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A l l  sincere Christians who ~ b s e m e  the present  
agony and tlrouble i n  the Lutheran Church in b e r i c a  
nust grieve i n  penitent d h m y  over $he scandal o f  
publfc notor ie ty  that has shamed all o f  us who bear 
the  Lutheran name, The news media have made us 
targets o f  rfdicu1.e and conteapt ,  Legal suits are 
threatened while the partisans o f  apposing views 
use scornful and vindictive language more sui ted 
ts the p o l i t i c a 2  arena than %he calm dhgnity of 
the Christian Chuxeh, Some pastors become invalved 
i n  ehe eonfllct while sthers s b p l g  shrug J t  o f f  as 
a passing unpleasantness, Lamen, often ualnfsrmed 
about the issues i n  the debate, do no t  know where 
ts turn  f o r  t r u t h  and live Pn simple frustration 
aver questions they cannot answer, 

Ue must do everything in s u r  power to restore 
a Gad-pleasxng peace within an embattled Lutheran 
Churche The Church Militant i s ,  of course, engaged 
in a constant struggle against Satan's e f f o r t  t o  
pemert the t r u t h ,  But tqhat w e  must real ize c o ~  i s  
t ha t  the present s t r i f e  i s  something more than tile 

ordinary and continuous defense o f  the truth i n  
which the church has always been fnv~ lved ,  We SELEG 
now in one of the cr&sis periods in the h i s t s r y  o f  
the  church, We stand where Chr i s t i ans  stood at 
Nicea in the f o u r t h  century, Me are now seanding 

*Be Zivered at Hartford LU &heran Free Conference, 
Hartford, Connecticut, Elay 6-8, 1974.  
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in the posture of the t r u e  Lutherans who sought to 
preseme ehe t r ~ r k  An. the generagion afegr Lu the f l s  
death in the sixteenth century,  

The problem a t  Nicea was no less a question 
khan $hat s f  a praper defini~isn o f  t h e  naeure o f  
Jesus Christ, the egernal Son of God, Christians 
i n  the second half of t he  s ixteenth century were 
fighting to re ta in  the b i b l i c a l  t r u t h s  of Holy 
Scr ipcure  as $hey had come ca understand them from 
t h e  teaching of Martin Luther and the ssafessiows 
of the Lutheran Church. The stakes were equa l ly  
high i n  both cases -- noglaing less than t h e  coe- 
~ i n u e d  existence of aposto%ic t h a ~ l ~ g y ~  We are 
i n  t h e  same pos i t ion  now, The hds tor ica l  critical 
mcthcd. Gospel reductionism, and other  exegetical 
aberrations have challenged the  i n t e g r i t y  o f  the  
goly Seripeures, the sacred bearer o f  the message 
o f  s a b a t i o n  through Jesus Chr i s t .  We cannot 
accept the proposit ion that a c r e d i b l e  and saving 
Gospel i s  given us Fn the text of a B ib l e  tha& is 
coapacted of legends and fables. To use  the phrase- 
ology o f  the publ ica t ion A f f i r m ,  we must a l ign  our- 
selves with the "Bible believers" and against the  
"Bible doubters." It i s  as simple as that .  

The post-apostolic fathers who contended f o r  
the  t r u t h  at Nicea concluded t h e i r  task by hamer- 
ing out  a statement, the  Nieene Creed, t ha t  put 
the debated issue o f  the e t e r n i t y  of C h r i s t  in 
clear b i b l i c a l  te They l e f t  a document sa 
completely l u c i d  and clear and unequivlvocal that, 
since chat tine, the -infine Christian denoni- 
nations have had no doubt about %he t rueh that 
Jesus Christ, the Son of God, i s  t r u l y  i-Em of Whom 
John speaks when he says: "In the  beginning was 
the Word, and the Word w a s  with God, and t h e  Word 
was Gado '' 

The Lutheran theologians of the lecond half 
of the sixteenth century rendered similar service. 

- 2 -  

Mter  thirty years af debate %hey pug t h e i r  b i b l i -  
cal views into a perfected a d  refined statement 
o f  fafth that we h o w  as the Fornula of Csneord sf 
1577, That statemeat researed peace to the  church 
and becme the eaealyst far draviaag other authentic 
and b ib l i ca l  refomation documents i n t o  the unity 
and the unifying pr inc ip l e  of the - Book sf  Concord 
sf 1580, 

In our pregent impasse in the Lutheran Church 
we shall do well to consider how sound t h e o l ~ g i a n s  
i a  the  sixteenth century faced the i r  problems and 
then consider how we mst face OUTS, "1Fdir cease- 
less conceEn was the fornulation af clear state- 
ments t ha t  would speak effectiveby es t he  issues 
before them, We h o w  ncsw how wise was t h e i r  course 
because we have seen the Formula of Concsrd stand 
up to theoP~glca1 seru%Bny f o r  four hundred years, 
In a l l  that tfme it has been a bu%%.~srk aga ins t  
schism and error while it has fostered the  un%%;y 
thaz has been the  herieage of the Lutheran Church, 

Qur conflicts parallel ,  to a remrkble de- 
gree, the disagreements begween the Lutheran par- 
ties from 1546 t~ 1577, It may not be necessary 
far us to make a $8 1 addft ian ts ghe Lutheran 
Confessions, It is, hovever, t h e  contentfsn of  
this writer t b t  we must respond to the heresres 
o f  our time in carefully f o m i l a t e d  and meticu- 
lously edited statemellts in which God's Word shall 
refute the errors of our tfme j u s t  as t h e  Formula 
o f  Concsrd ~ e f u t e d  the heresies sf the sixteenth 
century, We urgently need a statement now t h a t  
will deal coargrehensively and effmtively with 
the hfstorical-critical methodology, the Gospel 
reductionism, and every other error that d i v i d e s  
Lutherans in t h i s  agonizing period sf our history. 
The Famula of Concord must became our blueprfnt 
far the solutisn of the problems and the remedy 
for the mlaise t b t  iwerils confessional Luther- 
anism %a the twentieth ~ a t u r y ~  
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We are accustmed to thinking o f  Martin Luther 
as  a robust ,  confident, and fearless refomex, We 
know ehe ovemhehing success o f  h i s  t r k m p h  aver 
Rsmn Catholicim fa  a11 o f  i t s  works and way8, 
mag mast of us are not d u l l y  aware of was h i s  al- 
most c~ns&ant sense o f  dismay aver the daa t r i na l  
weaknesses and abexra%fsns sf the Protestm-& move- 
nenb as a whale and his Wittenberg d i s c i p l e s  Ehem- 
selves, 'The well-knsm Luther film o f  the  recent 
past t o l d  only half t he  s t o r y ,  ~ugher's cunf l ic t  
wieh Rome, It d i d  not describe h i s  differences 
w%%h 6he other re%omers o f  t he  sixleeneh ce%tvry, 

Prom the beginning Luther was t o  f i n d  tha% 
even his bes t  f r i ends  were Pasking i n  t r ue  pereep- 
t%on o f  the  maat fundamental aspects sf Lueheran 
theology, h a n g  these close friends was Jshw 
Staup i tx  who d i e d  i n  1524,  T h i s  m n ,  referred 
t o  as "my dearest, father," had been both academic 
supemisor and father confessor to Luthe~, Staupitz 
was the men who offered the consolation of the  Gospel 
to the gomg mrein, saying, ssYo~ must Xook I&o t he  
wound@ of Christe and wowhere elsa, to f t n d  the so- 
lution of your anxieties." Lueher was later  to say 
that "If it had no t  been for Staupitz, I should 
have sunk i n  hell." But f o r  a l l  o f  Staupitz' doc- 
toral degree and h i s  academgc status,  he really 
nevez was mare than a s%mp%e and pious eva1zgePicaL 
who could not understand t he  depths  o f  Luther's 
concern aver sin any more fhn he could grasp the 
theoPogicaP sp$hesIs that was developing f r s m  
Luther's study of the Word. At last Staupitz threw 
up h i s  hands in despair and retreated to the simple 
solitude of the Benedictine aonastery of S t ,  Peeer 
of Salzburg. Luther grieved deeply over h i s  friend's 
defection and said: "It will be a miracle i f  you do 
sot fall into the danger of denying Christ. " 

hother of Lutherw% cl-ase friends was Andrew 
Carlstadt, who had been appointed to the Wittenberg 
facrulgy aeves years before mrt%n% sa~sival, 

Carlstadt had been professor of theology and dean 
of the faculty when Luther stood for his doctorate. 
The ewe men had been bound together by a common 
interest in St. Augustine. They were agreed about 
the danger of permitting the intrusion of scholas- 
tic logic into biblical theology. Carlstadt's 
seniority on the Wittenberg faculty made him the 
defender o f  Lutheran theology at the Leipzig de- 
bate in 1519 where, as i s  well known, he received 
what Luther called "rough handling" from Eck. H i s  

continued preaching of Luther's theology of the 
cross and h i s  emphasis on the Holy Scriptures, 
"the majesty of Holy Writ," as he called it, won 
h h  the accolade o f  the inclusion o f  his name on 
the papal b u l l  "Exsurge Domini" issued on June 15, 
1520, for the formal excommunication of Martin 
Luther 

Yet, how little Carlstadt understood the 
spiritual substance of Luther's theology is ap- 
parent from his conduct when Luther was exiled 
to the Wartburg in 1520. Luther has started the 
Reformation, Carlstadt thought, now let's get on 
with it. So he proceeded to marry a sixteen- 
year-old g i r l  (he was 4 5 ) ,  celebrated the Lord's 
Supper in both kinds against the positive prohi- 
bition of Frederick the Wise, called the presence 
of pictures and images in the churches a s inful  
i d o l a t r y ,  and ini t iated the bedlam of violence 
and destruction in Wittenberg that precipitated 
Luther's premature return from exile at the 
Wartburg. The Saxon court promptly suspended 
Carlstadt's privi lege  o f  preaching in the parish 
church and confiscated some of his offending 

Leaving Wittenberg for parish a c t i v i t y  in 
another location, Carlstadt continued to be a 
source of embarrassment to Luther and the Univer- 
s i t y  of Wittenberg. Luther winced in pain over 
the "monstrosities" that continued to flow from 
Carlstadt's pen. For a time he supported Thomas 
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Muerazer and the revsButionaries of the Peasantsw 
Revolt* Then he turned to the Swiss and rejected 
Luther% doctrine of zhe real presence, $&a~orlagh 
it all Luther patiently hoped t b t  h i s  fs 
friead would come to h i s  senses, Luther m o t e  in 
1527: "'We have thus f a r  been holding Carls%adt 
in our bosom with sufficient kindness with the 
reasonable hope that he m%gh$ re tu rn  to the t r u e  
way; but day by day t h i s  poor tnan becomes more 
hardeaed, '' 

h o t h e r  of the heretics &a t he  Wittenberg 
closet was John AgricoSa (P494-1566) of  EiaBeben, 
A s  a young rnan he had been one of Martin Zuther's 
especially beloved students, and was l a te r  one o f  
the very few intimates to whom Luther m o t e  from 
his Wartburg sequestration, A let ter f x m  Lather 
i n  1528 reveals that AgrfcsPa had been Beachfng 
that f a i t h  can exist  without  good works. Luther's 
reprimand quieted Agricola temporarily, but when 
he was elevaeed 8s the dignigy o f  a p r o f e s s ~ r s h i p  
at Wittenberg he began ts repeat his antinomian 
assertions. Luther's e f f o r t s  t o  change Agricola's 
mind proved f u t i l e ,  and when the efeetsral csurt  
moved against k&m he f l e d  to another p o l i t i c a l  
and eccles%astbcal jurisdi~tian~ Luther could 
only refer %o his fomer friend as a chameleon, 
though the Reformer continued ia h i s  sincere hope 
that the Word would triumph and that in the end 
&xicola would be brought to t h e  XFght sf t r u t h ,  

For all the ham these lesser men m ~ u g h t  in 
the cause o f  $rue Lutheranism, none was more dam- 
aging than b t h e r W s  mst beloved friend, Philip 
Melanchthsn. Theirs had been a creative partner- 
ship that had reached i t s  highest level sf pro- 
ductivity in the period o f  the  D i e t  o f  Augsburg 
o f  1530, A b r i l l i a n t  hmanbst ic  scholar In the 
beat tradition o f  the. Renaissance, h i s  special 
friend had been Greek, sa important to the New 
Testament studies that l e d  to the Bible transla- 
tions sf the Reformation, Melanchtkon matured 

into outstanding competence i n  the f i e l d  o f  educa- 
tion where his curriculum development fox  the 
schools of Germany won him the  merited designa- 
t ions  Preceptor o f  Ce Y e  linguistic s k i l l s  
and h i s  other scholarly g i f t s  were to support the 
reformatory ac t iv i t i e s  of  Lu.ther i n  an indispensi- 
ble degree and go enhance the reputaeion of Witten- 
berg University where h i s  class enrollments f a r  
exceeded even those of bather h b s e l f ,  

Melanehtkon the i n  
t he  irenic tone thae was SO m- 

p l e  o f  Renaissance intellectualism in i t s  peace- 
making role .  Luther, unable to attend the Diet of 
Augsburg because he was under an imperial ban, was 
far  from enthusiastic %bout $Re a 

though he d i d  indeed accept it. H e  remarked that 
he could not  tread so lightly. Luther's qualms 
about the Augsburg ~ o n f  ession might better have 
been d i r e  or, P h i l i p  MePanchthon, - 
who, no sooner than the  document was read and ap- 
proved, began a meddling process of revision of it. 
Before long Calvinists and R Cat half cs were 
ridiculing Lutherans with th ha~ge  that there 
were as many versions of the confession as t'nere 
were theologians, and the Lutherans wre thoroughly 
confused about t h e i r  own doctrine. The Elector o f  
Saxony s te rn ly  rebuked Melanchthon f o r  making changes 
i n  a document tha t  had become what he called "the 
church's book." Prof. Bente reflects in rhe h i s t o r i -  
ca l  introduction to the !a 

e 

"Tn making a l l  these changes, 
I"re%aneh$hon d i d  not introduce any a%rect 
heresy into the Variata. He did, however, 
In the ineereet sf h i s  frenie and union- 
istic policy and d o p a t i c  vaccilations, 
render ambiguous the clear sense of the  
Augustana. By his changes he opened the 
door and cleared the  way, as it were, f o r  
hls devdatisns in the direction 0% $per- 
gism, Calvinism (Lord's Supper) and 
Romnism (good works are necessary for  
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though he d i d  indeed accept it. H e  remarked that 
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e 

"Tn making a l l  these changes, 
I"re%aneh$hon d i d  not introduce any a%rect 
heresy into the Variata. He did, however, 
In the ineereet sf h i s  frenie and union- 
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Augustana. By his changes he opened the 
door and cleared the  way, as it were, f o r  
hls devdatisns in the direction 0% $per- 
gism, Calvinism (Lord's Supper) and 
Romnism (good works are necessary for  



s a f v a t i ~ n ) ~  Nor was Melanehthon a man 
who did  no t  know where he was going 
when he made alltestfatisrase menever he 
weakened and tr i  d t h e  doctrines he 
had mce confessed, he d id  so t o  sat%sfy 
d e f i n i t e  i n t e r e s t s  0% h i s  o m ,  interests 
self-evfdently not subsemieat t o ,  but  
conf l ic t&ng d t h  the  clear expression 
and bold confession of the old htheraan 
truth, " ( N i s t a r i e a l  In%r~dractPon, 26), 

In s p i t e  of a l l  this, the friendship between 
Luther rand Melanchthon was not severed, But the 
reformer did  see trouble in the future, En his 
last year he s a i d :  

'Q t o  t h i s  time you have heard the 
r e a l ,  t r u e ,  word; now beware of your own 
thoughts and wisdom. The devi l  will kfn- 
d f e  the l i g h t  of reason and l ead  you away 
from the f a i t h ,  as he d i d  the Anabaptists 
and S a c r m e n t a r i a  . . . 1 see c l e a r l y  
.that, if God does 8o t give us faithful 
preachers and ministers, the devil w%P1 
tear our church t o  pieces by t h e  f a n a t i c s ,  
and Psill not  cease until he has f in ished.  
Such is p l a i n l y  h i s  ob jec t ,  If he cannot 
accomplish i t  through the pope and em- 
peror ,  he w i l l  do it through those who 
are now in doctrinal agreement with us, 
Therefore pray ernestly tha t  God may pre- 
serve the Word to you, Eor things will 
come to  a dreadful  p a s s e ' v ( B .  I., 93) .  

It would mot be Isng before the church would 
he to rn  t o  p i e c e s ,  before the dreadful things Luther 
had prophesied would indeed come to pas s ,  W i l l  i t :  
be thought harshness on our p a r t  i f ,  a t  t h i s  great 
d i s t ance  i n  t h e ,  w e  shall reach the judgment that 
Luther's f r i endsh ip  for  the  h e r e t i c s  i n  h i s  own 
bosom was a f a u l t  f o r  which the Utheran Church 

w a s  soan ta pay dearly? While Lueher lived, h i s  
somnaradlng persenal  skaeure kept  the  errors o f  
his f r i e n d s  fran becoming; a pub l i e  scandal. Ilad 

Kefgrmer. repudia ted  these =en +nd (Iheir errors 
i.n 3 d ~ c i s p ~ e  yay ,  ekir inflcence might have heeri 
epesg-c~yed in ",ugher$ L5.Eeti2e3 Ag $f was, ssne 
~f tllea  ere t~ gql3:vj-:re him gbrxI QE GI-2- &he 
s s a t i e  @f ~ ~ g h ~ r "  ~ ~ ~ d e x ~ h $ p  was f a l l  on + 6 the 
,ii-%~a3rrlap s&oxai-! ??rr; of the Z - - J ~ ~ Q S  n l d  d5sser.l r ing  
j"f&L-&~g~~~:c3~~ 

e i ~  Lu~her ithe statit h e ~ r t e d  ReE~xmer 
was l ~ 2 d  to rest i n  the castle ch~xrch st Vitten- 
b a g  or-. February 2 2 ,  1546. !'it21Fn eight monfhs 
&he leading Lu~heran pspnce, D3ke John Frederick 
of Elee&onal Saxony, had faced the  Empegor 
C"har3i.e~ V and been f ~ r c e d  to suxreader h i s  rule 
and abandon S J i t t e ~ b e q  and the m $ ~ e r s % E y  to men 
who were prepared ta betray the t h e ~ l o g y  of  Martin 
Luther, Fourteen months after ~uther's death, 
Emperor Charles V had defeated the  Sc 
~ Q H C ~ S  and plac@d ifs most d ~ m i e  l e a d a s p  
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John Frederick of Electoral Saxony and P h i l i p  s f  
Hesse in chains and under the sentence of death, 
The eweror appeared to be in complete control  

ny, and Witteaberg was no longer the 
fortress sf Lutheran or thdsxy ,  

With the death sf Luther a leadership  ss 
wonderfully framed in love, a paternal patience, 
a greatness af spirit, 8 theological mentor o f  
apostolic proportions was gone, Now the hamianism 
of the Renaissance csuhd gs i t s  way in Bib l ica l  
interpretation; %he theology once mare wsuhd come 
mder the b l i g h t  o f  phPlosaspRical ra t isanal izat%~a,  
h d ,  alas ,  another danger w a s  at hand, danger from 
the r i g h t ,  $he mnaee o f  theslogdans who would try 
to outdo Luther in orthodoxy and, I n  exaggeracisn 
a f  Lutheran principPes, would lead tB-beo%ogy t o  the 
extremiries of frrationality and f u t i l i t y ,  

The emperor's victory over the  Lutherans in 
154% persuaded him tha t  he had within  h i s  g a s p  
the realization of h i s  fondes t  dream, and res- 
torat ion sf r e l i g ious  unity in Gemany, The 
p o l i t i c a l  power sf  the Lutherans was shattered 
and Paartin Luther was dead, men Charles, no 
friend of the pope, came to Wittenberg af te r  
h i s  vic tory he paid his respects at the grave 
sf the great refsrmr, Scorning the  suggestion 
t ha t  he d i s i n t e r  ~ u t k e r ~ s  bones and burn them 
Charles said: "I f i g h t  the living, not t h e  dead." 

The emperor's instrument for the sestofa- 
tion sf  religious unity was a docment, not sup- 
ported by the pope, called the Augsburg Interim. 
It was to bring Protestants and Catholics under 
a teworasy t ruce wtil the Council of Trent would 
e%tab%ish a f i n a l  religious settlement. m e  sf  
the authors sf  th is  curlous document was John 
AgricoPa, whs styled himself the refsmer of a11 
Germay and said, in the mmes of the gospel re- 
ductioaists of our time, t b t  through the Abogsburg 
Interh he had "flung the windows wide  open for 

the Gospel; that he had refomed the pope, and 
eror a Lutheran; t h a t  a golden t i m e  

had now arrived, f o r  the Gospel esuld  now be 
preached in a l l  Europe," (HeXe3 95)* 

The Augsbu~g Interim made minor concessions 
$0 the tueheraws; prlests m%ghe mrry and Cornunion 
be celebrated i n  bath  kinds,  bu t  the  doctrine s f  
justification was elearly rejected, For a11 h i s  
hopes, however, Charles was ts f i n d  th% %t was 
one thing t o  w i n  a w a r  against Lutherans i n  d is -  
array, I% was q u i t e  ansther mtter go razz the 
Augsburg Pntesim d a w  the  throats of Cemsn 
Lutherans. The decree soon became a dead l e t t e r ,  
incapable of enfsreement, 

Melanchthsn d i d  not like %t, but he refused 
g o  speak out against it, We was willing t o  asstaxe 
the respsndbi l i ty  f o r  tum%ng out a cmpromfse 
document, the Leipz ig  In ter im,  which was published 
on December 22, 1548, This miserable statemen$ 
m d e  an e f f o r t  to salvage Che doetrPne of j u s t i -  
fication i n  exchange for  aeeeptanee o f  Rsmn Cath- 
olic ceremony and ritual, A reading of t he  Leipzig 
Intexim reveals that the man wha b d  been closes$ 
t o  Luther had sold out  ~o the  enemy in a shabby 
see o f  tkeologieal  treachery, True Lutherans now 
knev who &he reax enemy was and girded f o r  a bat6le 
to the f in i sh ,  

h t o n i u a  Coninus ,  martyr, who died i n  pr i son  
fox ~efusing to accept the Enter2m pleeded with 
I4elaactrthow. ts "'return ts h i s  p r i s t i n e  candor, h i s  
pristine sincerity, and his pristine constancy t a  
th%nk, wi$e, and do what is becoming to P h f l i p  
the Christian eeaeher, not the eaurt philasopher.@' 
I ,  1 Many others spoke out similarly. 
Wen $ o h  Calvin reproached MePanchtksnPs cmdeact, 
saying: "The hesitation of a general or leaders 
i s  more disgraceful than the f l%ght of an entire 
reghent Qf caman soldiers . . , By yielding bu t  
a little you alone have caused -re Iamen~ations 
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than a hundred men by open apostasy , . . 1 
would die with yoan a hundred t b e s  rather than 
see you survive the doctrine surrendered to you." 
( H e r ,  l o l ) ,  

In the end ehe Interims and the eonsessions 
of Agricola and Melanchthon were rendered fruit- 
less by a earn of pslttical events tha t  broughg 
about the abdication of Charles V and the  adoption 
of the Imperial Peace of Augsburg of 1555. This  
agreement granted religious liberty to both Luth- 
erans and Catholics within t h e i r  o m  principalities, 
TH3e way was now oQen for $Ihe reetkarn o f  Lutherans ts 
the halcyon days of ~uther's leadership in Witten- 
berg, No p o l i t i c a l  can-sls remined ts influenee 
doctrine OFP preael~ing o r  t o  dr ive loya l  Lotherazs 
i n t o  exale or prison,  But the  Peace of Augsbuxg 
came t o s  late, Too such damage had already been 
done, The Lutheran theologians who had sold 
the f r  sauls  for p o l i t i k a l  advantage were wow l e f t  
ts the p i t i f u l  task sf saving face by defending 
the tattered remfns of their shabby heterodoxies, 
Cermwges perlad of theological mdness had twenty- 
two more years to r m ,  

Three parties m y  be disf%$ngu$shed in the 
theological anarchy of the generation following 
Luther's death, me f irst  was rimed after 
Melanchthsa a d  called the Phflippists. They 
included the spergises, the inter3mists, and the 
erygto-Ga1vinBs$~ They were An ~aa$;r~gb 0% the 
universities at Witcenberg and t e ipz fg ,  

The eecond party was knam as the Gnesio- 
Lutherans (gerijguim Lutheneaws). They were strsngesr 
in h e a l  Saxony and held the un%vera%tiea sf  Jena 
and mgdeburg, h a n g  this group of men were 
hsdorf  and Flacius, 

The third group or center party was l i t t l e  
Bnvolved In the early @mkr~ver3fes. hdreas ,  
Chtgmitz, auad others in th is  group came to the 
fore as pacifieatora bemeen the t'tss extsmes and 

- 12 - 

eventually provided the leadership that brought 
$he Formula sf Concord to fruition, 

Almost mery thread in the tangled skein of 
debate thag ensued m y ,  i n  one way sr another, be 
traced back to Melanehthon *a, froa t h e  beginning 
had been a rationalizing humnist, more interested 
i n  moral philosophy thm theology, H i s  philosoph- 
ical bent had opened a whole Pandorats box of 
unseriptural doctrines, indifferentism, union%=, 
s~efgisnra, a n t i n m i a ~ d m ~  c r y p t  and 
orhers, 

A t  the opposite pole  from Melanehthon was 
Illyricus Plarius (1520-1575) the leader of the 
Gaesdo-Lutherans who were sfeen guilty o f  corn- 
pounding the disagreements of the time by taking 
antenably extreme positions to the right of  ortho- 
doxy, P,  Bente has called F l m b u s  ''om ef the 
most learned and capable theologians of his day, 
and the mast faithful, devoted, 8&aunch, zealstas, 
and able  exponent and defender of ~utheranism." 
(He$, 1 4 4 ) .  $B%s personal misfortune, and the mia- 
foreune of t rue  Lutheranim, was the face that in 
h i s  zeal t o  put dam spergfstfc doctrine he per- 
mitted himself to be caught in a t r q  d i c h  Bed 
R i m  to take an irrevocable and extreme position 
thae was neither Lutheran nor Scriptural, mrtin 
Ckem%tz (1522-86) reproached Plaeius by saying: 

i s  enasugh .if we are able te 9etain what 
Luther has won; l e t  us abandon a11 desire ta go 
bepond and improve upan h ~ ,  (Re 1, 149). BPI 

ny became a Battle ground of bftgemess, 
invective, and confusinn, 140 court, congregation, 
or Christian was unaffected by i t .  There semed 
ns way the church ~ou1d  re tu rn  to a godly peace, 

Me have belabored the problems of the Lutheran 
Ghharch afee%r Luther's death becmse we find so mny 
parallels bemeen the Lutheran conflict in the 
secsnd half of the 16th century and the struggle 
of our o m  half sf the 20rh century. In both 
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instances the sc&awda% o f  a divdded church brought 
publie  r idicule  sf the body sf  CParciet, the holy 
church, In both instances the scandalous conduct 
of churchen brought shme on pious Ck~istians, 
Then, a8 now, the @hureh itself was in pezil and 
i t  semed that only ehe smflest remant esuBd 
possibly rem%n tme gs srthodsx Lutheranism, 

Woblems o f  b ib l i ca l  interpretation i n  the 
16th rentusy stemed from the  philosophic ratisnal- 
4ma Zhaz charac~erized the  age and the s p i r i t  sf 
;;he Renaissance, Today theologians -re being 
b p a l e d  on a rationa4iatic seientism ttkae i s  the  
patamount. character of the thought of our age. 
Scientif ic  princfples, appropriate to the material 
world, have been appl ied  60 the social sciences, 
economics, socfohgy, l i te ra ture ,  history,  and 
psychology. And now our theologians are applying 
these principles to the study of Holy Scripture.  
The results have been a disaster. But then, we 
should thank God it hasn't happened before. The 
scientific world view of modern thought was ushered 
in by the pubficatisns of Chrles Dardin aver a 
century ago. It has only recently caught up with 
our o m  theologians, For what i s  the Historical- 
Critical hermeneutics Gospel reductionism, the 
J D P  theory, and current views on b i b l i c a l  in- 
spiratlon if it is not an arrant scfentism at work 
distsrting God's truth. 

In the 16th century as well as in our own, 
theologians have been caught up in the i r  own conceit 
and God's Word has been perverted and emasculated. 
But God preserved the tmth in the 16th century. 
He is no whit leas a l d g h t y  now anad we shall be 
less than confident o f  His power if we do not no13 
recall the sewingly  insum~mtable  hazards ta  eke 
truth that were overcome by Christians in the 16th 
century. How did they ds it? mat can we do now 
to preserve the t r u t h  for those who so earnestly 
wish ts retain it? It seems to me t b t  the be- 
lievers of the 16th century have le f t  us a blueprint 

for  renewal and tkat we s b l l  d s  we= to f o l l a w  
the course that was effective for t h a  and apply 
it with all diligence to our confrontatian with 
the erring theology of our time. 

We might begin with a suggestion that was 
made early in the 16th century conflict. F l a c i u s ,  
the most dogged and pers is tent  of the Lutherans 
attempting to preserve the theology of Luther, 
suggested as early as 1553 that ten or twenty 
theologians who had not been participants in the 
public controversy arising from the Interims be 
appointed to l a y  the groundwork f o r  agreement be- 
tween the contending parties. By 1553 the  ba t t le  
lines were fairly well dram and the  con f l i c t  
had setfled dom to hostility bemeen the PhilPp- 
ists at Wittenberg and the Gnesio-Lutherans at 
Jena. 

Flacius' suggestion was pntdent indeed be- 
cause Melanchthon had l e t  f e  be know that he 
would have no p a r t  i n  consultations involving 
Phc ius ,  The Witzenbergers were  circulating a 
carieawre in which F l a c i u s  xqas represented as a 
braying ass, other braying asses placing a s a i l ed  
crown on his head. (Remember the phrase, ' ' g 3 ~ ~ i i ~ i  
in, garbage out. " j  Melanchthon maintained, 9 + i z 1  a 
fashion familiar e s  us all, that F l a e i u s  s~a~ i  can- 
s i s tent lp  slandered h i m  by misinterpreting hlr; 
words. The rigid and unbending response of 
Flac ius  was tht Melancktkton mast retract h i s  
errors. It was obvious tha t  they could not talk 
to each other and t h a t  thefa differences were 
irreconcflable. A cantmpcssary remrked that 
"As long as Flacius and Melanchthon ate alive, 
unity will not be restored." h i t  turned out 
Melanchthon died in 1560 and Flaeius in 1574 ,  

Whikhe l i v e d ,  Melanrhthon conrinued h i s  
intransigent determination to block measures toward 
anffication in wktever &am they were m d e .  He 
opposed a General Council proposed for the year 1559 
in which a l l  who accepted the % 
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vened. In Janmry 1561 a f u t i l e  effort was mde 
to bring the contending parties Zagether at Naumburg, 
The effort fai led because of inability to agree on 
a t ex t  of the The Gnesio- 
Lugherang ref anch~hsn'  s cor- 
rupted version sf  1540, 

The battle of the theologians csnginued. It 
n, August, the ELecZor sf Sasay, whs 
tide of conflict when he c m e  t o  realize 

the essential fraudulence of the theological f a c u l t y  
at Wittenberg, Qmve we seen hist 
self recently?) Ever since the Se 
the P h i l i p i s t s  had domgwated and conerolled the 
Universiry of Witte9lberg. In 1574 E P e e t a r  August 
read their essay, In reading 
the section dealing with the Lord's Supper, t h e  
Elector came to realize that his theologians were 
Calvinists, not Lutherans at all. By unmasking 
the i r  dishonesty and deceit he destroyed the house 
o f  cards the Philipists had erected. Exposed with 
reference to the doctrine of the Lord's Supper, 
rhe rest of their theology was immediately suspect, 
and the entire movement which had f a ~ t e n e d  on sup- 
port of the Le ipz ig  Interim came tc sn ignoble  end. 

Ht was the "'shot %n t h e  ,.,=a" 'that was needed 
by good men, quietly laboring outside t he  perimeter 
o f  the smoke o f  ba t t l e  raised by the  hos t i lL  . t i e s  o f  
the P h i l i p i s t s  and the Gnesio-L~:therans, Ten :reare; 
earlier an obscure theologian, Jacob Andreae 
(1528-90) had written f ive articles dealing with 
theological questions then at issue. M s  work had 
very little effect because they antedated the col- 
lapse o f  Phil ipism in Saxony. iIe tried again in 
1573. This time he wrote and d i s s a i n a t e d  six 
sermons addressed to pastors and laymen rather than 
to t h e  theologians. Martin Chemnitz (1522-861, t h e  
towering f igure of Lutheran renewal, read them and 
was delighted, eonsidering them an effective basis 

for the rebuilding o f  a shattered Luther= 
theology, 

It will not senre our purpose i n  this study 
t o  de ta i l  the process through which these sermons 
of hdreae were revfsed, reease, refined, and 
revised again through several ed i t i ons  be for^ 
they appeared i n  the i r  final form as the  Pomu&a 
oE Concord o f  1 4 7 7 ,  F r a m  the beginniwp of &hese 
revisians we see the  sure  hand of Chemnitz, secsnd 
only t o  Luther in h i s  su re  touch i n  b i b l i c a l  in- 
terpregation and h i s  confident approach to the  
I n e r z ~ a e  Ses ip tu re s .  But: i t  was nog Chemitz 
working i n  cloistered sol i tude.  Many theologians, 
working in private and i n  session with o t h e r s ,  
worked careful ly  and e f f e c t i v e l y  t o  cover the  
issues tha t  had racked the church sfnee the  death 
of Martin Luther. The gold of h t h e r ' s  theology, 
corrupged by vain and obdurate sen, was put  
through Ehe refiner's f ire  i n  a manner t ha t  has 
no parallel srkace t b t  efme, 

mat a new t~ork,  a new theolagieal state- 
ment, should have been necessary at: that  time i s  
rmarhb le ,  m e  church then had the volminaus 
writings of Martin Luther ,  they had a l l  t h e  con- 
fessional writings except the Formula o f  Concord. 
Bsw could the theaPagPans err 
give body of noaterial before Ehm? But they 5id. 
A new statement was needed and by the grace of 
Gad $t was fortheonlng, It l e  the point  and par- 
pose of .this paper to state that in my opicion 
&me Lutherans %land naw in the challenge t ha t  
faced Aadreae and Chemitz ,  We are bn a posi t ion 
where we mst respond clearly and effectively to 
the f a h e  Zeachings tb t  harass us wow, True, we 

still have Zhe RPbIe, Lugheras w i t i n g s ,  and Ehe 
eonfeasions, h r  re l ig ious  adversaries say they 
accept than a l l .  We mst produce clear state- 
menbs that expose them in precise and b i b l i c a l  

just  as  the fraud of the P h i l i p i s t s  and 
others were eqosed in the 16th century, 
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'Ifhere can be no thought of reuniting a l l  
Lutherans in  any ecumenical sense, The Fornufa 
of Gsncord did not unite a l l  Lutherans in the 

ys %en Jacob hdreae produced the 
six semows that became the  groundwork for the 

la o f  Coweord, he had already g%a;ren up any 
hope of reconciling the Flaelans and the Ph i l i p -  
i s t s ,  the extreme parties in the conflict, H i s  
heart w a s  simply set on the  Rope o f  preseming 
the truth fn G e  ny, We in h e r i c a  in this 
29th century must set our hearts to the  same 
task, that of preseming the truehs af Cod9s Word, 

I an not suggest ing that we should produce 
a new Lutheran symbo8ica% book or confession, 
But we must confess our f a i th  and m k e  a clear 
testimony to what we believe, men Martin Luther 
n o r e  the first visitation articles f o r  the church 
i n  Gemany, he s a i d  that his words were not in- 
tended as a cs ndment, as though a new papal 
decree were being promulgated, He said that h i s  
words were tcs be taken as a witness to his faith, 
The authors of the Fornula of Concord s h i l a r l y  
said : 'Ve believe, teach, and csnf ess,  " They 
did noQ prescribe a faith, They simply testi- 
f f e d  to what they believed, We mst ds nothing 
less, 

In the 14th century tricks of false inter- 
pretation had been used to hamsnize  the 
Confession with the heterodoxies of the Iaterim- 
ists. In his incomparable study (The Confessional 

tion of parties a d  the partisan spirit within 
the Church, the became the 
subject of the most excruciating controversies 
that agitated the church, It faf led to  prevent 
the polemical extravagances of the ~nesio- 
Lutherans, the cornpremises of the Bhilipfsts, 
and the approaches to Refomed doctrine by the 
Crypto-Calvinists," 

So it is today. The "Bible doubters" in 
the contemporary laatheran church plead with the 
utmost solemnity that they hold to the Lutheran 
Confessions %n t h e i r  en t i r e ty ,  But they do nst, 
Therefore we now face the  c r i ~ i c a l  necessity of 
a renewed defense of t he  truth t ha t  w i l l  expose 
t he i r  dece i t fu l  professlans, We are caned on 
to defend the t r u t h  against  those who subvert it, 
We have the  same task as the 16rh century defend- 
ers o f  the t ru th .  Indeed, except f o r  ~uther's 
Catechisms, all of the Lutheran Confessions have 
been mi t ten  &a defend the t r u t h  against error, 
They were not designed to be comprehensive s~m- 
maries o f  doCtrine, They were &rd~i%ten ts defend 
t he  Scriptures against  errsrs that facgd the 
church a t  the  mament QE t h e i r  writLng, The 
miters were God" sewants defending His trut'rls 
against the  specific assaults that Satan was mak- 
ing af the moment. The e v i l  one has new arrows in 
h i s  shaft in the 20th century and we must now re- 
spond to them in particular and specific terns. 

It will not do for us to say t b t  ve have 
the C~wfessions and that they are sufficient to 
our present needs. In the 16th century many 
people said that very thing and opposed the adop- - - 

t ion  s f  the Psmula sf Concord for t b t  very rea- 
son. For many i t  was, as Schmauk says: "A rock 
s f  offense to all those who believe that a eover- 
ing over o f  doc t r ina l  differences which wese al- 
rcaiiy existing, and a regarding them with indif- 
ferenee was the rdght  way fo r  the reskaratfsn o f  
the  peace of t h e  Church" ( g .  660). We must now 
p i n  our oppunents down by spec i f i c  statements that 
make clear the fact t ha t  they are subverting both 
the Bible  and t he  Godessions in theSr faulty 
reading of Holy Sc r ip tu re .  We must recognize and 
reveal the  age-old problems sf b i b l i c a l  interpse- 
ta t ion  seen i n  "the difference bemeen f a i t h  
divinely  born; and t r u t h  humanly grasped" (Sc 
p a  6 4 2 ) .  
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In their preface the compilers of the Fornula 
of Concord declared their intentions clearly and 
firmly. "Godly men, lovers of peace, judged that 
the increasing dissension could best be met by an 
accurate explanation of the controverted ar t i c l e s  
from t h e  Word of God which would reject and con- 
demn the false dogms;  and clearly present  the 
divine  t r u th ,  This would nor only silence adver- 
saries, but would show the more s i m p l e  and godly 
how to ac t  in -these dissensions, and to avsfd 
future corruptions sf doetr%nee8' 

This, my brethren in Chrfst, is the task  
that lies before this generation of sincere 
Lutherans who fove the truth and wish to rcemaia~ 
under the instruction of God's '5laard and the Luth- 
eran Confessions, We will not, 1 repeat, will 
not, fulfill our mission by any simplistic quo$- 
ing of Walther and Pieper and resting on the work 
sf  previous generations. We b v e  s p e c i f i c  errors 
ts deal with, px~blems for which IJalther and 
Pieper offer no solutions because the questions 
were no t  raised in their time, Pious scholars 
must now be found who shal l  be  willing t o  roll 
up $heir sleeves for the kind of painstaking 
labor that distinguished Andreae and Chemwitz in 
their generation, and Walther and Pieper  in theirs, 

We have seen that the scholarly s t u d i e s  
that led to the pubPieatfsn of the Fornula  a% 
Concord in 1577 had begm w i t h  the publication 
sf hdreae's farnus six sermons in 1573, It may 
wela be that a beginning has been mde in our t i m e  
toward a similar end by the publication of "A 
Statement sf Scriptural and G~)nfessional Prfnci- 
ples" by the intrepid and courageous Dr. J . A , O ,  
Preus. Surely i t  is  only a beginning. If t h i s  
Bsement is to  serve a far-reaching purpose in 
our time i t  will need to be as carefully scruti- 
nized, studied, edited, revised, and then gone 
over again to  make sure that i t  is a scriptural 
definition of the issues that takes as f u l l  an 

- 20 - 

account of OUY generation's theological  p r o b l m s  
as the Formula o f  C o n e  cavered ghe issues t h a t  
had raised havoc i n  the 16th eengusy, Good and 
honea~  sehafaxs ~ Q B %  be found f a x  t h f s  task, They 
must be given eim, opportunity,  and the means t o  
bring t h i s  undertaking to a God-pleasing conclusion. 
Zt took &Be Lutheran scholars o f  $ha 16th century 
a li",tle over fou r  years, They sere assis'ked by 
may hur~dreds of  pascars w c ~ ~ f r l n g  baeh individila%ly 
a d  collectively i n  conference groups, Would to 
God bbaf: t h i s  genern"iion ir,ight equal  t h e i r  e f f o r t s  
both i n  the i r  dedication to  he truth anJ An the 
e f f e c t i v e  suEcomee o f  khefr sehoIar%y ~wdertakings, 

Latheran schslars musg also begin ac once 
the  updating af Pranz Pieper's Christian _P------ Dagmatlbes. 
A B I  of us  knaw the ~onumenza~  influence t ha t  Z h f s  
work has had @n orthodox Lu&keranisw i n  he r i ca .  
Ie has been the textbook fn  doctr ine  fo r  tksu- 
sands o f  seminary s tudents .  I r  has been the  ready 
reference b s ~ k  f o r  pastors prepar ing  sermans, 
Bible studies, and conferfnce papers. It has 
been the eloquene test5many o f  &rue Lutherans to 
t he i r  f i d e l i t y  eo the t r u th s  of God's Cjord 
the constancy o f  &heir f a i t h  as heirs of t h e  
Lutheran Befsmation, 

Pieper's work will always remin a u s e f u l  
reference book, but  a new work 2s needed a t  t h i s  
time t o  speak to the prablems of itoctrine t i -a t  
face u s  a t  t h i s  women%, ~ a & z i n k  perrnicisus at- 
tacks 9w the  ueraciay of Holy ScrBp$ure is con- 
s tanely taking new tu rns  and appearing i n  ilew 
dimensfoos a f  sophisticated pewers ion  of t r u t h .  
We simply hsve t o  m e e t  these attacks i n  the can- 
temporary eontext in which they are made. Gospel 
seducsionism, for? e-rample, appears sa reasonable, 
so at$ract"ave, c l s thed ,  as i t  is, i n  eloquent 
appeals t o  the cen t r a l i t y  of f a i t h  i n  the Gospel. 
The uninitiated are so readXBy deceived by t h i s  
sophistry. A new and comprehensive work on 
Chrfsglan doctr ine  needs to take clear and specific 
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acc~unt of t h i s  denigration sf %he truth, as 
well as every other heterodoxy that has become 
a part of the devil's weaponry since the  deaths 
of Walther and Pieper and the other theologians 
who contributed so much toward the presewa$iow 
o f  Lutheranim, in its pristine fsm, in h e r i c a ,  

Men men sf ready wit and devout scholarship 
have responded to the  needs af the hour with speci- 
f i c  statements responsive to current  heterodoxies, 
and have produced a comprahensfve study s f  Chris- 
tian dsctrine f o r  our o m  generation and that t~ 
came, we shall be  able ts r e s t  i n  &he security sf 
God" truth. Unt i l  these things are done, un$i l  
we have proceeded along t i l e  l i nes  suggested i n  the  
b l u e p r i n t  for renewal given US by the men who pro- 
duced t he  F a m u l a  o f  Cancord we s h a l l  f lounder in 
purpsseless debate and unceasing tension, 

One of the factors  in t he  breakdom o f  
Christian unity after ~ u t h e x h  ddeaeh was the  dis- 
solueian of the SeRmlkald$e League which had csn- 
t r ibuged so much ts Lutheranism in the ~ e f o m e z ' s  
lifetime. We believe that  %t;a~heran u n i t y  and t r u e  
srtkadoxy has su f fe red  equably in our time by the 
dissolution of the Syngsclical Conferencel., The the 
has come f o r  those o f  u s  who have l i v e d  during $hat 
golden age o f  her ican  Lutheranism, the yea r s  aE 
ehe life of  the S-podical Conferease, to turw our  
hands, minds, and hearts $G the renewal sf  un.dty 
and %he res tora t ion  o f  t he  b fb9 ica I  e ru ths  t h a t  
have been the hallmark of t i h e  1-ia1y Christian 
Church on earth, 

Fht-albe Lutherans wcrhted at Au~sburg to give 
a f u l l  testimony to the2r f ~ t t h  at t h e  D i e t  o f  
Augsbrarg in 1530, Martin E4uf:her %as pacing $%me 
flaor restively at the  C a s t l e  Csburg, Be was 
wnder the mer ia l  ban and was not pemi t t ed  $0 
attend the d i e t .  One o f  the messages which Re 
sent ts his friends and folls~gsers at t h e  diet 

might well be addressed ~o us  in t h e  crisis  o f  
t r u t h  in which we stand at this hour. 

May the Lord Jesus  who has sent 
you all t o  Augsburg as  H i s  confessors 
and servants,  and f o r  ~ ~ h o m  you of fe r  
your necks, be w i t h  you a l l .  May He ,  
through Iiis S p i r i t ,  g ran t  you the t e s t i -  
mony af the certainty o f  f a i t h  to know 
and not t o  doubt "it you are h i s  con- 
fessors. Thus f a i t h  w i l l  quicken and 
comforl: you, because you are ambassa- 
dors  o f  a grear king. These are trust- 
worthy words, h e n .  
June 30, 1530 Yours, : laxtin Luther 
(L,W, 4 9 ,  34%) 

The r i gh t  o f  p+i.~ate judgment and the  r i g h t  
o f  Church discipline are coordinate and harmonious 
r i g h t s ,  essential to the prevention, each of rhe 
abuse of the other,  To uphold either intelligently, 
i s  t o  uphold both. In  maintaining therefore, as 
Protestants, t he  r ig l l t  and duty  of men, i n  the 
exercise o f  private judgment, co form t h e i r  own 
convictions, unfettered by civil penalties i n  the  
State, or by i nqu i s i t o r i a l  powers i n  the Church, 
we mainta in ,  a lso ,  the  r i g h t  and duty  of the 
Church to s h i e l d  i tself  from corruption in doc- 
t r i n e  by setting f o r t h  t h e  t r u t h  in her Confession, 
by f a i eh fu l l y  controverting heresy, by personal 
warning t o  those that err ,  and f i n a l l y ,  with the 
contumacious, by rejecting them from her coomunion, 
till, through grace, they are led t o  see and re- 
nounce the falsehood, f o r  wllich they claimed the 
name of t r u th ,  

The - and Its Theology, 
____I__- 

b a u t k ,  g.  17% 
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TiE CONTEMPOWRY EbIPHASIS ON $HE OCeULT MdD DEbiON 
POSSESSION* 

'by 

Herbert C, Swanson 

In  our ceremonies, we called s n  
demons to do almost everything a per- 
son 's  Satanic-oriented mind could dream 
up, We had con t ro l  o f  a Satanic power, 
although of ten demons themselves do 
&heir  am destructive deeds without  
aur  help in directing them. 

Demons can inflict disease, can 
possess men, can possess animals, can 
oppose spiritual growth, can dissemi- 
nate fa lse  doctrine, can torment people, 
and can be $lamented by people, Demons 
@an t a l k  68r can cry  with  a laud voice, 
using the  tongues and l i p s  sf  kmans, 
They ean tell P i e s  and mke people be- 
l i e v e  lies1. They can even preach, They 
can stand, walk, and seek rest when em- 
bodied in a h a w n  being, They can &ell 
for tunes ,  m k e  people s t r i p  s f f  their 
clothes,  cause suicides, render a person 
insane, ar cause a body to be bowed in 
af f l i e t i on ,  They c a ~ ~  eause jealousy, 
p r ide ,  or lust. They earn drive a person 
i n to  despair ,  

*Some pre timinary f ind ings  and eonc lusions . 
Delivered at Centra Z Conrerenee, ELS, tdapilkato, 
Minneso-ta, April 23, 3974. 

As Z started t h e  ritual f o r  
raising a demon, the thought went 
through ~ ~ g p  miad t ha t  nost people 
outside o f  witchcraft and Satan 
worshkp do not even bel ieve i n  
demns, So m n y  people refuse go 
behieve uarnt%l they see or feel 
something f o r  thenselves. By the 
C h e  our ceremony was over, any 
s*kept ic  who could kave v%e~oed i c  
%zou%& have been made a whole-hearted 
believer, $ was proud o f  my~i?%$ f o r  
pulling i.2 o f  ~ r i t b o u t  a hi tch ,  1 

So reads t h e  testimsny sf bllke "%t!srwH.,e, 
~ G P $ B I ~ X  hZgh priest  sf Saean? and aukfaor of - 
The Satan Yeller, ~810 c o w  heads "Alpha h e g a  
ewv-_w*- - -- 
t%treash," a ~j asion t o  the tens of sbcidsands of 
people i n  accu1.t bondage. Ti~ecuph t i l e  grace of 
God, garnice was de l jve red  from Satanic yossessioa 
and now seeks t o  free those w&s sre ens2.aved by a 
powerful adversary whose might is denied by many 
In our technological age, 

Unt i l  s i x  or  seven years ago,  the  only Cea- 

tact t h a t  EGS$ kderieans had ~ 4 t h  gthe sccxift was 
Iiaited go Cbfnese f o r t m e  cookies and an scea- 
sicnal glance at one% dda3-ly borosccpe. Rlack 
magic and voodoo were shru;ged o f f  as s i l i g  super- 
st i&%~on idad demon posse.;c;ion was said to be a ?arm 
of ~ ~ e w t a l  %BEness, W r t  ehen everyffhawq changed 
and people disenchanked w i t h  standard brsnd churches 
whish seemed to g ive  no al ternat ive %Q "Le efiecaLiax: 
world, started t o  look else~rhere f o r  spiritual 
fulfillment, The U n $ t e d  S tages  witnessed a supey- 
natural explosion and t l a r  Age of Aquarius m s  born, 

I ~ i k e  Vamke,  :"he Sa&un Se LZer IPlai,zp)c l d ,  
N.J. : Logos Inter*. , 29121, p.  68. 
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POSSESSION* 
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Herbert C, Swanson 
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Delivered at Centra Z Conrerenee, ELS, tdapilkato, 
Minneso-ta, April 23, 3974. 
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The gurus came from India with t h e i r  "transcen- 
dental meditation," Bishop Pike received wide- 
spread publ ic i ty  f s t  his a l l eged  commiea&ion 
with h i s  dead son through s p i r i t i s t  Arthur Ford, 
Jean Dfxon was practfca%%y elevated to a dei ty  
=d sold  more than three  illi ion copies o f  her 
book on prophesy, The a s t ro logy  business, 
assisted by 10,000 professional astrologers, 
became a 200 millian dollar a year business, 
h t s n  La Vey, high p r i e s t  of the First Church 
sf Satan had h i s  face on the coTJer sf  Life 
mgazine a d  Satanim was on i t s  way to be- 
coming s "respectable" religion. A number o f  
high schools and cslleges such as the University 
of Alabam, NeYeUa, and the University of S a u ~ h  
C a r ~ l f n a  have offered courses i n  witchcraf~, 
asgie ,  and sorcery, and each time t he  courses 
have been overenrol%ed, Two mil l ion o u i j a  boards 
were s ~ l d  last year and a large number of chi ldren 
have already been present at a seanee before 
reaching high school age, There  are 5000 prae- 
$icing witches in Mew Park and probably twice 
t h a t  =nay in %as h g e l e s ,  

How is the Bible-believing Christ ian $a 
evaluate the  occult phenomena & k t  he encounters 
in the newspapers, ow $elevfsion, and in h i s  am 
eqerieaee? Dare one trhs confesses Jesus Christ 
as Lord ignore the real i ty o f  Satan in 20th 
century h e r l e a ,  Most evangelical scholars who 
have ~ a d e  in-depth studies of %he accuht ansxqer 
wft1.a a resounding, NO: Satan canno$ be trea&ed 
l i g h t l y  Ear he is a dedicated enemy, zelentfess 
in his detemfnaitisn to destroy every Christian 
l i f e ,  In 2 Timothy 2 : 3 , 4  we are admonished $a 
i r ~  g a ~ d  soldiers of Jesus Christ, which C O ~ E ~ T E I S  
t h a t  this life is a war, It is t m e  that  the  
vi~t~ry's won! Jesus, our Savisx, has conquered 
death at Calvary, We are forgiven and eternal 
life i s  ours in His name, Nevertheless, Satan 
h a s  not  conceded the viegory and the fact that 
we are told to be sober and vigilant and that we 

are not fighting against flesh and blood but  
agains t  principalities and powers, etc., should 
be su f f i c i ene  warning t o  u rge  u s  to watch, resist, 
and stand fas$, Let us  m t  be deceived, Satan 
desires t o  snatch away our cro\%m. h h i s  book, 

C ,  S ,  Esvet t  wri%es, 
"I want you to feel  absug Satan as  the g a z e l l e  
feels absut  a lion; or  a rabbit, ehe coyote, 
There i s  no soom f o r  pos i t ive  thoughts about 
t h e  dev i l ,  H e  i s  a kJl%er, deadly, v ie ious ,  
and f a s t e U 2  

Recognizing t h a t  Satan -ha a k i l l e r  
who i n  the graphic words c f  Lilther would d e l i g h t  
in plunging a k n i f e  i n t a  a small child's heart, 
how d s  we deal % d t h  h i m  and h i s  demonic hos t s?  
i>z-  K z r t  K a ~ h ,  a Lutheran minister i n  Gernany 
wh3 h a s  made a l i f e - long  study o2 the sceul$ 
suggests , 

F i r s t  sae must p r s s l a i m  t h e  victory 
t ha t  Jesus has won over the powers sf  
darkness, People  -pressed and sub- 
jec ted by occultism ~iill never f i n d  true 
deliverance through medicine, psycholsgy, 
or psyehiat~y;  it is only ta be  fsund 
i n  Jesus Christ, It i s  f o r  US to show 
them the  way go t he  Grea$ De%%Merer. 
Secondly, people must be warned o f  the 
dangers of s p i r i t i s m ,  magic, and occul t -  
1 There are terr ible cQnsequences 
in-~olved if we trespass into these areas, 
and God Hi~self  has forbidden us ts touch 
these things. 

'c. S. ~ o v e t t ,  Devil, (Bald- 
win Park, CaZ. : Pe'ersonaZ Chris t iani ty ,  2967), p.  90. 

3 ~ u r t  Koch, Behjeen Chri ,s t  -- and S a t - a ~ ~  (Grand 
Rapids: KregeZ m b t i e a t i ~ ~ 1 ~ ~  13711+ p. 9 .  
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Prior to discussing the wide-spread activity 
of evil spirirs in the world today and the occult 
phenomena through which they operate, it is impera- 
tive that we understand the nature of demons and 
the manner in which the Master dealt with them. 
Although students of demonology differ regarding 
the origin of demons, Scripture indicates that 
they are fallen angels. They are personal beings, 
possessing intelligence, a will, great strength 
and they are able to pursue courses of action, 
plan strategy, and achieve victories. As spirit 
beings s4 they obviously live above the operation 
of what we know as natural law. mile their vie- 
tims are bound by the laws o f  space, time and 
environment, demons are free of such restrictions. 
They are not normally subject to h visibility 
or other sensory perception for God does not per- 
mit Satan and the demons to throw His ordered uni- 
verse into confusion by violating natural laws. 
However, let a raan foolishly dabble in the occult 
and he will  experience the horrors of hell first- 
hand. Roberta Blankenship, a young girl in her 
2 0 ' s  got into witchcraft at an early age. Now a 
Christian, she writes of her terrifying encounters 
with demons, even after her conversion. 

I awoke screaming, my heart pound- 
ing. A heavy breathing sounded through 
the darkness of my room, Someone was 
lying next to me on the bed, breathing 
heavily: "It's  om," I thought. I 
thrust out my arm to grab her, but it 
landed flat on the ether half sf the 
bed. Yet the impression of weight was 
there and the breathing continued. 
Suddenly I heard a flapping by my feet. 
I raised my leg in an effort to knock 

at the thing and again sensed an un- 
earthly presence surrounding me, Then 
the  laughter began, 

Jesus save me, 1 cried, 1 believe 
in t h e  blood sf Chr i s t ,  In t h e  name s f  
my Savior Jesus G h r P s t ,  1 eo 
s p i r i t  to leave me, 1m"~ediatelgr the  
e v i l  presence vanisbed, 1 turned on 
the l m p  n a p  my bed and sat up, Praise 
Cod for the blood o f  Jesus Christ ,  My 
little lamp burned u n t i l  daylight.  

a l i P -  Th i s  miter acknsw4edges that P t  i s  rb" 
tiarely easy to simply m e t e  off t h e  above s t o r y ,  
claiming t h a t  t h e  paor girl" imaginatisn ran  ~ w ~ p  
with her*  The problem %fes in ehe fac t  that hun- 
d r e d s  of thousands of similar cases have been ir- 
vestigated by reputable  evangclieal scholars and 
accepted as true. John Warwick I~ontgomery, w r f  PI- 
ing in Principalities and Powers, sta tes ,  

The problem i n  d e t e m i n i n g  ~rhetker  
demon possession occurs and witchcraft 
works is absurd ly  simple. The dwramen- 
tation is overwhelning, Even if 99% sf 
all witchcraft cases Ere thrown out  (and 
t h a t  would be very dkfffeult ts do) the  
reminder would easily establish the 
reality of the phensaenow, 6 

S ~ o b e r t a  Blankenship, 
( j ~ a n d  Rapids: Zcndervan Publishing House, 2 9721, 

b ~ o h n  Marwick Montgmery, 
P~uers,  iiV$nneap~tis: Bethany Fellowship, 13731, 

p ,  246. 
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Author a d  minis te r ,  Victor  Ernest takes an 
even harder Pine BJhen he declares  "The man who 
dew$es t h e  phenmena sf spir i t im today is not 
e n t i t l e d  ts be c a l l e d  a skeptic,  he is simply 
ignorant. "7 The Scr ip tures  Themselves do not  
leave us  without witness with regard $0 super- 
n a t u r a l  m n i f e s t a t i o n s  sf the  Prince of Darkness, 
It should be noted t h a t  Satan w a s  seen by %he 
prophet Zechariah i n  a v i s i o n  as he stood by the 
r i g h t  hand of Joshuae8 Then too,  w e  know that 
Jesus  encountered Satan i n  the  wilderness t 
i s  very poss ib le  he assumed some v i s i b l e  o 
bodily form f o r  t h i s  wicked purpose. 

8us Lord Jesus was not unaware of satan's 
influence i n  the  l i v e s  of men f o r  whom He came t o  
d i e  and consequently H e  spent roughly one-fourth 
of H i s  minis t ry  de l ive r ing  the  demonized. Author 
Derek Prince who spearheads a deliverance minis t ry  
out  of Ft. Lauderdale, F lo r ida ,  be l ieves  t h a t  the  
way Jesus d e a l t  w i t h  demons was one of the  most 
s t r i k i n g  f e a t u r e s  of H i s  whole min i s t rye9  Our Lord 
performed miracles of heal ing,  con t ro l  over the  
forces  of nature ,  r a i s i n g  the  dead, ett., but these  
had occurred previously i n  the minis t ry  of Old 
Testament be l i evers  such as Moses, Joshua, E l i j a k ,  
and ElS_sha. Demns alee mentioned i n  the  Old Testa- 
ment (Lev. 17:7; Deut. 32:17; Psa lm 106:36,37) but 
t h e  au thor i ty  with which Jesus  cast  out demons w a s  
completely new. H i s  powerful s p i r i t u a l  min i s t ry  

7 ~ i c t o r  He Ernest, I Talked With S p i r i t s ,  
(Wheaton: Ty'yndate House, 19?0/ ,  p. I I .  

nee, DeZiverance and Demom logy, 
( F d .  &&rdaZe: Derek Prince Tape Ministry) 

p r e c i p i t a t e d  a v i o l e n t  ou tburs t  of demon 
activity.1° 

A careful examination of the passages deal ing  
with demowiaes delivered by J e s u s  w i l l  reveal  t h a t  
demsn possession i s  d i s t i n c t  from mere iIlness, In 
m n y  instances Jesus i s  said to have healed t h e  
i l l n e s s  and cast o u t  the demons. There nay be a 
great similarity i n  s m e  sf the s ~ p t a m s  bu% one 
should disringuish between them carefully. Dr. 
William D r r  writes, "Some demon-possessed people  
are not in any way diseased, Some are b o t h  demsn- 
possessed and diseased, Yet others a re  diseased 
and in no manner aff l icted with demons. "I1 The 
Biblical accounts seem t o  be clear so one should 
not make any mistakes, 

Perhaps the most spectacular instance ~f demn 
deliverance i s  t ha t  of the demoniac of  the Gada- 
renes, (Luke 8 ~ 2 6 - 2 9 )  Here we are able ti, obsewe 
Jesus' method of dealing with unclean s p i r i t s .  Upon 
crossing the Sea of Galilee, Jesus and His disciples  
were m e t  by a formidable creature, naked, living 
among the tombs and possessing superhuman s t r eng th .  
An amzing aspect sf t h i s  ease was t h e  vast number 
of demons who possessed him.12 The demons bore 
witness to the  fac t  that J e s u s  was t h e  Ssn of Gad 
but also to the f a c t  that they had noth ing  i n  com- 
mon with  Him. J e s u s  commanded them to i d e n t i f y  
themselves, a practice tha t  is genera l ly  fol lowed 

I?@t.  4:24, Mt. 8:16,  :4k. Y:17,25,26, 
Ck. 13:20-17, etc.  

-- - ----." - Scripture PP@ES, i3:0;, 2 I .  

l Z ~  "legion" i n  2onrz;. z)dikr$ his tory con- 
sisted of three to 8 1 : ~  thcu:za~ll foot  soldiers and 
three t o  seven hunr?red citvcctry ! 
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7 ~ i c t o r  He Ernest, I Talked With S p i r i t s ,  
(Wheaton: Ty'yndate House, 19?0/ ,  p. I I .  

nee, DeZiverance and Demom logy, 
( F d .  &&rdaZe: Derek Prince Tape Ministry) 

p r e c i p i t a t e d  a v i o l e n t  ou tburs t  of demon 
activity.1° 
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possessed and diseased, Yet others a re  diseased 
and in no manner aff l icted with demons. "I1 The 
Biblical accounts seem t o  be clear so one should 
not make any mistakes, 

Perhaps the most spectacular instance ~f demn 
deliverance i s  t ha t  of the demoniac of  the Gada- 
renes, (Luke 8 ~ 2 6 - 2 9 )  Here we are able ti, obsewe 
Jesus' method of dealing with unclean s p i r i t s .  Upon 
crossing the Sea of Galilee, Jesus and His disciples  
were m e t  by a formidable creature, naked, living 
among the tombs and possessing superhuman s t r eng th .  
An amzing aspect sf t h i s  ease was t h e  vast number 
of demons who possessed him.12 The demons bore 
witness to the  fac t  that J e s u s  was t h e  Ssn of Gad 
but also to the f a c t  that they had noth ing  i n  com- 
mon with  Him. J e s u s  commanded them to i d e n t i f y  
themselves, a practice tha t  is genera l ly  fol lowed 

I?@t.  4:24, Mt. 8:16,  :4k. Y:17,25,26, 
Ck. 13:20-17, etc.  

-- - ----." - Scripture PP@ES, i3:0;, 2 I .  

l Z ~  "legion" i n  2onrz;. z)dikr$ his tory con- 
sisted of three to 8 1 : ~  thcu:za~ll foot  soldiers and 
three t o  seven hunr?red citvcctry ! 



i n  the deliverance minis t ry  today, and then sent 
the  demons into a herd of 2000 swine, It appears 
t h a t  many demons may a l ready be confined t o  the  
abyss, being too de raved and harmful t o  be allowed 
t o  roam the  earthelf; The demons possessing the  
man from Gadara were apparently not i n  this c l a s s  
and sought t o  have t h e i r  freedom prolonged before 
t h e i r  u l t imate  confinement in hell, 

Numerous references could be c i t e d  showing 
how Jesus d e a l t  with demon-possessed persons, but  
the  f a c t  of possession i n  apos to l i c  times i s  not  
genera l ly  questioned by evangelical  theologians. 
However, t h e  suggestion t h a t  these  same demons 
might be very much a l i v e  and active i n  the world 
today i s  not  r ead i ly  accepted i n  a l l  conservative 
c i r c l e s ,  Some w i l l  grudgingly a d m i t  t h a t  demon 
possession m y  occur i n  pr imi t ive  s o c i e t i e s  (One 
is  h e s i t a n t  t o  discount the  testimony of numerous 
Chr is t ian  miss ionar ies  on: l abe l  them as false w i t -  
nesses . ) ,  but  the  idea  that there may be cases of 
demon possession i n  one 's  own comuni ty  o r  i n  one's 
own church, is too much t o  swallow. Y e t  i t  would 
be f o o l i s h ,  i n  the  l i g h t  of the  evidence t h a t  i s  
ava i l ab le  today, t o  ignore the  r e a l i t y  of demon 
possession simply because it has not  been a comon 
experience i n  one's own ministry.  With t h e  in- 
crease  of wi tchcra f t  and Satan worship i n  America, 
and with the  morbid preoccupation with the  occul t  
a s  is seen by the nation-wide excitement generated 
by the  showing of The Exorcist ,  the  par ish  pas tor  
is going t o  come f a c e  t o  f a c e  wirh a genuine case 
of demonic inf luence  o r  possession,  sooner or  l a t e r .  
I f  he recognizes the  s p p t o m s  and knows how t o  dea l  
with them, he w i l l  be ab le  t o  d e l i v e r  the  demonized 
through the  power of Jesus '  Name.  

How does one become interested i n  Satanisa 
and the  oecult? John C ,  Hagee m i t e s ,  

The m-Jor reasan ts t h e  utter 
failure a f  &Re cowteqmrarg church to 
~ s ~ u ; 6 - . , ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  the axld x " ~ ~ Q ~ % ~ u ~  
c h r i s z  20 aeaple ~ ~ ~ ~ v w ~ e ~ e ,  The 
church Fs:,s becaas?,e g12ssfie m~eehfz~ 
geared t~ b ~ d g e t g  ~ a d  ? 3 ~ i l d i 3 g s  - xP&A,e 
PRSefisi-JTJe f-Q " " s s  L s - ? Z  3 % - e x - -  s:a^RW,ik _3f?E.*m , r ef-~nlhgj  - ,A , iq+ 

* $7 

f o r  s%Jv;-8 ". 
14 :za l% 

Ide,Tohn Ce i i q e g ,  inl;as$sri i,f 17e17101;5, lLI:* 
--p-x-v---- 

i"appnn, N. J . :  F ' l e m i q ~  H. NeveZt, %973), p. 7P, 

" ~ i c h o l a s  Pi ' ieggi ,  OQCU%& M~Ca?~kpk&, 
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1, - (Pevi tat ions,  
appores, and telekfwesis) 

2, - (sgirftis~ic vis ions ,  
aueomtic m$tBng, @peaking in a trance, 
materializations, t ab le - l i f t ing ,  tmbler- 
moving, excursions o f  the psyche) 

3 ,  - (appar i t ions ,  
ghos ts )  

4 ,  - (magic persecution, 
mag%s defense) 

5 ,  - ( s p l r i e i s t i c  c u l t s ,  
spiritism among Ghsis t ians)  17  

Xn the case s f  levitations, appsrts ,  and tele- 
I+-inesis, Gad allows the phys ica l  and natural  laws 
of t h e  universe to be suspended temporarily and in 
a restricted sense, by higher  Laws of the  s p i r i t  
world,  These phenomena are d iabo l ica l  mixac:es, 
(Exodus k 2 2 ,  8:7; 2 mess, 28-16] %b,%ile t h e  
sense o f  power that owe feels in being able to sus- 
pend na tura l  l a w s  1s awesome, one cannot engage i n  
occul t  practices forbidden by God, w%%hout suffer- 
ing  ter r ib le  consequences, D r ,  Each sta tes & b 3 t  i n  
h2s OW experience, there were numerous cases of 
suic ide,  fatal  accidents, strokes,  and insanity 
among O C C U ~ ~  practitioners* The scientist may can- 
s i d e x  these effects to have a different cause other  
than spiritism but  the  d iscerning  Chriseian will 
note the  frequency $n which psychic disturbances 
appear in connecgion with the practice sf ctccealtism, 

Perhaps the most remrkable phenomena sf 
spiritim are naaterialiaations, These are super- 
natural appearances and disappearances of material 
imgea  in connection wbth the activities o f  a 

s p i r i t i s t i c  medium, KerriB1 Ungex, whs  is a cam- 
petent  scholar with doc to ra te s  from Jahn Hopkina 
Universi ty and Dallas Thesfogieal Seminary, states,  

We have h i s to r i ca l  evidence o f  
mater%alfzatlons, Missionaries claim 
tjrat pagan priests in Sapan demterBal8ze 
themselves on one mountain and remater- 
f a l i z e  themselves sn another mountain, 
T h i s  i s  to be regarded as a miracle of 
Satan,l8 

The case s f  Phillip t ransported by t h e  S p i r i t  
of God from Caza to Azstus,  25 m i l e s  away (Acts 8: 
3 3 , 4 0 ) ,  m y  have bgew an emmple of t h i s  phenomenon 
o r  simply a miracle o f  transportation s f  h i s  unal- 
tered phys ica l  bsdy, In  any case, t h e  New Testament 
recognizes b o ~ h  the  miracles sf Gad 2nd those of 
Satan, in Yibet where demon-controlled r e l i g ion  has 
resisted Christian missions, priests cf t h e  Tasehf 
La= possess trc~endous o c c u l t  g i f t s  an2 are repor ted  
ts ~ a k e  tables f l y  through the air f o r  a space o f  
100 feet.19 K ~ o v e  a l l ,  the so-called red-hooded 
monks are  extremely adept  in telekinesis, material- 
i z a t i o n s ,  1evi ta t ions ,  and black mgie ,  ;.here satan's 
power remains virtually unchecked, miracles of evtP 
supernaturalism abound, 

Classified uxlder the  heading of   eta physical 
phenomena a r e  ghosts  and apparitions, As w i t h  all 
occult phenomesa, same o f  t h e  fac ts  relating t o  $hem 
are genuine while otl,exs are a r t i f i c i a l  and f a l s e ,  
E b d e t i c  i m g e s  and Ral luc imt ions  belong t o  t h e  
a r t l f fc fa l  side and genuine cases sf ghosts are con- 
s idered to be those sirRlch have been objectively 

ld~erri z 2 linger, 
(Wheaton: TyndaZe House, 
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mafirmed over several generations. Real appari-  
tions and ghost phenomena can be observed by any 

I persew and they can be phs~ograpked ,  The 
axe not deceased human beings bu t  

coUnterfe%k~ caused by demonic pmers, D r ,  Kur t  
~ ~ c t :  notes  two inportant  fac ts  t ha t  seem app%tcable 
&e:t dealing w 3 t 3  g'frrssts, H e  nolpes tha$ ghese 
a p p ~ a r a n c e s  always have t h e i r  r o o t s  in t he  occul t  
act$v icy  of %hose who have pseviausfy l ived i n  the  
hor:ep; m d  sfr?condly, the ghost  w i l l  gvmedfately 
bry2n to retreat when people l lvi l lg i n  the home 
~ . c y ~ ~ i % :  tlern~elves to C h r i s t  and p u ~  themselves 
r ~ d z r  3 % ~  protection, 28 

Through the I m p l a e n t a t i o n  o f  l ev i t a t i on ,  
a ~ p o r t s ,  telekinesis, and materializations, one can 
see how a person endowed with strong mediumistic 
powers can do a great deal of ham. The most dia- 
b o l i c a l  f o m  s f  s p i r i t i s m  is black mgic ,  through 
which demonic powers are used to i n f l i c t  ham ow 
i nd iv idua l s  f o r  purpcses of persecution or revenge, 
mile i t  is impossible to descr ibe  the tremendsers 
scope of mgic  In a general paper sn the occult, 
one should know that this satanic discipline cavers 
the heal ing  and i n f l i c t i n g  of diseases, persecu- 
t i on  and defense magic, and death magic, 

Spiritism alone is unfortunately not the only 
t o o l  that Satan emp10ys t o  enslave human beings, 
Fortune-telling, as t ro logy,  card-laying, psychme- 

ivining rod and p e n d u l u  are but  a few ef the  
stices thae can set a person om the  read to men- 
disorientation, physical d i s a b i l i t y ,  and an 
xlasting he%%. Portme-telling 2s t he  o f f -  

of Idolatry, for seeking intimate krrsw%edge 
e f u t u r e  impugns @odes holy character, The 
of fortunes either interprets certain signs 

omens u d e x  i nd i r ec t  demonic control (artffieial 

' ' ~ u r t  Koch. Bebeen Chris t  nrul Snfnn- (Cnrnd 

divination) o r  he foresees the f u t u r e  undex the 
i d l u e n c e  of d i rec t  d a s n i c  powers, (inspirational 
divinagisn) Astrology likewise invites the a c t i v i t y  
of demon s p i r i t s  because it s r i g d m t e d  i n  star- 
wsrshfp an3 seeks seere% 3 m ~ ~ l e d g e  i n  sppasi$ion 
t o  God" sill and God's Ward, Many who consider 

? astrology as mere superstition and f r aud  b v s  
nevertheless come under its sscuft power by dab- 
b%fng in it, either as a pastine o r  t s  expose i t s  
fraudulent character. 21 

Jean Dlxsn i s  perhaps the best knom fortune- 
t d b r  today. She is r e p o r t e d  to be a very r e l i g i o u s  
person who advocates and l i ve s  a moral l i f e .  She 
has prophetic  v i s ions ,  uses a c rys t a l  b a l l  given to 
her by a gygssy womn, and she b ~ i f a s  horsseapes. 
BUE while she has a high degree o f  accuracy, she 
has  never been 100% correct, a characteristic which 
distinguishes her from the t r u e  prophets o f  the 
Bible. (See Beut,  f5:21,22) Mrs. Dixsn p r e d k t e d  
peace in Vietnam in 1965, claimed t h a t  1;ixon would 
defeak: Kennedy In 1960, and s t a t e d  tEna& kjta1te.a: 

Reather would run for $he presidency in 1964 .  

'f:ad%ile mny occult praczitioners are unaware 
o f  the  immense danger of trafficing in the black 
arts, ehe Satan ~ga~shipper f s very much a~7are of 
the meaning of his actions.  Ile d e l i b e r a t e l y  makes 
a covenant with Satan, sealed in his owre blood, 
w l ~ i e l a  Satan will assuredly honor on the  day of 
reckamiwg. h t a n  La. Vey is m d o ~ b t e d % y  the  bes t  
knesm eaf the Satanfsts, and with his black cape, 
diabol ical  coun%enanee and h i s  large assortment sf 
oecult paraphernalia, he certainly looks the  p a r t .  
lRu t  La Vey ds basically a pleasure-seeker, de- 
l i g h t i n g  in mundane;, fleshly and carnal t h ings ,  
Other folfmers of Satan recognize the r e a l i t y  o f  

' ' /~erri z Z. ilnger, 
(hrheaton: Tyndale House, 19711, p.  59. 
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of Idolatry, for seeking intimate krrsw%edge 
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of fortunes either interprets certain signs 
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' ' ~ u r t  Koch. Bebeen Chris t  nrul Snfnn- (Cnrnd 
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? astrology as mere superstition and f r aud  b v s  
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Reather would run for $he presidency in 1964 .  
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Other folfmers of Satan recognize the r e a l i t y  o f  

' ' /~erri z Z. ilnger, 
(hrheaton: Tyndale House, 19711, p.  59. 



satan's mighty power and through a variety o f  ri tes 
and incantations call upon demons to do t h e i r  biding. 
hfike Fdasenke writes, 

Some groups b v e  favorite demons 
on whom they call again and again to 
a f f l i c t  their enedes, They ca l l ,  
"iaster SO-and-so'' or "mster Such- 
asad-..~uch," and then ask f o r  the favar 
they have in mind, The demons have to 
do &at they are comanded, but like 
rebelaisus children, they resent t h e i r  
obl igat ion $0 serve you, You 11ave to 
k n 8 ~  the proper way ts s a f e l y  unleash 
a demsn,22 

But whether a person i s  cognizant QZ the 
dangers of Elre occult  or not,  expssure $a the ~ 1 ~ 1 -  
t i t u d e  of Satanic practices makes one a candldaee 
f o r  T P i s  is the u l t i r a t e  ewper- 
ience fo r  one who places himself in league with 
the devil .  Rationalistic criticism has persis- 
tently denied t h e  reality o f  demon possession as 
presented ss viv id ly  in the Bibl ica l  accounes af 
~esus' minis t ry  but a careful reading of t h e  Gos- 
pels and the Bask of Acts will show t h a t  Jesus  
accepted their r ea l i ty  and t aught  Wis d i s c i p l e s  
how to deal wi th  them. A demon-possessed parsu.1 
fc one who has been invaded by evil spirits .  They 
m y  caners1 his body, mind, or bath,  Sometimes 
they produce only physical i l l n e s s ,  but a t  otiler 
times their wretched victims are grossly irmnoral, 
speak blasphemously, and e x h i b i t  s;lpernetural 
strength.  They obviousll- have been mastered, 
rind and body, by a super ior  force. Richard DeHaan 
s t a t e s ,  

A possessed person may have s p p -  
toms much like those  t h a t  are apparent  
in the tllentally ill. We may be deeply 
meBancholbc o r  depressed ,  appear t o  be 
withdrax%.x% from m a l i t y  ax may manifest 
emotions that range from e c s t a t i c  joy 
ta viobent screaming sr w$ld fe roc i ty .  23 

By temporarily b l o t t i ~ s g  o u t  a person's con- 
sciousness, demons can speak and act through him 
as t h e i r  complete slave and t o o l .  The inhabiting 
demon comes and goes much like the  p r o p r i e t o r  uf 
a ;louse who may o r  may n u t  be "ac home." In 
these attacks, the  vicekm passes from his normal 
state, in which he acts  l i k e  oti-ler p e o p l e ,  t o  she 
abnormal s t a t e  o f  possession. The abnormal o r  
demonized stages can l a s t  f o r  a f e w  l a i ~ u t e s  nx 
several days, Sometimes t he  attacks are m i  I d ,  
sometimes ghey are viol.ent. If they are f re -  
quent and violent ,  the  healrh o f  cbe s i ~ b j 2 ~ t  
s u f f e r s ,  

Merrill Unger notes that the  chief clnarec- 
ter is t ic  of demon possession is the  ~utomaric 
projection of a new personal i ty  i.2 the vic t i r ; .  
The inhabiting demon uses the  victim's body as a 
v@h%c%e f o r  h i s  t h o q h t s ,  words ,  and actE. 
The demon even speaks out of the victim's m c u t ! ~  
and declares emphatically tha t  he  is a demon. 
Frequently he g ives  his name. The new person- 
a l i t y  reveals itself i n  a different voice and 
sometimes uses  a d i f g e r e n t  language a r  a eom- 
p l e t e l y  different dialect .  A t  times a d i f f e r e n t  
educational and cu%tural level i s  employed by 
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the deraon.24 Pronouns are used to emphasize the 
new personality. The first: person consisteezly 
designates rhe inhabiting demon. Bystenders are 

i n  the seeand ge-sson 'i.~hi%e the  v$ctin 
referred t o  i n  the  8 3 ~ i r d  person and Booked 

upen during the a%eack as uacsnsciotas and f o r  
a31 pract ical  purposes as nor,-existent during 
t h i s  iaten-al ,  This i s  one of t he  factors  
rhrougb tghich demon possession an3 insanity can 
be distinguished. As insane persox2 wfP1 of ten 
imagine h h a e f f  to be someone else, sileb as 
~ ~ l $ u s  Caesar ar Abraham L&neciXn, hjs z%~~"%gik~d 
personal i ty  i s  elear ly roen a ~ ~ . a a ~ p ; i l z i : t  ~ ~ i ~ .  

reaBi$-y* By esng-j-ast $-he new ; . ~ r q ~ ~ e f i c y  In t h ~  
de:2snize@ person clearly and conslar:fLy rzca--- G 

w$zes %$he dist%nc$ exi%zenee 3Gd l:r;iCUab%t:;~ 
of possesssd -?~%cx2m, speaking sf tha t  v$ct%z 
i n  the t h i r d  person, gn eleaqent ent-I,~-ely lacking 
$a eases oE Insanity, 

$t shsule 52t chis t3-me $hat ri-&eze 
Js a difference betweex demm passeesLon sxx~ deasn 

S"^ $nfluence (oppression), Uager 

In demon influeac2, evil, spirits 
%xer& power over a person s h o r t  sf 
aeeual possessione T h i s  may vary frcm 
mild harassnewt 20 extreme s u k j e e t i o n  
;&en body and miad beesme d~miwsted and 
ciela in slavery by spf r%% agents, 
Chrlstfana as  @el% as nan-Ci,ristians 
can be 80 influenced, They nay be 
oppressed, vexed, de ressed, hindered, 
and bound by demons, $5 

2 4 ~ r r i ~ ~  Unger, Demons in &he -..- 5 
01 61 (fieaton: TyndaZe Rouse, 19711, p .  A ; % .  

While severe demon in f luence  resedles demn 
possession, ft i s  never t h e  same, En demon 
possession one or m e  evi l  spirits dwell In a 
person's body as their "house" and take complete 
possession of it at t h e s e  In this condition the 
personality and consciauswess of the victim are 
completely blacked out and the p e r s o n a l i t y  of t he  
demon takes f u l l  con t ro l ,  Today there are count- 
less books written on the s u b j e c t  s f  demon bn- 
fluense and possession by Christian authors not  
prone t o  sensationalism, The large majority o f  
miters are hes iQnt  ts say t h a t  a Christian can. 
be demon possessed but  most are ready $0 admit 
that a believer can experience severe demon in- 
fluence if he has practiced ~ccult a r t s  a r  if he 
persistently yields ts demonic temptation and sin. 

What d s  t h e  Scr iptures  s a y ?  Can a bep t i z ed  
Chr i s t i an  be filled with an unholy s p i r i t ?  +at 
appears  that Ananias and Sagphira were and it 
cost both of them t h e i r  lives, (Acts 4:32-5:6) 
Peter said to dhwanias,'hy ha th  Satan filled 
thine heart to H e  to the Holy Ghost ,. . '' From 
the context there i s  no q u e s t i o n  that h a n i a s  
and h i s  w i f e  were Christians, I n  fact, it was 
precisely because they were C h r i s t i a n s  t h a t  their 
dishonesty was described by Peter as a conspir- 
acy to lie ts the Moly Spirit. 

In 2 Corinthians l h : 3 , 4  we read of m e  of 
the Corinthians "receiving another s p i r i t  '' 
These Christians who had received the Holy Spirit 
were now receiving a different,  unholy spirit, 
Similarly, the Galatians are s a i d  by Paul  to have 
been bewitched, curwing back to the weak and beg- 
garly elemental spirits, whsse slaves they again  
want;ed t o  be. (Gal, 3:P,2; 4 : 3 , 8 , 9 . )  

Lt is the contention sf this  witer then, 
t h a t  while a C h r i s t i a n  cannot be t o t a l l y  eantrolbed 
by Satan (demon possession), he can be tormented 
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or  a f f l i c t e d  by e v i l  spirits i n  some area of his 
fife. Believers who p e r s i s t  i n  flagrant s i n  m y  
be driven by demons i n t o  emotional i n s t a b i l i t y ,  
insan i ty ,  or  even suic ide .  Severe demon influence 
can produce enslavement and subject ion even if it 
does stop shor t  s f  actual possession, Believers 
need to heed the warwing recorded i n  1 Peter  5:&, 
"Be sober, be vigilant; because your adversary 
t h e  d e v i l ,  as a roarfng lion walketh about ,  seek- 
i n g  whom he may devour." 

One cannot do extensive reading i n  the f i e l d  
of "deliverance and demsrto%op,y'hithsut r a i s i n g  
the  provocatfve quest ion,  "19ow can w e  know if we 
have a demon?" ( i n  the sense of being influeneed 
o r  oppressed, not  possessed) The very suggestion 
may bring smiles t o  the  l i p s  of same, but then 
Satan i s  always delighted when men fail t o  reeog- 
nize h i s  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  destroying them. Others 
fnay be genuinely offended, Montgomery recognized 
t h i s  and s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  close-minded r e l i g i o n i s t  
would be offended by his book's recognit ion sf  
Legitimate and p o s i t i v e  occul t  domains, 26 But 
f o r  the individual who acknowledges the  s u b t l e t y  
o f  f I e l l r s  angel o f  Light and suspects  that he 
may be an unknowing victim of demanie powers, 
there a r e  a few simple t e s t s ,  Rev. Don B&sl~;am, 
an acknowledged leader i n  the  delfverance mini s t ry  
w r i t e s ,  

The modern term "hang-up" may be 
desc r ip t ive  of demonic a c t i v i t y .  Are 
w e  s tuck a t  a point  in s u r  spiritual 
development? Is the  problem subject  
t o  prayer and obedience? If no t ,  w e  
should a t  l e a s t  consider demons as  a 
cause. I f  we ever f e e l  compelled t o  

Pozlrrs --- (iqinneapolis : Bethany FeZZowship, 19731, p.  20. 

des t ruc t ive  ac ts ,  it may be that an 
evil s p f r i t  is at work, h espec ia l ly  
strong reaction t o  the idea aE deliver-  
ance should raise Che ques t ion ,  where 
does t h i s  reaction come from? Could 
i t  come from the  demons themselves?27 

Ihat  if there are as evidences of demonic 
powers in one's life? Can he s i t  back and relax? 
Basham says, plo: Rather, one must protect  himself 
against an invasion of demons by refusing to in- 
d u l g e  I n a p p r o p r i a t e  carnal appee i t e s  and by stay- 
i n g  strictly away from t h e  psychie, medium, as$rn- 
l o g i c a l ,  fortune-telling, ESP, S p i r i t u a l i s t  wor ld .  
If one has already come i n t o  contact  w i t h  t h i s  
world, he ought t o  renounce i t  as sin and seek 
deliverance,  Finally, i t  is  important that  one 
claims h i s  rights as a Christian t o  be pro tec ted  
from Mel%'s wicked angels. Jesus defeated Satan 
by going to the cross and shedding His blood. 
("And they overcame him (Satan) by the blood of 
the lamb, and the word of their testimony." 
Reve 12:15,) 

Finding  no evidences of demonic subjec t ion  
i n  one% own I i f g  , haw does the p a r i s h  pastor 

-P verance who acfczrowledges the  validity of the dell 
ministry, miaister to a soul in bondage? Basham, 
one of the most ar t icula te  and knowledgeable men 
i n  this neglected f i e l d ,  s tates that the enslaved 
person must  firs% desire  deaivescance. H e  notes  
that some people who claim they want ddiverance  
a c t u a l l y  want t o  r e t a i n  their habit pa t te rns  h u t  
on a less des t ruc t ive  scale. Why? Gecause var- 
ious  c a p t i v i t i e s  a r e  not  a l w a y s  unpleasant and 
help one t o  escape unpleasant r e a l i t y .  True free- 
dam e n t a i l s  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  and respsnsibiPfky i s  

2 7 ~ o n  B a s h ,  Deliver Us From Evil ,  (Old 
Tappan,  N .  J . :  F l e m i n g  H .  ~ e v e t Z ,  3 p 122. 
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Pozlrrs --- (iqinneapolis : Bethany FeZZowship, 19731, p.  20. 

des t ruc t ive  ac ts ,  it may be that an 
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the lamb, and the word of their testimony." 
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-P verance who acfczrowledges the  validity of the dell 
ministry, miaister to a soul in bondage? Basham, 
one of the most ar t icula te  and knowledgeable men 
i n  this neglected f i e l d ,  s tates that the enslaved 
person must  firs% desire  deaivescance. H e  notes  
that some people who claim they want ddiverance  
a c t u a l l y  want t o  r e t a i n  their habit pa t te rns  h u t  
on a less des t ruc t ive  scale. Why? Gecause var- 
ious  c a p t i v i t i e s  a r e  not  a l w a y s  unpleasant and 
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2 7 ~ o n  B a s h ,  Deliver Us From Evil ,  (Old 
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not  always weleome. (The IsraeXites wanted t o  go 
back t o  Egypt) Secondly, the person should be 
wilf ing t o  admit he may have a dmon. This i s  an 
ugly thought and people do not  l i k e  t o  admi t  t h e  
p o s s i b i l i t y .  Yet admittance appears to be essen- 
t i a l  according to t h e  evangelicals ministering 
deliverance f u l l  t i m e ,  T h i r d l y ,  t he  ind iv idua l  
ministering deliverance must take authority i n  the  
name of Jesus, When one comes up against d a o n i c  
forces in M f s  name, one is fulfilling H i s  mission 
on e a r t h ,  Jesus  had s a i d ,  "In my name shall. they 
c a s t  out d e v i l s  .,., Mark 16:17, 

The final th ree  steps in cast ing ou t  dennsws 
a r e  a l s o  important,  It is helpful t o  g e t  the  
demon t o  name i t s e l f ,  There are two considerat ions 
here, F i r s t ,  from the  s tandpoint  of the  person who 
needs deliverance,  naming the  s p i r i t  proves t o  B e  
an exerc ise  i n  honesty. Men a r e  l i k e l y  t o  give 
p o l i t e  names t o  t h e i r  weaknesses. One says, "I 
have a roving eye" b u t  the  s p i r i t  c a l l s  i t  lust. 
h o t h e r  says, "1 e a t  a l i t t l e  too much," but "be 
s p i r i t  c a l l s  i t  glut tony,  Then too, camin$ the  
s p i r i t  br ings  i t  t o  l i g h t ,  and since all e v i l  
t h r i v e s  i n  deception and darkness and hates zhe 
t r u t h  and the  l i g h t ,  naming the  s p i r i t  exposes 
i t ,  weakens its hold and sets the  stage f o r  de- 
l iverance ,  The f i f t h  s t e p  i n  deliverance is  the 

Gxon. a f f l i c t e d  person's renunciat ion of t h e  d -  
One must disavow aPf associat low with Sntan and 
pas t  occul t  prac t ices .  They must be confessed 
a s  s i n .  Satan wants man's allegiance 2nd 5 : l l i  
resist t h i s  confession, F i n a l l y ,  the afflicted 
person must be wi l l fng  t o  forgive, Pa hits wG4uld- 
wide deliverance minis t ry ,  Basham found t h a t  lack 
of forgiveness was perhaps the largest s i n g l e  
contr ibutor  t o  demonic bondage, Jesus s a i d ,  
'?  ... i f  you forgive  not  men t h e i r  trespasses, 
ne i the r  w i l l  your Father forgive your trespasses.'' 
Mt. 6:15, 

Through the mercy of God and the emplopent 
05 the preceding S c r i p t u r a l  in junc t ions  and prac- 
tices given to m@n by Jesus Himself, m n y  blood- 
bought s o u l s  in bondage to Satan have been set 
free, For t h i s  we must give  g lo ry  to God and to 
His Son Jesus Christ, who i s  our Deliverer, our 
Lord, and our Savior.  Becat~se of the vic tory He 
wrought on t h e  cross, we have power over all the  
power of the  enemy. The Bible s a y s ,  "For ch i s  
purpose the Son of God was manifested, that  H e  
might des t roy  t h e  works of t h e  devil." (1 John 3:8) 
"I am the  l i g t l t  of the world," Jesus says. "Be 
that  f o l l s w e t l ~  me shall not walk in darkness, but 
shall have the light of life." (John 8~12) Satan 
and witches, h e l l ,  Bemazs and ignorance, bondage, 
dread,  fear ,  even horoscopes and Ouija boards are 
creatures of t h e  n igh t .  Thank Ged that we have 
Jesus, the  t r u e  l i g h t ,  who de l ivers  u s  from ev i l ,  
forgives  our s i n s  and grants u s  eternal life in 
Hit-; name, bfay t h i s  same Lord keep u s  s t rong i n  
our Cfiraistiafi f a i t h  until we are w i t h  I i im i n  
g l a r y  forever and ever ,  

Those who i m g i n e  that the rfght of prrivate 
judgment is the r i g h t  o f  men, wirhin the Lutheran 
Church, and bearing her hallowed name, to teach 
what %hey please in the face 0% h e r  testimony, 
know not the  wltrare of the r i g h t  they claim, nor 
of the  Church, whose very l i f e  involves her re- 
f u s a l  EO have felloo.;rshdp with them in the i r  error, 
It is  not  She right of private judgment which 
makes or mrks a m n  Lutheran, A man may have 
the  right t o  judge and be a simpleton, as  he may 
have %he r i g h t  ta  get r i c h ,  y e t  renrtain a beggar, 
Lt is t he  judgment he reaches i n  exercising chat 
r i g h t  which determines what he i s .  

The Conservative Refomatisn and Its Theology, - 
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SOME STATEMENTS ON LAW-GOSPEL PRINCIPLE 
AS I T  PERTAINS TO HERMENEUTICS* 

by 

Prof .  J ,  B e  Madson 

The Word o f  God, at f i rs t  only a spolten word, 
has come under a t tack since Satan tenpted  Eve i n  
the carden o f  Eden. From t h e  time, also,  t h a t  God 
"caused all fioly S c r i p t u r e s  to be written f o r  our 
leaning," the attacks have not  abated, nor do we 
have reason to t h ink  that they will cease until 
the Lord destroys all oppos i t ion  at His second 
coning. 

In the  meantime, we are also t o  be alert to 
the realization t ha t  the "devi l  is not  always a6 
one door." Ile may attack t h e  Word at the point o f  
i t s  insp i ra t ion ,  of its c la r i ty ,  o f  i t s  sufficiency, 
or of i t s  in terpreta t ion,  or  he may be at several 
doors at one time. One o f  the great battles a t  the 
moment i n  Lutheranism in hmerica  - and cer ta inly 
elsewhere also - concexns in te rpre ta t ion  of the 
!Jord. This struggle is not i so la te~l  from the 
prior and continuing battles concerning insp i ra -  
tion, au thor i ty ,  inerrancy, and t he  l i k e .  I n  
other words, all these aspecLs of the  Ward and 
i t s  use are closely  inter-related, and to err in 
one is to be in danper of undemining the correct 
teaching in relation to the others. 

One of the strong attacks aga ins t  the  author- 
i t y  of the entire Holy Scriptures is based on an 

XDeLivered before representatives of sister- 
synods i n  Europe, August-September, 1973. 

al leged special  reverence f o r  the Gospel. For t h e  
h m b l e  Christian t h i s  i s  a disamlng  approach, f o r  
he prizes the  Gospel above all else; if only that 
is  l e f t  unsul l ied ,  i s  there any cause f o r  concern? 
Highly as w e  respect the Gospel, we do not sexTe 
the purpose o f  that Gospel ,  nor do we honor it, 
when we employ it t o  den ig ra t e  any par t  of God's 
Word, It is therefore aur  intention $0 set f o r t h  
some statements from various sources f o r  dis-  
eussloa sf "his hemeneutical p r inc ip le  which has 
brought a spate of errors i n t o  t h e  arena o f  the 
church, 

I. The Holy S c r i p t u r e s  have as t he i r  ultimate 
purpose the salvation of men. (John 20 ,  21., 
I1 Tim.  3 ,  15) To accomplish this purpose,  the 
Sacred S c r i p t u r e s  convict men o f  t h e i r  s i n  (Law) 
and l e a d  them ~s know and place t h e i r  trust i n  
Christ as t h e  only Savior from s i n  (Gospel). 

2 .  Since J e s u s  is our only Savior, it i s  im- 
portant  that we have the epistemological source 
of this Chr is t ,  namely the Gospel, but  it is o f  
equal importance, if not o f  pr ior  importance, t h a t  
we have the epistemological source o f  the  Gospel, 
the  Holy S c r i p t u r e s .  (The Apostle w r i t e s  not only 
thar "the Gospel of Christ i s  the power of God 
unto salvation," b u t  a l so  t h a t  "the Holy S c r i p t u r e s  
are a U e  t o  make thee w i s e  unto salvation.") 

3. To s tand  in judgment over the Holy S c r i p -  
t u r e s  by relegating some o f  that revelation to the 
realm o f  the  unnecessary or  the  psssibly erroneaus 

t o  c a l l  i n to  question the Gospel i t s e l f ,  f o r  
$be transmission of ~ghieh ts sus age and t i m e ,  a s  
v i e 1 1  as f o r  the  understanding o f  which, we are de- 
pelldent on the iIoly Scr ip tures .  ( C f  . again T I  T i m .  
3, 1% 

4 .  To drive any kind o f  wedge between the  
Bible a d  Chrfkt  i s  a device unt~arranted by t h e  
Sc r ip tu res  themselves, since the Bib le  focuses on 
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Christ ( D i e  ganze Schrift t r e i h t  Christum) and 
~hrist submits totally to the Bible. (John 10, 3 5 )  

5. The eqresslon of the  ChristosentPPc 
approach to the interpretation of Scripture w i t h -  
oalt the recognition sf the p r i o r  f o r m 1  pr%zc$ple 
o f  S c r i p t u r e  i t se l f  i s  deceptive as t o  i t s  t r u l y  
Lutheran quality; though it seems to d e l i g h t  i n  
terns khat  are dear t o  Luthersns,  e , g , ,  Law and 
Gospel, Christoeenfric, Solurn Evangellum, i t  does 
not come to  g r i p s  with the epistemological ques- 
t i o n :  Tbw can one come t~ know aboue C h r i s t  so 
tha t  tie can read the  B ib l e  w i t h  understanding? 

6 i t  i s  eontended t h a t  C, F,  W e  WaBfher, 
 specially in h i s  THE PROPER DISTINCTIO?J BETWEE14 
TI%& UbiJ THE GOSPEL, i s  a Gospel r educc ion i s t  
bt~wu,.,e of hds emphasis an Che im-frosrtance of the 
proper distinction, it s a y  easi ly  he fardotten 
thrt h e  assumes the g ~w OF >"azi~- E L D ~ ~ .  
For example, mder Thesis I: he s ~ y s :  '\kJiaatever 
of  eithe; doctr ine  i s  
2s r te  Word sf t h e  I f  

7, It i s  a d i s t o r t i s n  of  t he  re la t i ansh ip  
begween t h e  Gaspel and the  Bible to x a i n t a i n  
"tinat $he G a s p e l ,  rather than the Scrgpture ,  i s  
t h e  n o m  $BE appraising and judging a l l  doct r ines  
and teachers (as, fo r  exam?%e, when, a decision s w  
t h e  p r m i s s i b i l i t y  af ordaining women i n t o  the  
pas to ra l  o f f ice  i s  made on &he basis o f  the 
 aspel el' rather than so $ R e  teaching s f  Ss rPp tu re  
~2 :311ch),'' (A STATB4ENT OF SCRIPm%- AND COW- 
I=ESSXG$;AA PRINCIPLES) 

8 ,  Xn reference to Articles I V  and X%H sf  the 
Apology cf the  Augsburg Confession: "Justifieacion 
is izpsreane because sf its basis in Sc~bpture,,,~ 
But t h i s  dsetriwe fs not a ggneraf key ts the 
Scr ip tures ,  i t  provides the t a s i e  rule which clari-  
f i e s  the Scriptural  .v iew concerning the r e l a t i on  
between f a i t h  and good works,, , .  (The rule concerning 

Law and Gospel) was never a p p l i e d  as an ~ b t r u s i v e  
hemeneutic p r i n c i p l e ,  and least  of a11 set  over 
t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  as an authority." (Fagerherg, 
A NEd LOOK 64.T THE LUTHEMN COWESSIBNS, pp 3 6 ,  38) 

9 ,  " I f  the Latw4oapelh distinction and the 
d o c t r i n e  sf j u s r i f i c a t l s n  by grace were hemen- 
eutical principles sf  geceral applicability, sr 
even Che dsmimnt hermeneutical principles, i t  is 
d i f f i c u l t  to understand why the confessions br ing  
wsnsoterf olsg lca l  auesgirsns ts the Scr ipeures  f o r  
an answer, ss answer them f r s m  the S c r i p t u r e s  
without the  explicit help sf  such soterislsgical 
hermeneutieal p r l , ~ ~ c H p l c s ,  ' ' $Bohli.anam, PRl!lClP$ES 
OF B"4IHSLIC-a INTERPRETATION IN THE I,'iiTlEub: CQN- 
FESSIOMS) 

10, The La1.s-Gospel p r i n c i p l e  as i t  is being 
employed br ings  mucia eonfusion in i t s  wakee, In= 
stead of being recsgnized as a pr inc ip le  Esr prac- 
t i c a l  theemlogy ( C f  , frjalt'raer), it i s  made the sole 
p r i n c i p l e  o f  exegesis. It is, hewever, r a t h e r  
"a pr inc ip le  t h a t  comes o u t  of God's Word and 
then serves t s  enlighten everything ~.;hich God 
has said and done as recorded i n  the  Bible,"  
(David Scaer in '"axq-Gsspel ~ e b a ~ e " )  

11. "The Law and the Gospel deal with h o w  ~ o d ' s  
creative and redemptive ac ts  are related to God's 
people i n  p r e a c h k g .  A bare act  o f  Gad i s  no% Law 
a r  Gospel of i e s e l f ,  Cod% preaching o r  cwp2ais- 
i n g  h i s  ae"zs is Law and Gospel,  The Gospel i s  the 
repor t  of the act the  net^^ t i i a t  God has 
acted both ia the Gospel.  
The ~edemp themselves 
are not  Gospel, They be~srxe Gospel - if we date 
to speak l i k e  t h i s  - when G d  infams the mrld 
through the Aposto l ic  Wsxd t h a t  God has acted 

me.'' (1bid.1 
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12. "The Gospel never becomes the nosare to 
decide what m y  o r  m y  not be believed; the 
Gospel i s  God's message o f  approval on a l l   is 
previous a c t i v i t i e s .  The Gospel is nor a prin- 
c i p l e  o f  reduct ion ,  bug a p r i n c i p l e  o f  inclusion." 
(Ibide 4 

1.3, If the Scriptures d s  not deternine f a r  me 
what the Gospel f s  and what events i n  the history 
of t he  world relate to i t  - and how they  relate - 
 use I not at s m e  point  subjectively determine 
the nature sf Bhe Gospel  and t h e  d i s t i n e ~ i o n  be- 
tween it and the l a w ?  

No prsfessi~n can rob any m a w  or woman sf 
t h e  r i g h t  to Isve, to have some green Eden o f  
home on which t h e  world cannot i n t r u d e ,  which 
is their very own, apart from every claim and 
duty ,  If t h e  ministe~~s w i f e  did no s t h e r  
t h i n g  t h a n  to make h e r  husband happy and at 
rest  i n  a perfect home, then through its e f f e c t  
on him she  W Q U L ~  have done more for t h e  p a r i s h  
t han  10,000 times all other services which she 
could possibly do, To be h i s  perfect love is  
her greatest and most sacred du ty .  -- Hewitt, 
A , W , ,  The 

P 
3 P e  2 

GOSPEL REDUCTIONISM 

The Word of  God, at first a spoken word, has 
come under a t tack since Satan tempted Eve %a fbe 
Garden 9 8 of Eden. From the  time, a l s o ,  t h a t  God 

caused a11 Eoly S c r i p t u r e s  to be written f o r  our  
learning," the attacks have not aba ted ,  nor d o  we 
have reason t o  "Lhir.lc that they will cease until 
the Lord d e s t r o y s  all oppcs i t i on  at His second 
coming, 

In the meantime, we are also 20 be a l e r t  t o  
the real izat ion that the "devil  i s  not always a t  
sne door." Be  may at tack the  Vond at the point  
of i t s  i n s p i r a t i o n ,  o f  i t s  c la r i ty ,  o f  i t s  s u f f i -  
ciency, o r  o f  i t s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  or he may be at 
several doors  at one % b e ,  me of the great  
baCe$es at $he moment i n  Lutheranisz I n  k ~ e r i c a  -- 
and certainly elsewhere also -.- concerns i n t e r p r e -  
t a t ion  of the Word. T h i s  struggle i s  tlat isolafed 
from the  p r i o r  and conginulng batrles enrre~ntning 
insp i ra t ion ,  au thor i ty ,  inerrancy, and the  i i k e .  

word 8nd In other words, all these aspec t s  of %he " 
i ts  use are c l o s e l y  interrelated, znd tc err in. 
one is  $0 be in danger of undermining khz correct  
teaching in respect to the others.  In Zacc ,  t n e  
?resent contsoversy swirls axoungj the  v,;y a t t r i -  
butes o f  Moly Scr ip tu re ,  
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me of t h e  strong attacks against the author-  
ity of t he  entire Holy S c r i p t u r e s  in our day i s  
generated by an alleged special reverence fo r  
the G ~ ~ ~ ~ Z ~  Far  the humble Christian Chis is  a 
disarming approach, fox he p r i z e s  the Gospel above 
all else; if only tha t  i s  l e f t  unsullied, i s  there 
a,y cause f o r  concern? Highly a s  we respect rhe 
G o s p e l ,  we do not serge t h e  purpose o f  t h e  Gospel, ,,, do we honor it, when we emplay i t  t o  denigrate 
any part of ~od's Word. 

That- there i s  controversy and debntr? here  i s  
r e a d i l y  acknowledged by both f a c t i o n s  i n  ir'=q dispute. 
me of t h e  propanents o f  "Gospel ReZuctionism," 
D r .  xobert C .  Schultz of  the Tlepartment of Theolocpy, 
~ ~ l ~ ~ r a & ~ o  U e r  s ta tes  a t  the beginning o f  a revie~u 
of the controversy: 

The Lutheran Church-Fibsssuri S p ~ d  
IS current ly  engaged i n  con"ti"ersagd W O ~ S  

about its undersgsndiwg of SexLpture ,  
340 controversy has been of such decis ive 
and dfvisive s ignif icance since the  
altenburg debate 0x1 t he  nature a$ t h e  
church, Those who stand autside $he 
organization and therefore at some d i s -  
tance from the csn%roversy canno$ v i e w  
the  situatfhsn with beaused de taehen t ,  P 

The eoweroversy has been var iously  des ignated ,  
%he tern $aw/GospeP Reductioaim has been attri- 
buted to D r .  J. W. Monteomerq and some essays sf 
his on t h i s  subjec t  in 1966, It has also been 

an $he Cz~ment -- 
s s m i  Synod: 

ss PasgsraZ @eswewC, in The 
Cresset, October 1977, p* 7. 

J .  W. Montgomery, Crisis - in Lutheran 
VQZ, I ,  p p .  89-123, 

referred to as the  Law-Gospel Debate o r  the  con- 
troversy on Gospel Reductionism, Montgomery in 
h i s  essays describes Gospel reductisnism as a her- 
meneutical procedure t h a t  calls f o r  interpreting 
~ f b l i c a l  texts w i ~ h  the Gospel, or the distinction 
between Law and Gospel, as the basic exegetic& 
norm, D r ,  Edward Schroeder, $ormesly cksf 
-the department of theology at Babparaiso Unsvex- 
siry and now proEessor o f  systemtic and h i s t s r i -  

Concerdia Senlnary, St, Louis ,  
r i z e s  the charges against Gospel 

reductionism by saying that  these  chang- P S  eon- 
fuse t h e  material and formal principles  o f  
Lutheran theology. Then, a f t e r  r e s t a t i n g  the  
$ef i n l - t ions  sf these two p r i n c i p l e s ,  he adds %laat 
apponents of reduetionism a rgue  t h a t  the  Csnfes- 
sfsns and our tradition hold ts a careful  dis-  
tinction between these $%ao p r i n c i p l e s ,  

While t he  disturbance has only recen t ly  s u r -  
faced in a rolling b o i l ,  Dr, David Scaer o f  Con- 
cordia Seminary, S ngf i e ld ,  Illinois, contends 
t h a t  i t  has  been s er ing i n  LC-lIS circles s ince  
t h e  l a t e  1940's  an arly 1 9 5 ~ ~ s . 4  Dr. Edward 
Schroeder contends, i n  the aforementioned a r t i c l e ,  
chat it was at the Bad Boll Conferences, which 
concluded i n  1 9 5 4 ,  t h a t  t h i s  influence spread i n t o  
;Iissou+i, e spec ia l ly  by way o f  D r .  F. E .  Mayer. 
E u t  he tries to br ing  Gialther and P i e p e r  to the 
defense of h i s  p o s i t i o n ,  as well as Luthe r ,  
MeBaneI~tksn, and other  eanf essors s f  the  Ee f  a r -  
mation. %%e mites: 

the -- 
CE4, 
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The distinction between Law and 
Gospel is the  operat ing yards t ick  whereby 
the confessors practiced the i r  Gospel 
reductionism, . . The confessors s f  1530 
look very much like Gospel r e d u c t i o n i s t s  .5 

$use what i s  the nature of t h e  controversy 
concerning Gospel reductionism? The battle being 
waged in the Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod will 
certainly serve to reveal i ts  nature, even though 
there m y  be elements of the struggle diESicuPt to 
assess, In 1971 the P r e s i d e n t  sf t h e  Lutheran 
ChurcK-EZiss~uri Synod presented a repor% t o  his 
church on the  basis sf another repor t  Tram the 
Sexninary Board of Control, which in turn was based 
on the report o f  a special factl-finding eomqitte@. 
Part pour of the report contains a table  o f  dives- 
sent positions held by various members of the 
faculty, with the synodical position l i s t e d  i n  
the flrst co1'11nn and other positions Listed in 
the second columfz. Under A r t i c l e  111, The Holy 
Scr ip tures ,  D. Bible and Gospel, t h e  following 
two positions a r e  s t a t e d :  

Other Pos i t ions  

The Scriptures are the The Gospel i s  not 
only source and nom sf only the center of 
doctrine i n  the church the Chr4stian f n j t h  

1 principle), but  the c r i t e r i l ~ n  of 
y : P % a f l l e  the Gospel sf acceptable 32bIicaP 
Jesus Christ is the chief inter?retat$on,  US 
doctrine o f  the Bible and no i n t e rp r e t a t i on  o f  
the  heart sf the Chrfstian a Bibl ica l  t e x t  need 
f a i t h  ( ~ ~ t e t i a l  p r i n c i p l e ) .  be re2ected unless i t  
The Gospel is a basic pre- harms the  Gospel. 
suppo:sition f o r  the inter- Csnsfd~sakle ' a t t tude  
pretation of Holy Scripture needs ;o be given in 

e 

' E .  H. Schroeder, z. G, pp. 236f. 

(that i s ,  one approaches the interpretation sf 
the Scriptures expecting t h e  Bible in a non- 
to bear t h e  Good News sf l i t e r a l ,  non-historical 
Jesus Christ and to re- wagr, so P m g  as t%Bis 
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The confl ic t  between these two positions i s  ---- 
further set forth in A STATFMBNT OF SCRIPTU 
CONFESSIONAL PRINCIPLES, a statement also emanating 
from the of f i ce  o f  the President of the Lutheran 
Church-Missouri S p ~ d  in 1972. While, as we have 
stated before, this controversy impinges on several 
docgrines or several aspects of the doctr ine  of 
Holy Scr ip ture ,  it is p a r t i c u l a r l y  pertinent to 
quote from t w o  sections o f  P a r t  IV o f  this docu- 
ment. Under I V ,  R e  The - of i t  
is confessed: 

We believe t ha t  all Scr ip tu re  bears 
witness to Jesus Chris t  and that i t s  
primary purpose i s  to make men wise unto 
salvation through f a i t h  i n  Jesus Christ .  
We therefore affirm t h a t  the  Scr ip tures  
are r ight ly  used only when they are read 
from the perspective of justification by 
fa i th  and the proper distinction between 
Law and Gospel. Since the saving work of 
Jesus Christ was accomplished through 
H i s  personal entrance i n t o  our h i s t o r y  
and I I is  genuinely h i s to r i ca l  l i f e ,  death, 
and resurrection, we acknowledge that  
the recognition o f  the so te r io log ica l  
purpose of Scr ip tu re  in no sense permits 
u s  to cal l  into question o r  deny the his- 
t o r i c i t y  of f a c t u a l i t y  of matters re- 
corded in the ~ i b l e . ~  

The fs l fming section of the  document, 
C ,  The - and-- - material and 
P o r m l  P r i n c i p l e s )  h a p l y  on the 

8~ Statement of Scriptural and ConfessionaZ 
Principles, 1972, p. 20. 

We believe,  teach, and confess 
chat t he  Gospel of the gracious jus-  
t i f i c a t i o n  o f  the  sinner through f a i t h  
f n  Jesus Chr i s t  i s  not  only t h e  chief 
dsctPine a f  Holy S c r i p t u r e  and a basic 
presugpssitisn f o r  the ineerpreta t ion 
of S c r i p t u r e ,  but t h e  heart and center 
o f  our Christian fa feh  and $heslogy 
(mtesial p r i n c i p l e ) ,  W e  also believe,  
teach, and csnf ess  tha t  only "'the $i'ord 
sf God s h a l l  e s t a b l i s h  a r t i c les  o f  
f a i t h "  (SA, 11, 11, 151, and t h a t  '"ek 
prophetic and a p o s t s l i e  rmi-&iings o f  CBae 
Old and New Testaments are t h e  aalv 

J 

r u l e  and norm according to T~IIc~ 221 
doctrines and teachers a l ike  mast be 
appraised and judged" ((PC, Ep, Ru le  and 
h l o r m ,  1) df o r w l  p r inc ip le ) ,  The Gcts- 
gel which i s  the center o f  our theolo~y 

%, .. 
i s  the  Gospel t o  which the S c r i f i k ~ ? -  -- 
bear wi tnes s ,  w l l i L e  the  S c r i p g u r e s  G r s ~ n  
whic& we der ive  our ~E-neoSi~gy d i rec t  us 
steadfastly to t h e  Gospel of Jesus 
Christ .9 

To sharpen that  focus  s t i l l  f u r t h e r ,  the 
c--  ,,~atement here, as thrgaughgtut t h e  dscunaent, stages 

i t s  rejection s f  f a l se  positions b y  a. series o f  
a n t i  these? : -- --- 

W e  s c j  e e t  the fol%owing d i s t o r t i o n s  
o f  t h e  r e l a t i a n s h i p  bektqeen t h e  Gas~cl 
and the Bib le  (ghe r~a t e r i a l  and E ~ r : a b  
p r inc i? les ) :  1) That acceptance --f the 
7lb4e as such,  ~nt '~t-7- f,hLin t h e  C 8 3 s ~ c $ ,  
i s  r:;,: : *lsrz 2~ -I C C ? ? ~  _ , - f  j ' 3 ~  iSt iSn 

f3.h t l i  ; ad t a~:&l* :..g;r, <-*r:;: ~"1.. ;Jay- 2 2  *z_t ,b-- 

~ a l  ~al--m.Ci.s.3~ 2) T t i i t  %A tf- 1L a . s ~ z g i ~ 9  ra",~,er 
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than Scripture, is the norm for apprais- 
ing and judging all doctr ines  and teach- 
ers (as f o r  example, when a decision on 
the permissibility of ordaining women 
i n t o  the  p a s t o r a l  o f f i c e  i s  made on the 
basis of the "Gospel" rather than on the 
teaching of S c r i p t u r e  as such) .  3) That 
the h i s t o r i c i t y  or  facticity of certain 
Bib l ica l  accounts (such as the  Flood o r  
the Fall) may be quest ioned,  provided 
this does not distort the Gospel. 
4) That Christians need not accept m a t -  
ters taught i n  the  Scr ip tures  that are 
not a p a r t  of t h e  " ~ o s ~ e l .  "lo 

Of the above c i t e d  antitheses it is e s p e c i a l l y  
number two that w i l l  be found t o  s tr ike at the 
heart of the Gospel reductionist theory. Though 

the pos i t ion  of the proponents of Gospel reduction- 
ism might be documented from a variety of sources, 
we shall refer espec ia l ly  t o  a document prepared in 
latp 1972 by the moderate (liberal) faculty majority 
a t  Concordia Seminary i n  S t .  Louis, a docunent pre- 
pared, a t  t h e  urging of district presidents, to set 
forth the confession of the etrbattled l ia jor i ty .  
T h i s  document is entitled F a i t h f u l  t o  our Call -- I____s__- 

F a i t h f u l  to our Lord. The opening Premble ,  as 
early as the second paragraph, makes clear what - - 
the faculty majority thinks the issue t o  be: 

At the heart of the discussions in our 
Synod is the question of whether t h e  Gospel 
o f  our Lard Jesus Christ is the  sole source 
of our personal faith and the center of our 
public  teaching. Is the Gospel alone suffi- 
c i e n t  as the ground of faith and the govern- 
ing  principle f o r  Lutheran theology? O r  is 

something else required as a necessary 
condit ion? It i s  our conviction tha t  
any e f f o r t ,  however s u b t l e ,  to supple- 
ment the Gospel ss t b e  i t  i s  no longer 
t h e  so l e  ground of our f a i t h  or the 
governing pr inc ip le  fsa our theology 
is to be rejected a s  un-Lutheran, con- 
t r a r y  ts our eonfessisn, and i n j u r i o u s  
to t h e  mlssfan of t h e  church, 11 

Th i s  docwent  cons l s t s  af a rather br%ef 
%f f i r ~ a t l o n s  of Fai&'4-I (a Trl.nit:3rl.riin Conf emion)  - ----- - -- 
and a lengthier seetion o f  Uissussions s f  Issues 

P_______--- __D_ P. 

div ided  i n t s  e i g h t  par ts ,  En accord ~ A t h  %heir  
a t t i t u d e  wer against  the  Verbal Insp i ra t ion  c f  
t h e  Holy S c r i p t u r e s ,  the  framers s f  t h i s  docuvi~i~i-ct 
also make clear in the preamble  t h a t  nst a l l  of 
t h e  professors subscr ibe  to t he  precise wordin? 
of the document. They intend t h e  iJocument t a  
illustrate "how the Gos el governs our handling 
sf theologica l  t c ~ p d s s ,  "f2 Illustrative o f  t h e x r  
method is Discussion EV, Par .  2 ,  wherein they  
state:  

We, as Lutherans, s t a r e  with the  
Gospel sf Jesus as %he center o f  khe 
Scr ip tures ,  the  heart  cf our  chec lory  
and the  core sf our l i ves ,  T h a ~  con- 
v i e  tion governs our interpretaeisn o f  
t h e  Sc r ip tu res ,  the way we perfora our 
task as theologians, and how we live, 
Because the Gospel i s  t he  center af 
t h e  Sc r i  p :ures ,  a l l  o f  t h e i r  pa r t s  must  
be understaod in relationship to t h a t  
center, The relative significance of 
each teaeh'ng af the Scr ip tu res  
be discerned by r e l a t i n g  it t~ t h ~ ;  
center, Any tendency t a  make the 

l Z ~  Cizristian Wandbock on V i b Z  Issues, C!LK --- 
i~zgws, 1363-73, p. 822. 
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doctrine of the  i n s p i r a t i o n  o r  the  
inerrancy of the  Scr ip tures  a p r i o r  
truth which guarantees the  truth of 
the Gospel or gives support t o  our 
faith is sec ta r i an .  The Gospel gives 
the Scriptures t h e i r  normative char- 
acter,  not v i c e  versa. We are saved 
by grace alone through faith i n  
Christ alone,  not  through f a i t h  i n  
Chr is t  and something e l s e ,  even i f  
that something else be the Bib le  
i t s e l f .  l3 

So there you have it i n  p r e t t y  p l a i n  words. 
i f  there i s  any improvement t o  be noted i n  the 
circumstances of the  present controversy, it is  
rhat both s i d e s  q u i t e  r e a d i l y  admit  t l a t  a d i f -  
ference exists. The difference basically con- 
cerns the roles of Scr ip t t i re  and Gospel i n  the  
exeget ica l  process. Thou~h terminology may 
d i f f e r ,  so  that some refer to the  controversy 
as the Law-Gospel debate, o r  some denominate the 
new departure as Gospel reductionism or Law/Gospel 
reductionism, even the  proponents of the l a t t e r  
methodology do not  completely denounce those terms: 

If the expression "Gospel reduc- 
tionism" dPd not  already carry such a 
pe jo ra t ive  f l a v o r ,  i t  would serve as 
a good l a b e l  t o  describe what regu la r ly  
happened i n  the  early years of Reforma- 
t ion  confessional  h i s t o r y ,  Already i n  
the confessions preceding the  Augsburg 
Confession - a t  Schwabach and a t  Torgau - 
the  confessors evaluate  t h e  abuses i n  
teaching and p r a c t i c e  of t h e  l a t e  me- 
dieval church by t racking down their 

actual or po t en t i a l  impingement on the 
Gospel. The reformers a c t u a l b y  pu t  i n t o  
practice a means o f  evaluating i s s u e s  by 
leading then back (reducere) t o  the  
Gospel. I f  there was no way tha t  the 
Gospel was either abated or abetted by 
a par t icular  practice o r  B i b l i c a l  in te r -  
p re ta t ion ,  then the confessors were con- 
tent  to ignore i t  o r ,  at most,  to g ive  i t  
skimpy treatment, 14 

The adherents o f  the position espoused in 
Faithful + o ~  Cal l ing  - 

___j - Fa i th fu l  t o  our ~ 3 r d  
I _ _ _ e _  --_C 

claim tha t  i t s  methodology i s  i n  accord wi t11  t h e  
Confessions ~ n d  t r u e  Lutheranism and t h a t  cl~e  
"schalastic" position of those who pos i " ,~ t i~  
material and formal p r i n c i p l e s  i s  sub-lucheran 
o r  even un-Lutheran. The Facul ty  S ta tc ;z t r i l~*c la ims  
t h a t  i t s  position i s  not only correct,  but the 
t r ue  Reformational and Lutheran one (though c:ue 
of t h e i r  clwn number would shudder at t h e  use of 
those two terms to d i s t i n c r l y  se t  apart t h e i r  
hermeneutical approach), 2nd t h a t  a r e v i e w  of 
h i s t o r y  i s  needed f o r  those who t h i n k  otheryise. 

One of t h e  many essays i n  defense nf t h e  
Facu l ty  Statement is one written by Dr. Paul 
Bretscher , former13r of Valparaiso Univers i ty ,  
enti t led 'me Log i n  Your  ye." Using the 
metaphor of Matthew 6 ,  Dr. Bretschelr i d e n t i f i e s  
the s ~ u n d  eye as the pure doctr ine  o f  the Gospel ,  
exhibited in the Confession made by the refom- 
ers at kdgsburg, "as they found it in the Holy 
Scriptures, "I5 He aakes q u i t e  clear that those 
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who hold to the dual principles (formal and ma- 
ter ia l )  are quite incapable of performing benign 
surgery on the specks i n  the  eyes o f  Gospel  re- 
ductionists, f o r  the la t ter  real ly represent the  
Refomatfan pssi$%on: 

T h i s  i s  a sinple t e s t  f o r  t ha t  
speck, which anyone can take, 
comes t o  mind first w f t h  the phrase 
PBThe 'Gfsd of Goda'? a)  The holy,  
i n sp i r ed .  inerrant Bible?  Or b) The 
q ~ r d s  Gad speaks from heaven 011t of 
that Bible  t o  s o d o r t  our hearts? 
1s believing the Bib le  the same t h i n g  
as believing the Gospel? Is Bib le  
reading and study itself a means of 
grace? Is it t he  g l o r y  o f  the Ref- 
o -ma$i~n  thdt  Lather r e s t o r e d  the  
Bib le  ts the  church, o r  the  Gospel? 
mat has happened t o  us, when the 
f o r m 1  principle has d isp laced  the 
material in the center s f  our 
thinking?16 

That t h e  Confesslows apprsaeh S c r i p t u r e  
~hristologically w i l l  ha rd ly  h e  denied by either 
s ide in t h i s  controversy. T h e  fac t  thsf  the 
Confessions do not have a specif ic  a r t i c le  on 
S c r i p t u r e  has been used as an argumenr agciinst 
the place of the formal principle in I-utheran 
Csn$essiol-riaS- theology, Umuxkd Sck~PinIc, a Geman 
theologian concludes rllat i t  was 2 "tEieolagical. 
decision'? t t s  omit an ar t ic le  an S c r i p t u r e ,  Be- 
cause the authority of t h e  S c r i p t u r e  i s  grounded 
on the Gospel and not on a d o c t r i n e  of inspirat ion,  

and emphasis on the latter might b v e  obscured the 
f smer 17 

We agree wfth h k p h  Bahlmann when he states 
chat there is w s  evidence i n  the  Confessisas or 
elsewhere to suppor t  the i dea  t h a t  the o~ission 
of an ar t ic le  or articles on Holy S c r i p t u r e  i n  
favsu sf  a Chris~slogfcal approach t o  Sc r ip tu re  
was a conscious "theological decision.  "18 Arthur  
Carl Piepkarn, i n  a b r i e f  essay en t i t l ed  "The 
Position of the  Chigreh and H e r  Symbo$s,'?in 
speaking of the ""verbal" aaspecg: of  inspiration 
i n  ear ly  orthodsxy, writes: 

I f  there was one po in t  of  un%- 
versa% agreemen2 among all of these 
(he has j u s t  mentioned Calvin, $he 
Council  of Trent and pre-Refox~lp.a$isn 
scholasticism) aside from the nude 
assergions of the  Ecumenical Creeds, 
it was the a u t h o r i t y ,  the  i n s p i r a t i o n ,  
and t h e  inerrancy sf the. Sacred Scrip-  
tures, 'It i s  not s u r p x 5 s i n g ,  there- 
fore,  t h a t  we d6  not. have an exp l i c i t  
article on ehe Sacred Scr ip tu res  in 
the Lutheran ~yrnbols, la 

One cer ta inly has ~ Z Q  read $he Confessions 
with f i l t e red  lenses ts ~ f s s  the autI2aritative 
r o l e  ascribed ta  Holy Scr ip ture  in the  f a i t h  and 
f i f e  of the church, T h e  x~elP--knom excerpt Prom 

Cf. ,?aZph t.c!:l~msn, I?.i?c<pZes of iiiblieal ---- 
e l ~  t he  Eu&k~eran --- -*-- -- --- p. 25, 

9~oneo~d.clia Theo Zogica Z iV~nthZy ,  Yo 'oZ . , XXV3 
10, October, 1954, p .  740. 
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t h e  Epitome o f  the Formula of Concord reads: 

me Hoiy Sc r ip tu res  alone remain 
the only judge, rule and standard 
(Richter, Regel and ~ichtschnus), ac- 
aeordlng to which, as t h e  only test-= 
stone (Probierstcin)  , all d o g ~ a s  shall 

2 0 ~ ~ i g ~ ~ t k ,  FQ la ~f Concord, Ep'p-Ltme, p. 777. 

and must be discerned and judged, as 
to %ahether they are g o ~ d  or evi l ,  r i g h t  
o r  wrong. 22 

On the b a s i s  of such declarations in the  
Fornula o f  Concord, Ralph b&%mann concBudes: 
''Thus the statement o f  the  Formla sf Concord 
that the Holy Sc r ip tu res  are t h e  swfy r u l e  and 
nam in the chureh i s  not. a mere p r i n c i p l e .  It 
is practiced throughout the confessions bath i n  
theses and antitheses, and with reference $0 
both doc t r i n e  and l i fe .  9'23 

But these same confessions are not bashful 
about saying that Law and Gospel are the basic 
message of Nsly S c r i p t u r e  and that justification 
by grace fo r  Christ's sake i s  the center of all 
Scripture, T h i s  is so because sf the divine 
purpose of the Scriptures: ''$ha% ye might bc- 
lieve tha t  Jesus is the C h r i s t ,  ehe Saw of God; 
and that believing ye might have life through 
h i s  name," (John 20, 31) and the divine power of 
the same, f a r  they "are able ta make thee  wise 
unto salvation through faith 'c.~hic& is in C h r i s t  
Jesus." (I1 man. 3 ,  1.5) The Canfessisns asre 
also qui te  fnsistent t h a t  these E4sly S c r i p t u r e s  
are to be d iv ided  i n t o  the t w o  chief  doc t r ines ,  
the law and t h e  --- * (a favorite tern w i t h  
Pfelansknt'i~on ~Pqj~ich he takes f ram I?auIPs epf stPes 
and ~ e b r e w s ) .  The Psrmula o f  Concord is o f t  
quoted regard ing  the importance sf t h e  d i s t i n c -  
t i o n  between the Law and the Gospel: 

As the d i s t i n c t i o n  between the  
Law and t h e  Gospel i s  a special b r i l d f z n t  
light, which serves to the end t h a t  C;sd2s 
Word may be rightly dpsided, and the 
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Scriptures of the holy prophets and 
apostles may be properly explained 
;md understood, we must guard it with 
especial care, in order that these 
two docrrines may not be mingled with 
one another, o r  a law be made out of 
the Gospel, whereby the  merit of 
Christ i s  obscured and t roubled con- 
sciences are robbed o f  the i r  comfort, 
which they othewise have i n  the holy 
Gospel when it i s  preached genuinely 
and its puri ty ,  and by which they can 
support themselves in t he i r  most gr i e -  
vous trials against the  terrors of t h e  
Lil.~d, 24 

So where, prec i se ly ,  do the two  contending 
factions in t h i s  controversy d i f f e r  from one 
another? Both can make statements upholding the 
imporranee of the doctrine of Sc r ip tu re  and of 
t h e  chief ar t ic le  o f  tha t  Scr ip ture ,  the doctrine 
of justification o f  salvation by grace alone 
through f a i t h ;  yes, a l so  the importance of the 
proper d i s t i n c t i o n  between the  Law and t h e  Gospel. 
It. must a lso be admitted t h a t  r ~ t  all of the pra- 
tagonists o f  one position or  ttle other necessarily 
agree in a l l  t h e i r  contentions, cer ta in ly  not  in 
their use of certain terminology. Reductionists 
generally contend that  the elevation of t h e  formal 
p r i n c i p l e  breeds " b i b l i e i s  ts ," and w i t h  sinful 
human narure  being what it is, who wit1 not admit 
t h e  p o s s i b l i t y  t ha t  someone may d i s t o r t  tha t  prin- 
c ip l e  to aver tha t  fa i th  in the Bible  is an end 
in itself (Cf. the great ~ o ~ n t r o v e t s y  concerning 
t h e  place of good works i n  the Christian life.) 
Surely, on the  other hand, proponents o f  Gospel 
reductionism have of ten krandered f a r  af i e l d  and 

24 la  of Concord, IPhor 

esabarrassed even some sf  their  o m  kind by 
denying t ru ths  v i t a l  t o  the  Gospel ~ ~ h i c h  they 
al legedly  eseeem so highly ,  h d  are not these 
la$ter in graver danger because in Belittling 
or  discarding the seal doctrine s f  Serf p t u r e  
they des t roy ,  or at least  endanger t h e  basis 
of our knowledge of the Gospel? 

En the  second s f  h i s  %973 Weformtion Lec- 
t u r e s  at Bethany College,  D s ,  R ,  Preus refers t o  
the Hauptart ikel  P r i n c i p l e  employed by Nelanchthon 
i n  the Apology and by Luther  i n  the Smalcald 
Art4cles, Mavbng thew asked the per t inent  ques- 
t i on  x~hether Luther E s  here imposing samething 
a l i en  o r  extra-Biblical on S c r i p t u r e ,  he answers: 

.?Jot at a l l ,  And t h i s  can be said 
f o r  t w o  reasons. Eirst, never in our 
Confessions does t h i s  oversj-ding Chris- 
to log ica l  p r i n c i p l e  violsee the intended 
meaning of a b i b l i c a l  passage sr per i -  
cape, Never do Luther as ZdePanchthan 
o r  t h e  miters of the Fornula o f  C Q R C O X ~  
use suck a p r i n c i p l e  ts in t e rp re t  a t e x t  
gramat%ea%ly or  k i s t s r i e a l l y ,  Never is 
t h e i r  procedure a subs t i t u t e  sr shor tcut  

al exegesis, Second, 
el i s  i t se l f  subject t o  all 

the r igorous  canons o f  grarnrnati~al exegesis, 
This  i s  clear from the  face that  the a x t i -  
c l e  of Christ  or  justifleation i s  o r d i n a r i l y  
included in a serSes of ar t ic les  all pur- 
por t ing  t o  b e  dram fro13 Scr ipture  and ts 
be a su$apmary of CE~rfstian dac$rineg ~uther's 
statement (SA 11, XI, 151, '?The Ward of God 
shall eseablish a r t i c les  o f  faith and no , 
one else, not even an angd , ' '  app lges  t o  
%he "hup t a r t i ke l  as well as any other  ar t i -  
c le  o f  f a i t h ,  Furthermore, the longest 
discussion in the  Confessions (Apology IV) 
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o r  t h e  miters of the Fornula o f  C Q R C O X ~  
use suck a p r i n c i p l e  ts in t e rp re t  a t e x t  
gramat%ea%ly or  k i s t s r i e a l l y ,  Never is 
t h e i r  procedure a subs t i t u t e  sr shor tcut  

al exegesis, Second, 
el i s  i t se l f  subject t o  all 

the r igorous  canons o f  grarnrnati~al exegesis, 
This  i s  clear from the  face that  the a x t i -  
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be a su$apmary of CE~rfstian dac$rineg ~uther's 
statement (SA 11, XI, 151, '?The Ward of God 
shall eseablish a r t i c les  o f  faith and no , 
one else, not even an angd , ' '  app lges  t o  
%he "hup t a r t i ke l  as well as any other  ar t i -  
c le  o f  f a i t h ,  Furthermore, the longest 
discussion in the  Confessions (Apology IV) 



cen te r s  i n  a defense of the Hauptartikel, 
j u s t i f i c a t i o n  by f a i t h .  And here Melanch- 
thon c l e a r l y  draws his conclusions from the 
S c r i ~ t u s e s .  It i s  t r u e  that he expresses - - 
h i s  before he proves 
i t  f But he does a 

indeed exegete these  passages dealing with 
j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  and he does s o  t o  e s t a b l i s h  
the  doc t r ine  itself and i ts  cen t r a l i t y  
(Apology IV, 107, 293-4). H e  s p e c i f i c a l l y  
says ,  "What we have shown thus f a r ,  on the  
basis of t h e  Scr ip tures  and arguments de- 
rived from the  Scr ip tures ,  was t o  make 
clear t h a t  by f a i t h  alone we receive the 
forgiveness of s i n s  f o r  Chr i s t ' s  sake.. 
(I*... 
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J u s t  a little e a r l i e r ,  i n  Lecture I, D r .  Preus 
showed from ~ u t h e r ' s  deal ings  with Zwingli that 
Luther was no r e d u c t i o n i s t ,  but t h a t  Zwingli cer- 
tainly was. Zwingli could not  believe i n  the  r e a l  
presence hecause he did  not think i t  physically 
poss ib le ,  but  then he a l s o  held t h a t  i t  w a s  not 
necessary t o  believe in the r e a l  presence because 
the  Gospel of j u s t i f i c a t i o n  d i d  not  demand i t .  
In  an o ra l  gloss upon his own essay text D r .  Preus 
remarked t h a t  Luther could have showed a Gospel- 
reduction need f o r  the rea l  presence ("given...  
s h e d e e m f o r  remission"), but he didn't. 

As the  Confessions and the Lutheran Confessors 
c lear ly  maintain and p r a c t i c e  i t ,  there i s  an i n t i -  
mate connection between the s o l a  and 

so lus  Christus p r inc ip les .  The formal p r i n c i p l e  
has meaning only i n  t h e  unfolding of ~ e r i p t u r e ' s  
Chr is to logical  content  for i ts saving purpose. 

2 5 ~ .  Preus, Bethany College Reformation 
Lectures, 1973, No. II, paragmphs 6 and 7. 

The material p r i n c i p l e  has i t s  v a l i d i t y  and au- 
thority only from t h e  Holy S c r i p t u r e s  t h a t  have 
been given by God and are employed by HFm in 
brfnging m n  to faith fn  Jesus C h r i s t ,  "mat 
confessional Euthesanism a f f i m s  i s  an indisssl- 
able unity of Gospel and Bible,  not  one versus 
the o the r ,  "'' To atteinpt ta drive a wedge be- 
tween C h r i s t  and the  2 i b l e  i s  t h e  wsrk o f  $he 
devi l ,  Ee i the r  the Scriptdres nor t he  Gospel 
propose t h i s  as a l i v e  o-,tion, The XibPe e e ~ t e r s  
i n  C n r i s t  and C h r i s t  hi.~.sel? scbmi ts  t o t a l l y  t o  
i t .  Gospel rediie'ionlsts would likely c r inge  a t  
henring t he  c h i l d r e n  sinq: "3esus laves me, t h i s  
- s know, f o r  t h e  B i b l e  te l ls  me so." The problem, --*--A ____1 CI_I-- --I-- a- 

2s David Scaer poi~rs n u t  -- and o t h e r s ,  we may 
add -- I s  basically one ijf epistemology: i iow ds 
T kilotg about  Jesus Christ? The S c r i p t u r e s  are 
t h e  cognitive p r i n c i p l e  i n  theology because t h e y  
have been given us t y  God to t e l l  us o f  C h r i s t .  
Lurher  % d i c t u m ,  D i e  ganzc S e h r i f  t rreibt Chr i s  t t m ,  

i s  not  a wedge f o r  paspel reductionism. 
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