Religion on 
Lapen  and Clergy*" It describes t h e  resu l t s  of 
a s ta t i s t i ca l  s tudy made i n  t h e  Tri-CQunty area 
surrounding Detroit.  The s tudy  has catalogued 
l a y  and clergy responses separately.  It was pre- 
d i c t a b l y  found t h a t  among the four Lutheran de- 
nominations taken i n t o  account t h e  responses ranged 
from a high  i n  orthodoxy for t h e  Wisconsin Synod, 
and then  i n  descen$ing order f o r  t h e  Missouri Synod, 
t h e  American ~Llixheran Church, and t h e  Lutheran 
Church in hekica .  The following table illustrates 
t h i s  t r e n d :  

(Figures  are given i n  percentages) WIS MO ALC LCA 

The Bible  i s  God's Word and a14 
it says i s  true, 

:Agreeing: - 100 74 19 10 

The account of Adam and Eve fa+- 
ing i n t o  s in fu lness  *rs . -&rue, not  
a legend or myth, 

Agreeing: 100 88 28 117 

A Child i s  s i n f u l  a t  b i r t f ~ .  
Agreeing: 100 96 74 67 

Only those  who bel ieve  i n  Jesus  
Chr is t  a s  t h e i r  Savior can go 
t o  heaven : 

Agreeing: 100 84 52 43 



MIS NO ALC LCA 

A Lutheran can accept a view of 
evolution of man from lower 
forms of animals a s  q u i t e  
poss ib le .  Disagreeing: 100 81 22 22 

The responses of t h e  orthodox wing of Lutheran- 
ism t o  the  quest ions above a r e  most g ra t i fy ing .  We 
must be deeply concerned, however, by responses t o  
quest ions which sought information about a t t i t u d e s  
of love and concern f o r  o the r s .  What emerges from 
t h e  Kersten study is  the  appall ing conclusion t h a t  
the  c lergy who responded i n  terms of t h e  c l e a r e s t  
b i b l i c a l  orthodoxy tended t o  r e f l e c t  t h e  l e a s t  
s e n s i t i v i t y  t o  t h e  needs and the welfare of t h e i r  
neighbors. I t  appears t h a t  t h e  l e a s t  developed 
Chr is t ian  love l i f e  is  t h e  accompaniment of t h e  
h ighes t  degree of orthodoxy. This shocking con- 
c lus ion i s  borne out  i n  t h e  t a b l e  which follows: 

(Figures a r e  i n  percentages) MIS MO ALC LCA 

I would be w i l l i n g  t o  pay more 
taxes  so  t h a t  low-income 
fami l i e s  could g e t  low-rent 
housing. Agreeing: 33 61 69 87 

I t  i s  important f o r  a Lutheran 
t o  work f o r  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e .  

Agreeing : 13 59 70 67 

Both individuals  and church 
members should work a c t i v e l y  
for c i c i l  sigh$s o f  a11 races 
even if it mems peaceful 
p i c k e t i n g  and demonstration. 

Agreeing : Q 36 67 83 
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WIS ivK) ALC LCA 

We should s t a r t  bombing Viet  Nam 
with everything we have and ge t  
the  war over with. 

Agreeing: 43 28 17 9 

The Clergy should s t i c k  t o  
r e l i g i o n  and not concern 
themselves with s o c i a l ,  
economic and p o l i t i c a l  problems. 

Agreeing: 67 21 6 6 

A l l  Lutheran congregations 
should contr ibute  t o  the  
support of c e r t a i n  forms of 
minis t ry  i n  t h e  c i t y  such a s  
sk id  row people, h o s p i t a l s ,  
t h e  aged, and youth, 

Disagreeing: 50 10 7 7 
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The Unequal Yoke 

In recent years many Evangelicals, or Funda- 
mentalists, within modern Protestantism have been 
taking note of the tensions between personal reli- 
gion and social engagement. Few have been more 
articulate than C. F. Henry, the dean of contem- 
porary Evangelicals, who has pursued the problem 
since 1347. He has referred to a conservative 
i t  that lfsponsors a mere 'law and order' 
culture in which an authentic note of the Gospel 
can be lacking." (Fides -- et Historia, Spring, 1972). 
He has deplored the Fundamentalist reaction to the 
social ,goipel as a social withdrawal and an 9?2n- 
c r i t i c a l  defense of t h e  caphafist status quo" 
(y. 7). It is his view that "biblical C h r i s t i a n i t y  
ought to be d i s t i n c t l y  involved in social concerns 
ra ther  than characterized by absence and withdrawalw 
(p. 8). He properly warns, however, t h a t  : "It is 
not enough to declare and work for social justice; 
the Gospel is indispensably part of their task. 
But may the  cmeified m d  risen Jesus help u s  so 
$ha t ,  while  t h e  cal l  t o  social justice is not all 
that we need to sound, we may declare and work for 
nothing lessv' (p. 10). 

'The leaders of the recently formed Conference 
on F a i t h  and History have also showed a vital evan- 
ge l ica l  concern for an appropriate expression and 
activity of Christian love. Prominent among timn 
is Dr. John Warwick Montgomery, well known to many 
members of the ELS for fiis eloquent testimony to 
the historical veracity of the Holy Scriptures. fie 
is the general editor of a series of books in proc- 
ess of publication under the heading, ~van~elical 
Perspectives. One of the books in that series is -- -- 
'I'he Unequal Yoke (Lippiricott , 1970) by Richard V. 
Pierard, a member of t h e  Baptist General Confer- 
ence, and presently Professor of iIistory at Indiana 
State University, Terra Haute, Indiana. Tn 3 forwar 

this volume Dr. Montgomery says: 

Across the centuries the Christian 
Church has faced two perennial challenges: 
the maintenance of a pure testimony; and 
the application of revealed truth to the 
total life of man. Though these two tasks 
interlock (since application of truth is 
impossible if truth is lost, and truth 
without application stands self-condemned) 
theology +has devoted itself now to one, 
now to the other, and the cause of Christ 
has suffered from the imbalance . . . At 
the liberal end of the political spectrum 
efforts to become 'relevantt have succeeded 
so well that the church has become indis- 
tinguishable from the ideological and 
societal evils she is supposed to combat. 
Among the Fundamentalists, in contrast, 
God's revealed truth often serves as a 
wall to block the church off from the live 
issues and challenges of a world in crisis 
(P. 5). 

The author of The Unequal Yoke is concerned 
about the linking of theological conservation with 
a social, political, and economic conservatism. 
He views the joining of the two as an r'unholy 
alliance" that threatens the very fabric of con- 
servative theology. There is evidence enough in 
numerous studies to substantiate the fact that 
the two are indeed frequent bedfellows. One 
example is sufficiently demonstrative of the 
general rule. A Purdue sociologist surveyed 
700 clergymen of the American Baptist Convpntion 
during the 1964 presidential campaign. Sixty- 
nine percent of those who labeled themselves 
Fundamentalists voted for Goldwater, Gofdwater 
adherents among those who considered themselves 
conservatives was fifty-one percent, neo-orthodox 
eleven percent, and liberal theologians five 
percent. One political conservative in the same 
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campaign made the solemn observation that a true 
Christian had no choice but to vote for Coldwater. 

Or. Pierard believes that the evangelical 
church has "tied itself to the status quo of con- 
temporary middle class America and traded its pro- 
phetic ministry for a pottage of public acclaim 
and economic well-being" (p. 19). Ile does not 
find the spirit of Christian love in a political 
conservatism that is more concerned about property 
r i g h t s  than human rights, and that gives its un- 
critical benediction to a laissez faire capitalism. 
Prof. Pi erard condemns : 

a political conservatisn~ that !las tradi- 
tionally stressed individual initiative 
and the related values of prudence, dili- 
gence, thrift, self-reliance, and industry 
and (believes that) one is rewarded for 
virtue and hard work and punished for vice 
and indolence, Thus (as this philosophy 
goes) the government has no responsibility 
for meeting the physical needs of its citi- 
zens or rectifying seeming social and eco- 
nomic injustices (p. 58). 

Contrary to this nosture of laissez faire con- -- --- 
servatism our Savior proclaimed a Gospei promising 
everlasting salvation and accompanied that nessage 
w i t h  a constant concern for the poor, the sick, 
sufferers from physical handicaps, prisoners, tind 
the lowly. He made disciples of peasants and made 
Himself the sacrifice for all humanity. Prof. 
Pierard adds : 

"The Church was founded to spread the Gospel 
througf~out the world and to communicate the human 
concerns of the Son of God, One of the earliest 
actions of the Church at Jerusalem was to make 
formal provision for caring for the physical needs 

of widows. The Macedonian Churches sent financial 
assistance to the impoverished in Palestine, Pure 
religion was defined as ministering to orphans and 
widows, and the faith of a person who did nothing 
to care for the bodily needs of his brethren was 
labeled as dead (James 1, 27; 2, 15-17). In subse- 
quent centuries Christians were in the forefront of 
meeting human needs by founding hospitals, orphan- 
ages, and schools, and intervening to moderate the 
harshness of political and social structuresu 
(p. 27, 28). 

In Pre-Civil War America, however, a gradual 
deterioration of social concern was to transform 
much of the church into a shell of self-righteous 
self-satisfaction. Slavery was accepted and de- 
fended. The church washed its hands of the massive 
urban growth with all its attendant problems. Prot- 
estant congregations retreated from the unpleasant- 
ness of the inner city and pious Christians shook 
their heads in pious despair and moved to the 
suburbs. 

Orthodox preachers engaged themselves in a new 
warfare against Darwin, Marx, and the Modernists. 
Attention was focussed on personal vice --alcoholic 
beverages, smoking, the theatre, prostitution, gam- 
bling, card playing-- while social sins --slums, 
poverty, political corruption, fraudulent business 
practices, monopolies, hazardous working conditions, 
adulteration of foods-- was deliberately ignored or 
overlooked (p. 30). 

The great evangelists, Dwight L. Moody, Billy 
Sunday, and others were subsidized by men of wealth 
who ignored the roots and reality of poverty in say- 
ing "I never knew a man who put on Christ first in 
his life who wasn't  successful^ (p. 31). "A New 
York Times columnist asserted that Billy Sunday was 



campaign made the solemn observation that a true 
Christian had no choice but to vote for Coldwater. 

Or. Pierard believes that the evangelical 
church has "tied itself to the status quo of con- 
temporary middle class America and traded its pro- 
phetic ministry for a pottage of public acclaim 
and economic well-being" (p. 19). Ile does not 
find the spirit of Christian love in a political 
conservatism that is more concerned about property 
r i g h t s  than human rights, and that gives its un- 
critical benediction to a laissez faire capitalism. 
Prof. Pi erard condemns : 

a political conservatisn~ that !las tradi- 
tionally stressed individual initiative 
and the related values of prudence, dili- 
gence, thrift, self-reliance, and industry 
and (believes that) one is rewarded for 
virtue and hard work and punished for vice 
and indolence, Thus (as this philosophy 
goes) the government has no responsibility 
for meeting the physical needs of its citi- 
zens or rectifying seeming social and eco- 
nomic injustices (p. 58). 

Contrary to this nosture of laissez faire con- -- --- 
servatism our Savior proclaimed a Gospei promising 
everlasting salvation and accompanied that nessage 
w i t h  a constant concern for the poor, the sick, 
sufferers from physical handicaps, prisoners, tind 
the lowly. He made disciples of peasants and made 
Himself the sacrifice for all humanity. Prof. 
Pierard adds : 

"The Church was founded to spread the Gospel 
througf~out the world and to communicate the human 
concerns of the Son of God, One of the earliest 
actions of the Church at Jerusalem was to make 
formal provision for caring for the physical needs 

of widows. The Macedonian Churches sent financial 
assistance to the impoverished in Palestine, Pure 
religion was defined as ministering to orphans and 
widows, and the faith of a person who did nothing 
to care for the bodily needs of his brethren was 
labeled as dead (James 1, 27; 2, 15-17). In subse- 
quent centuries Christians were in the forefront of 
meeting human needs by founding hospitals, orphan- 
ages, and schools, and intervening to moderate the 
harshness of political and social structuresu 
(p. 27, 28). 

In Pre-Civil War America, however, a gradual 
deterioration of social concern was to transform 
much of the church into a shell of self-righteous 
self-satisfaction. Slavery was accepted and de- 
fended. The church washed its hands of the massive 
urban growth with all its attendant problems. Prot- 
estant congregations retreated from the unpleasant- 
ness of the inner city and pious Christians shook 
their heads in pious despair and moved to the 
suburbs. 

Orthodox preachers engaged themselves in a new 
warfare against Darwin, Marx, and the Modernists. 
Attention was focussed on personal vice --alcoholic 
beverages, smoking, the theatre, prostitution, gam- 
bling, card playing-- while social sins --slums, 
poverty, political corruption, fraudulent business 
practices, monopolies, hazardous working conditions, 
adulteration of foods-- was deliberately ignored or 
overlooked (p. 30). 

The great evangelists, Dwight L. Moody, Billy 
Sunday, and others were subsidized by men of wealth 
who ignored the roots and reality of poverty in say- 
ing "I never knew a man who put on Christ first in 
his life who wasn't  successful^ (p. 31). "A New 
York Times columnist asserted that Billy Sunday was 



supported by well-to-do men as a pub l i c  measure, 
a s  a means o f  keeping t h e  lower c l a s s e s  q u i e t  
(p. 32).f' 

P i e r a r d ' s  book goes on t o  desc r ibe  t h e  marry 
p a r a s i t e s  t h a t  have fed  on organized C h r i s t i a n i t y  
t o  pe rve r t  C h r i s t i a n  love and t o  j u s t i f y  t h e i r  ow11 
s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  pos tures .  Among many of 
t h e s e ,  descr ibed  i n  d e t a i l ,  a r e  t h e  mi l i t a l l t  a n t i -  
Lomrnunists who do not recognize t h e  elementary t r u t h  
t h a t  t h e  h e s t  defense a g a i n s t  Communism i s  t h e  e l i m i  
na t ion  of t h e  poverty and t h e  s o c i a l  and economic 
oppresszon which has been t h e  feeding ground o f  
Communism s i n c e  t h e  f a i l u r e  o f  hlarxism i n  t h e  Kevo- 
lu t ior l s  of 1848. 

The whole po in t  of  P i e r a r d ' s  book, as i t  i s  
t h e  po in t  of t h i s  paper ,  i s  t h a t  evangel ica l  Chr i s -  
t i a n i t y ,  and, w e  would add, orthodox Lutheranism, 
must r e t u r n  t o  t h e  elemental pos tu re  of love f o r  
our Lord and Savior ,  Jesus C h r i s t ,  and i n  t l i m ,  a 
love f o r  a l l  of our  neighbors.  

Love was t h e  b a s i s  f o r  C h r i s t ' s  redemptive 
sacrifice.  Expressions of  love i n  a c t i o n  was t h e  
accompaniment of a l l  H i s  preaching. Our proclama- 
t i o n  of t h e  Gospel i s  a proclamation of  t h e  love 
of God. I t  cannot be proclaimed without  i t s  cor-  
r e l a t i ve  iuve f o r  man. No one can see t h e  p u r i t y  
of  t h e  f a i t h  t h a t  is  i n  us.  The ch i ld ren  sf t h e  
world call on ly  see our outpouring of  love. They 
are nct like:->- t o  be influenced by a Gospel preaeh- 
i n?  t La r  i ~ ? 2 5  liot manifest t h e  love t h a t  Jesus was 
tai!cii:g ;&out i~~iien fie s a i d :  By t h e i r  f r u i t s  s h a l l  
?- c Z-hagiw t i rem,  
* s - .-. _p-p-- 

The Testimony sf !IWo Wlblic S e m m t s  

The inadequacy and f a i l u r e  of  t h e  love l i f e  
of orthodox m r i s t i a n s  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  has 
been a mat te r  of concern for  t h e  d i s t ingu i shed  
Congressman John B. Anderson, of  I l l i n o i s ,  In  a 
f i n e  book Between Two Worlds (%ondenan ,  1970) 
t h e r e  i s  an eloquent  p l e a  f o r  a r e v i t a l i z a t i o n  of 
t h e  evangel ica l  -love witness  o f  t r u e  b e l i e v e r s .  
He reminds u s  t h a t :  

Time and aga in ,  dur ing  His s h o r t  s t a y  
o f  t h i r t y - t h r e e  years  on t h i s  e a r t h ,  our  
Lord demonstrated H i s  p o s i t i v e  s t and  on 
i s s u e s  o f  t h e  day. We was cons tan t ly  aware 
of  both t h e  s p i r i t u a l  and t h e  phys ica l  needs 
o f  a l l  those  t o  wImm he minis te red .  I be- 
l i e v e  t h a t  He l ikewise  expects  t hose  who 
a r e  c a l l e d  by H i s  name t o  show t h e  same con- 
cern  and t o  l i v e  and a c t  d e c i s i v e l y  on t h e  
problems o f  our  t ime (Foreword). 

Congressman Anderson b u r s t  i n t o  n a t i o n a l  prom- 
inence dur ing  t h e  c i v i l  r i g h t s  movement o f  t h e  
1960's.  I t  was h i s  vo te  i n  t h e  Conunittee on Rules 
and h i s  speech on t h e  f l o o r  of  t h e  liouse o f  Repre- 
s e n t a t i v e s  i n  1968 t h a t  were gene ra l ly  regarded a s  
tu rn ing  t h e  t i d e  i n  f avor  o f  f a i r  housing l e g i s l a -  
t i o n .  

H e  has c o n s i s t e n t l y  deplored t h e  f a c t  t ha t  it 
has been t h e  l i b e r a l  wing o f  American Protes tan t i sm 
t h a t  has spoken most l 'cohesively and dramat i c a l  ly" 
i n  present ing  t h e i r  i deas  t o  t h e  government. lie 
has r e g r e t t e d  t h e  a t t i t u d e  of evange l i ca l s  who are 
s o  preoccupied wi th  s a l v a t i o n ,  and s o  l i t t l e  con- 
cerned about t h e  express ion  o f  a Gospel o r i en ted  
love a s  t o  have been impotent i n  a f f e c t i n g  t h e  
"current  happenings i n  our  s o c i e t y w  (p. 39). 
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Congressman Anderson is in full accord with 
Dr. Pierad's denunciation of the "unholy alliancen 
between orthodoxy and social and political conser- 
vatism. He earnestly believes that the time has 
come to break through this "uncritical alignment 
of religious and political conse~atisrn.~~ He says 
further : 

One can cling to orthodox Christianity without 
denying the right of the poor to be clothed and fed, 
or the right of minorities to their civil rights, 
or that there is a proper role for government to 
assume in fighting poverty and protecting human 
rights. In fact, I would reverse the statement to 
say that it is difficult for me to believe that a 
Christian cannot be concerned and compassionate 
about these problems (p. 14.) 

Faith in action needs to become our motto, and 
we need to become sensitized to our proper role in 
ninisterfng to the needs of our fellowmen. "Bear 
ye one another's burdens, and so fulfill the law of 
Christt1 (Galatians 6 ,  2) , @. 148). 

We have been reacting against the Social Gospel. 
As an excuse for a non-contributing role we cling 
tenaciously to an exceedingly individualist heritage. 
We do suffer fmm withdrawal symptoms. We do still 
have an essentially negative approach to the very 
real problems of many of our neighbors (p. 148). 

Congressman Andemon is suo~rizing the main 
theme of this paper and using the Bible Text on 
which it is based when he, says : 

The Apostle Peter in 2 Peter 1, 5-7, 
~mmarizes the fruit of the new nature im- 
parted to us by Christ when we trust in Him: 
virtue, knowledge, temperance, patience, 
godliness, brotherly kindness, and charity. 

-28- 

Let us, in Peter's words, be diligent in 
comunicating by our deeds that we intend 
to be faithful to the t a s k  that our Savior 
h a s  entrusted to us  (p. 161). 

Senator Mask D. Hatfield of Oregon is anoeher 
public servant who is concerned about the love life 
of American Christians. His book: Conflict and 
Conscience, (Word Books, Waco, Texas, 1971) is a 
solemn and urgent appeal to all who have accepted 
Jesus Christ as their Savior to mobilize the power 
of love in a radical redirection of the t h ink ing  
of orthodox Christians. He decries : 

a silent majority i n  our land who wrap their 
Bibles in the American flag, who believe that 
conservative politics is the necessary by- 
product of orthodox Christianity, who equate 
patriotism with the belief in national s e l f -  
righteousness, and who regard political dis- 
sent as a mark of infidelity to the faith 
(P* 23) .  

Senator IIatf ield is particular1 y concerned 
about a barren and loveless orthodoxy that is no 
less heterodox than t h e  false teachings of l ibera l  
theologians. A proclamation of the Gospel of Jesus 
C h r i s t  which does not carry with it the response o f  
Christian love is something less than t h e  whole 
counsel of God. Hc says: 

h . 8 :  responsibili.ty is t o  bear wi tnes s  
to the love of God through Christ. This is 
a mission of peace and we are under t h e  ca l l  
of God to fulfill it, In  this t a s k  we must 
not be bound by rigid categories of what is 
a s p i r i t u a l  mission m d  what i s  social action, 
We cannot build a barrier between theological 
issues and social questions. We must not make 
the mistake of believing that the Good News we 
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has no re levance  to our aeei- 
d actions as well as personal 
in our homes, our nation and 

world . . . Christ calls us to 
ress our love through all that we 
(p. 45, 46). 

$he Senator reminds us of Christ's healing 
ministry, a healing of sin and the healing of a 
wide variety of human and purely physical infirmi- 
ties. As Iie departed this life IIe promised His 
disciples: "Greater things than I have done, you 
shall do. Keep my commandments if you love me" 
(John 14: 12, 15.) Senator Ilatfield continues: 

The resurrection of Jesus Christ from 
the dead guarantees our life after death. 
God has given us victory over death and fear 
of what lies beyond the grave. Our faith, 
then, is secure, Our eternal destiny is 
established, So now, because of this love 
dynamic sf Christ, we can turn our efforts 
and our creative energies to the revolu- 
tionizing of our world -- to the allevia- 
ting of human suffering and the work of God 
an earth. That is the potential. But we 
have fallen far short. We have painted 
Jesus Christ as a respectable, stand-pat 
establishentarian, defending the status 

, instead of recognizing Him as the 
greatest political, social, economic, and 
spiritual revolutionary the world has ever 
known. 

The direction and purpose of our lives 
must be centered in the Person of Jesus Christ . . . The demonstration of compassion is the 
proclamation of one's convictions; ure speak 
not only by what we say, but by what we do. 

This is the story the Good Samaritan 
tells us. Qur mission is t o  be dispersed 
into society, living forth God's message 
of compassion and reconciliation (p. 135, 
136) . 

**- . 
Please permit one more example of the failure 

s*$ian love life and the barrenness of 
.$testimony and f a i t h  as Christians. I 

am referring to a brief item that might have been 
written by any one of many of us. It appeared in 
one of our orthodox Lutheran publications; it might 
have appeared i n  one of many others. I am not 
pointing a finger of self-righteous scorn at either 
the author or t h e  publisher of the article. I only 
wish to ilighlight an attitude that has  been common 
t o  all too many of us. The occasion f o r  t h i s  short 
essay was the presidential campaign of 1972. Por- 
tions of the quoted material are underlined. My 
cements follow, 

- - 

concede t h a t  some o f  t h e  campaign promises were 
extravagant, I heard none thHt a f u t u r e  
perfect socie ty .  Even w k w  promi.ses were unreal- 
i s t i c  they  pointed toward wlrat  i s  t h e  God-given 
duty of every govc e n t ,  the sesp~nsibihity f o r  
improving the conditions and the quality of life 
of its citizens, 

s3 

No more ~ s v e r t v ,  no more slums, no more d i s -  
------A- 6 z 

advantaged chi ldren,  nca - - 
no more malnutrition, no mare unwanted ch i ld ren ,  
no more -- more uwrekabilitated 
criminals, no more inJ u s t i c e e  

- 
- 
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negatively in the Ten Cmmndlcnts, t h a t  we strive 
toward the goals of eliminating every one of the 
mils l isted.  The candidates were offering program 
which they believed would ameliorate the ills of 
society. What in Heaven's Name i s  wrong with tha t?  
That i s  exactly what Christ was demanding when He 
e r i d :  "'Thou sha l t  lave thy neighbor as thyself." -- - 
It seeRs t o  me t h a t  any rejection of t h e  humane 
ideals o f  r h ~ s e  who would remedy social i l l s  i s  a 
cyn ica l  rejection of t h e  cornmad:, of God Himself, 
and a prime exaqle  o f  a b a ~ z . .  orthodoxy. How 
can professing C h r i s t i a n s  - 'Gi~ule acts o f  love 
conformed to acts and worcis ol" our own Savior? 

s a i d :  "Take care of  him; and whatsoever thou 
spendest more, when I come again ,  I w i l l  repay 
thee" f Luke 10,  35). 

After a brief p a ~ a g ~ a p h  referring t o  t he  
utopian dreahls o f  the  English poet Shelley, t h e  
author goes on t o  say: 

1 

I t ' s  mch more serious when 
when wazional 

-st US look at t h e  author's exanples cf 
ye-tism, 
&- 

or sn; ~ t h e +  building t h a t  i s  convenient f o r  us. 
Where %he question is one o f  sewing  a neighbor in 
distress, p~eserving a l i f e ,  or saving a soul, we 
hsve divine instruction to e m t  the cost. The 
Good Saxatazian did not count t he  cost. He simply 

We s i w y  
cannot lmagxne a more monstrous pervers ion  o f  J e s u s 9  
words than t h i s .  The managers o f  t h e  sweatshops of 
t h e  i n d u s t r i a l  r evo lu t ion  i n  England used those  
words t o  j u s t i f y  t h e i r  t e r r i b l e  inhumanity t o  a 
b r u t a l i z e d  work fo rce .  Our own American cap ta ins  
o f  i ndus t ry  used J e s u s '  words i n  t h e  sense t h a t  our  
author  uses them t o  j u s t i f y  t h e  tyranny of  labor  
t h a t  e x i s t e d  before t h e  formation o f  labor  unions,  
Yes, s i n ,  and with it  poverty,  w i l l  always be w i t h  
us .  But we s h a l l  always recognize  it  f o r  what it 
i s ,  a consequence o f  s i n .  True C h r i s t i a n s  w i l l  
deplore  both s i n  and i t s  consequences, and w i l l  
remember J e s u s 9  many express ions  commending alms- 
g iv ing  and concern f o r  t h e  poor. If t h e  love of  
Chr i s t  i s  i n  us a t  a l l  w e  w i l l  no t  only feed t h e  
hungry and m i n i s t e r  t o  t h e  s i c k ,  w e  w i l l  a l s o  
s t r i v e  t o  e l imina te  t h e  causes of poverty and 
i l l n e s s .  

Ev i l  men and seducers  s h a l l  wax worse and 
worse, deceiving and being deceived. Sure they  
w i l l .  But w h i T  we remain i n  t h e w o r l d .  we s h a l l  
be t h e  Church M i l i t a n t .  We s h a l l  be a c i i v e  i n  
QUP c o n f l i c t  with e v i l  men and seducers .  The love 
of  Chr i s t  w i l l  be  our  motivat ion for r e l i e v i n g  t h e  
v ic t ims  of  t h e  evils and seduct ions  of t h e  world we 
l i v e  i n ,  

Ye s h a l l  hear o f  wars and skunsrs of wars. In- 
deed 
we s h a l l  oppose t h e  vices and t h e  hatreds t h a t  beget 
wars, F i l h d  with a Psve f a r  Christ we sha l l  lend 
a l l  a i d  p o s s i b l e  t o  t h e  vict ims of war and oppres- 
s i o n ,  

e 
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The author of our l i t t l e  essay concludes 
with the words: This  is wholesome r e f l e c t i o n  
f o r  a caapaign year or any o the r  year. We consider 
i t  en unwholesome example o f  Prof. P ie ra rd ' s  r e -  
marks about the  "unholy a l l i ance"  between ortho- 
dox C h r i s t i a n i t y  and p o l i t i c a l  and economic con- 
servatism. We think it  i s  an unwholesoae example * 

of t h a t  barrenness and unf ru i t fu lness  i n  t h e  
knowledge of Jesus  Chr is t  t o  which Peter  r e f e r s  
i n  2 Peter  1, 8. 

Conclusion 

I t  has been said tha t  a barren and f r u i t l e s s  
orthodoxy is ,  of a l l  th ings ,  t h e  worst and most 
dangerous heresy. I confess ehat I ,  and, I be- 
l i e v e ,  o the r s  who have bcen counted among orthodox 
Lutherans have a l l  too  o f ten  been g u i l t y  o f  t h e  
s i n f u l  vani ty  of boast ing of  our possession o f  God's 
unadulterated Word* We have s a i d  t h a t  we teach 
God's Word i n  i t s  t r u t h  and pur i ty .  We say t h a t  
we t o l e r a t e  no e r r o r  i n  t h e  pub l ic  doc t r ine  o f  t h e  
church. 

While, i n  a purely formal sense,  these  asser-  
t i o n s  m a y  be true, I bel ieve  t h a t  we have, i n  ac- 
t u a l  p r a c t i c e ,  diatishd t h e  power of  t h e  Gospel 
by our generally c o m i s t e n t  f a i l u r e  t o  demonstrate 
that love and concern f o r  our neighbors which is  
t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  a t r u e  f a i t h .  To t h e  degree 
t h a t  our l i v e s  and our words have not r e f l e c t e d  
t h e  purest  outpouring o f  love t o  o the rs ,  t o  t h a t  
degree, I say, our orthodoxy must appear t a i n t e d  
and suspect  before the throne of God i n  heaven. 

I n  forty years of associa t ion with conserva- 
t i v e  Lutherans I have only r a r e l y  seen a d i spos i -  
t i o n  toward self-examination o r  self-censure.  We 
have f e l t  t h a t  a l l  is well  with us because we have 

f o m a l l y  confessed t h e  t r u t h .  Occasionally someone 
has said:  '?Oh, we aught to give mare for missions ," 
a form of self-reproach ehat has  contented us i n  
the  sather smug concession t h a t ,  "after a l l ,  we're 
not perfect." 

We have pemit ted the Old Mm i n  us t o  fasten 
on t h e  s o c i a l  gospel movement, w i th  i t s  unquest ion-  
able e v i l s ,  as an excuse for  ~sithdrawal from our 
psactical r e spons ib i l i t i e s  as Chr i s t i ans .  I t  has 
been a comfortable r a t i o n a l i z a t i o n  f o r  f a i l u r e  t o  
invslve ourselves i n  issues and undertakings i n  
whicft we should have been involved, 

The games we have preferred t o  play have been 
an i n c e s s a n t  sn ip ing a t  heterodoxy, especially as 
it h a s  cas t  us in a ro le  of righteous superiority 
over our e r r i n g  bre thren ,  Opsr challenging of doe- 
t r i n a l  error has been a necessary and God-pleasing 
t a s k .  The p i t y  is that our conflict with error 
has left us quite insensitized to the  beam that i s  
i n  our own eye. We can hardly expect Sain t s  Peter 
aPtd Paul to Bwish much praise on us in view sf 
tile withdrawal syndr~ne t h a t  has kept us from t h e  
ka@tiaritybof f a i t h ,  t h e  faith-engendered love t h a t  
i s  t h e  t r ue  product and outcome o f  f a j t h .  

I t  requires only a casual g l a c e  a t  out. p a s t  
ts recop ize  t h a t  orthodox Lutherans have not  been 
i n  t h e  fo re f ron t  of t h e  great humanieariana msve- 
ments of  t he  past.  We held our peace during t h e  
debates over abo l i t ion  before t h e  C i v i l  War, and 
many o f  us have opposed - c i v i l  r i g h t s  l eg i s l a t i on  
i n  our own time. We held our peace while the  
laboring masses i n  America sougllt redress of g r i e -  
vances i n  a labor union movement which we and our 
conservative brothers accepted only because we had 
t o .  
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And how much have we done, i nd iv i  
co rpora t e ly ;  t o  whzt degree have we supijorted 
e f f o r t s  t o  alleviate poverty aiid t o  remove t h e  
causes o f  ~ c r v e r t y  i n  a l m d  r i c h l y  endawed w i t h  
abundance sf n a t u r z l  resources?  

Whatever response we may make t o  any of  
these i i i u s t s a t i a n s  o f  ou r  shortcomings a s  Ch-' A IS- 

t i a n s  i n  a c t i o n ,  I am s u r e  t h a t  no one w i l l  be pre- 
pared t o  say t h a t  orthodox Lutherans have been out-  
s~aarnding i n  t h e i r  lhumane c o n t r i b u t i ~ n  toward t h e  
xelfare OF a l l  our neighbors ,  

The C h r i s t i a n  f a i t h  which wc pro fes s  should 
have made us outstanding. T t  s i~ou%d have, but  it 
has not .  lrie who have had t : ~ e  Gospel of J e sus  
Chr i s t  i n  i t s  i n f i n i t e  xich~ess shoalld have been 
an example t o  t h e  world. G ~ a c i n u s  expressions of 
love  and bold and ma,;i.z3~,Li.iaus ventures  i n  t h e  pro- 
motion of  human welfare should have characterized 
our  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  t o  t h e  world. We should have 
beex as much concerned about t h e  wel fare  Q$ o the r s  
as b e l i e v e r s  vege i n  the f irst  t h r e e  c e n t u r i e s  of 
t h e  C h r i s t i a n  era. Remember how t h e  church grew 
as pagans caught t h e  s p i r i t  of love i n  t h e  Gospel 
preached t o  them by t h e i r  f r i e n d s  and neighbors 
who professed t h e  C h r i s t i a n  f a i t h .  Romans of ten 
remarlred about how much those people loved one 
another .  The growth o f  t h e  e a r l y  church was de- 
;;endent on more than t h e  presence of t r ue  A p s -  
t o l i c  doc t r ine .  There  was a d o c t r i n e  t h e r e  t h a t  
bore  t h e  appropriate fruits o f  f a i t h ,  t h a t  i s ,  a 
love f o r  t h e  t o t a l i t y  of  t h e  h m a n i t y  of man, s i n ,  
phys ica l  d i s t r e s s  and a l l .  

We may, indeed we do, have t h e  pure Gospel of  
J e s u s  C h r i s t  among us.  Yet, we must s ad ly  confess ,  
i n  s p i t e  o f  our  possession of pure  d o c t r i n e  the  
growth o f  t h e  church i s  being hindered because we 
who a r e  capable of br inging  o t h e r s  t o  f a i t h  a r e  

not  f i l l e d  with t h e  overpowering love t h a t  burned 
i n  t h e  h e a r t s  o f  t h e  e a r l y  Chr i s t i ans .  

A t  a time when Lutheran Orthodoxy i s  t h e  pos- 
se s s ion  o f  a diminishing r e m m t  of t h e  church, P 
be l i eve  t h a t  s t rong  and purposeful  Chr i s t i ans  must 
r i s e  t o  t h e  t a s k  of a r a d i c a l  regenera t ion  o f  t h e  
love l i f e  of  orthodox Lutherans, We need more than 
evangel iza t ion  programs. We need an inne r  r e v i v a l  
o f  both love and knowledge. 

There are only a few of  us  l e f t  who s t i l l  
be l i eve  God's Word i n f a l l i b l y  t r ansmi t t ed  t o  us 
i n  t h e  Holy Sc r ip tu res .  ivlao will r e s t o r e  a v i -  
t a l i t y  t o  t h e  church i f  we f a i l  i n  t h e  t a s k  God 
has  given u s ,  a s  a f a i t h f u l  remnant,  t o  do? Only 
God's love can move us  t o  love. h iy  t h e  love of  

J e s u s ,  t h e  Evangel i s t s ,  P e t e r ,  and Paul a l l  
warn us  o f  t h e  barrenness o f  a f a i t h  t h a t  does 
no t  b r ing  f u l l  and unfeigned love t o  a l l  men i n  
every condi t ion  of l i f e .  

J e sus  our  Savior  s t ands  beckoning t o  us  a t  
t h e  p o r t a l s  o f  heaven: 
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Verily I say unto you, inasmuch as ye 
have dona it unto onc of  the least of these 
by brethren, ye have done it unto me (Matthew 
25, 34-36, 40).  

(March 15, 1973. Revised Issue February 1, 1974) 

"Thomas Arnold, of Rugby, s a i d :  '  he distinct ion  br- 
tween Christianity and a l l  other  systems of rcl ig ion 
consists largely i n  th i s ,  that in these other, men 
are found seeking a f t e r  God, while Christianity i s  
God seeking a f t e r  men."' . . . . . . . 
 here is no reason why any Lutheran in view of t h e  
new ima and vagaries of our times should thini i  of 
revtsiw the creed and d o c t r i m l  attitude cf h i s  
Church, but there i s  every reason 'why he should c l ing  
to thr heritage of sound, pure doctrine and excellent 
evangeltical, clxurch polities that have been bequeathed 
upon him by a great pzsc. T o  repeat the wsrds of 
Hark Hopkins w i t h  a s l i g h t  chaage sf phraseology: If 
i n  the chaos of wrecked beliefs and tottering churches 
the Lutheran Church too should have t o  be junked, 
there would ensue a worse than Egyptian darknrss.': 
-- W.W.T. Dau in i h a t  & Lutherri.lm, pp. 209 ,  221, 
Vergilius Ferm, ed, 

1% is a rather  dangerous f h i n g  ever t o  say 
t h a t  one par t icu la r  doctr ine  o f  the  Scr ip tu re  has 
been ignored o r  has r m t  been given as gveat  an 
empllasis as i t should have i n  t h e  l i f e  of t h e  
Clxtgrclg. h%en one makes t h a t  s o r t  of a bald ~ S S C F -  

t i o n  he i s  l i k e l y  t o  come upon someone who h a s  not  
ignore$ t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  d o c t ~ h e ,  Chsis t ias?  dsc-  
t r i n e  i s  r i c h  and has many facets,  and one can 
ea s i l y  focus an one doctr ine  f a r  a time and t hen  
s h i f t  attention t o  another  without doing an i n -  
jus t ice  t o  t h e  whole body o f  God's teaching.  

PIaving s a i d  t h a t ,  H e  wondex* i f  i t  i s  n o t  t he  
case t h a t  some doctrines are allowed to slumber a 
l i t t l e  b i t  too long sometimes. A t  t h i s  time, we 
wader especially about t h e  doctrine o.$ $;he Uni- 
versal  Priesthood,  

The Universal Briesthoood , s~ t h e  P ~ i e s t k ~ s a d  
of a l l  believers,  played a most important role in 
t h e  Refomation. We migile go so fnr as t o  say 
tha t  while t h e  central theme o f  t h e  RefomaTion 
was j u s t i f i c a t i o n  by f a i t h  wi$l~o%;$t t h e  deeds of the 
law, t h e  real catalyst  and t h e  real provocation for 
t h e  Refomation i n  a practical way came i n  Lutller's 
ewpasi%ion o f  t h e  Universal Priestlnsod, One would 
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s t i f i c a t i o n  by f a i t h  been t h e  
erne, had t h a t  been as far as Luther was 

ed t o  go, t h e  Roman Church could e a s i l y  
vc ignored him and eventua l ly  swallowed him up. 
s u p e r f i c i a l  examinat ion  of the h i s t o r y  o f  Roman 

Ileology shows t h a t  a t  var ious  timcs j u s t  about 
every v a r i e t y  o f  b e l i e f  has been he ld ,  more o r  
l e s s  legitimately, wi th in  t h e  Church of Rome. 
And only  when t h e  b a s i c  a u t h o r i t y  o f  t h e  church 
has been d i r e c t l y  threa tened  has the churc l~  
lashed out  t o  combat t h e  error. 

Ttne power s t r u c t u r e  of t h e  Roman Church could 
n o t  t o l e r a t e  Luther because Luther prop~sec l  ssme- 
t i i ing t h a t  th rea tened  h e r  b a s i c  a u t h o ~ i t y .  I t  was 
Luther ' s  promulgation through h i s  w r i t i n g s ,  of t h e  
pr ies thood o f  a l l  b e l i e v e r s ,  no t  j u s t  i n  thcol~t igi-  
c a l  c i r c l e s ,  bu t  among t h e  laymen as well  t ' l l a~  
offered t h e  provocation f o r  t h e  Ronlan Cflurcla to 
' 'deal" with him. 

According t o  r tgs t l in ,  t h e  f i rs t  time t h a t  
Luther p u b l i c l y  proclaimed t h e  u n i v e r s s l  p r i e s t -  
hood was i n  h i s  s c n o n  Von der  fIei l igen Messe, 
(preached between 1516-1518) ( ~ 8 s t l  i n ,  J u l i u  . 
The T!!eology of Luther,  Ha l l e ,  1883; t r a a s l a t e d  -- 
1837, Vole I ,  p. 220). Later, i n  1519, i n  a 
l e t t e r  t o  s p a l a t i n ,  Luthar s a i d ,  i z  response t o  
a ques t ion  concerning t h e  d u t i e s  o f  p r i e s t s  
(according t o  ~ g s t l i n ) ,  t h a t  "the more he  consi-  
ders i t ,  t h e  l e s s  he  is a b l c  t o  think of anything 
more than mere ceremonies. Moreover, t h e  words 
of 1 Pe te r  2:  9 and Revelation 1 :  6,  according t o  
which a l l  Chr i s t i ans  a re  pr ies ts ,  keep fcrcine 
themselves upon him. The pr ies thood,  t h e r e f o r e ,  
t o  which hc an<: Spa ln t in  be lsng  appears t o  be 
clistineuishei:  fr(m t h c  ran?: GI t h e  l a i t y  by 
i~othixlg except t l rc  s:wcial s i n i s t r y ,  ~ a i n i s t c r i u m  , 
i. e . , t h e  atf;?inistc;rinr; of  the: Word and Sacr 'wents  . 

I n  everything c l sc  they  are a l i ke ,  if we kake away 
t h e  ceremonies and hur;$an ordinances.  " (Kost l in  
Vol. I ,  p. 262) .  

Later on Luther% scverest rittacks on t h e  
papacy came p a r t i c u l a r l y  i c 3  h i s  " ~ ~ ~ ' s i t i o n  t o  i ts  
concept o f  t h c  priesthood and t h e  avti iori ty o f  
tllc church. In 1522, Luther a t tacked  t h e  papacy 
on tnose grounds i n  h i s  ;'.?dress To The C h s i s t i m  - 

Nobi l i ty ,  and from t h e r e  on Luther r e fGs  t o  t h e  
un ive r sa l  priesthood,  t c  1 Peter 2 :  9 and Reve- 
lation l :  6 ,  5 :  9 ,  10, and 2 0 :  6 frequently. F i -  
n a l l y ,  w e  f i z d  a t h o r ~ u g h  expos i t ion  i n  Luther ' s  
sen:Ions on 1 Pe te r ,  preached i n  1522 and publisjied 
i;i 1523 as a comen ta ry  [Al~erican Ed i t i on ,  Vol. 30) .  

THE OFFICE OF PRIESTS - 

On what basis d i d  Luther proclaim h i s  doc t r ine  
of t h e  u n i v e r s l l  p r ies thood?  There are seve ra l  
tes t imonies  i n  t h e  s c r i p r u r e  which must be taken 
i n t o  account f o r  an understanding of  t h e  universal  
pr ies thood:  Exodus 19: 5, 6 ,  l i eb~e \%~s ,  t h e  e n t i r e  
book, 1 Pe te r  2 :  5 4 9 ,  Revelation 1 :  5, 6 ,  5: 9 ,  
10 L U ~  20: 6 .  Hebrews, e s p e c i a l l y  chapters  4-10, 
d e a l s  with t h e  pr ies thood of C h r i s t .  'i'he o t h e r s  
dea l  with t h e  un ive r sa l  pr ies thood.  

I t  i s  a l l  t o o  o f t e n  assumed t h a t  t h e  meaning 
of p r i e s t - -p r i e s thood  ( i n z  t h e  0. T., 
LEQSUS--LEL)UTEU~G in the New Testament and LXX) in -  
c ludes  only ,  ci primarily,  the i d e a  of  s a c r i f i c e .  
Sut t h i s  iclea does not  a l t o g e t h e r  hold up. In  
Deuteronomy 33: 8-10, (from Koses' b less ing of  t h e  
12 t r i b e s )  j.s found t h e  b le s s ing  of Levi f o r  t he  
p r a c t i c e  of  t h e  pr ies thood.  There t h i s  o rde r  \:as 
established: (1) t h e  possess ion  of God's Kevela- 
t i on - - the  Torall; (2) t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i c r .  sf tile 
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,..A (3) s a c r i f i c e .  These direc- 
clans are 3pecifically given to t h e  t r i b e  of Levi. 
r--+b,, remarks: "He wants t o  say ,  ' b y  your priest- 
,,,, and office be happy both i n  prayer and i n  
+ - * r h i n n . .  . Whatever he does i n  t h e  ainistry of .,,,, make it prosper. "' (Am. Ed. 9 :  305) One 

,;maw n ~ t c  *he idea here t h a t  ~ r i e s e h a ~ d  goes 
C& 

ests 
3 : 11 and' 
as being 

other  pstss 
more than  

- 
ages 
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f icers ,  namely, "Leachess as well. It might be t r u e  - - 
t h a t  as time went on, t h e  most a t t e n t i o n  was paid 
t o  ale sac r i f i c i a l  function, wi~i le  the  function o f  
interpreting t h e  Law wzs given over t o  the  scribes 
and o the r s .  Nonetheless t h e  function o f  t e a c h i n g  
and t h e  custody o f  revelation was never d i v i n e l y  
removed from t h e  priestllood. 

In Exodus 19: 6 are words which are q u i t e  
obviously at  the r o o t  o f  Peter's and John's proc- 
laaat ion o f  a priesthood. God t e l l s  Moses t o  t e l l  
t h e  people, "If you will obey my voice and keep my 
covenant, then you shal l  be a peculiar treasure 
unto me above a l l  people; fo r  a l l  t h e  earth i s  
mine; and you s h a l l  be  unzo me a kingdom o f  pries6s 
and a holy  nat ion."  M l a t  do thcse words mean? A t  
t h a t  time Israel already had a d i v i ne l y  mandated 
priesthood i n  Aaron. It would seem t h a t  we can 
hardly  understand these words t o  be anything else 
than a part  of tlie lilcssianic hope, t h e  Israelites 
were under t h e  Gospel, not. xrnder the Law.  Ii%i l e  
Cod es tab l i shed  t h e  Old Testament priesthood t o  
make sacrifices on behalf  o f  H i s  people, to remind 
them of t h e i r  s i n s  and t o  show them an image of  
the  Messianic hope, t h e  promise was above t h a t .  As 
Paul points out i n  Galatians, t h e  Law was given 
af ter  t h e  promise. And so t h e  Israelites, even 
in the 81d Testamem, share in the personal priest- 
hood of a l l  believers, Some believe t h a t  t h e  Ex- 
odus 19 passage had one meaning at  t h e  time i s  was 
w r i t t e n  and another meaning fo r  t h e  N e  T. writerss 

who understood t h e  words t o  mean, "If and only 
i f  you a r e  obedient ,  you w i l l  b e  t o  me a kingdoin 
of p r i e s t s .  '' "But ," according t o  i.lanson, " the 
p l a i n  aeaning was automat ica l ly  excluded when an 
exclus ive  p r i e s t l y  caste was es tab l i shed  i n  f ac t ,  
and coirfirmcd i n  i t s  r i g h t s  and p r i v i l e g e s  by t h e  
l e g i s l a t i o n  of a p r i e s t l y  code." (biiarlson, T. W.  
Ll inis try and ~riesthood : C h r i s t  Is and Our;. Lon- --- - 
don. 195S, p. 5 3 ) .  Nowever, w e  would submit t h a t  
t h e  passage was t o  have p r e c i s e l y  the same meaning 
f o r  God's people i n  t h e  Old Testament era as t h e  
words spoken by P e t e r  and John had for  t h e  New 
Testan-nt -- t hey  are words of promise which flow 
out o f  t h e  Gospel. They are God's covenant,  j u s t  
as tlie pron;isc of t h e  FIessiah is  God's covenant. 

So f a r  as t h e  Old Testament concept of  t h e  
pr ies thood is concerned, it does n o t  appear t o  be 
t enab le  t o  undersrand t h e  Old Testament p r i e s t l y  
func t ion  as purely s a c r i f i c i a l .  From t h e  very 
institution of  tire pr ies thood i n  t h e  Penteteuch -- 
both i n  Aaron's appointment as well as ir! t h e  
L e v i t i c a l  b l e s s ing  i n  Deuteronomy 33: 8-10 -- it 
seems clear t h a t  t h e  Bld Testament inc ludes  a 
teaching  and i n t e r p r e t i n g  func t ion  as wall  as a 
s a c r i f i c i a l  funct ion .  Luther so  understood t h e  
func t ion  of t h e  pr ies thood i n  h i s  commentary on 
Deu te rono~y  333: 10,  and i n  f a c t ,  b u i l d s  from 
t h e r e  h i s  concept o f  t h e  un ive r sa l  pr ies thood as 
inc luding  both teaching  and praying fo r  o t h e r s .  

Tile pr ies thood of C h r i s t  as presented  i n  He- 
brews says  noth ing  d i r e c t l y  about  t h e  un ive r sa l  
priesthood. But it is more than  a l i t t l e  h e l p f u l  
i n  establ isfzing t h e  meaning o f  pr ies thood.  In 
IIebrews 4-10, i n  t h e  d i scuss ion  of Jesus' priest-  
h o d ,  U P X L E P E U ~  and LEPEVS dominate t h e  l e t t e r .  
While t h e  w r i t e r  o f  t he  le t ter  is s o  apparent ly  
l i k e  Paul,  it i s  s t r a n g e  t h a t  t h e s e  terms, which 
occupy sucll a prornii1er.t place i n  Hebrews, are not 
once used by Paul, 
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~e t h a t  as it nay, t h e  l e t t e r  t o  the  Hebrews 
s a most thorough expl ica t ion of t h e  priesthood 
f Chris t .  The main points  i n  the  Hebrews d i s -  
ass ion are :  (1) Chr is t  as high p r i e s t  s a c r i f i c e s  

Himself -- t h e  pe r fec t  p r i e s t  making the perfect  
of fer ing (Hebrews 7:  26, 27, 9: 14, (: 11, 10: 10) ; 
(2) The s a c r i f i c i a l  a c t  takes place once. I t  i s  
unique and unrepeatable. (7: 27, 924-28 ,  l0:10-14); 
and (3) it is  an i n t e r n a l  priesthood,  now exercised 
before God on behalf of God's people as mediator and 
in te rcessor  (cp. 1 Timothy 2 :  5 ,  6 and Romans 8: 34) 
Hebrews 6:  20, 7:  3, 17, 21 ,  24 ,  25, 28. The high- 
p r i e s t l y  o f f i c e  of Chr is t  i s  based t o t a l l y  on the  
giving of H i m s r l f ,  g iving up H i s  body and blood i n  
h i s to ry .  The s a c r i f i c e  is per fec t  and i t s  e f fec t  
is f o r  a l l  t i n e .  

When be l i evers  are c a l l e d  p r i e s t s  by t h e  
Apostles, t h i s  frt must be p a r t i c u l a r l y  kept i n  
mind then:  B d q  a P r i e s t  after t h e  p a t t e r n  of 
Chr is t  means giving up onesel f .  Luther sees  t h i s  
i n  the  l i g h t  of Rarurs 12: 1, "Present your bodies 
as a l i v i n g  swrifiee, holy,  acceptable unto God." 
For example, i n  his t r e a t i s e  "On The True bf-ass and 
The Consecrat ias @F Pr ies t s , "  after c i t i n g  Romans 
12: 1, Luther rays, "No* t o  rska ssc rTf ices  t o  God 
is  s o l e l y  t h e  office of the priests." (St. L. XIX: 
1082) 

In 1 Peter  2: 5, Pete r  sees tEe p z i e s t s  i n  
t h a t  l i g h t .  "You a l s o ,  as l i v e l y  s&o%,e&, a r e  b u i l t  
up a s p i r i t u a l  house, an holy pries@%o,oA, t o  o f f e r  
s p i r i t u a l  s a c r i f i c e s ,  acceptable 
Christ ."  bcpa?cwva p a r t i c u l a r l y  
o f f i c e  of t h e  psiesehod, bolh to, 
i t s  function. Hare sacritkfe* ( 
t u a l  (?sv~uva?bnog), not rnateszdl 
According t o  Luther t h i s  simply means t h a t  t h e  
Gospel is preached. lie a l l egor izes  and says, "He 
s laughters  t h e  calf (by preaching t h e  Gospel), 

namely, the  emnal mind, the  Old Adam," (.herisan 
Edi t ion ,  Vol. 30, p. 54) Certainly the  function 
of the  pr i e s t  here i n  o f fe r ing  s p i r i t u a l  s a c r i f i c e s  
i s  t o  pray -- a v e r t i c n l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  wi th  God -- 
prayers of repentence and prayers for  o the rs ,  
praise and thanksgiving. Those are the sacrifices 
t h a t  a r e  of t h e  individual  and they a r e  t r u l y  s p i r i -  
t u a l .  The redeemed Chris t ian  is acceptable t o  God 
because God has declared him t o  be p e r f e c t ,  inno- 
cent and pleasing i n  H i s  s i g h t  because of t h e  m e r i t s  
of Chr i s t .  I Peter 2 :  5 ,  t h e n ,  speaks of  t h e  v e r t i -  
cal r e l a t i o n s h i p  which exists  between God and tiis 
pr ies ts .  There i s  es tabl ished a d i r ec t  relationship 
between tach of Tog's  people and God Himself. No 
lonu - 6ocs He h c v ~  intermediaries through which 
t h e  pixqH. ;:lust go for  sacrifice. They gc now 
d i rec t  LO tbd because they  are iiis priests .  

I Peter 2: 9 repeats t h e  use of t ~ p a 7 ~ u u r n  but  
a d d s  B a o ~ h c ~ o v  and connects t h a t  Royal priesthood 
with "chosen generltiono ycvos E H ~ E H T O V  "Holy 
Nationw ~ S v o s  a y w -  and God's own people haos 
S L S  ~ I E P L X O L T J G L V .  'I3 e nmes given arc taken from 
Exodus 19: 5 and Deur;~onomy 7 :  6. 1\11 o f  these  
terns are smonpous  with "Christia13s." Luther 
says: "It would please me much if t h i s  word 
'priestg were used as commonly as t h e  term 'Chris-  
t i ans '  i s  applied t o  us." ( 3 0 : 6 3 )  

~ ~ ~ ( ~ l + e u ~ i i a  i n  2 :  9 includes aBP t h a t  i t 
includes in I Peter 2: 5 .  I t  designates t h e  p r i e s t l y  
character of the  Christian. But here,  rather than 
the sadrificial character of t h e  priestly office,  
L E P W T E U P ~  i s  emphasized i n  i ts  m i n i s t e r i a l  aspect -- 
" that  you should declare t h e  praises of him who 
called you out o s in to  His marvelous light." 
KJV has "shew for th ,@'  but E E ~ Y Y E L A T ) T E  has more force 
than that -- to declare, - t o  proclaim outward, to 
others, with others perceiving the proclamation. 
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h e r  or  not t h e  Old Testament i n s t i t u t i o n  
priesthood had included t h e  idea of teach- 

ng o r  praying on behalf of others would make no 
i f ference .  Here t h a t  funs t ion  i s  s p e c i f i c a l l y  

ed t o  t h e  priesthood of God's people. If 
r 2 :  5 denotes a vert ical  r e l a t i o n s h i p  be- 

en t h e  people of God and Himself, i n  t h a t  t h e  
b e l i e v e r s  have d i r e c t  r e la t ionsh ip  t o  God, then 
t h i s  use of L E p a T E u p a  c a l l s  a t t e n t i o n  t o  a h s r i -  
zontal r e la t ionsh ip ,  a funct ion  which moves h o r i -  
zonta l ly  between men and men, on God's beha l f .  

En f a c t ,  Luther c a l l s  t h i s  l a t t e r  t h e  chief  
funct ion of a  p r i e s t ,  "A p r i e s t  mush be God's 
messenger and must have a  command from God t o  
proclaim His Word. You must, says Peter, exer- 
cise the  chief  Emct ion of a p r i e s t ,  t h a t  i s  t o  
proclaim t h e  wonderful deed God has  performed 
$OF yola t o  br ing you out af darkne%s i n t o  t h e  
l i g h t .  And your preaching should be done i n  such 
a way that one brother  proclaias t h e  mighty deed 
of God to the other,.. n u s  you shall also teach 
stker people how they too can come i n t o  such l i f e . "  
(he Ed, 30: 65). Before t h i s ,  as well as i n  
other places,  Luther coments that it  is  impossible 
that Peter i s  addressing h i s  words just t o  a c ler i -  
c a l  caste. He i s  addressing the wssds ts a l l  
ariastians.  Jus t  i n  case he is misunderstk~e3d, he I 

adds, "Thus we see that t h e  f i r s t  and foremost duty  
I 

we Chris t ians  should perfom is  t o  proclaim the 
wonderful deeds of G&," [he Ed, 30: 65) 

I t  seems inescapable thaw that  included i n t r i n -  
s i c a l l y  in the l i f e  of G s d 9  ppeop%e a s  p r i e s t s  is: 
(1) t h e  es tab l i sh r~en t  o f  a d i r e c t  r e l a t i o n s h i p  with 
G d  i n  which t h e r e  is  no mediator between t h e  be- 
l i e v e s  and the  Savior,  and i n  which t h e  Chr is t ian  
i s  to o f f e r  up t o  God the s a c r i f i c e  of himself ,  and, 
a t  t h e  same time, (2)  t h e  obl igat ion t o  proclaim 
t h a t  work of God by which they have been made p r i e s t s .  

MADE TO BE PRIESTS 

Final ly ,  t h e r e  a r e  t h e  Revelation passages. 

1: 5,6 Unto Him t h a t  loved us ,  and washed 
u s  from our s i n s  i n  H i s  own blood, 
and hath made us  kings and p r i e s t s  
unto God and H i s  Father; t o  H i m  be 
glory and dominion for ever and 
ever ,  Amen. 

5: 9 , P O  Thou w a s t  s l a i n  and has redeemed 
us t o  God by Thy blood out of 
every kindred and tongue and peo- 
p l e ,  and nat ion,  and h a s t  made us 
unto our God kings and p r i e s t s ;  and 
we s h a l l  re ign on t h e  ea r th .  

20: 6 Blessed and holy is  he t h a t  hath 
p a r t  i n  the  first resur rec t ion ;  
on such t h e  second death hath  no 
power, but  they s h a l l  be p r i e s t s  
of G o d  and o f  C h r i s t ,  and s h a l l  
r e ign  with him a thousand years. 

These passages add nothing new t o  what has 
been said &out t h e  function o f  t h e  Royal p r i e s t -  
hood. They do, however, say  much about t he  way i n  
which t h e  appe l l a t ion  of p r i e s t  copes t o  t h e  Chris- 
t i a n .  Where i n  t he  1 Peter passage, t h e  o f f i c e  
Lrpatcupa was spoken o f ,  i n  these passages t h e  s i m -  
p l e  appel la t ion  of t h e  o f f i c e  holder  ( ~ c p e u s )  i s  
used. The emphasis is not  on t h e  funct ion nor on 
t h e  p r i v i l e g e ,  but  on t h e  means by which t h e  posi-  
t i o n  is effected. 1: 5, 6: Christians are kings 
and p r i e s t s  because of God's love and t h e  washing 
away of s i n  by the blood of Chr is t .  Priests in 
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t h i s  sense  are made by C h r i s t ,  n o t ,  as Luther 
would say, "by being shaved." Likewise, 5 : 9, 10: 
Chr i s t  has  "made" them p r i e s t s .  And 20: 6 ,  simply 
r e i t e r a t e s  the simple f a c t  t h a t  C h r i s t i a n s  ARE 
p r i e s t s  o f  God and of C h r i s t .  

When all of this i s  put  t o g e t h e r ,  t h e  Scr ip-  
t u r e  has  made a very s t r a i g h t  forward a s s e r t i o n .  
~ l l  Chr i s t i ans  u e  p r i e s t s  before  God, and t h e r e  
is no rank. They are made p r i e s t s  by t h e  mer i t s  
of Chr i s t  Iiimself. And t h e i r  pr ies thood is  not  
merely a naee o r  a t i t l e ,  bu t  i t  inc ludes  a func- 
t i o n :  they  sacrifice -- themselves; %Hey pray t o  
G o d  on t h e i r  own beha l f ,  bu t  especia'*%p on behalf 
of o t h e r s ;  and they  furthermore have 6h t eaching  
and proclaiming o f f i c e  o f  t h e  priesth'od. There 
i s  i n  t h e  passages examined no quali'fri.cation of  
those  r i g h t s ,  p r i v i l e g e s  and r e spons i ,b i , l i t i e s ,  
No C h r i s t i a n  cam have taken away from himsel f ,  
nor can he g ive  away, h i s  r i g h t  t o  agproach G o d  
d i r e c t l y  i n  prayer ,  h i s  immediate access  t o  
Chr i s t  as one of t h e  p r i e s t s  under t h e  g r e a t  
high p r i e s t ,  o r  h i s  func t ion  -- p r o s l g i ~ i n g  t h e  
Kord t o  o thers .  The C h r i s t i a n  can neither usurp  
ano the r ' s  r i g h t  i n  t h a t  area nor  g ive  $t away, 

We should add he re  a note  about t h e  r e l a t i o n -  
s h i p  between C h r i s t ' s  pr ies thood and t h e  un ive r sa l  
pr iesthood.  What is  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p ?  In an exe- 
g e t i c a l  examination o f  1 Pe te r  2 :  4-10, e n t i t l e d  
The E lec t  and The Holy, which i s  more an e x e r c i s e  
i n  Higher and Form C r i t i c i s m ,  t h e  au thor ,  John ti. 
E l l i o t t ,  makes h i s  main po in t  t h a t  there  is no 
r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e  pr ies thood of  ~ h r i s t w h i c l l  
i s  explicated i n  Hebrews and t h e  un ive r sa l  p r i e s t -  
hood o f  1 Peter and Revelation S : 5 and 20. 1-fis 
grounds for saying t h a t  are,  if I understand him 
c o r r e c t l y ,  that 1 Peter 2 :  5,  9 uses  LEPOTEU~U, 
as t h e  LXX does i n  i t s  t r a n s l a t i o n  of  Exodus 19: 6,  
while Hebrews does not  once use LeparEupa but 

always LEPEUS o r  LEPO~UVTJ;  and, f u r t h e n o r e ,  that 
Hebrews does not refer at a l l  t o  Exodus 19: 6 ,  but 
makes its comparison with t he  Levitical priesthood 
only. I t h i n k  t h a t  there might be some validity 
t o  that formulat ion,  The universal priesthood is 
not mentioned at aBI in Hebrews, Exodus 19: 6 
clearly has nothing t o  do with t h e  Levitical Priest- 
hood. Indeed, i t  i s  af ter  Exodus 19: 6 t h a t  t h e  
Levitical Priesthood a l l y  i n s t i t u t e d .  Exodus 
19: 6 looks fornard t o  bhe promise t h a t  will be f u l -  
f i l l e d  with the  Messia::. I F  i s  prophetic and o f  
course does have an immediate reality f o r  Godss 
h;-eple i n  t h e i r  Messianic hope. 

Gh+isegs priestiiood i s  i n  fact  t h e  cause 
02' t i~ i  :-->lversal pi-iesthood . The priesthood o f  
t h e  believers does not come about i n  a nominal way, 
rnerely because Christ is called a priest .  I t  i s  
not  a matter sf t h e  t i t l e  being transferred from 
Him to us. Rather, 6he Universal Priesthood comes 
into effect as a r e su l t  o f  Christ, t he  great High 
h i e s t ,  and H i s  snr:rifiee, Rev, P : 5 G 5 : 9,  In 
t h a t  sense the t w ~  are related, 

It does, however, ~ c : e m  diffieulg and a l i t t l e  
tenuous to establish t h e  character sr function o f  
the Universal Priesthood from the Priesthood of  
Chzist. .. 

THE &f$3XSmY OF GmZSTLMq PRXgSTS TODAY 

%eye are soae h p a ~ t a n t  applieatiows %s a l l  
t h i s ,  A, C, MuelBer, in %e Minist~y s f  t h e  

point where it mted t o  l i t t l e  more than the 
prerogative of direct access to God and t h e  offer- 
ing sf intercession 8ad thafaksgiving. H e  
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t h i s ,  A, C, MuelBer, in %e Minist~y s f  t h e  
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ing sf intercession 8ad thafaksgiving. H e  



spondingly magnified the ministry, taking it 
f the hands of the people altogether, con- , 

ng that it is an office that exists in its 
s parallel, so to say, with the 

hurch. This sets  the clergy apart from the peo- 
ple, and deprivss them of the right to call pas- 
tors and teachers," 

One wonders if not masay later orthodox 
Lutherans have fallen i n t o  this trap as well. 
The priesthood of all believers was tremendously 
important for the Reformation. While the Confes- 
sions refer t o  the Universal Priesthood, as such, 
only once (so far as I can tell) -- in t h e  Smalcald 
kticles in "On the Power and Primacy of the Pope" 
(Parag. 70) -- Luther himself relied- heavily on- 
IL Peter 2: 5 9 and Revelation 1: 6. In his 

(1522) Luther 
ersal priesthood 

for his assertion that the priesthood as practiced 
by Rome does not even exist. The whole rationale 
for the Reformation emphasis on the right of indi- 
vidual C h r i s t i m s  relies on the  Scriptural docwine 
of the universal priesthood. Our own congregational 
$om of church government, while the form i t s e l f  is 
an adiaphoron, is fundamentally built on the fact 
of a universal  priesthood and the idea that the min- 
istry o f  the Word f lows out of the universal priest- 
hood e 

In his essay, "That a C h r i s t i a n  Assembly Has 
The Right to htker lists these fmetions 
of the Priesthood: (1) the proclamation of the 
Word. (2) Baptism -- which even women are allowed 
to administer in cases of necessity. (3)  The ad- 
ministration of the Lord's Supper. (4) Absolution. 
(5) The rendering of sacrifice according to Romans 
12 : 1, % Peter 2: 5, i.e., the crucifiction of ones 
own flesh and the sacrifice of praise and thanks- 
giving. (6) Priestly intercession for others in 

Of such great importance does Luther find the 
doctrine of t h e  universal priesthood to be. It i s  
of utmost importance t o  Luther to prove to Emser, 
Alveld and, indeed, to Pope ~ e o  himself in his 
De Libertate that there are n o t  t ~ o  classes of 
Christians, priests and laity. A i l ,  he says, are 
priests. And he assert-, aga in  and again, that all 
are to function as priests, t e a c h i n g  each other, 
praying for each other, s a c r i f i c i n g  cineself, i . e a  , 
h i s  worldly l u s t s .  He finally has to say in On the 
FLisuse of t h e  Mass "bong a l l  these varieties of -- -------_____AS 

priesthood, not more than two have been instituted 
by Gcd. One was the ourward priesthood of the Old 
Testament which is called Levitical, in which Aaron 
was t h e  high priest. . . The second priesthood is 
a Christian spiritual priesthood in which the High 
Priest is Christ alone, blessed, living and eternal; 
which is why his whole priesthood and everything 
in it is eternal, holy, and living." (Am. Ed. 
3 6 :  138) 

So important, then, is this universal priest- 
hood, that we can hardly afford to ignore it, or 
even to minimize it, by substituting for it a 
shallow understanding of prlesthsoel that takes 
away from it all of its inherent power. 

One might suspect that  often times in con- 
temporary Lutheranism -- orthodox and othemise --  
the public ministry has merely been substituted 
for the o ld  Roman priesthood. And that is hardly 
an improvement. The universal priesthood is given 
to all Christians, none excepted. The public minis- 
try, inst i tuted by G d  Himself, is not a separate 
entity, parallel to the church or even to the uni- 
versal priesthood, but it grows out of the universal 
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priesthood and has as  i ts  au thor i ty  the  Word of 
God which i s  common t o  a l l  Chr is t ians .  

I t  must not  be forgot ten ,  and I'm sure  we 
won't allow ourselves t o  f o r g e t ,  a t  l e a s t  while 
church and minis t ry  a r e  under d iscuss ion,  t h a t  
the  publ ic  minis t ry  e x i s t s  ju re  divino.  I t  is 
i n  i t s e l f  a mandatum d e i .  For t h e  most p a r t ,  
t h a t  is  a discussion f o r  another time and another 
place.  But it is most important t o  remember here  
t h a t  both t h e  universa l  priesthood and t h e  minis- 
t r y  of the  Word e x i s t  a s  c rea t ions  of God's Word. 
But even so ,  t h e  publ ic  minis t ry  flows dut  of 
the  universa l  priesthood,  and has  i t s  au thor i ty  
from t h e  Word alone. Thus t h e  publ ic  minis t ry  
can no more usurp the  r i g h t s  and function; of the  
royal  priesthood than can t h e  royal  priesthood 
usurp what has been assigned t o  t h e  publ ic  minis t ry .  

Some examples: We have always been very 
nervous about lay  preaching. I t  might be unfor- 
tunate  t h a t  t h e  term lay  preaching i s  used a t  a l l ,  
A l l  laymen should preach a l l  t h e  time. In f a c t ,  
every time t h a t  a pas to r  preaches t o  h i s  people, 
the  whale congregation i s  preaching. But t h a t  
is not a s  f a r  a s  it goes. Every time a Payman 
t e l l s  another t h e  Cospel i n  absolut ion o r  i n  
evangelism, he i s  preaching. A congregation 
may under unusual circwnstances s e l e c t  one o f  
i t s  members who has not had seminary t r a i n i n g  t o  
preach. Then, of course,  he is of t h e  publ ic  
min i s t ry ,  s ince  he has been so designated by t h e  
universa l  priesthood t h e r e  i n  t h a t  p lace .  But 
t h a t  is not lay  preaching. Lay preaching,  as we 
have used t h e  term, merely means t h e  u s u ~ p a t i o n  of 
the  minis t ry  of the  Word i n  publ ic .  

But properly understood, t h e ' u n i v e r s a l  p r i e s t -  
hood is not a usurpation of t h e  pub l ic  minis t ry ,  
even though a l l  laymen a r e  comanded t o  preach t h e  

Gospel, The universal  priesthood is  t o  exercise 
i ts  inherent  r i g h t  t o  preach i n  the  re la t ionsh ips  
it has with other  human beings. The publ ic  min is -  
t r y  o f  the  Word has its function on t h e  public 
behalf .  BauIfs ''Do everything decent ly  and i n  
order,"  (1 COT. 14: 40) goes a long way. That is, 
t o  a l a rge  degree, t h e  b a s i s  of t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n  of 
t h e  publ ic  ministry.  But t h e  publ ic  minis t ry  and 
the  universa l  priesthood do not  contradic t  each 
o t h e r  i n  any way. 

I t  is  not s u f f i c i e n t  t o  say  t h a t  - a l l  preaching 
and all proclaiming i s  done by t h e  publ ic  minis t ry  
on behalf of t h e  universa l  priesthood.  The only 
asr4ct s f  t h e i r  minis t ry  of t h e  Word t h a t  God's 
priests are by Scr ip tu re  comanded and allowed t o  
delegate i s  t h a t  which i s  done pub l ic ly ,  i . e .  i n  
publ ic  on t h e  publ ic  behalf  o r  i n  p r i v a t e  on the  
publ ic  behalf .  Thus t he  mandate of  t h e  g rea t  
commission and of P Peter  2 :  9 and of o the r  N.T. 
examples remains a most important p a r t  of t h e  ind i -  
vidual  Chr is t ian  task.  

This app l ies  a l s o  t o  t h e  o t h e r  functions of 
the  minis t ry  of  t h e  Word. Baptism becomes p r i -  
mari ly a funct ion of t h e  pub l ic  minis t ry ,  s ince  
it is a mark of t h e  Church, and is  the re fo re  ad- 
ministered by t h e  publ ic  minis t ry  on t h e  pub l ic  
behalf.  It can be s a i d  t ha t  when t h e  min i s te r  
bapt izes ,  t h e  whole church is bapt iz ing.  But no 
s c r i p t u r e  militates agains t  t h e  administrat ion of 
Baptism by another Christian i n  unusual circum- 
s tances ,  

The Lord's Supper, too, is a mark of the 
Church and includes i n  i ts very concept v i s i b l e  
fel lowship between Christians (1 Cor. 10).  Thcre- 
f o r e ,  it is  normally exercised and administered 
under the  auspices of the congregation and by t h e  
publ ic  ministry.  But t h e r e  i s  l ikewise no s c r i p t u r e  
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that militates against the administration of 
the Sacrament if circumstances should "demandw 
it in another context. The Sacrament's validity 
depends not on the administration of it, but on 
the power of the Word. 

Absolution is included likewise in both 
spheres. On the one hand, it is the normal 
function of every Christian, as a possessor of 
the office of the keys to comfort his brother in 
Christ. This function is not given away and it 
is to be exercised. It is also the function of 
the public ministry, in its own sphere, to exer- 
cise the keys and to declare absolution to the 
body of Christians all at once and to the indi- 
vidual on behalf of his fellow believers. The 
public ministry is not permitted to usurp the 
authority of the individual in his exercise of 
the priesthood, nor is the individual priesthood 
to usurp the authority given to the ministry of 
the Word on the public behalf. 

The prophetic and teaching aspect of the 
priesthood is likewise exercised both in the 
universal priesthood and in the publ ic  ministry 
of the Word. The universal priesthood is given 
the commission to "declare the glories of Him 
who has called us out of darkness into His 
marvelous light." (1 Peter 2: 9) The same 
authority is given to the individual in the 
Great Commission. The privilege and responsi- 
bility of the individual cannot be delegated 
away, any more than the doing 'of good works 
can be delegated to a special committee of other 
Christians. Both good works and evangelizing 
are necessary fruits of true faith; they are 
irresistible necessities. 

The work o f  evangelizing is also an integral 
part of the public ministry. For one thing, the 
very structure of our ecclesiastical organization 
places the chief responsibility for evangelizing 
on the pastor. The Apostles and their co-workers 
did not only preach to of people assembled 
for that purpose, but they sought out individuals, 
When the pastor engages in the work of evangeliz- 
ing, he is carrying out both the function of the 
office of the  public ministry and the function of 
his own personal office of the priesthood of all 
believers. Our practice of the universal priest- 
hood i s  not especially lacking in that area. But 
where it is lacking is on the emphasis we have 
failed to place on the exercise of this function 
by those wlto are not in the public ministry. It 
is clear from P Peter 2: 9 that each individual 
Christian as a matter of course, because he is a 
Christian, is to declare to his fellow men the 
Gospel of forgiveness. Nothing is said about dele- 
gating that responsibility. It is moreover clear 
from Ephesians 4: 1 1 ,  1% that one of the functions 
of the public ministry (pastors and teachers) is 
to teach, train, instruct, outfit, equip the 
Christians to do the work of their ministry, the 
universal priesthood. 

Tit2 unisrersal priesthood has therefore most 
important "Implications for the ministry in the 
chuscil today. Pt is perhaps easiest to go on func- 
t i o n i n g  in terms of the medieval priesthood, It 
might be more efficient, just as dictatorship is 
nore e f f i c i e n t .  But that i s  not the sort of public 
m i n i s t r y  that is known in scripture. The oversee- 
ing aspect is there and cannot be ignored. But if 
and when that overseeing aspect comes into c o n f l i c t  
w i t h  t h e  un ive r sa l  pr ies thood,  it simply cannot be 
allowed to take away t h e  privileges and the func- 
tions of the universal priesthood which is a crea- 
tion o f  God's Word. If the ministry of the  Word 
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r e a l l y  flows ou t  o f  t h e  pr ies thood o f  a l l  b e l i e v e r s  
t h e  former cannot be allowed t o  usurp t h e  p r i v i l e g e s  
and furletions o f  t h e  l a t t e r .  

-- Er l ing  T. Teigen 

* * * xL * * 

....*. 
N1 t h i s  i s  but  a warning not  t o  a l low our theo- 

l o g i c a l  th inking  t o  be dominated by t h a t  which i s  
popular o r  taken  f o r  granted i n  our  own age: i t  may 
be true, but  it c e r t a i n l y  w i l l  not be t h e  whole 
t r u t h .  A s  a l a t e  English theologian  used t o  say,  
f o r  every new book t h a t  w e  r ead ,  we should read  two 
o ld  books, t o  c o r r e c t  our perspec t ive .  W e  s h a l l  a l -  
ways remain c h i l d r e n  of our  age  -- i f  w e  d i d  n o t ,  w e  
should n e i t h e r  be a b l e  t o  under s t and  it ( l e t  a lone  
l i v e  i n  i t )  nor t o  reach  i t  wi th  t h e  Gospel -- but  
i f  we a r e  only c h i l d r e n  of our age, t h e  t ime les s  
Gospel t h a t  we br ing  w i l l  be mangled and t runca ted ,  
t a i l o r e d  and c u t  down t o  f i t  t h e  wishes and whims 
of t h e  time. If w e  a r e  not constant lyquest ionkng 
t h e  assumptions of our age, inc luding  current fash- 
ions  of thought i n  t h e  Church i t s e l f ,  our  understand- 
ing of God's t r u t h  w i l l  c e r t a i n l y  be lops ided ,  and 
perhaps corrupted a l t o g e t h e r .  ... -- Alan Cole, i n  
The E o d ~  of C h r i s t  ( V o l .  I. of C h r i s t i a n  founda- --. -- -...---* 
t i o n s ) ,  pp. 13f 

MINISTERING TO THE DYING* 

After  t h i s  paper had been assigned t o  me, 
a b ro the r  wrote: "I r e a l i z e ,  o f  course,  t h a t  we 
have had papers  on t h i s  s u b j e c t  before." Mowever, 
t h e  suggest ion t h e  b ro the r  made i n  h i s  l e t t e r  was 
t h a t  we approach t h i s  sub jec t  from t h e  s tandpoin t  
of t h e  dying. AII uhderstanding of d e a t h  i s ,  o f  
course, somethinq nQbody can achieve f o r  another .  
But we can resuarcil t h e  ques t ion ,  "What goes on 
i n  t h e  mind o f  a ;er.r;on who knows he is dying?" 
I hope t o  be  able  t o  coununicate a f c : ~  icieas t h a t  
will he lp  us  a l l  i n  ; . e c s ~ i n g  eve r  keener i n  t h e  
difficult a r t  of f i i inis ter ing To The Dying. 

The min i s t ry  t o  t h e  dying is  a s p e c i a l  minis- 
try only i n  so  f a r  a s  t h e  p a s t o r  i s ,  assumcdly, 
dea l ing  with a person whose i l l n e s s  is  o f  such a 
n a t u r e  and has come t o  such a s t a g e  t h a t  i t  can 
be observed, and where t h e  a t t end ing  physician has 
s t a t e d ,  t h a t  t h e  case is  t e rmina l ,  o r  t h e  man is 
dying. 

Otherwise t h e r e  is  r e a l l y  no e s s e n t i a l  d i f -  
fe rence ,  s i n c e  we are a l l  s i c k  unto  dea th  and t h e  
m i n i s t e r  should always preach as a dying man t o  
dying men. How o f t e n  have we experienced that 
t h e  person we f e a s t  expected t o  d i e  -- h&s/she 
looked s o  w e l l  t h e  af ternoon w e  v i s i t e d  -- was 
dead t h e  morning a f t e r ,  
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However, t h e  f a c t  t h a t  a person knows o r  
suspects  he/she is dying makes f o r  a d i f f e r e n t  
s i t u a t i o n ,  another b a l l  game, s o  t o  speak. We 
need t o  consider what is our ohm a t t i t u d e  and 
frame of mind a s  n i n i s t e r s  minis ter ing t o  t h e  
dying as  well a s  what is  going on i n  t h e  mind 
of the  dying. 

And so ,  l e t  us begin with the  minis ter .  
What i s  our thinking and a t t i t u d e  with regard - 

t o  death and dying? We know we a r e  l i v i n g  i n  
a time and age t h a t  is  despera te ly  t ry ing  t o  
conceal the f a c t  of death and dying. We use 
a l l  s o r t s  of euphemisms f o r  death.  Morticians 
a r e  s k i  1 led "make-up" a r t i s t s  t o  make t h e  "dead" 
look p r e t t y .  Vast sums of  money a r e  spent f o r  
caskets  and flowers and o the r  t rappings t o  t r y  
t o  cover up t h e  f a c t  of death,  o r  t o  make it 
seem l e s s  hor r ib le .  In addi t ion  it might be 
pointed out  t h a t  t h e r e  is almost what one has 
ca l l ed  "a conspiracy of  s i l encef '  regarding 
death. We l i v e  i n  a generat ion t h a t  j u s t  does 
not want t o  t a l k  about it. A comedian made 
t h i s  statement : "When chi ldren hear of grand- 
f a t h e r ' s  death,  they ask, Who shot  him?' -- 
That's how unreal  death has become i n  t h i s  
generation. 

D r .  Shelley N. Chou, head of the  Department 
of Neurosurgery a t  t h e  Universi ty o f  Minnesota, 
is quoted as  saying: "Death d e n i a l ,  although i t  
has always been with u s ,  i s  a unique t r a i t  of 
Western Civi l iza t ion."  I-Ie a l s o  s t a t e d  it is not  
encountered i n  t h e  Orient  where people regard 
themselves a s  p a r t  of  na ture .  (Fatalism) 

A study of Americat s a t t i t u d e s  toward death 
conducted by Cl i f fo rd  D. Simak, s t a f f  w r i t e r  f o r  
t h e  Minneapolis Tribune, s t a t e d :  

For many years Americans have denied 
death by refus ing t o  t a l k  o r  even think 
of it .  If  you did not talk about i t ,  
maybe j t  would go away. 

This is a defense mechanism, cc r t a in -  
ly .  But  why do we need t h e  mechanism? 
Men whose professions have placed them in  
c lose  contact  with death and w?io 1rat.e 
s tudied it say there are severa i  reasons: 

We have l o s t ,  i n  large  p a r t ,  our 
r e l i g i o u s  convict ions and our ; r l i cve  i n  
an a f t e r l i f e  ; tlrlus death beconres tile 
y r c n t  f i n a l i t y  we t r y  t o  banisii from o u r  
rninds, 

ti; are drunk w i t h  af f luence  arid ~ u e -  
cess ;: 76 have become a ma.terialistis= 
socie ty ;  w i t h  a l l  w e  have it ga l l s  u s  t o  
t h i n k  we canno t  have l i f e  too ,  as long as 
we may want i t ,  

The great advances i n  medical science 
have given us t he  r e a l i t y  of longcr  and 
h e a l t h i e r  l i f e ;  faced w i t h  a c t u a l i t y  we 
tend t o  th ink medical science will e n a b l e  
us t o  hold o f f  death i n d e f i n i t e l y .  

The c u l t  of youth fostered ii); hiadison 
Avenue h a s  madc us r e s r n t  i - ~ t l l  o l d  age and 
dying; becoming old is  a siri and d c a t h  i s  
unthinkable i n  a world where youth i s  a l l  
important. (Jlinneapolis Tr ibune ,  4-2-72) 

We would add here  the  thought expressed by 
another w r i t e r  , liScicnce and technology h?ve 
contributed t o  an ever-increasing fear  of d c s -  
t r u c t i o n  and the re fo re  f e a r  of death." 

Many quotat ions might be furnished here t o  
subs tan t i a te  t h e  above, but they are unnecessary, 
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s i n c e  it i s  something we a r e  f a m i l i a r  with. Why, 
then ,  do I mention i t ?  Because it a f f e c t s  t h e  
a t t i t u d e  o f  everyone who has t o  dea l  with t h e  
t e rmina l ly  ill. hre s e e  i t  i n  t h e  a t t i t u d e  of 
doctors .  In  a  c e r t a i n  c l i n i c a l  s tudy,  n ine  ou t  
of t e n  doctors  resented  t h e  idea  t h a t  anyone 
should speak t o  h i s  p a t i e n t s  about dying. It is 
a l s o  r e f l e c t e d  i n  t h e  manner i n  which doctors  
d e a l  with t h e  p a t i e n t  t h a t  i s  dying,  t h e  a t t i t u d e  
of t h e  nurses  and t h e  whole procedure followed by 
h o s p i t a l s  i n  dea l ing  with dying p a t i e n t s .  This  
i s  an a t t i t u d e  of f e a r .  The d o c t o r s ,  i n  a  genera l  
way, f e a r  t h e  l o s s  o f  r epu ta t ion  and t h e  r e a c t i o n  
of t h e  fami ly  members. Nurses f e e l  f r u s t r a t e d  - -  
" the re  is  nothing we can do1'-- and they shy away 
from t h e  emotional upse t  which i s  s o  o f t en  asso- 
c i a t e d  with t h e  l o s s  o f  a p a t i e n t .  And t h e  same 
a t t i t u d e  o f  f e a r  can a f f e c t  t h e  p a s t o r  i n  h i s  
min i s t ry ,  with t h e  r e s u l t  t h a t  we may no t  speak 
a s  f r ank ly  and f o r t h r i g h t l y  about dea th  a s  we 
ougflt . 

We quote again from t h e  s tudy conducted by 
p4r. C l i f f o r d  Simak: 

But t h e  whole s tudy may no t  only  be 
d e n i a l ;  t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d  management 
o f  dea th  has  made us  l e s s  aware o f  it and 
thus  l e s s  a b l e  t o  handle it when it occurs .  

To s u b s t a n t i a t e  t h i s  po in t  he quotes  The Rev. 
\$m. Kenney, Executive Sec re t a ry  f o r  t h e  a rchdioces  
o f  S t .  Paul who a l s o  se rves  a s  chapla in  o f  S t .  
Mary's Hospi ta l ,  who s t a t e d :  

lile have removed t h e  harsli  r e a l i t y  o f  
dea th  from t h e  community. F i f t y  yea r s  ago 
t h e  experience o f  dea th  was more apparent .  
People q u i t e  f r equen t ly  d i ed  a t  home and 

there was a  c l o s e  experience o f  death 
f o r  a l l  involved. Today we d i e  away 
from home . . . 

Joseph Bailey,  a w r i t e r  f o r  Cook Publishing,  
s t a t e s  i n  h i s  book, The View From A Hearse: 

One o f  my e a r l y  memories is  of  being 
led  i n t o  my grandmother's room i n  Gettysburg, 
Pennsylvania,  t o  g ive  h e r  a  f i n a l  k i s s .  'She 
i s  dying, '  I had been t o l d ,  ' s o  be q u i e t  and 
behacel .  . . . The o ld  lady was surrounded 
by he r  ch i ld ren  and grandchildren.  (She was 
i n  h e r  bed, t h e  one she  had s l e p t  i n  f o r  
f i f t y  yea r s .  She was surrounded by o ld  famil-  
iar  th ings .  Things she  loved.) In a  few 
hours she  d ied .  

For ty  years  l a t e r  my c h i l d r e n  were w i t h  
t h e i r  grandfa ther  when he had h i s  last h e a r t  
a t t a c k .  We gave him oxygen, c a l l e d  t h e  doc- 
t o r ,  and then  t h e  ambulance came. The men 
pu t  grandpa on a s t r e t c h e r ,  c a r r i e d  him out 
of t h e  house, and t h a t  was t h e  l a s t  h i s  
grandchildren saw o f  him. 

Grandpa d ied  a lone ,  a t  n i g h t ,  a f t e r  
v i s i t i n g  hours .  The mechanics of su rv iva l - -  
t ubes ,  needles ,  oxygen system, e l e c t r o n i c  
pacemaker-- were i n  him and on him and 
around him. . . H i s  grandsons had no chance 
t o  g ive  him a f i n a l  k i s s ,  t o  f e e l  t h e  pres-  
s u r e  of h i s  hand upon t h e i r  heads. 

Flanaging of dea th  by s p e c i a l i s t s  has  become 
a c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of our  age. This  may be good 
technology, bu t  it c e r t a i n l y  c r e a t e s  problems f o r  
t h e  pas to r  who i s  t o  m i n i s t e r  t o  t h e  dying. I t  
b r i n g s  up the  wholc gamut of questions related to 
t h e  one question: When is t h e  pa t ien t  dying? I n  
the faee of  which doctors shy away from making any 
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pronouncements and pu t  t h e  pas to r  who speaks 
about dea th  and dying p r e t t y  much on t h e  s p o t ,  
For t h i s  reason p a s t o r s  who have not  prepared 
themselves wel l  are p r e t t y  much a f f ec t ed  by t h i s  
a t t i t u d e  of  f e a r  about speaking about death.  
Young people today have no t  had much experience 
with dea th ,  because it is a l e s s  common exper- 
ience  i n  t h e  home l i f e .  In 1920 out of 100,000 
b i r t h s  700 mothers d i e d ,  gene ra l ly  a t  home; i n  
1967 only  28 o u t  of  100,000, and a t  t h e  h o s p i t a l .  
O f  i n f a n t  m o r t a l i t y  - - 1915 - I00 p e r  thousand 

1940 - 47 per  thousand 
2965 - 5.3 pe r  thcusand 

Rather  s i g n i f i c a n t  i n  t h a t  connection i s  t h e  f o l -  
lowing quo ta t ion :  "One of t h e  reasons we deny 
death,"  s a i d  D r .  Robert Ful ton ,  p ro fes so r  of 
sociology and d i r e c t o r  o f  t h e  Center f a r  Death 
Education and Research a t  t h e  Univers i ty  of  
hfinnesota,  "is because t h e  c l e q y  has ceased ts 
t a l k  about i t .  The church of  l a t e  years  has been 
responding more to s o c i a l  i s s u e s , "  

I t  has a l s o  been pointed ou t  t h a t  t h e  f raud 
of  s p i r i t u a l i s t s  and t h e  occu l t  f l o u r i s h e s  i n  a 
s o c i e t y  that r e f u s e s  t o  face t h e  r e a l i t y  o f  death.  
Joseph Bayly s t a t e s  :: (opus i b i d )  "Pihen a c i v i l -  
i z a t i o n  den ies  d e a t h ,  and hems i t s  members i n  w i t h  
cars and amusements, sc ience  and organ t r a n s p l a n t s ,  
a g a i n s t  t h e  myst ica l  elements o f  f i f e  t h a t  reach 
t h e i r  zen i th  i n  dea th ,  we should not  be su rp r i sed  
i f  young men and women c r e a t e  t h e i r  own mystery 
througll consciousness - expanding drugs  and Eastern 
r e l i g i o n s .  Nor, perhaps,  stlould we be su rp r i sed  
i f  t h e  c i v i l i z a t i o n  has  a high rate o f  mental ill- 
ness  and su ic ide . "  

A D r .  Brantner ,  i n  t h e  department of sociology 
and psychology a t  t h e  Univers i ty  o f  Minnesota, is  
quoted a s  saying:  

The p resen t  popular concern with t h e  
o c c u l t  is  something more, however, than  a 
grasping f o r  assurance o f  a l i f e  beyond 
t h i s  l i f e .  I t  i s  a rediscovery  and r e -  
exp lo ra t ion  o f  an impressive dimension o f  
l i f e  and it t akes  form from t h e  e s o t e r i c  
r e l i g i o n s  of  t h e  East  because our Western 
churches, some time ago, ceased t o  t a l k  of 
dea th  and immorta l i ty ,  but  placed t h e i r  
emphasis on th ings  of  t h i s  world, on s o c i a l  
a c t i o n .  

These a r e  some of  t h e  t h i n g s ,  next t o  a 
thorough s tudy o f  t h e  Word of God, t h a t  a p a s t o r  
must t ake  i n t o  cons idera t ion  when prepar ing  t o  min- 
i s t e r  t o  t h e  dying. 

Now l e t  us t ~ k e  a look a t  t h e  persnn who i s  
dying, o r  t h e  t e rmina l ly  i ll  p a t i e n t .  

"What goes on i n  t h e  mind o f  a t e rmina l ly  ill,  
o r  dying person?" This  i s  t h e  ques t ion  asked o f  
Dr. E l izabeth  ~ub le r -ROSS on t h e  s t a f f  o f  B i l l i n g s  
Hospital  i n  Chicago by some seminary s tuden t s  who 
were making a r e sea rch  on t h e  ques t ion  o f  how t o  
min i s t e r  t o  t h e  dying. This  l ed  t o  t h e  e s t a b l i s h -  
ment o f  a c l i n i c  f o r  a s tudy by in terv iewing 
p a t i e n t s  with te rminal  i l l n e s s ,  l e t t i n g  them t e l l  
exac t ly  how tlrey f e l t ,  what they  were th inking  
about.  (Pas tor  Paul J e c k l i n  is  one among us who 
p a r t i g i p a t e d  i n  a s e r i e s  of  seminars conducted by 
D r .  Kubler-Ross .) But first I propose t o  make a 
few observat ions.  

F i r s t  of a l l ,  cons ider  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  p a t i e n t  
is a f f e c t e d  by a l l  t hose  t h i n g s  which we have men- 
t ioned  a s  p a r t  of t h e  c u l t u r e  today and which is 
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of i t s  a t t i t u d e  towards dea th .  
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In most ins tances  we a s  pas to r s  a r e  deal ing 
with people who have been whisked away from home, 
perhaps i n  an ambulance with screaming s i r e n .  
This can be a f r ightening experience. O r  i f  
they came i n  t o  the  hosp i t a l  under t h e i r  own 
power they upon admission had t o  submit t o  a 
great  number of t e s t s  and be thumped o r  stuck 
by many technic ians ,  perhaps underwent r a d i c a l  
surgery,  and now t h e  outcome i s  uncer ta in .  Not 
much i n f o m a t i o n  is given,  doctors come and go 
saying l i t t l e ,  nurses a r e  i n  and out  with Th'er- 
mometers, blood pressure  apparatus,  -- maybe 
oxygen,-- tubes i n  t h e  mouth, t h e  nose and every 
o ther  o r i f i c e  i n  t h e  body. Surrounded by tubes 
and machines and gadgets i n  unfamil t a r  siirround- 
ings  away from f r i ends  and loved ones-, w%o Cah 
come only a t  i n t e r v a l s ,  can be very f<i.igh'tening, 
s ince  it is apparent t h i s  is a last-di ' tch e f f o r t .  
Modern medicine has s t e a d i l y  prolonged r i v e s ,  
slashed death r a t e s ,  y e t  medical men have paid 
only s l i g h t  a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  problems they have 
thus inadver tent ly  i n t e n s i f i e d  -- deal ing with 
the  terminal ly  ill. 

D r .  R.  Vander Bergh of Colorado General 
Hospital t o l d  a conference of medical men: 

A l l  of us  have seen the  p a t i e n t  who, 
slowly dying of a chronic and d e b i l i t a t i n g  
i l l n e s s ,  has been placed( i n  a room f a r t h e s t  
from t h e  cen te r  of t h e  ward. The doctors  
drop i n  b r i e f l y  during rounds, glance a t  
h i s  char t  and leave almost immediately. 
( I t  is e a s i e r  t o  read a meter than t o  deal  
with t h e  p a t i e n t  .) The general a t t i t u d e  
o f .  the  ward i s ,  'There' s nothing we can do 
f o r  him -- a f t e r  a l l ,  he  is  dying anyway.' 

A p s y c h i a t r i s t  responded: 

A t  death scenes doctors and nurses 
a re  f r ightened of famil ies  . . . Doctors 
f e e l  accused because of being revealed 
as not being all-powerful -- they f e e l  
compelled t o  p ro tec t  t h e i r  own s e l f -  
esteem. 

A typ ica l  descr ip t ion was given i n  - Look 
magazine some time ago regarding a person who was 
dying and her f r i e n d  who was a t  he r  bedside.  She 
sa id  : 

"#hen Eleanor opened h e r  eyes f o r  a  
moment and saw me s i t t i n g  by tile bed she 
reached toward me: I ' m  a f r a i d 1  she whis- 
pered. I d i d n ' t  know how t o  respond, so  
a s  soon a s  t h e  day nurse came i n  I asked 
he r  advice. 'You had b e t t e r  ask t h e  doc- 
t o r 1  was her  reply .  Tie doctor d id  not  
come i n  t h a t  day, s o  I  asked t h e  n ight  
nurse. 'What can you say? You should 
ask t h e  chaplain.  Let him reassure  he r . '  
Eut  leano or-did not bel ieve  i n  t h e  estab- 
l i shed church, o r  chaplains and the  l i k e .  
So t h a t  d id  not help  me much. The resi- 
dent on t h e  f l o o r  passed by. I asked him. 
He s a i d ,  'You have t o  give he r  some sup- 
por t ive  psychotherapy. J u s t  t e l l  her  the re  
is nothing t o  be a f r a i d  o f . '  But t h e r e  was 
l i t t l e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  i n  t h a t .  Then when I 
d id  ask  t h e  doctor ,  hc  looked embarrassed 
and stammered, 'Te l l  he r  she i s n ' t  a f r a i d .  
T e l l  h e r  --  t e l l  her  she ' s  apprehensive.' 

"This a t t i t u d e  i s  as appal l ing  t o  many physi- 
cians,,as it i s  t o  j u s t  about a l l  min i s t e r s  ," says 
r. Kubler-Ross i n  he r  book, Death and Dying. - 
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only s l i g h t  a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  problems they have 
thus inadver tent ly  i n t e n s i f i e d  -- deal ing with 
the  terminal ly  ill. 

D r .  R.  Vander Bergh of Colorado General 
Hospital t o l d  a conference of medical men: 

A l l  of us  have seen the  p a t i e n t  who, 
slowly dying of a chronic and d e b i l i t a t i n g  
i l l n e s s ,  has been placed( i n  a room f a r t h e s t  
from t h e  cen te r  of t h e  ward. The doctors  
drop i n  b r i e f l y  during rounds, glance a t  
h i s  char t  and leave almost immediately. 
( I t  is e a s i e r  t o  read a meter than t o  deal  
with t h e  p a t i e n t  .) The general a t t i t u d e  
o f .  the  ward i s ,  'There' s nothing we can do 
f o r  him -- a f t e r  a l l ,  he  is  dying anyway.' 

A p s y c h i a t r i s t  responded: 

A t  death scenes doctors and nurses 
a re  f r ightened of famil ies  . . . Doctors 
f e e l  accused because of being revealed 
as not being all-powerful -- they f e e l  
compelled t o  p ro tec t  t h e i r  own s e l f -  
esteem. 

A typ ica l  descr ip t ion was given i n  - Look 
magazine some time ago regarding a person who was 
dying and her f r i e n d  who was a t  he r  bedside.  She 
sa id  : 

"#hen Eleanor opened h e r  eyes f o r  a  
moment and saw me s i t t i n g  by tile bed she 
reached toward me: I ' m  a f r a i d 1  she whis- 
pered. I d i d n ' t  know how t o  respond, so  
a s  soon a s  t h e  day nurse came i n  I asked 
he r  advice. 'You had b e t t e r  ask t h e  doc- 
t o r 1  was her  reply .  Tie doctor d id  not  
come i n  t h a t  day, s o  I  asked t h e  n ight  
nurse. 'What can you say? You should 
ask t h e  chaplain.  Let him reassure  he r . '  
Eut  leano or-did not bel ieve  i n  t h e  estab- 
l i shed church, o r  chaplains and the  l i k e .  
So t h a t  d id  not help  me much. The resi- 
dent on t h e  f l o o r  passed by. I asked him. 
He s a i d ,  'You have t o  give he r  some sup- 
por t ive  psychotherapy. J u s t  t e l l  her  the re  
is nothing t o  be a f r a i d  o f . '  But t h e r e  was 
l i t t l e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  i n  t h a t .  Then when I 
d id  ask  t h e  doctor ,  hc  looked embarrassed 
and stammered, 'Te l l  he r  she i s n ' t  a f r a i d .  
T e l l  h e r  --  t e l l  her  she ' s  apprehensive.' 

"This a t t i t u d e  i s  as appal l ing  t o  many physi- 
cians,,as it i s  t o  j u s t  about a l l  min i s t e r s  ," says 
r. Kubler-Ross i n  he r  book, Death and Dying. - 



A nurse  sa id ,  "There i s  something radically 
wrong with medical t r a i n i n g .  We have t o  change 
t h e  whole way w e  t h ink  about death." Then she 
asked ques t ions  l i k e  t h e  fol lowing:  

Why a r e  a l l  so h e l p l e s s ?  Ibihiliy should 
t h e  s t a f f  a t  t h e  best h o s p i t a l s  be superb ly  
t r a i n e d  t o  dea l  with every conceivable event 
except t h e  f i n a l  one? Why d o  the doc to r s  
s top coming? Ifilat are t h e  f a c t s  of  dea th?  

Ques t ions  l i k e  these came under the scrutiny 
of t h c  c l i n i c a l  s tudy and seminars conducted by 
D r ,  ~ u b ~ e r - R O S S .  What are t h e  fac ts  of death?" 
i s  o f  primary c o n c e n  t o  t h e  pastor who i s  minis-  
t e r i n g  t o  t h k  dying. 

We must recognize t h e  fac t  of f e a r  and anxie ty ,  
with i ts  accompanying depress ion .  We $0 we l l  t o  
remember the  s t a g e s  mentioned by D r .  Kubler-Ross 
which a r e  c l - t a rac t e r i s t i c  i n  t h e  case  sf a person 
who has learned  he i s  dying:  (1) Denial and i s o -  
l a t i o n ,  ( 2 )  h g e r ,  (3)  Bargaining -- w i l l i n g  t o  
g ive  anything,  do anything f o r  assurance of  longer 
l i f e ,  (4) Depression, (5) Acceptance, (6)  Hope. 

As a r u l e ,  we as p a s t o r s  do no t  r e a l l y  get  
with i t ,  o r  l ea rn  s f  t h e  terminal  s i t u a t i o n  u n t i l  
s t a g e  f o u r ,  I t  i s  f o r  us t a  
speak of t h e  grace  o f  God i n  sweetes t  measure and 
r a i s e  t h e  hopes t o  t h e  g r e a t e s t  l i f e .  

The temptat ion is  t o  shy away from t h e  sub- 
ject  of dea th ,  t o  speak i n  g e n e r a l i t i e s ,  r ead  
something from S c r i p t u r e  without  any p a r t i c u l a r  
a p p l i c a t i o n  t o  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ,  have a prayer ,  and 
has ten  away. This  w i l l  n o t  do,  even though we 
know t h e  Word of God i s  powerful and t h e  Holy 
S p i r i t  works through t h e  Word. But w e  need t o  
use t h a t  Word a s  a  s k i l l e d  workman uses h i s  t o o l s .  

A s  pas to r s  we must seek ways and means t o  ge t  
c l o s e r  t o  t h e  p a t i e n t s  t h a t  a r e  i n  t h e  te rminal  
s t a g e s ,  and h e l p  them a s  much a s  we can dur ing  
t h e i r  f i n a l  hours .  This  can be a  mutually 
g r a t i f y i n g  experience.  Not t o  s h e l t e r  them 
from dea th ,  but  t o  h e l p  them t o  be f e a r l e s s  of 
f ac ing  death.  

D r .  Arnold Wald of  t h e  Univers i ty  of  Cal i -  
f o r n i a  s t a t e s  : 

Too o f t e n  t h e r e  is  a woeful lack of 
commu~lication between p a t i e n t  and family 
when dea th  is approaching. This  is t h e  
ve ry  time when communication could be f r e e r  
and more rewarding than ever  before .  I t  is  
a time when o l d  emotional c o n f l i c t s  cari be 
reso lved ,  I 've  a t tended many p a t i e n t s  who 
were dying, and knew it ,  bu t  had no chance 
t o  d i scuss  t h e i r  fears wi th  anyone. Many 
were g lad  o f  t h e  oppor tuni ty  t o  t a l k .  

D r .  Charles  Blayo , of  t h e  famed Mayo b r o t h e r s ,  
once s a i d :  

I hope when I d i e  it w i l l  be  quick. 
But i f  t h e r e  i s  some de lay ,  then I hope 
I w i l l  have someone I love wi th  me -- 
somebody t o  hold my hand. 

This  b r ings  us t o  another  f a c t  of  dea th  and 
t h e  dying - t h e  dying want t o  t a l k  about  it. Docs 
t h e  p a t i e n t  know he/she is dying? D r .  ~ifbler-ROSS 
i n  h e r  book On Death and Dying s t a t e s  t h a t  most 
p a t i e n t s  know about t h e i r  te rminal  i l l n e s s ,  whether 
they  were e x p l i c i t l y  t o l d  o r  not .  We quote,  p. 24: 

I t  may not  be a coincidence t h a t  one of 
t h e  doctors  b e s t  known f o r  t h e  t o t a l  c a r e  o f  
t h e  dying p a t i e n t ,  Cice ly  Saunders,  s t a r t e d  
h e r  work a s  a nurse  and is now phys ic ian  
a t t end ing  t h e  t e rmina l ly  i l l  i n  a h o s p i t a l  
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A nurse  sa id ,  "There i s  something radically 
wrong with medical t r a i n i n g .  We have t o  change 
t h e  whole way w e  t h ink  about death." Then she 
asked ques t ions  l i k e  t h e  fol lowing:  

Why a r e  a l l  so h e l p l e s s ?  Ibihiliy should 
t h e  s t a f f  a t  t h e  best h o s p i t a l s  be superb ly  
t r a i n e d  t o  dea l  with every conceivable event 
except t h e  f i n a l  one? Why d o  the doc to r s  
s top coming? Ifilat are t h e  f a c t s  of  dea th?  

Ques t ions  l i k e  these came under the scrutiny 
of t h c  c l i n i c a l  s tudy and seminars conducted by 
D r ,  ~ u b ~ e r - R O S S .  What are t h e  fac ts  of death?" 
i s  o f  primary c o n c e n  t o  t h e  pastor who i s  minis-  
t e r i n g  t o  t h k  dying. 

We must recognize t h e  fac t  of f e a r  and anxie ty ,  
with i ts  accompanying depress ion .  We $0 we l l  t o  
remember the  s t a g e s  mentioned by D r .  Kubler-Ross 
which a r e  c l - t a rac t e r i s t i c  i n  t h e  case  sf a person 
who has learned  he i s  dying:  (1) Denial and i s o -  
l a t i o n ,  ( 2 )  h g e r ,  (3)  Bargaining -- w i l l i n g  t o  
g ive  anything,  do anything f o r  assurance of  longer 
l i f e ,  (4) Depression, (5) Acceptance, (6)  Hope. 

As a r u l e ,  we as p a s t o r s  do no t  r e a l l y  get  
with i t ,  o r  l ea rn  s f  t h e  terminal  s i t u a t i o n  u n t i l  
s t a g e  f o u r ,  I t  i s  f o r  us t a  
speak of t h e  grace  o f  God i n  sweetes t  measure and 
r a i s e  t h e  hopes t o  t h e  g r e a t e s t  l i f e .  

The temptat ion is  t o  shy away from t h e  sub- 
ject  of dea th ,  t o  speak i n  g e n e r a l i t i e s ,  r ead  
something from S c r i p t u r e  without  any p a r t i c u l a r  
a p p l i c a t i o n  t o  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ,  have a prayer ,  and 
has ten  away. This  w i l l  n o t  do,  even though we 
know t h e  Word of God i s  powerful and t h e  Holy 
S p i r i t  works through t h e  Word. But w e  need t o  
use t h a t  Word a s  a  s k i l l e d  workman uses h i s  t o o l s .  

A s  pas to r s  we must seek ways and means t o  ge t  
c l o s e r  t o  t h e  p a t i e n t s  t h a t  a r e  i n  t h e  te rminal  
s t a g e s ,  and h e l p  them a s  much a s  we can dur ing  
t h e i r  f i n a l  hours .  This  can be a  mutually 
g r a t i f y i n g  experience.  Not t o  s h e l t e r  them 
from dea th ,  but  t o  h e l p  them t o  be f e a r l e s s  of 
f ac ing  death.  

D r .  Arnold Wald of  t h e  Univers i ty  of  Cal i -  
f o r n i a  s t a t e s  : 

Too o f t e n  t h e r e  is  a woeful lack of 
commu~lication between p a t i e n t  and family 
when dea th  is approaching. This  is t h e  
ve ry  time when communication could be f r e e r  
and more rewarding than ever  before .  I t  is  
a time when o l d  emotional c o n f l i c t s  cari be 
reso lved ,  I 've  a t tended many p a t i e n t s  who 
were dying, and knew it ,  bu t  had no chance 
t o  d i scuss  t h e i r  fears wi th  anyone. Many 
were g lad  o f  t h e  oppor tuni ty  t o  t a l k .  

D r .  Charles  Blayo , of  t h e  famed Mayo b r o t h e r s ,  
once s a i d :  

I hope when I d i e  it w i l l  be  quick. 
But i f  t h e r e  i s  some de lay ,  then I hope 
I w i l l  have someone I love wi th  me -- 
somebody t o  hold my hand. 

This  b r ings  us t o  another  f a c t  of  dea th  and 
t h e  dying - t h e  dying want t o  t a l k  about  it. Docs 
t h e  p a t i e n t  know he/she is dying? D r .  ~ifbler-ROSS 
i n  h e r  book On Death and Dying s t a t e s  t h a t  most 
p a t i e n t s  know about t h e i r  te rminal  i l l n e s s ,  whether 
they  were e x p l i c i t l y  t o l d  o r  not .  We quote,  p. 24: 

I t  may not  be a coincidence t h a t  one of 
t h e  doctors  b e s t  known f o r  t h e  t o t a l  c a r e  o f  
t h e  dying p a t i e n t ,  Cice ly  Saunders,  s t a r t e d  
h e r  work a s  a nurse  and is now phys ic ian  
a t t end ing  t h e  t e rmina l ly  i l l  i n  a h o s p i t a l  
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se t -up  e s p e c i a l l y  designed f o r  t h e i r  ca re .  
She has confirmed t h a t  t h e  ma jo r i ty  of  
p a t i e n t s  know o f  t h e i r  impending death 
whether they  have been t o l d  o r  no t .  She 
f e e l s  q u i t e  comfortable d i scuss ing  t h e  
ma t t e r  with them; and s i n c e  she  does no t  
need d e n i a l ,  she  is u n l i k e l y  t o  meet much 
d e n i a l  i n  h e r  p a t i e n t s .  I f  they  do not  
wish t o  t a l k  about i t ,  she  c e r t a i n l y  r e -  
s p e c t s  t h e i r  r e t i c e n c e .  She emphasizes 
t h e  importance o f  t h e  doctor  who can s i t  
and l i s t e n .  She confirms t h a t  most of 
h e r  p a t i e n t s  then t ake  t h e  oppor tuni ty  t o  
t e l l  h e r  (more o f t e n  than  t h e  o t h e r  way 
around) t h a t  they  knew what was happen- 
ing ,  resentment and f e a r  being almost 
non-existent  a t  t h e  end. 

D r .  ~Gbler-ROSS t e l l s  of  walking through one 
of  t h e  wards where she  saw an o l d  man reading  a  
paper-back wi th  t h e  t i t l e ,  "Old S o l d i e r s  Never Die." 
She asked him i f  it d i d  not  s c a r e  him t o  r ead  about 
t h ings  l i k e  dea th .  tie looked a t  h e r  wi th  anger and 
d i s g u s t  a s  he s a i d :  "You must be one o f  t hose  
phys ic ians  who can only  c a r e  f o r  a p a t i e n t  a s  long 
as he i s  walking, bu t  when i t  comes t o  t h e  dying 
p a r t ,  then  they  a l l  shy away." 

A t  another  t ime she  found a t e r m i n a l l y  i ll  
woman who asked t o  t a l k  with someone n o t  involved 
i n  h e r  t rea tments .  She wanted t o  s h a r e  with some- 
one i n  t h e  h o s p i t a l  t h a t  she  knew t h a t  he r  days 
were numbered. 

A s  p a s t o r s  we can l e a r n  much from t h e  above 
experiences.  The p a s t o r ,  above a l l  people ,  a t  a 
time l i k e  t h i s  should be a good l i s t e n e r .  This  i s  
a t i n e  f o r  sympathetic l i s t e n i n g .  D r .  Saunders 
t e l l s  o f  a p a t i e n t  she  once asked what he wanted t o  
s e e  i n  people who were looking after him. iie 

answered: "For someone t o  look a s  i f  they a r e  
t r y i n g  t o  understand me." The knowledge t h a t  
death impends may produce emotional a s  well  a s  
phys ica l  d i s t r e s s ,  bu t  it can a l s o  be a  time 
when people can be emotional ly and psychologi- 
c a l l y  most mature. I t  i s  our  t a s k  t o  nu r tu re  
them s o  they  can be most mature. 

D r .  Saunders r e l a t e s  an experience with a 
young woman who was dying o f  a  malignant ovar ian  
tumor. She looked forward t o  meeting he r  Lord 
J e s u s  Chr i s t .  She a l s o  knew h c r  fovcd ones would 
be cared f o r .  Th i s ,  s a i d  t h e  doc to r ,  was not  
"euphoria due t o  drugs ,  but  t o  t h e  power of God 
Himself ." Then D r .  Saunders asked, "Nhy do wc s o  
seldom see a person dying with such p o s i t i v e  
support?" n la t  is  a ques t ion  t h a t  should never 
have t o  be asked wi th  regard  t o  anyone who has 
been under our  p a s t o r a l  care .  

Too o f t e n  r e l i g i o u s  people have i d e a l i z e d  
t h e  moment o f  dying t o  such an e x t e n t  t h a t ,  faced 
wi th  t h e  r e a l i t y ,  they  a r e  unprepared. We must 
remember dea th  is  a f e a r f u l  th ing .  The Bible 
speaks of  it as t h e  l a s t  and most t e r r i b l e  enemy 
we must f ace .  I t  i s  repor ted  t h a t  Pope John s a i d :  
"My bags a r e  packed. I am ready t o  leave." This 
is our t a s k ,  t o  s e e  t h a t  t h e  people we m i n i s t e r  t o  
have t h e i r  bags packed with t h e  s p i r i t u a l  armament 
f o r  t h e  l a s t  g r e a t  b a t t l e .  

This  does not  mean, o f  course,  t h a t  we can 
b u r s t  i n  upon a person and say:  "Look f r i e n d ,  
you a r e  going t o  d i e  and I am he re  t o  h e l p  you 
pack your bags." I t  may be t h e  t r u t h ,  and he may 
know i t ,  but  it c e r t a i n l y  is  no t  what he  a t  t h i s  
oment is  eage r ly  wai t ing  t o  hear .  We must remem- 
r t h a t  he re  is a person who no t  only i s  subjec ted  

t h e  f e a r s  o f  being under s t r a n g e  circumstances 
rounded wi th  s t r ange  gadgets, impaled and p ie rced  
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se t -up  e s p e c i a l l y  designed f o r  t h e i r  ca re .  
She has confirmed t h a t  t h e  ma jo r i ty  of  
p a t i e n t s  know o f  t h e i r  impending death 
whether they  have been t o l d  o r  no t .  She 
f e e l s  q u i t e  comfortable d i scuss ing  t h e  
ma t t e r  with them; and s i n c e  she  does no t  
need d e n i a l ,  she  is u n l i k e l y  t o  meet much 
d e n i a l  i n  h e r  p a t i e n t s .  I f  they  do not  
wish t o  t a l k  about i t ,  she  c e r t a i n l y  r e -  
s p e c t s  t h e i r  r e t i c e n c e .  She emphasizes 
t h e  importance o f  t h e  doctor  who can s i t  
and l i s t e n .  She confirms t h a t  most of 
h e r  p a t i e n t s  then t ake  t h e  oppor tuni ty  t o  
t e l l  h e r  (more o f t e n  than  t h e  o t h e r  way 
around) t h a t  they  knew what was happen- 
ing ,  resentment and f e a r  being almost 
non-existent  a t  t h e  end. 

D r .  ~Gbler-ROSS t e l l s  of  walking through one 
of  t h e  wards where she  saw an o l d  man reading  a  
paper-back wi th  t h e  t i t l e ,  "Old S o l d i e r s  Never Die." 
She asked him i f  it d i d  not  s c a r e  him t o  r ead  about 
t h ings  l i k e  dea th .  tie looked a t  h e r  wi th  anger and 
d i s g u s t  a s  he s a i d :  "You must be one o f  t hose  
phys ic ians  who can only  c a r e  f o r  a p a t i e n t  a s  long 
as he i s  walking, bu t  when i t  comes t o  t h e  dying 
p a r t ,  then  they  a l l  shy away." 

A t  another  t ime she  found a t e r m i n a l l y  i ll  
woman who asked t o  t a l k  with someone n o t  involved 
i n  h e r  t rea tments .  She wanted t o  s h a r e  with some- 
one i n  t h e  h o s p i t a l  t h a t  she  knew t h a t  he r  days 
were numbered. 

A s  p a s t o r s  we can l e a r n  much from t h e  above 
experiences.  The p a s t o r ,  above a l l  people ,  a t  a 
time l i k e  t h i s  should be a good l i s t e n e r .  This  i s  
a t i n e  f o r  sympathetic l i s t e n i n g .  D r .  Saunders 
t e l l s  o f  a p a t i e n t  she  once asked what he wanted t o  
s e e  i n  people who were looking after him. iie 

answered: "For someone t o  look a s  i f  they a r e  
t r y i n g  t o  understand me." The knowledge t h a t  
death impends may produce emotional a s  well  a s  
phys ica l  d i s t r e s s ,  bu t  it can a l s o  be a  time 
when people can be emotional ly and psychologi- 
c a l l y  most mature. I t  i s  our  t a s k  t o  nu r tu re  
them s o  they  can be most mature. 

D r .  Saunders r e l a t e s  an experience with a 
young woman who was dying o f  a  malignant ovar ian  
tumor. She looked forward t o  meeting he r  Lord 
J e s u s  Chr i s t .  She a l s o  knew h c r  fovcd ones would 
be cared f o r .  Th i s ,  s a i d  t h e  doc to r ,  was not  
"euphoria due t o  drugs ,  but  t o  t h e  power of God 
Himself ." Then D r .  Saunders asked, "Nhy do wc s o  
seldom see a person dying with such p o s i t i v e  
support?" n la t  is  a ques t ion  t h a t  should never 
have t o  be asked wi th  regard  t o  anyone who has 
been under our  p a s t o r a l  care .  

Too o f t e n  r e l i g i o u s  people have i d e a l i z e d  
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with needles  and tubes  i n  many i n s t a n c e s ,  bu t  
is  a l s o  s u f f e r i n g  from t h e  lone l ines s  of being 
t h a t  s p e c i a l  p a t i e n t  f o r  whom nothing more can 
be done than t o  "read t h e  meters ," "f l u f  f-up 
t h e  p i l l ows  , I1 and "make him a s  comfortable a s  
you can." He is  a l s o  a person burdened with 
g r i e f .  Maybe t h i s  is  a person who has lrad a 
ve ry  s e r i o u s  surgery  wi th  t h e  removal of limbs 
o r  organs o f  t h e  body and s o  may f e e l  l e s s  o f  
a man o r  a woman a s  a r e s u l t .  Then these  i s  
g r i e f  over  leaving  loved ones o r  f r i e n d s ,  t h e  
l o s s  o f  a job,  and having t o  g ive  up s p o r t s  and 
p leasu res  which had given g r e a t  joy. A l l  of t hese  
a r e  t raumat ic  th ings  and r e q u i r e  a sympathet ic  
e a r .  

To dea l  sympathe t ica l ly  and understandingly 
with t h e  dying, s t a r t  by contemplating t h e  poss i -  
b i l i t y  ~f your own personal  dea th .  Remember t h e  
words o f  John Donne: 

KO man is an i s l a n d ,  e n t i r e  of i t s e l f ;  
every man i s  a p i e c e  o f  t h e  c o n t i n e n t ,  a 
par t  o f  t h e  main. I f  a clod be washed away 
by t h e  s e a ,  Europe is  t h e  l e s s ,  as well  a s  
i f  a promontory were; a s  wel l  a s  i f  a manor 
o r  t h y  f r i e n d s ,  o r  o f  t h i n e  own were. Any 
man's dea th  diminishes m e ,  because I am in -  
volved i n  mankind. And t h e r e f o r e  never  send 
t o  know f o r  whom t h e  b e l l  t o l l s ;  it t o l l s  
f o r  thee .  

But a word o f  cau t ion  is i n  o r d e r .  Be sympa- 
t h e t i c ,  bu t  no t  s en t imen ta l ,  and d o n ' t  become ob- 
sessed  wi th  dea th .  (Dorothy S t e i n  t o l d  Ernest  
Hemingway: tfYou ceased t o  be a good w r i t e r  when 
you became obsessed with sex and death.") We a r e  
p resen t  with a dying person ,  no t  t o  t e a r  down but  
t o  b u i l d  up. 

Another f a c t  of  dying -- t h e  dying person has 
been subjec ted  i n  some measure t o  a l l  t h e  f a l s e  
hopes t h a t  a r e  r a i s e d  by modern sc i ence ,  technol-  
ogy, f a l s e  r e l i g i o n s ,  and t h e  o c c u l t  f l o u r i s h i n g  i n  
our  soc ie ty .  "Medical s c i ence  has done s o  many 
wonderful t h ings  t h a t  with t r a n s p l a n t s ,  a r t i f i c i a l  
organs and what n o t ,  maybe they  can do something 
f o r  me," i s  bound t o  be running through t h e  minds 
o f  p a t i e n t ' s .  Then well-meaning f r i e n d s  o r  casual  
acquaintances come with var ious  nostrums, reading 
of  t h e  s t a r s ,  o r  r e fe rences  t o  f a i t h  hea l ing  and 
f a i t h  hea le r s .  You can be s u r e  i n  some cases  t h e  
whole b a l l  o f  wax has  been r o l l e d  up before  t h i s  
person. And with it t h e  f a l s e  hopes t h a t  they would 
not  due o r  t h a t  t h e  doc to r  might be mistaken. Cer- 
t a i n l y  the re  i s  always t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  t h e  
d iagnos is  i.s wrong, o r  t h a t  t h e r e  can be a complete 
t u r n  about and t h e  p a t i e n t  may recover .  h'e can 
never deny t h a t  "hope" b u t  we a r e  t h e r e  t o  bu i ld  
up a " l iv ing  hope." 

Elow then are t h e  f a t a l l y  i ll  t o  be helped t o  
face t h e  end? One person has pu t  it i n  t h e s e  words: 
"Help them d i e  by t r y i n g  t o  he lp  them l ive . ' '  In  
o t h e r  words l e t  your conversa t ion  always lead  up 
t o  t h e  g l o r i e s  o f  e t e r n a l  l i f e .  Speak f r e e l y  about 
t h e  d iagnos is .  I t  he lps  r e l i e v e  t ens ions  and 
a n x i e t i e s .  T a l k  about dea th  and dying, bu t  always 
leave  t h e  door open f o r  hope. Give t h e  assurance 
t h i s  is  a b a t t l e  we a r e  going t o  f i g h t  t oge the r .  
Learn t o  know t h e  p a t i e n t .  Does t h e  p a t i e n t  know 
t h e  na tu re  o f  h i s  i l l n e s s ?  Talk about dea th  i f  
t h e  p a t i e n t  i n d i c a t e s  he wants t o .  He w i l l  wel- 
come someone who i s  w i l l i n g  t o  t a l k  about h i s  i l l -  
ness  o r  dea th  bu t  who al lows him t o  keep h i s  de- 
fences  a s  long a s  he  needs them. The d ia logue  has  
t o  be terminated when t h e  p a t i e n t  can no longer  
f ace  the f a c t s .  Denial funct ions  as a bu f fe r .  
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Consider t h a t  another  f a c t  of  dying is  t h a t  
it i s  only n a t u r a l  t o  be r e s e n t f u l  of death.  To 

be angry does not  n e c e s s a r i l y  mean God has been 
turned away. Remember, Job  s a i d  : "Let t h e  day 
p e r i s h  wherein I was born . . . Why d i d  I not  
d i e  a t  b i r t h ,  come f o r t h  from t h e  womb and 

We w i l l  a l s o  need t o  probe t o  f i n d  t h e  
p a t i e n t ' s  s p i r i t u a l  s t r e n g t h s  and h h  s p i r i t u a l  
weaknesses. Play t o  t h e  s trength 's  he possesses 
and bu i ld  up i f  t h e r e  i s  a wegkness apTarent.  
For example, a person may have a very s t rong  
f a i t h  i n  t h e  redemptive work o f  Ghr-ist. "Yes, 
J e s u s  d i ed  on t h e  c r o s s  f o r  me," bu t  Ee very  
r e s e n t f u l  of  t h e  way he is  being t -reated by God. 
Then p lay  t o  t h e  s t r e n g t h ,  i f  God s o  lovedyou 
lie would g ive  H i s  d e a r e s t  and b e s t  i n  o rde r  t h a t  
you might be H i s  ve ry  own, could He poss ib ly  do 
anything t o  h u r t  you? Must it not  a l l  be accord- 
ing  t o  H i s  Word, "I know t h e  thoughts  t h a t  I t h i n k  
toward you, s a i t h  t h e  Lord, thoughts  o f  peace,  and 
not  of  e v i l ,  t o  g ive  you t h a t  expected end?" 

To be prepared f o r  dea th  we must have a  t r u e  
philosophy o f  l i f e .  To understand l i f e  we must 
grapple  wi th  d e a t h 1 s  myster ies .  The Psalmist  
s a i d ,  "Lord make m e  t o  know mine end, and what 
i s  t h e  measure o f  my days ,  what it is ;  t h a t  I 
may know how f r a i l  I am. Behold, Thou h a s t  made 
my days as an handbreadth; and mine age is  as 
nothing be fo re  Thee: v e r i l y ,  every  man a t  h i s  
b e s t  s t a t e  i s  a l t o g e t h e r  van i ty .  Sure ly  every 
man walketh i n  a va in  show; s u r e l y  they  are d i s -  
quie ted  i n  vain: he heapeth up r i c h e s ,  and know- 
e t h  no t  who s h a l l  ga the r  them. And now, Lord, 
what wai t  I f o r ?  E.ly hope i s  i n  Thee. Deliver  
m e  from a l l  my t r a n s g r e s s i o n s :  make me n o t  t h e  
reproacll of t h e  f o o l i s h .  " (Psalm 39 : 4-8) 

I S  8 *  i. e .  , t h e  study of dy ing ,  
has become a b i g  t h i n g  i n  many un ivers i t i es  o f  
our count ry .  The new thanatology boys lay a 
great deal of stress on be ing  n a t u r a l  about 
dea th .  ?'Death1' t hey  say, "is a par t  of l i f e .  
I t  i s  as natural t o  d i e  as t o  breathe." 

Tl~is sounds f i n e ,  but  there  i s ,  i n  r e a l i t y ,  
a catch i n  it. I can breathe without anguish. 
I cannot d i e  lvithout anguish. I cannot see -- 
f r i ends  and loved ones d i e  witliout anguish. 

There  i s  a d i s t i n c t l y ,  p e c u l i a r l y  Chr i s t i an  
thanatologjr expressed by t h e  Q o s t l e  Peter i n  
these i n s p i r e d  words, w r i t t e n  i n  T Peter 1: 3 :  

Blrcsed be t h e  God and Fa ther  o f  our 
Lord Jesus Christ, who according t o  H i s  
abundant mercy ha th  begotten us again unto 
a lively hope by the  resurrection of Jesus 
C h r i s t  from t h e  dead, t o  an i n h e r i t a n c e  i n -  
comupt ib le  and u n d e f i l e d  and t h a t  f ade th  
not away, reserved i n  laeaven fo r  you . 
Our Christian thanatology i s  t h i s  "living 

hope." It i s n ' t  l i k e  any o t h e r  k ind  o f  hone. 
3. Some people are naturally optimistic, happily 

so. Optimism i s  an asset,  but it is not  our 
"living hope." If we have t h i s  living hope it. 
i s  not  because o f  t h e  way t h e  cookie crumbles - 
for  us ,  o r  because we !lave an invincibly happy 
constitution -- it i s  because we have d i e d  wi t11  
Christ and have been raised w i t h  C h r i s t . "  

Bismarck is  reported t o  have s a i d :  "Without 
t h e  hope of an a f t e r  l i f e  t h i s  l i f e  i s  n o t  even 
worth t h e  e f fo r t  of g e t t i n g  d r e s s e d  i n  t h e  morn- 

i s  reported t o  have s a i d :  "The belief 
t h e  door t o  a  bet ter  l i f e  i s  t h e  
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of mankind. " 

I t  i s  our  t a s k  t o  make it a r e a l i t y ,  not  
a mere wish - by preaching C h r i s t  and H i m  cru-  
c i f i e d .  J e s u s  s a i d ,  "I Am The Door, by Me if 
any man e n t e r  i n  he s h a l l  be saved." --- "I am 
t h e  Way, t h e  Truth ,  and t h e  Life.---  "1 am t h e  
Resurrect ion and t h e  Li fe .  " 

Knowing t h e  p a t i e n t ' s  s t r e n g t h s  and weak- 
nesses ,  c a r e f u l l y  s e l e c t  S c r i p t u r e  readings and 
hymns t h a t  w i l l  p lay  to h i s  s t r e n g t h s  and w i l l  
h e l p  t o  bu i ld  up where he may be weak, We 
of fe r  some examples: The s t o r y  o f  David, when 
h i s  i n f a n t  son d i ed  and t h e  news was brought 
t o  him as he was g r i e v i n g ,  f a s t i n g ,  ai;d i>Say- 
i n g  . lie- a rose ,  changed h i s  b-'.pvior, s ay ing  : 
"I can go to him, bu t  he cannot eome ts me." 
( 2  Sam. 12: 15-23) Th is  state~ent expresses  t h e  
Chr i s t i an  hope. 

Gen, 19: 2-26 -- Lot, fleeing from t h e  
dcomed c i e i e s ,  So a dying  P&"'P"SQPB should be 
exirorted t o  look only  allead, Never l o ~ k  back 
w i t h  desire 2s Temain i n  t h i s  world, 

Exodus 14 -- Compare dying t o  Israel going 
thsou::i~ the  Red Sea, 

= u  _ bers % 4 -- Refer t o  the s t o r y  sf ch i ld ren  
o f  i : ~ ~ e i  when comanded t o  go i n  and conquer t h e  
a 33ey refused and rebelled; what a tragedy 
fo:c them? Set  t h e  patient's eyes and desires 
npos: that  land f lowing w i t h  m i l k  and honey and 
y i e l d  t a  t h e  LordP s comnands, 

Pa in t  out t h a t  t h y  have bcen redeemed and 
chasm f o r  l i f e  i n  heaven, The e t e r n a l  peace, jay ,  
s e c u r i t y  is  t h e i r  "expected end," t h e  f i na l  con- 
sumat ion of  a l l  t h e i r  s t r u g g l e s .  Encourage them 

p a t i e n t l y  t o  hold ou t .  I t  is b e t t e r  t o  s u f f e r  
a l i t t l e  now than t o  s u f f e r  e t e r n a l l y  i n  h e l l .  
Their  Lord and Savior  who has  redeemed them 
with His holy  prec ious  blood w i l l  s tand  by 
them u n t i l  t h e  end. ife has promised, "Lo, 
I  am with you alway, even unto t h e  end of t h e  
ages." @fatthew 28:20) No mat t e r  how g rea t  
our shortcomings, J e sus  has covered them a l l .  
tie had compassion and mercy. Refer t o  numerous 
S c r i p t u r e  passages t h a t  make t h i s  c l e a r .  

Hymn ve r ses  a r e  always e x c e l l e n t  ma te r i a l  
t o  use a t  s i c k  beds. One t h a t  g ives  exce l l en t  
oppor tuni ty  t o  d i scuss  s i n  and grace  i s  Oswald 

C 

Allen ' s  Today Thy Mercy C a l l s  U s ,  No. 279 in 
t h e  Lutheran hymnal. (Be s u r e  a l s o  t o  s e l e c t  
Bible passages t o  prove t h e  po in t  i n  t h e  hymn 
you wish t o  emphasize according t o  t h e  need of 
t h e  p a t i e n t .  ) 

For example: 

"Today Thy mercy c a l l s  us  t o  wash away 
our s i n .  However g r e a t  our t r e s p a s s ,  
whatever w e  have been, e t c .  

What S c r i p t u r e  says  about s i n .  

o r :  "The p a s t  s h a l l  be f o r g o t t e n ,  a present  
joy be given.  A f u t u r e  joy be  promised a 
g lo r ious  crown i n  heaven. 

What S c r i p t u r e  says  about r e c o n c i l i a t i o n ,  
forg iveness ,  peace. 

o r :  "0 a l l  embracing mercy, 0 ever  open door 
We know one g a t e  is  open, One e a r  w i l l  
h ea r  our  prayer .  

What S c r i p t u r e  says  about heaven. 
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We append a few suggested passages : (Some of 

- my f a v o r i t e s  a r e :  Psalms 20; 27; 40:  Romans 5 :  

15-39: 2 Cor. 5 G c . 6 :  1-3: Ephesians 1)  Other 
suggest ions d iv ided  as f 01 lows : 

The soul  speaking 
t o  God 

__ I^__p  

I l3ess. 5 : 9  
Hebrews 4:1 
Psalm 3 6 : 8  
i i c t s  14:22 
I sa i ah  12 : 2  
P sa lm  84:12 
Psalm 42:2 
P h i l .  1 : 2 3  

God speaking t o  
t h e  sou l  - 

Luke 12:32 
11 Cor. 1 2 9  
Psalm 1125'  
Jeremiah 17 : 7 
Psalm l26:5  
I sa i ah  49:10 
I sa i ah  00:19 
Jeremiah 3 3 ~ 1 8  

In  conclusion I would po in t  out  t h a t  r e l a t i v e s  
may need t o  be coached i n  bedside manners les t  
t h e i r  a t t i t u d e  of depress ion  o r  h y s t e r i c a l  tears  
undo everything you may have done i n  building up 
t h e  patient and you have t c  r e b u i l d  aga in .  That 
i s  why i n  our ministry we need constantly t o  
p o i n t  out tha t  a t r u e  pli i lusophy of death i s  an 
e s s e n t i a l  p a r t  o f  Chri-sr ian  living -= -  C h r i s t  came 

s ,= t h a t  3L.n mig!-"~avc 1.j r e  haire it in fullness, 

Seminar on b f in i s t ry  t o  t h e  Dying 

Books f o r  More Reading 

(From revised e d i t i o n  o f  The V i e w  From a Hearse, - 
by Joseph Bayly) 

Alvarez, A, The Savage God (Suicide) . Londori : 
!?eidenfeld and riicolson, 1971. 

Bayly , Josep!~. Psalms of Ply Life. tu'heaton, 
I l l i n o i s  :  dale ilouse Pub l i she r s ,  1969. 

F inch ,  S, M. and E ,  0. Poznanski. Adolescent 
su i c ide .  S p r i n g f i e l d ,  I l l i n o i s  : Charles  C.  
Thomas, 1971, 

Frankl ,  Vik tor .  Man's Search f o r  Meaning. Bos- 
ton :  Beacon, 1963. 

I l a r r i s ,  Audrey. Why Did He Die? (Explaining 
death t o  a young c h i l d ) .  E4inneapolis : 
Lerner,  1965, 

Howard, David M, Ifow Come,God? Ref lec t ions  from 
the  Book of Job. Ph i l ade lph ia :  A.11. Holman, 1972. 

Hunt, Gladys. The C h r i s t i a n  Way t o  Death. Grand 
Rapids : Zondewan , 1971. 

Kubler-Ross, El izabeth .  On Death and Dying. New 
York: Macmillan, 1969, 

Lewis, C. S. A Grief  Observed. New York: 
Seabury, 1963, 
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Leriis, C .  S. The Problem of Pain. New York:  
?-lacmi l Ian ,  1943. 

iludolph, Erwin P .  y r _  Goodbye bl\r Son. Grand Rapids: 
Zondervan , 1971. 

T h i e l i c k e ,  Helmut. Death and Life. Phi lade lphia :  
Fortress, 1970. 

... The Roa i sh  Church makes d iv ine  t h i n g s  o b j e c t s  

of sense, the ultra-Protestant pr inc ip le  would make 
thew objects of the , t h e  Lutheran 
Churcli i iolds them as objec t s  of f a i th .  The R o m i s h  

Church too much ~onfonn$~ t h e  d ivine  and t h e  human, 
: I S  f o r  example, ir, t h e  person of C h r i s t ,  i n  Scrip- 
Gr:re, i n  t h e  C the  Sacmrarnents. Ultra- 
Fr~testantism them t o o  much, T h e  Evanqel- 
i c a l  Liitireran Church holds  h e r s ~ l f  alike remote from 
c ~ ~ ~ C ~ ~ ~ n d " , g  and f r o m  sepa ra t ing  them, and maint a -ins 
L t 
L ~ L P - :  as  18: once. distinct i n  t ! i~ i r  esseace, and in- 
se.drahs-e in t h e i r  union. -- (C.Forterfield Krauth, 
in -Th~e* ~ - s ~ ~ s e ~ p ~ a t - i . v e  flefoxp~t-$~~ dza ji ?&~,C"H-, 
ri 125 t- " 

BOOK REVPEW 

A Pioneer Churchman, e d i t e d  by Professor  
E. C l i f f o r d  Nelson of  St. Olaf College,  Nor th f i e ld ,  
Minnesota, and published f o r  t h e  ~orwc~ian -Amer ican  
Associat ion by Twayne Pub l i she r s ,  Inc. ,  New York. 
Listed p r i c e :  $7.95, 265 pages, 1973. 

The p a r t i c u l a r  p ioneer  churchman i s  t h e  
Rev. J .  W, C ,  Die t r ichson,  t h e  f i r s t  ordained 
Norwegian Lutheran p a s t o r  who came from Norway t o  
work among t h e  Norwegian immigrants, p a r t i c u l a r l y  
i n  Wisconsin. We read t h e  book with g r e a t  i n t e r -  
e s t ,  and we b e l i e v e  t h a t  o t h e r s  i n  our  Synod and 
elsewhere, e s p e c i a l l y  p a s t o r s ,  w i l l  l ikewise  f ind  
t h e  book f a s c i n a t i n g .  

Rev. Die t r ichson s e t t l e d  i n  t h e  Kosltkonong 
a rea  of  Hisconsin and even tua l ly  got  a congrega- 
t i o n  es tab l i s f led  t h e r e  wi th  its e a s t  and west 
branches, t h e  parsonage loca ted  h a l f  way between. 
H i s  work a l s o  included e f f o r t s  t o  u n i t e  Korwegian 
Lutheran congregations i n  America i n t o  a synod. 
H e  is  t h e  one who formulated t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  for  
t h e  congregat ions a t  Koshkonong and a l s o  drew up 
a d r a f t  o f  a c o n s t i t u t i o n  f o r  a church body. 
Both o f  t hese  documents show t h a t  Rev. Dietr ichson 
was smi t ten  wi th  t h e  Gruntvigian e r r o r  o f  p lac ing  
t h e  Apost les '  Creed above t h e  S c r i p t u r e s .  Rev. 
Die t r ichson re turned  t o  Norway i n  1850 and d i d  
no t  r e t u r n .  H i s  successors  i n  America purged 
o u t  t h e  Gruntvigian e r r o r .  
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I t  was a great t a s k  t h a t  was set before  
Pas to r  Die t r ichson  t o  b r ing  o r d e r  o u t  of t h e  
chaos t h a t  e x i s t e d  among t h e  e a r l y  Norwegian 
s e t t l e r s  as r ega rds  church m a t t e r s .  Many s e c t s  
had begun t o  work among them, even t h e  Mormons. 
The d i f f i c u l t i e s  he met w i th ,  bo th  from w i t h i n  
t h e  congregat ions and from wi thou t ,  a r e  graph-  
i c a l l y  s e t  f o r t h .  I t  i s  most i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  
r ead  about t h e s e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  i n  t h e  v e q W  ~ ~ o r d s  
of l ~ i e t r i c h s o n ,  though i n  t r a n s l a t i o n ,  of course. 
Rev. Dietrichson d i d  no t  l i k e  t o  leave Elis be- 
loved ~ V C P ~ W ; E ~ J ,  bu t  he f e l t  i t  was Iris call. and 
dii ty to do t h i s  g ~ o u n d w o ~ k  mong h i s  felfcw 
countrymen i n  America, some of w f i c m  trcz:ed 
 hi^ v e r y  i l l .  

The two documents t h a t  make t !~? ~wajol- 
p a r t  o f  t h e  book were written ir~ Norwegian by 
Rev. Die t r ichson  h imse l f ,  and are given here 
i n  t r a n s l a t i o n ,  one by M r .  Flalcolm Rosholt  o f  
Roshol t ,  Wisconsin, and t h e  o t h e r  by Professor 
H a r r i s  Kaasa of Luther Col lege.  The documents 
are "The Trave l  Nar ra t ive1 '  and "The Koshkonong --- 
parish- J o u r n a l .  '' Those who a r e  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  - 
t h e  e a r l y  h i s t o r y  sf Norwegian Lutheranism i n  
America can scarcely do wi thout  t h i s  book. 

- -  Adolph M, Ilarstad 




