


LUTHERAN SYNOD QUARTERLY 

Theolog ica l  J o u r n a l  of t h e  
Evange l ica l  Lutheran Synod 

Edi ted by t h e  Theolog ica l  Facu l ty  of 
Bethany Lutheran Theolog ica l  Seminary 

Ed i to r :  P r e s .  Theo. A.  Aaberg 
Managing E d i t o r :  M. H .  O t to  
Book Review E d i t o r :  J .  B. Madson 

Subsc r ip t i on  P r i c e :  $4.00 p e r  yea r  

Address a l l  s u b s c r i p t i o n s  and a l l  correspondence t o :  

LUTHERAN SYNOD QUARTERLY 
Bethany Lutheran Theolog ica l  Seminary 

447 N. D iv i s ion  S t r e e t  
Mankato, Minnesota 56001 

P l e a s e  accep t  our  apo log i e s  f o r  t h e  consid-  
e r a b l e  de l ay  i n  get i - ing t h i s  Deceinber, 1978 i s s u e  
of t h e  Qua r t e r l y  t o  you. 

Our r e a d e r s  w i l l  no doubt r e c a l l  t h a t  i n  t h e  
June,  1978 i s s u e  of t h e  Qua r t e r l y  we p re sen t ed  
an  e x e g e t i c a l  s tudy  of Matthew 18: 15-20, by 
P ro f .  J .  B, Madson. A t  t h a t  t ime we o f f e r e d  t o  
p r i n t  "another  e x e g e t i c a l  s tudy  of Matthew 18:  
15-20, d e a l i n g  w i th  t h e  same p o i n t  of i s s u e ,  a s  
s e t  f o r t h  i n  t h e  a n t i t h e s e s  above, should one of 
our  ELS p a s t o r s  o r  p r o f e s s o r s  submit such an a r t i -  
c l e  i n  suppor t  s f  t he  p o s i t i o n  t h a t  t h e  l o c a l  
congrega t ion  i s  a d i v i n e l y  i n s t i t u t e d  e x t e r n a l  
o rgan i za t i on"  (The -- Lutheran Synod Qua r t e r l y ,  
X V I I I ,  No, 2 ,  June ,  1978  pp-  51-53). 

No e x e g e t i c a l  s t udy  i n  r e p l y  t o  Prof. Madson's 
s tudy  was submit ted t o  t h e  Qua r t e r l y .  A c r i t i q u e  
of P ro f .  Madson's s t udy  was d i s t r i b u t e d  a t  t h e  
ELS General  P a s t o r a l  Conference,  meet ing January  
9-12, a t  Madison, Wisconsin, by t h e  Rev, W e  C ,  
Gul l ixson ,  Sioux F a l l s ,  South  Dakota. The under- 
s igned  asked P r o f ,  M. B, O t to ,  Managing Editor of 
t h e  Qua r t e r l y ,  t o  r e q u e s t  P a s t o r  Gul l ixson  t o  sub- 
m i t  h i s  c r i t i q u e  t o  c t ~ e  Qua r t e r l y  f o r  p u b l i c a t i o n ,  
which he  ha s  k ind ly  done, 

Readers w i l l  f i n d  t h e  C r i t i q u e  i n  t h i s  i s s u e  
of the  Qua r t e r l y .  

The i . ssae  a l s o  i n c l u d e s  s e v e r a l  book reviews.  

The March, 1978 i s s u e  of t h e  Qua r t e r l y  w i l l  
con t a in  t h e  Reformation Lec tu re s  and t h e  presen-  
t a t i o n s  of t h e  r e a c t o r s  of l a s t  October.  
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1, The unders igned  submits t he  f o l l o w i n g  as a  
c r i t i q u e  of t h e  s t u d y  e n t i t l e d f M a t t h e w  18: 

15-20" by P r o f .  J. B. Madson, as p r i n t e d  i n  the 
June,  1978,  issue of THE LUTHERAN SYNOD QUARTERLY, 
pages  53-66, 

2, To be sure,  both Hatthew l6:18 and i8:15-20 
aue the key verses of oras unders tanding  of 

t h e  d o c t r i n e  of t h e  Chuxch and M i n i s t r y ,  These 
words of our Lord Jesus Christ Himself must hold 
the Xizy t o  our understanding. (It i s  strange tha t  
t h e  g o c t r i n e  Cs~aittee of the  E v a n g e l i c a l  Lutheran 
Sgzod i n  i t s  F i n a l  Repor t  s h s u l d  i g n o r e  t h e  Sav- 
i o r %  sown w o r d s  i n  PIatthew 18, 17)- 

3, We shou ld  gn back to M a t t h e w  P 6 : H  t o  ge2 the  
s e t t i ~ g :  "And I say a l s o  unrb thee, t h a t  thou 

a r t  P e t e r ,  and upon c h i s  rock I % 4 ; . % 1 1  buiPd Ny 
Church; and the  gates o f  h e l l  shall n u t  p r e v a i l  
aga i r l s t  it." What does " t h i s  rock" (pet ra)  mean? 
And what does  "My @ h u ~ c h "  (mou ten exclesia) 
mean? The f irs2 question 2s answered by Due 
Nartin Luther ,  "This rock is Chr i s t  and H i s  word." 
And J~Taanfaes Y l v i s a k ~ r ,  aue'nsr cf FEE GOSPELS, 
answers t h e  second question s n  pzge 43%: 

"Here w e  f i n d  the. word 'C'nt.urch7 f o r  the 
f i rs t  time in the  NEW Tegkament, (The 
Greek ekklysia--from ek and kalein-- 
des igna te s  the Church as t he  assembly of 
a11 who are called o u t  of t h e  world, so 
t h a t  t h e y  are not  s f  the wor ld ,  even 
though they are y e t  in t h e  wor ld , )  The 
pronoun 'MyB declares that this now be- 
longs ts Jesus, Apart from t h i s  passage, 
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t h e  word occurs  only once i n  t h e  Gospels,  
v i z ,  Matthew 18:17, I n  t h e  l a t t e r  pas- 
sage  i t  has  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  l o c a l  church,  
h e r e  however, t o  t h e  communion of be l i ev -  
e r s  i n  t h e  New Testament (Church of t h e  
Lord) , '' 

Also, Br,  C, F, W e  Walther s t a t e s  i n  Thes is  I of 
 he Evangel ica l  Lutheran Church t h e  True V i s i b l e  
Church of God on ~ a r t h " :  

"The one holy C h r i s t i a n  Church on e a r t h ,  
o r  t h e  Church i n  t h e  groper  s ense  of t h e  
word, o u t s i d e  of which t h e r e  i s  no sa lva-  
t i o n ,  i s ,  accord ing  t o  God's Word, t h e  
t o t a l  of a11  t h a t  t r u l y  b e l i e v e  i n  C h r i s t  
and are s a n c t i f i e d  through this faith," 

Artd in r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  "keys" g i v e n  to Peter, 
J, Ylvisaker  w r i t e s  : 

'Tor t h e  power of t h e  keys has  n o t  been 
e n t r u s t e d  to any o f f i c i a l  rank o r  s t a t i o n ,  
bu t  t o  t h e  Church, and i s  adminis te red  
through t h e  e c c % e s i a s t i c a l  o f f i c e ,  A l l  
t h i n g s  belong ts t h e  Church (I Car, 3 : 2 4 f f , )  
However, i t  i s  n o t  only t h e  Church a s  a  
gene ra l  cornunion which posses se s  t h e  keys 
of t h e  Kingdom of God, The l o c a l  church 
has  them a l s o ,  and may use  them, (Matthew 
18:18) , , , . . ,Sesus  has  e n t r u s t e d  %he keys of- 
t h e  Kingdom t o  the  c a r e  of H i s  Church i n  
H i s  s t ead , ' '  

Thus i$ i s  e l e a r  t h a t  one of t h e  revered  church 
fa thers  of our  Synod s ta tes  c l e a r l y  t h a t  t h e  "My 
Church" of Matthew %6: l8  r e f e r s  t o  t h e  Una Saneta ,  
t h e  Holy C h r i s t i a n  Church, t h e  Cornunion of S a i n t s ;  
and t h a t  t h e  "church" of Matthew 18:17 r e f e r s  t o  
t h e  l o c a l  congregat ion,  t o  which a l s o  has  been 
e n t r u s t e d  t h e  "keys, '" 

4, Let u s  look a t  t h e  contex t  i n  Matthew 18,  A t  
t h e  beginning of t h e  chap te r  we f i n d  t h e  d i s -  

c i p l e s  of J e s u s  concerned about who i s  t h e  g r e a t e s t  
i n  the  kingdom of heaven. The Trans f igu ra t i on  
even t ,  when Je sus  took a long  only t h r e e  d i s c i p l e s ,  
may have caused t h e  d i s c i p l e s  t o  wonder about  who 
i s  %he g r e a t e s t ,  a l though they knew i t  was no t  
r i g h t  o r  proper  t o  do so.  J e s u s  i n s t r u c t s  them 
t h a t  i n  t h e  kingdom of God t h e r e  i s  no such d i s -  
t i n c t i o n  a s  we f i n d  i n  c i v i c  and wor ld ly  a f f a i r s .  
The d i s c i p l e s  were ignoran t  of t h e  s p i r i t u a l  n a t u r e  
of t h e  kingdom. J e sus  teaches  them humi l i t y  by t h e  
example of a  c h i l d  and then t r e a t s  of t h e  problem 
of o f f ense .  The key verse i s  7 ,  " for  i t  must needs 
be t h a t  o f f e n s e s  come; b u t  woe t o  t h a t  man by whom 
t h e  o f f e n s e  eometh,'"nother key v e r s e  i s  10 ,  
"Take heed t h a t  ye  d e s p i s e  not  one of t h e s e  l i t t l e  
ones," and v e r s e  ll, "FOX= t h e  Son of man i s  come 
t o  seek  and t o  save  t h a t  which was lost.'"lso 
v e r s e  1 4 ,  " ~ v e n  s o  i t  i s  no t  t he  w i l l  of your 
Fa the r  which i s  i n  heaven t h a t  one of t h e s e  l i t t l e  
ones should p e r i s h -  '' 

5, J s  Ylv isaker  (THE GOSPELS) sums t h i s  up i n  a 
p e r c e p t i v e  way:  

"Wlnat p a i n s  Jesus-redemptive l ove  t akes  
t o  r e s t o r e  t h e  e r r i n g  s i n n e r ,  This  i s  
t h e  c a s e  a l s o  i n  the  SoSZswing where t h e  
sub j e c t  i s  church d i s c i p l i n e ,  Every 
e f f o r t  s h a l l  be made t o  regain  t h e  s i n n e r  
f o r  t h e  Kingdsm sf G9d, and the method 
s h a l l  b e  a 2 p l i e d  :Afhieh seek ing ,  sav ing  
l o v e  sugges ts ; for  the  same mind shall be 
i n  us  which was also i n  Chr is t  J e s u s  
( P h i l ,  2 :5 ) , , , ,Church  d i s c i p l i n e  must be 
governed by love."  (under Matthew 18:15) 

6. The essay by P r o f ,  J, B,  Madson l e a v e s  l i t t l e  
t o  be c r i t i c i z e d  a s  Ear a s  syn tax  i s  concerned; 

however, t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e s e  S c r i p t u r e  
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v e r s e  1 4 ,  " ~ v e n  s o  i t  i s  no t  t he  w i l l  of your 
Fa the r  which i s  i n  heaven t h a t  one of t h e s e  l i t t l e  
ones should p e r i s h -  '' 

5, J s  Ylv isaker  (THE GOSPELS) sums t h i s  up i n  a 
p e r c e p t i v e  way:  

"Wlnat p a i n s  Jesus-redemptive l ove  t akes  
t o  r e s t o r e  t h e  e r r i n g  s i n n e r ,  This  i s  
t h e  c a s e  a l s o  i n  the  SoSZswing where t h e  
sub j e c t  i s  church d i s c i p l i n e ,  Every 
e f f o r t  s h a l l  be made t o  regain  t h e  s i n n e r  
f o r  t h e  Kingdsm sf G9d, and the method 
s h a l l  b e  a 2 p l i e d  :Afhieh seek ing ,  sav ing  
l o v e  sugges ts ; for  the  same mind shall be 
i n  us  which was also i n  Chr is t  J e s u s  
( P h i l ,  2 :5 ) , , , ,Church  d i s c i p l i n e  must be 
governed by love."  (under Matthew 18:15) 

6. The essay by P r o f ,  J, B,  Madson l e a v e s  l i t t l e  
t o  be c r i t i c i z e d  a s  Ear a s  syn tax  i s  concerned; 

however, t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e s e  S c r i p t u r e  



passages  must be  ob j ec t ed  t o  a s  be ing  a t  v a r i a n c e  J e s u s  C h r i s t  when H e  speaks of "My Church" ( ~ a t t ,  
w i th  most of t h e  church f a t h e r s ,  most commentaries, 
and w i th  most Lutheran dogmatic ians .  Also t h e  tone  

16:  18)  and " T e l l  t h e  e c c l e s i a s s  (Matt. 18:  171, t h e  
congrega t ion ,  t o  which t h e  e r r i n g  b r o t h e r  i s  r e -  

of  t h e  e s say  and t h e  terms of r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  
"brother-who-sinned'' could r e f l e c t  more t h e  l ov ing  

s p o n s i b l e *  

concern and t h e  e a r n e s t  l ov ing  e f f o r t  t o  s ave  t h e  
s o u l  involved ,  a s  J e s u s  demonstrated i n  H i s  minis- 

$, A s D r .  A *  
ST,? T T T  - 

t r y .  The purpose of d i s c i p l i n e  is  h a r d l y  t o  keep 
t h e  church "a pu re  people  of God." ( s e e  L.S.Q. ,  
June, 1978, p.  54.)  The Formula of Concord i n  i t s  
l a s t  a r t i c l e  condemned t h e  Anabapt i s t s  s u f f i c i e n t l y  
f o r  t h a t  s p i r i t .  

7, The e s s a y i s t  d e f i n e s  t h e  "bro ther"  i n  v e r s e  1 5  
a s  fo l lows:  "The term ' b r o t h e r '  exp re s se s  a 

ve ry  c l o s e  r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  t h a t  w i t h i n  a f ami ly ,  h e r e  
t h e  s p i r i t u a l  fami ly  of God, a s  evidenced by t h e  
connect ion w i th  t h e  'church '  l a t e r  on." I n  THE 
GOSPELS, on page 425, J, Ylvisaker  comments on t h e  
words " thy b ro the r s '  a s  fo l lows:  Me ( t hy  b r o t h e r )  
"is one who i s  i n  t h e  f e l l owsh ip  of f a i t h ,  a m e m b e r  
of t h e  Church. With o u t s i d e r s  I am no t  concerned 
i n  t h i s  m a t t e r ,  Church d i s c i p l i n e  is f o r  church 
members," The i n f e r e n c e  of t h e  e s s a y i s t  i s  t o  
i d e n t i f y  "brother"  w i th  t h e  Una Sanc ta ,  i , e . ,  
" t h e  s p i r i t u a l  fami ly  of GodP\ and t h u s  would 
r u l e  ou t  t h a t  t h e  b r o t h e r  i s  a p r o f e s s i n g  f e l l o w  
member of a C h r i s t i a n  congrega t ion  a t  one p l a c e ,  
which i s  d e f i n i t e l y  c a l l e d  f o r  i n  t h i s  i n s t a n c e .  
What t h e  e s s a y i s t  i s  say ing  i s  t h a t  church h e r e  i s  
a f e l l owsh ip  of s a i n t s .  Th i s  i s  un t enab l e  i n  t h i s  
con t ex t  because no one can read  ano the r  p e r s o n ' s  
h e a r t .  ''The Lord knoweth them t h a t  a r e  H i s . "  
I1 Tim. 2:19. "~cclesia'"iaff v e r s e  17 r e f e r s  t o  a 
l o c a l  assembly of p ro fe s s ing  C h r i s t i a n s .  "Brother" 
r e a l l y  means a b r o t h e r  from a l o c a l  congrega t ion .  
I n  s t e p s  of admonition and d i s c i p l i n e  we a r e  n o t  t o  
look  f o r  o u t s i d e r s .  By synechdoche we unders tand 
of course  t h a t  t h e r e  are b e l i e v e r s  i n  C h r i s t ,  mem- 
b e r s  of t h e  Una Sancta ,  a t  t h a t  p l ace .  However, 
t h e r e  i s  a c l e a r  d i s t i n c t i o n  set up by our  Lord 
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House, 1909) : 

Hoenecke s t a t e s  (Ev, Luthe  Dogmatik, 
1 7 7 f f , ,  Northwestern Pub l i sh ing  

$When ' T e l l  it t o  t h e  churchf i s  en jo ined ,  
1 am no t  d i r e c t e d  t o  the  i n v i s i b l e  church. 
For no one i n f a l l i b l y  knows the b e l i e v e r s  
and cannot t h e r e f o r e  t e l l  i t  t o  them. 
Thus t h e  concept  i s  of t h e  s p e c i f i c  Local 
cong rega t i on , "  

3, 'nother o b j e c t i o n :  "'The use  of t i le  second per-  
son singular pronoun, both in t h e  a c c u s a t i v e  

and g e n i t i v e ,  narrows the scope cf t h i s  i n s t r u c t i o n , "  
to qquo t  t h e  essayist. T h e  on ly  r e s t r i c t i o n  here 
set f o r t h  by the Lord  Jesus C h r i s t  is that t h e  in- 
d i v i d u a l  be  d e a l t  w i t h  i n  love,  p r i v a t e l y ,  and i n  
a p r i v a t e  manner i n  o r d e r  to ga in  t h e  brother---to 
s ave  h i s  s o u l ,  W e  would ask how i s  t h e  scope nar- 
rowed by t h e  s i n g u l a r  form? 

10. The s ta tement  t h a t  "gain i m p l i e s  p rev ious  loss"  
might be ques t ioned ,  Actua l ly  t h e  t e l l i n g  

a t t e m p t s  t o  gain the  b r o t h e r ,  Be is s t i l l  a b r o t h e r *  
Be Is n o t  l o s t ,  H e  i s  i n  danger of l o s i n g  h i s  f a i t h .  
14- i s  n o t  proven. yet--not u n t i l  l:e r e j e c t s  t h e  hear- 
ing  ber'ore t h e  "eccPesia," assembled congrega t ion ,  

11, Verse 16*  The essayist comments on "Take with 
thee one o r  two more3' and w r i t e s  :: "The t ex t  

does nee declare whether t h i s  one sr two more are 
t o  be other brothers ,"  T h i s  seens un tenab l e ,  It 
is  cer tain tha$ t h e  "concerned b r o t h e r g '  w i l l  no t  
depend on ou t s ide r s ,  unbelievers, nsn-members in 
d e d i n g  w i t h  a "brother who has s inned" and w b s e  
soul"  sdfvatisn i s  i w o l v e d ,  The w i t n e s s e s  he 



passages  must be  ob j ec t ed  t o  a s  be ing  a t  v a r i a n c e  J e s u s  C h r i s t  when H e  speaks of "My Church" ( ~ a t t ,  
w i th  most of t h e  church f a t h e r s ,  most commentaries, 
and w i th  most Lutheran dogmatic ians .  Also t h e  tone  

16:  18)  and " T e l l  t h e  e c c l e s i a s s  (Matt. 18:  171, t h e  
congrega t ion ,  t o  which t h e  e r r i n g  b r o t h e r  i s  r e -  

of  t h e  e s say  and t h e  terms of r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  
"brother-who-sinned'' could r e f l e c t  more t h e  l ov ing  

s p o n s i b l e *  

concern and t h e  e a r n e s t  l ov ing  e f f o r t  t o  s ave  t h e  
s o u l  involved ,  a s  J e s u s  demonstrated i n  H i s  minis- 

$, A s D r .  A *  
ST,? T T T  - 

t r y .  The purpose of d i s c i p l i n e  is  h a r d l y  t o  keep 
t h e  church "a pu re  people  of God." ( s e e  L.S.Q. ,  
June, 1978, p.  54.)  The Formula of Concord i n  i t s  
l a s t  a r t i c l e  condemned t h e  Anabapt i s t s  s u f f i c i e n t l y  
f o r  t h a t  s p i r i t .  

7, The e s s a y i s t  d e f i n e s  t h e  "bro ther"  i n  v e r s e  1 5  
a s  fo l lows:  "The term ' b r o t h e r '  exp re s se s  a 

ve ry  c l o s e  r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  t h a t  w i t h i n  a f ami ly ,  h e r e  
t h e  s p i r i t u a l  fami ly  of God, a s  evidenced by t h e  
connect ion w i th  t h e  'church '  l a t e r  on." I n  THE 
GOSPELS, on page 425, J, Ylvisaker  comments on t h e  
words " thy b ro the r s '  a s  fo l lows:  Me ( t hy  b r o t h e r )  
"is one who i s  i n  t h e  f e l l owsh ip  of f a i t h ,  a m e m b e r  
of t h e  Church. With o u t s i d e r s  I am no t  concerned 
i n  t h i s  m a t t e r ,  Church d i s c i p l i n e  is f o r  church 
members," The i n f e r e n c e  of t h e  e s s a y i s t  i s  t o  
i d e n t i f y  "brother"  w i th  t h e  Una Sanc ta ,  i , e . ,  
" t h e  s p i r i t u a l  fami ly  of GodP\ and t h u s  would 
r u l e  ou t  t h a t  t h e  b r o t h e r  i s  a p r o f e s s i n g  f e l l o w  
member of a C h r i s t i a n  congrega t ion  a t  one p l a c e ,  
which i s  d e f i n i t e l y  c a l l e d  f o r  i n  t h i s  i n s t a n c e .  
What t h e  e s s a y i s t  i s  say ing  i s  t h a t  church h e r e  i s  
a f e l l owsh ip  of s a i n t s .  Th i s  i s  un t enab l e  i n  t h i s  
con t ex t  because no one can read  ano the r  p e r s o n ' s  
h e a r t .  ''The Lord knoweth them t h a t  a r e  H i s . "  
I1 Tim. 2:19. "~cclesia'"iaff v e r s e  17 r e f e r s  t o  a 
l o c a l  assembly of p ro fe s s ing  C h r i s t i a n s .  "Brother" 
r e a l l y  means a b r o t h e r  from a l o c a l  congrega t ion .  
I n  s t e p s  of admonition and d i s c i p l i n e  we a r e  n o t  t o  
look  f o r  o u t s i d e r s .  By synechdoche we unders tand 
of course  t h a t  t h e r e  are b e l i e v e r s  i n  C h r i s t ,  mem- 
b e r s  of t h e  Una Sancta ,  a t  t h a t  p l ace .  However, 
t h e r e  i s  a c l e a r  d i s t i n c t i o n  set up by our  Lord 
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Hoenecke s t a t e s  (Ev, Luthe  Dogmatik, 
1 7 7 f f , ,  Northwestern Pub l i sh ing  

$When ' T e l l  it t o  t h e  churchf i s  en jo ined ,  
1 am no t  d i r e c t e d  t o  the  i n v i s i b l e  church. 
For no one i n f a l l i b l y  knows the b e l i e v e r s  
and cannot t h e r e f o r e  t e l l  i t  t o  them. 
Thus t h e  concept  i s  of t h e  s p e c i f i c  Local 
cong rega t i on , "  

3, 'nother o b j e c t i o n :  "'The use  of t i le  second per-  
son singular pronoun, both in t h e  a c c u s a t i v e  

and g e n i t i v e ,  narrows the scope cf t h i s  i n s t r u c t i o n , "  
to qquo t  t h e  essayist. T h e  on ly  r e s t r i c t i o n  here 
set f o r t h  by the Lord  Jesus C h r i s t  is that t h e  in- 
d i v i d u a l  be  d e a l t  w i t h  i n  love,  p r i v a t e l y ,  and i n  
a p r i v a t e  manner i n  o r d e r  to ga in  t h e  brother---to 
s ave  h i s  s o u l ,  W e  would ask how i s  t h e  scope nar- 
rowed by t h e  s i n g u l a r  form? 

10. The s ta tement  t h a t  "gain i m p l i e s  p rev ious  loss"  
might be ques t ioned ,  Actua l ly  t h e  t e l l i n g  

a t t e m p t s  t o  gain the  b r o t h e r ,  Be is s t i l l  a b r o t h e r *  
Be Is n o t  l o s t ,  H e  i s  i n  danger of l o s i n g  h i s  f a i t h .  
14- i s  n o t  proven. yet--not u n t i l  l:e r e j e c t s  t h e  hear- 
ing  ber'ore t h e  "eccPesia," assembled congrega t ion ,  

11, Verse 16*  The essayist comments on "Take with 
thee one o r  two more3' and w r i t e s  :: "The t ex t  

does nee declare whether t h i s  one sr two more are 
t o  be other brothers ,"  T h i s  seens un tenab l e ,  It 
is  cer tain tha$ t h e  "concerned b r o t h e r g '  w i l l  no t  
depend on ou t s ide r s ,  unbelievers, nsn-members in 
d e d i n g  w i t h  a "brother who has s inned" and w b s e  
soul"  sdfvatisn i s  i w o l v e d ,  The w i t n e s s e s  he 



c a l l s  i n  a r e  f e l l ow  members of t h a t  congrega t ion  a t  
t h a t  p l a c e .  These a r e  w i tne s s ing  t h e  a l l e g e d  s i n -  
n e r ' s  r e a c t i o n ,  It i s  more than  an assumption. It 
i s  t h e  on ly  conc lus ion  t o  be reached.  The e s s a y i s t  
con t inues ,  "We can r i g h t l y  assume t h a t  they  a r e  
from t h e  f e l l owsh ip  of t h e  fami ly ,  t h e  church--in 
o t h e r  words, o t h e r  b r o t h e r s , "  This  makes i t  appear  
t h a t  t h e  prev ious  o b j e c t i o n  i s  need l e s s .  But look 
a t  i t  c l o s e r .  Study t h e  g e n e r a l i t i e s  i n  t h e  words 
" fe l lowship  of t h e  f ami ly ,  t h e  church--in o t h e r  
words, o t h e r  b r o t h e r s . "  What fami ly?  What church? 
I n  v e r s e  15 "church" was i d e n t i f i e d  by t h e  e s s a y i s t  
w i t h  Una Sanc ta ,  What o t h e r  b r o t h e r s ?  O f  t h e  Una 
Sanc ta?  06: t h e  "Church of God?" O f  t h e  Holy 
C h r i s t i a n  Church? S ince  t h i s  exeges i s  f avo r s  a 
view t h a t  t h e r e  Is no l o c a l  congrega t ion  o r  r e s t r i c -  
t i o n  t o  a l o c a l  s i t u a t i o n ,  bu t  only g e n e r a l i t i e s  
about  the "family of GodP' and "church 'hnd5ef ined9  
w e  musk o b j e c t  and /or  i n s i s t  on what is t h e  obvious 
t e ach ing  of C h r i s t  i n  t h i s  i n s t a n c e .  There is no 
need t o  go t o  o t h e r  c i t i e s ,  t o  o t h e r  cong rega t i ons ,  
t o  t h o s e  who have no j u r i s d i c t i o n  o r  concern i n  
t h i s  o f f i c i a l  procedure.  For t h e  congrega t ion  t o  
a c t  i n  t h i s  m a t t e r  ( i f  i t  should come t o  i t s  a t t e n -  
t i o n )  t h e  w i tne s se s ,  i f  they  a r e  t o  be v a l i d  wi t -  
n e s s e s  b e f o r e  t h e  congrega t ion ,  must b e  from and 
t e s t i f y  t o  t h e  l o c a l  congrega t ion ,  a s  Jesus  s ays ,  
"Tel1 i t  t o  t h e  church (congrega t ion) . "  

12 .  We should n o t e  t h i s  ve ry  w e l l  t h a t  t h e  two o r  
t h r e e  w i t n e s s e s ,  t h e  accuse r ,  and t h e  b r o t h e r  

who h a s  s inned  do n o t  c o n s t i t u t e  e c c l e s i a ,  a congre- 
g a t i o n .  Th i s  should end t h e  r epea t ed  r e f e r e n c e s  t o  
every  and any group of C h r i s t i a n s  be ing  c a l l e d  
church,  e c c l e s i a  o r  congreaga t ion ,  i f  we t r u l y  
a c c e p t  J e s u s '  words i n  t h i s  m a t t e r ,  

13 .  It i s  impor tan t  a t  t h i s  p o i n t  t o  t a k e  up t h e  
O f f i c e  of t h e  Keys i n  o rde r  t o  e s t a b l i s h  i ts  

r e l e v a n c e  h e r e  i n  v e r s e s  16-18, Regarding t h e  

Off  i r e  of t.he K e y s ,  whi.cla incZr~tIes t h e  preaching 
OI t h c  Gospel , the admini st  erirzg of the  Sacrament s, 
and absolving and r e t a i n i n g  of s i n s ,  D r .  M a r t i n  
Lutlaer w r i  tes (Lutherk  s Works, Vol. 40 ,  p. 3 4 7 )  :: 

"From a l l  t h i s  we can e a s i l y  conclllde that,  
t h e s e  people  do n o t  cons ide r  t h e  keys a 
d i v i n e  i n s t i t u t i o n ,  work, o r d e r  o r  o f f i c e .  
But l i k e  Turlcs and t h e  hea then ,  they con- 
s i d e r  them a man-made o r d e r  o r  o f f i c e ,  sub- 
j e c t  a s  any o t h e r  temporal o rde r  t o  t h e i r  
c o n t r o l ,  For they base  t h e i r  d o c t r i n e s  not- 
on God's Word bu t  on human a c t i o n  and 
ConceTIle ' f  

Tllus L u t h e r  c a l l s  t h e  O f f i c e  nf t he  Keys a d i v i n e  
i n s t - i t u t i o r r ,  And L u t h e r  writes (?,,We, VoL, 4 0 ,  
p, 362): " ~ x u l y  where t h e  Word of God i s  not  found 
t h e  keys do i;iu!_ remain e i t h e r ,  The keys wand t o  be  
where G o d ' s  --- Word and t h e  church a r e ,  o r  e l s e  i.hey 
are  nc keys," And on page 369 Luther  t r e a t s  of the 
vel-ses bcf o r e  a s ,  and he emphasi z e s  unques@ionabl~-  
"the presence  cf t h e  assembled c o n g r e g a t i o x ~ ~ "  
"convicted i n  t h e i r  own congrega t ion  and b e f o r e  
t h e i r  own p a s t o r ,  and '"We, S t ,  P a u l ,  c a l l e d  an 
tile congrcgatiora t o  ac t " :  (L,W,, Vole  40, pp. 369, 
371, 3 7 2 , )  

"Tn H a l t .  18:15-17 you have a d e f i n i t e  t e x t  --- 
i n  wllir2., Christ. PlimseS i descrl'bes t h e  of r ice  -------------- 
s f  t%lc keys, YOU cannot. go c.~.rcpz22, i f  you ---- ----* -- 

('*. f a l l ow I r i s  instsr-uctisr2s. . . . . ,ii., 371) 1 c a l l  
i t  a devf I. s ax18 not GodP s 53x1 con t r a ry  d o 
Chris t  ' s command, when peopl e arc  cursed  wkth 
the ban s a c r i l e g i o u s l y ,  Fef o r e  they Iravc kccn 
convicked i n  -!*he presence of t.2re assembled -------- - -- -- 
congx'~3at.j --- on. Such arc all .;.Ire bans  wit- i r  
wI1ic711 t 11e ep iscopal  reyrescnf at ivcs and 

c a t e  pei)plg., before  a c:mg.t-egat icm ten, t-~cti:?ty 
~r t h i r t y  mil t :w dis" ian t ,  a1t't;uuglm t l l c s ~  pc:.r>l c> 



c a l l s  i n  a r e  f e l l ow  members of t h a t  congrega t ion  a t  
t h a t  p l a c e .  These a r e  w i tne s s ing  t h e  a l l e g e d  s i n -  
n e r ' s  r e a c t i o n ,  It i s  more than  an assumption. It 
i s  t h e  on ly  conc lus ion  t o  be reached.  The e s s a y i s t  
con t inues ,  "We can r i g h t l y  assume t h a t  they  a r e  
from t h e  f e l l owsh ip  of t h e  fami ly ,  t h e  church--in 
o t h e r  words, o t h e r  b r o t h e r s , "  This  makes i t  appear  
t h a t  t h e  prev ious  o b j e c t i o n  i s  need l e s s .  But look 
a t  i t  c l o s e r .  Study t h e  g e n e r a l i t i e s  i n  t h e  words 
" fe l lowship  of t h e  f ami ly ,  t h e  church--in o t h e r  
words, o t h e r  b r o t h e r s . "  What fami ly?  What church? 
I n  v e r s e  15 "church" was i d e n t i f i e d  by t h e  e s s a y i s t  
w i t h  Una Sanc ta ,  What o t h e r  b r o t h e r s ?  O f  t h e  Una 
Sanc ta?  06: t h e  "Church of God?" O f  t h e  Holy 
C h r i s t i a n  Church? S ince  t h i s  exeges i s  f avo r s  a 
view t h a t  t h e r e  Is no l o c a l  congrega t ion  o r  r e s t r i c -  
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about  the "family of GodP' and "church 'hnd5ef ined9  
w e  musk o b j e c t  and /or  i n s i s t  on what is t h e  obvious 
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every  and any group of C h r i s t i a n s  be ing  c a l l e d  
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13 .  It i s  impor tan t  a t  t h i s  p o i n t  t o  t a k e  up t h e  
O f f i c e  of t h e  Keys i n  o rde r  t o  e s t a b l i s h  i ts  

r e l e v a n c e  h e r e  i n  v e r s e s  16-18, Regarding t h e  

Off  i r e  of t.he K e y s ,  whi.cla incZr~tIes t h e  preaching 
OI t h c  Gospel , the admini st  erirzg of the  Sacrament s, 
and absolving and r e t a i n i n g  of s i n s ,  D r .  M a r t i n  
Lutlaer w r i  tes (Lutherk  s Works, Vol. 40 ,  p. 3 4 7 )  :: 

"From a l l  t h i s  we can e a s i l y  conclllde that,  
t h e s e  people  do n o t  cons ide r  t h e  keys a 
d i v i n e  i n s t i t u t i o n ,  work, o r d e r  o r  o f f i c e .  
But l i k e  Turlcs and t h e  hea then ,  they con- 
s i d e r  them a man-made o r d e r  o r  o f f i c e ,  sub- 
j e c t  a s  any o t h e r  temporal o rde r  t o  t h e i r  
c o n t r o l ,  For they base  t h e i r  d o c t r i n e s  not- 
on God's Word bu t  on human a c t i o n  and 
ConceTIle ' f  

Tllus L u t h e r  c a l l s  t h e  O f f i c e  nf t he  Keys a d i v i n e  
i n s t - i t u t i o r r ,  And L u t h e r  writes (?,,We, VoL, 4 0 ,  
p, 362): " ~ x u l y  where t h e  Word of God i s  not  found 
t h e  keys do i;iu!_ remain e i t h e r ,  The keys wand t o  be  
where G o d ' s  --- Word and t h e  church a r e ,  o r  e l s e  i.hey 
are  nc keys," And on page 369 Luther  t r e a t s  of the 
vel-ses bcf o r e  a s ,  and he emphasi z e s  unques@ionabl~-  
"the presence  cf t h e  assembled c o n g r e g a t i o x ~ ~ "  
"convicted i n  t h e i r  own congrega t ion  and b e f o r e  
t h e i r  own p a s t o r ,  and '"We, S t ,  P a u l ,  c a l l e d  an 
tile congrcgatiora t o  ac t " :  (L,W,, Vole  40, pp. 369, 
371, 3 7 2 , )  

"Tn H a l t .  18:15-17 you have a d e f i n i t e  t e x t  --- 
i n  wllir2., Christ. PlimseS i descrl'bes t h e  of r ice  -------------- 
s f  t%lc keys, YOU cannot. go c.~.rcpz22, i f  you ---- ----* -- 

('*. f a l l ow I r i s  instsr-uctisr2s. . . . . ,ii., 371) 1 c a l l  
i t  a devf I. s ax18 not GodP s 53x1 con t r a ry  d o 
Chris t  ' s command, when peopl e arc  cursed  wkth 
the ban s a c r i l e g i o u s l y ,  Fef o r e  they Iravc kccn 
convicked i n  -!*he presence of t.2re assembled -------- - -- -- 
congx'~3at.j --- on. Such arc all .;.Ire bans  wit- i r  
wI1ic711 t 11e ep iscopal  reyrescnf at ivcs and 

c a t e  pei)plg., before  a c:mg.t-egat icm ten, t-~cti:?ty 
~r t h i r t y  mil t :w dis" ian t ,  a1t't;uuglm t l l c s ~  pc:.r>l c> 



have never  been condemned, accused,  o r  
convic ted  in.  t h e i r  1" own congrega t ion  and 
b e f o r e  t h e i r  own p a s t o r . "  

And on page 372  Luther  writes:  

"Paul was a n  a p o s t l e ,  y e t  he was n o t  
w i l l i n g  t o  excommunicat.e a person who was 
l i v i n g  i n  a d u l t e r y  w i t h  h i s  stepmother 
(I o r .  5 : 1) B t i t  ---.-- he c a l l e d  0x1 the con- 
g r ega t i on  t o  a c t .  And when t h e  congrega t ion  
d i d  n o t  t a k e  any a c t i o n ,  he d i d  no t  e i t h e r ,  
because he was s a t i s f i e d  w i t h  whatever pun- 
ishment t h e  congrega t ion  meted ou t  t o  him." 
(Emphasis mine.) 

34. Brenz ( i n  scripturn Matthaei  cornlmentarius 
(Tubing., 1566) ,  f o l .  602) comments on 

Platthew P8:17: 

"When C h r i s t  says :  ' T e l l  i t  un to  t h e  church,  ' 
t h i s  i s  n o t  t o  be unders tood of a l a r g e  
convent ion of t h e  church i n  which a l s o  t h e  
c i v i l  government i s  r ep re sen t ed ,  which 
accord ing  t o  i t s  voca t i on  ma in t a in s  p u b l i c  
o rde r  and d i s c i p l i n e ,  b u t  i t  i s  t o  be  
unders tood of a sma l l  assem1)Ly of which 
t h e  c i v i l  government i s  not  a member and 
i n  which i t  e i t h e r  has  no bus ines s  a t  a l l  
o r  is  regarded a s  a p r iva te  party. Such 
assembl ies  were for~ned  by t h o s e  who accom- 
pan i ed  Chr =. " 

15. By the  vague r e f e r e n c e s  and by t h e  s t u d i o u s  
avoidance of conc re t e  germs i n  d e f i n i n g  "other  

b r o t h e r s , "  as shown in the words of the e s s a y ,  
" fd lows t l i p  ef the family, t h e  church---in o t h e r  
words o t h e r  bro thers"  (p. 561, a F a l s e  i m p l i c a t i o n  
i s  g iven .  The phrase shori id be worded, "They are 
iron1 t h e  fe i lows l l ip  of tlic f iuc i ly ,  t i l t? I gc r t l  church- 
i n  o t h e r  word% o the r  E ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ j ~ g ~  brot . l~crs  A;--J& 
f a i t h . "  Wc n~ake t h i s  p o s i ~ : i v e  suggest-ion becsusc --- 

we fear t h a t  the  e s s a y i s t  is lead ing  up t o  a d e n i a l  
of what Jestis  i s  say ing  i n  the  words,  "Te l l  t h e  
e c c l e s i a ,  the congrega t ion ."  

c a l  
o rd  

I n  t h e  paragraph of t h e  essay  on page 56 and 
57, r ega rd ing  t h e  " ' ina"  c l a u s e  s p e c i f i -  

l y ,  he  w r i t e s ,  "God d e s i r e s  u s  t o  be  no l e s s  
e r l y  i n  s p i r i t u a l  m a t t e r s  than  i n  c i v i l  a f f a i r s .  " 

However, God wants s o u l s  t o  be saved,  n o t  neces- 
s a r i l y  t h a t  o rde r  be fol lowed,  The w i tne s se s  a r e  
to observe  t h e  man's word s f  repen tance  o r  hardness  
of h e a r t .  They a r e  t o  d e a l  w i th  a brother- in- the-  
f a i t h  i n  l o v e ,  w i t h  unders tanding ,  t o  win him, and 
n o t  t o  hang him on a word ow a c t i o n .  It i s  r a t h e r  
t o  lead him t o  repentance, and i f  necessary  t o  pu t  
t h e  r i g h t  words  i n  h i s  moueh, t o  he lp  him under- 
stand the se r iousness  sf the offense, The sen tence  
i n  the es say ,  "Yet i t  i s  clear"  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  
these addi.:ionaX witnesses also speak t o  t h e  e r r i ~ i g  

* . r  b ~ o t h e ~ .  ~ L I  an e f f o r t  t o  ---- convict him 12 he doesn't 
l i s t e n  to them, '"  d o e s  no t  r e f i ~ e t  a s p i r i t  of lov- 
i n g  concern $or t h e  broth~r-in-the-faith who i s  
danger o f i s 1 r ? , g  h i s  s o l ~ l ~ .  The word "convj-ncr" 

-. 

i n s ~ e a d  s f  l i c ~ n ~ i c t ' t  is the p o i n t  we would make, ------ 

i7, Perhaps i t  i s  needless t o  coIxlment on t h i s  
spirit: of the pzi)erS f9-r i t  -jis n o t  a t  t h e  h e a r t  

of the  n a t r e r  before  u s ,  Bxt: i t  seems t h a t  t he  w c r d  
" ~ e s ~ i f y "  i n  l i n e  18 of ~h,: f i r s t  paragraph u n d e r  

- -- verse I 7  on page 57, i s  a j:ay(i.::;rnLal word, ~ h e  
"a t~toon"  call-s f r r  VG: e ~ ; " = . . ~ p l  e ~110 are  concerned 
f o r  IzEm, I t  i s  g11c soi.r:it sf :!:s Savior  that i s  
c a l l e d  f o r  in dea'-i.~-~g ta i th  pec;ple, -.*jith H i s  dis- 
c i p l e s ,  

: 8, And now i n  verse ?L7 we g e g  t c  khe heart  af t h e  
mitt-ea-, on page 5 8 ,  ""L'ell It- t o  t h e  churcT~," 

Bbjeces"a~r must be vczieed %a xFie essay is t -  i n s e r t i n g  
tXre vfdtrds " t au  -LI~GC,U'' to the r e f e r e n c e  i n  Mat-'r, 
6 8 Ve ag ree  with &he s e n t e ~ ~ c c :  "1x1 t h J s  
former p h c e  the a-crn-rt 4s q u i t e  r e a d i l y  recognized 



have never  been condemned, accused,  o r  
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-. 
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a s  t h e  t o t a l  f e l l owsh ip  of God's e l e c t ,  a l l  be- 
l i e v e r s ,  t h e  fami ly  of God, t h e  Una Sanc ta ,  t h e  
u n i v e r s a l  church. Against  t h i s  church even t h e  
powers of h e l l  s h a l l  n o t  p r e v a i l  (Matt. 16:18).11 
It could be improved t o  c l a r i f y  f o r  everyone i f  
"family of God" and "un ive r sa l  church" were cap i -  
t a l i z e d  a s  i s  "Una Sancta ."  Then we would imme-  
d i a t e l y  recognize  what i s  being r e f e r r e d  t o ,  t h e  
Holy C h r i s t i a n  Church, and I am s u r e  we would a l l  
ag ree .  

But we must o b j e c t  t o  t h i s :  Immediately f o l -  
lowing (Matt. 1 6 ~ 1 8 )  i s  t h e  s en t ence  "This i s  s o  
because i t  i s  t h e  church of God, "n e c c l e s i a  tou  
theou." The Greek t e x t  of Matt ,  16:18 does n o t  
have t h e  " tou theou" which t h e  e s s a y i s t  i n s e r t s  
he r e .  This  Greek ph ra se  quoted i n  t h e  essay  i s  
n o t  found i n  t h e  Gospels,  Obviously t h e  a t t emp t  
i s  be ing  made t o  add a dimension t o  t h e  argument 
t h a t  would suppor t  t h e  i d e a  with a Greek tex t  t h a t  
M a t t .  18:17 i s  t h e  same a s  Matt ,  16:18. It i s  n o t .  
"MY Church" of Matt .  16:18 d e f i n i t e l y  does mean 
t h e  Una Sanc ta ,  t h e  i n v i s i b l e  Church; w i t h  t h a t  we 
ag ree .  To add S t .  P a u l ' s  term "Church of God" h e r e  
i s  h igh ly  ques t i onab l e .  S t .  Pau l  does i n t e r p r e t  
J e sus9  concept  of e c c l e s i a  i n  h i s  w r i t i n g s ,  b u t  he  
does  no t  presume t o  p r e s c r i b e  how J e s u s  speaks  o r  
what J e s u s  s ays ,  a s  t h e  e s say  a t t e m p t s  t o  do, o r  
a t  l e a s t  imp l i e s ,  by i n s e r t i n g  t h e  ph ra se  "e ecc l e -  
s i a  t o u  theou. '"  

19.  S ince re  o b j e c t i o n  must be r a i s e d  t o  t h e  con- 
c l u s i o n  d r a m  by t h e  e s s a y i s t  i n  t h i s  sen- 

t ence :  "The u se  of t h e  a r t i c l e  w i th  t h e  word 
church i n  t h i s  passage b e f o r e  u s  l e a d s  u s  t o  t h i n k  
of a d e f i n i t e  church,  t h e  church t h a t  ha s  been i n -  
t roduced  e a r l i e r ,  namely, God's church." Y e s ,  t h e  
a r t i c l e  does spec- i fy  a d e f i n i t e  church,  b u t  n o t  
n e c e s s a r i l y  t h e  church of Matt .  16:18, s p e c i f i -  
c a l l y *  The r u l e s  s f  hermeneut ics  c a l l  f o r  t h e  

sane  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of the same word i f  a11 things 
a r e  equa l ,  But h e r e  they  a r e  n o t  equa l ,  J e s u s  
has  in t roduced  a new dimension--the "b ro the r . "  
Luther  f r e e l y  t r a n s l a t e s  t h i s  v e r s e  and t h e s e  words: 
"If  he  r e f u s e s  t o  l i s t e n  t o   the^, t e l l  i t  t o  t h e  
whole congrega t ion  s f  t h e  church;  and i f  he  r e f u s e s  
t o  l i s t e n  t o  the  c h u r c h . , , , "  ( L * W . ,  Vole 39, p .  8 ,  
from "A Sermon on t h e  Ban. ") It i s  t h e r e f o l ~ e  un- 
warranted t o  make such a statement i d e n t i f y i n g  
Matt .  18:17 w i t h  T/lattI, Ik;:l8, i n  t h e  s ense  t h a t  
ehe former refers  on ly  t o  t h e  l a t t e r .  How can one 
tell t h e  matter t o  t h e  spiritual Church, t h e  Una 
Sanc ta ,  of Mat t ,  14:l8, the "Ify Church" of J e s u s ?  
It i s  h a r d l y  possible t o  speak t o  members of t h e  
Una Sancta ,  vhc a r e  known only t o  God. The profes -  

Q s i n g  C h r i s t i a n s  of that place a r e  t o  d e a l  w i th  t h e  
brotber--5~ho-sinned, who needs t a  b e  convinced of 
t h e  s z - r i o u s ~ ~ e s s  of h i s  s i n ,  Jesus cor robora ted  t h i s  
rin His "?ell i t  to " L h e  church," a congm-cga"ion made 
up of i d e n t i f i a b l e  bro~llners i n  t h e  f a i t h  (verse 15). 
Note V and V I ,  

20, LEXICON, W, F ,  Arndt  - F ,  W e  Gingrich:  
"Eeckcsia b, the  church o r  c o n g r e g a t l o l  as 

Che t o t a l i t y  of Chriseiarrs 2Pviilg i n  one place: 
Matt, PZe;:P7," 

2'1, \?illiam. Wendricks~n~ N, 7', COmENTARY: kZc?TTHEtJ 
(Baker Book House, Grand Rapids) verse 17: 

"Tell t h e  chui-ell---- ' cl iurrhS- i s  t:-te l o c a l l y  organ- 
ized fellowship s? jselievers," 

2 2 ,  Henry A l f r r r d ,  THE FOCR ZQFPELS, r e v i s e d  by 
E ,  H a r r i s o n ,  Chicago, Moody P r e s s ,  1958, 

verse 1 7 :  E c c i ~ s i a  is n o t  "be J e x i s h  synagoglae, 
"but. i t :  i s  t h e  congregation of C h r i s t i a n s :  i .e . ,  
i n  ea r ly  tines (Acts 4 : 3 2 )  -- t h e  one  congregat ion -- 
l a t e r  -- chat cocgregation i n  wIlie4i.6 thou and he are 
members. '" 



a s  t h e  t o t a l  f e l l owsh ip  of God's e l e c t ,  a l l  be- 
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23.  R.  6 ,  H e  Lenski ,  THE INTERPRETATION OF ST, 
MATTHEW'S GOSPEL, pp, 701-702, d e c l a r e s :  "We 

may t h u s  a l s o  t r a n s l a t e  ' T e l l  i t  t o  t h e  congrega- 
t i o n '  f o r  e v i d e n t l y  t h e  l o c a l  g a t h e r i n g  of be l i ev -  
e r s  is  r e f e r r e d  t o . . * . A s  f a r  a s  t h e  outward organ i -  
z a t i o n  of t h e  l o c a l  e c c l e s i a  i s  concerned, t h i s  
J e s u s  has  nowhere p r e s c r i b e d ,  hence i t  i s  l e f t  t o  
t h e  b e l i e v e r s  themselves  and t o  t h e i r  b e s t  s p i r i t u a l  
j udgment . " A n d  on p  . 703,  he church (congrega t ion)  
i s  t h u s  t h e  f i n a l  c o u r t  of appea l .  Those who would 
p l a c e  above i t  a  s t i l l  h ighe r  a u t h o r i t y :  t h e  pope, 
a b i shop ,  some church b o a r d . , , * o r  a  synod composed 
of c l e r i c s ,  o r  t h o s e  combined w i t h  l a y  d e l a g a t e s ,  
go beyond t h e  word of C h r i s t  and t h e  t e ach ings  of 
t h e  a p o s t l e s  ," 

24 ,  J, Ylvisaker ,  THE GOSPELS, p ,  425: "The church 
i s  t h e  c o u r t  of l a s t  r e s o r t ,  i n  t h i s  i n s t a n c e  

n o t  t h e  communion s f  s a i n t s ,  t h e  e n t i r e  C h r i s t i a n  
Church, nor  i s  i t  a  s e p a r a t e  church body, bu t  t h e  
l o c a l  assembly i n  t h e  f a i t h ,  Before  t h i s  body, t h e  
de l i nquen t  s h a l l  be  s~n~rnoned .~ ' , . . , " " I  he n e g l e c t  t o  
b e a r  t h e  church ..... then  s h a l l  he  b e  regarded as  one 
who no l onge r  belongs t o  t h e  church;  he  s h a l l  now be 
exc luded ,  d e l i v e r e d  unto Sa tan  (I Cor, 5:5) , '"  

25. Archibald Robertson, WORD PICTURES I N  THE N,T,, 
Nashv i l l e ,  Tennessee,  Broadman P r e s s :  "The 

Church -- t h e  l o c a l  body and n o t  t h e  g e n e r a l  as i n  
1 6  : 98, '? 

26. John B. C .  F r i t z ,  D . D , ,  PASTORAL THEOLOGY, 
S t ,  Louis ,  Missour i ,  @.P,H, 1932, p ,  24: 

 be C h r i s t i a n  Congregation ( ~ r t s g e m e i n d e )  by which 
and t o  which t h e  p a s t o r  i s  c a l l e d  i s  a  d i v i n e  i n -  
s t i t u t i o n .  When speaking  of t h e  C h r i s t i a n  congre- 
g a t i o n ,  o r  t h e  l o c a l  church,  a s  be ing  a  d i v i n e  i n -  
s t i t u t i o n ,  w e  have n o t  i n  mind t h e  organ ized  
cong rega t i on  ( c o n s t i t u t i o n ,  o f f i c e r s )  no r  t h e  
l e g a l l y  i nco rpo ra t ed  congrega t ion  -- f a r  o r g a n i z a t i o n  

and i n c o r p o r a t i o n  a r e  human expedien ts  -- b u t  w e  
have i n  mind a body, o r  an assembly, o r  a  congre- 
g a t i o n  of C h r i s t i a n s  who have u n i t e d  f o r  t h e  purpose 
of having t h e  Word of God preached and t h e  Sacraments 
adminis te red  t o  them by a  p a s t o r  whom they  have 
c a l l e d .  Such a congrega t ion  i s  commonly spoken of 
a s  a  church, a s  I Core 122, o r  when we say  Church 
of Our Savior ,  Bethlehem Lutheran Church, e t c , "  

F r i t z  cont inued on page 25: "God has  d i r e c t e d  
t h a t  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  Church ( t h e  body of b e l i e v e r s )  
should e x e r c i s e  i t s  God-given r i g h t s  through t h e  
l o c a l  church o r  cong rega&ion , , , . 'The  Lord added t o  
t h e  church d a i l y  such a s  should be  s aved , '  Acts  2: 
4 1 , 4 2 , 4 7 , , , +  'TeI.1 it un to  t h e  churchP ( t h e  l o c a l  
church,  of course ,  f a r  i t  would be imposs ib le  e i t h e r  
t o  t e l l  a l l  b e l i e v e r s  i n  t h e  world o r  t o  g e t  any 
a c t i o n  from them,)"  

2 7 ,  WALTHER AND THE CHURCH, by W e  Dal%r;tan, e t c , ,  
S t .  Louis ,  Missour i ,  C.P.H,, page 64, Walther 

i n t e r p r e t s :  "Thus s ays  t h e  Lord, Matt ,  l8 :17 :  
' T e l l  i t  un to  t h e  church; bu t  i f  .....' No proof  
i s  needed t o  show t h a t  t h e  Lord i n  t h i s  passsge is 
speaking of a v i s i b l e  p a r t i c u l a r  l o c a l  cl-~txrch '' 
And Walther w r i t e s  fo l lowing  Matt .  l8 :18 ,  "'He, t i-e 
Lord, m a n i f e s t l y  d e l e g a t e s  w i t h  t h e s e  words also 
t o  each v i s i b l e  l o c a l  church t h e  keys of the  kine-- 
dom of heaven. , , , , " I n  t h i s  ref :rence WaL's-hey aP, 2 
e x p l a i n s  v e r s e s  19  and 20 of tiat :, 18, and t ! le ir  
r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  l o c a l  congregs i fon ,  5 0 2  just popu- 
l o u s  congrega t ions ,  bu t  even i n  a ~::?7regation n f  
two o r  t h r e e  t r u e  b e l i e v e r s ,  t h e  co;gregzttii;n would 
be  a  congrega t ion  of God and have t:re >.,'7e -7 and 
r i g h t s  t h a t  C h r i s t  has  g iven  t~ rlis Ci-:,:-r.ch, 

And q u ~ t i n g  from  he True V i s i b l e  Church" 
by D r .  C. F. W. Walther ,  t r a n s l a t e d  by J* T. 
Muel le r ,  C . P , H e  1961, pages  12 and 14 :  

"THESIS 111 
I n  an improper s ense  S c r i p t u r e  c a l l s  a l s o  t h o s e  
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And q u ~ t i n g  from  he True V i s i b l e  Church" 
by D r .  C. F. W. Walther ,  t r a n s l a t e d  by J* T. 
Muel le r ,  C . P , H e  1961, pages  12 and 14 :  

"THESIS 111 
I n  an improper s ense  S c r i p t u r e  c a l l s  a l s o  t h o s e  



v i s i b l e  communions 'churches'  which, 
though c o n s i s t i n g  n o t  on ly  of b e l i e v e r s  
o r  such a s  a r e  s a n c t i f i e d  by f a i t h ,  b u t  
having a l s o  h y p o c r i t e s  and wicked persons ,  
n e v e r t h e l e s s  t e a c h  t h e  Gospel i n  i t s  pur- 
i t y  and admin i s t e r  t h e  ho ly  sacraments  
accord ing  t o  t h e  Gospel ..... 

"Luther: I n  o r d e r  t h a t  t h i s  a r t i c l e  (of 
t h e  ho ly  C h r i s t i a n  Church) might be  under- 
s tood  more c l e a r l y ,  t h e  r e a d e r  must be  r e -  
minded t h a t  S c r i p t u r e  speaks of t h e  church 
i n  a  twofold way. On t h e  one hand, i t  c a l l s  
'church '  a l l  t h o s e  who p u b l i c l y  con fe s s  t h e  
same d o c t r i n e  and u s e  t h e  same sacraments ,  
w i t h  whom, however, t h e r e  are mixed many 
h y p o c r i t e s  and wicked persons ,  a s  C h r i s t  
t e aches  Matt .  1 2 : l l f f ;  13 :24 f f . ;  20:16; 
22:ll-14; Mark 16 :16 . . . , oNeve r the l e s s  i n  
t h i s  promiscuous assembly t h e r e  a r e  always 
some e l e c t ,  t h a t  is ,  such a s  accep t  t h e  Word 
i n  t r u e  f a i t h  and r e c e i v e  t h e  Holy S p i r i t ;  
f o r  t h e  m i n i s t r y  of t h e  Word i s  never  want ing 
i n  f r u i t ,  Th i s  t r u e  p a r t  S c r i p t u r e  a l s o  c a l l s  
' church , '  and t o  i t  t h e  d e s i g n a t i o n  'ho ly '  
p r o p e r l y  belongs ." 

28. To co r robo ra t e  t h e  above t r u t h s  a s  t o  t h e  
c o r r e c t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of Matt .  16:18 and 

Matt .  18:17, we c a l l  a t t e n t i o n  t o  q u o t a t i o n s  ( i n  
t h e  f o o t n o t e s )  of Robert  Preus '  THE BASIS FOR 
CONCORD, C h r i s t i a n  News ,  Dec, 5,  1977, p.  9 and 10.  
(See Note 11) One sen t ence  i n  R. P reus '  e s say  
p o i n t s  up t o  t h e  problem among us :  "If  one does  
n o t  b e l i e v e  t h a t  a n  or thodox v i s i b l e  church i s  
p o s s i b l e ,  i t  would appear  t h a t  one does n o t  con- 
s i d e r  t h e  concensus ( e x h i b i t e d  i n  formal  confes-  
s i o n )  i n  t h e  d o c t r i n e  and a l l  i t s  a r t i c l e s  a  pos- 
s i b i l i t y  e i t h e r . "  The tes t imony of t h e  church 
f a t h e r s ,  Chemnitz, and Mar t in  Luther  on t h e  

- 14 - 

d i  s t i n c t i - o n  between t Ire i n v i s i b l  G C;HZI c I1 a ~ : d  t-lie 
v i s i b l e  churc1-i i s  made a l s o  i n  the  i t r o t  not e~ , 

29. The fo l lowing  i s  c u l l e d  from somri m-imcc;g~ apll 
notes  on The C h r i s t i a n  Church by P r o f ,  Tllco, 

Graebner and i s  p r e s ~ n t e d  a s  a summary of Ihc 
s a l i en t .  t r u t h s  r ega rd ing  t h e  Universal  C h t ~ ~ c l i ,  ---- 
i t s  n a t u r e ,  i t s  a t t r i b u t e s ,  i t s  powers and i t s  
marks; and r ega rd ing  Local Churcl~es  , t h e i r  n a t u r e ,  
d i v i n e  i n s t i t u t i o n ,  and t h e  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  church.  

Our dogmatic ians  have c e r t a i n l y  been almost  
unanimous i n  s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h e  word e c c l e s i a  used 
i n  S c r i p t u r e s  denotes  e i t h e r  t h e  one Church, t h e  
u n i v e r s a l ,  i n v i s i b l e  Church (Matt. 1 6 ~ 1 8 ;  Eph. 
5:25) o r  l o c a l  congrega t ions ,  p a r t i c u l a r  churclles 
(Matt. 18:17; Acts  8 : l ;  e t c . )  See CHURCH AND 
MINISTRY, C. F. W. Walther ,  Thes i s  I ,  page 56 . )  
Unbel ievers  do n o t  belong t o  t h e  Una Sancta .  We 
r e j e c t  t h e  Roman C a t h o l i c  d e f i n i t i o n  of t h e  Church 
a s  an  e x t e r n a l  p o l i t y  under t h e  a u t h o r i t y  of t h e  
h i e r a r chy .  We r e j e c t  t h e  t e ach ing  of Romanizing 
Lutherans  who say  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  no s a l v a t i o n  out-  
s i d e  of t h e  Lutheran Church, l i k e  Grabau. And 

" s ince  f a i t h  by which people  become members 
of t h e  Church i s  i n v i s i b l e ,  t h e  Church, i t s  
membership,is n o t  d i s c e r n a b l e  by t h e  human 
sense s .  . . . The s p i r i t u a l  n a t u r e  and g l o r y  of 
t h e  b e l i e v e r  i s  i n  this world hidden; i t  w i l l  
s t a n d  o u t  f u l l y  only in yonder wor Z d . , . . .  The 
marks of t h e  Church show where t h e  Ghm-rck i s  
c e r t a i n l y  t o  be  found, on ly  t h e  Lord  I-nows 
-the b e l i e v e r s , ,  ,,Rome makes t h e  Church a 
v i s i b l e  realm* The Neo-Lutherans who hold 
t h a t  t h e  Lutheran Churclr i s  the C h f i s t i a n  
Church, make of the. Church a v i s i b l e  commu- 
n i t y  .... The Church i s  simply and on ly  t h e  
communjon s f  Z~elicl.,ver-s, And t h e  Ckurcfr Uni- 
versal embl-aces a l l  Cl i s i s t i ans  i n  any pe r iod  
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c ; f  t j n r c s ,  0rad::;jdc a% tile Chri; s t i a n  Churclt 
i lre1-e i s no ::aPvatj on, No pa r  t i e u l a r  C ~ I J I - C ~ I  
c ;-:n the C:l~i-ir."cIf Uxriversal 

3 0 ,  C;r r;r:cz ning Ll~e manks of the Glt13rcI1, we n o t e  
TZ;c s 2 s V of tiVal. t11e-a" ' s CTI'URCW hKD MI NT S1F1<'L , 

I ; ~ E C  60: "The t r u e  Cliill-ch, ii; tlic p r o p e r  sense of 
tl:c word, i s ,  as t o  i t s  esscnscs, i n v i s i b l e ,  yet  
i t  s presence i s  perc :c%iuable  t he marks *be ing  the 
iJrrre pr:'eaelrllng csf t h e  Word s f  God and t h e  adndrr- 
i s t r a t i o n  of t h e  h o l y  sacraments  according t o  
C11rist:'s i n s t i t ~ ~ t i i n . ' ~  The i n v i s i b l e  Cl-turch does 
no t  become v i s i b l e  tl-iyaugla the. marks The. Clxurc11 
can be Located, b u t  i t s  members cauaaaf: be i d e n t i -  
f i e d ,  

33, Graebner n o t e s  : However, LOCAL CHURCHES are 
t:flosc bodies  of Cf~ristialrns who, i n  pa r t i ca l l a r  

l o c a l i t i e s ,  a re  un i t ed  i n  the  hear ing  of God's 
Word, t he  keeping o f  the Sacraments, and t h e  corn- 
labsxm pa-ofessiol-a of the C h r i s t i a n  f a i t h .  Scripgrzre 
so d e s l g n a t ~ c  them, Waltfier s ta t e s  in CtlURCIX AND 
MTKT ST3951', l'l-resis V I ,  pages 62-69: 

"In a n  improper sense the t e r m  ' ~ l l u r c h , '  
accs-x-ding t o  IIoLy S c r i p t u r e ,  5 s app l i ed  
a l s o  to tIie vIsSb1e sum t o t 2 1  of a l l  who 
Elrzve been ca l l ed ,  tha t  is, t o  a l l  who 

O ~ C S S  allegiance t o  the Vord of God tha t  
i s  preaclred and makc use of t h e  ho ly  Saera- 
mcnt:s, T h i  s Church ( ~ l ~ e  universa l  --ca thc~lic--  
C'kt11rch) is made up s f  g i~od  atnd evJ 1.. peuso.;as. 
T"arai:icula-r' d i v i s i o n s  of i t ,  name1.y t h e  co~s- 
i ; l=~ga  t i  (311s found f l ~ r e  and t l~e re ,  ixz  whi ch the 
 to^ (9 of Gad i s  prctzclred and the lm4y Sacra- 
T i i ~ L c s  arc-  adz-iainistel-ed, arc c a l l e d  cl~ul-cl~ca 
( ~ r m  t.i c:rr3 a r  cfrtaa"c:Irc:s) , f o r  the l"e8BOn, 

~ ~ ~ ~ i c : l  y f  d 12;2f: 93.1. t w J t ~ f i ( ,  vi ~ ~ i 4 1 2 ~ 3  g r ~ t ~ p f i  {:he 
~ : e ~ a " : ~ 5 ' t i Z ~ ,  C . - K U ~  I:'fji~~(:%a P J  f .11~ ~ ' ~ S C I P C V C X S ,  
~~~~~i $:I S ,  : ~ j ~ c j  ~"11i.l drcin (IŜ  6:cjeiI i .2 ccsnc.:cal e d ,  

and because no e l e c t  persons a r e  t o  be  
looked f o r  o u t s i d e  of t h e  group of those  
who have been c a l l e d . "  

Walther comments on t h i s  t h e s i s :  

"The name 'ChurchP i s  accorded t o  t h e s e  
' n o t  by a  misuse of t h e  term bu t  by r i g h t * '  
That i t  must be accorded t o  them i s  shown 
by Holy S c r i p t u r e ,  which c l e a r l y  t eaches  
t h a t  on ly  t h e  t r u e  b e l i e v e r s  a r e  r e a l  mem- 
b e r s  of t h e  Church; and y e t  i t  accords  t h e  
name 'church '  a l s o  t o  such mixed v i s i b l e  
groups, Thus we read i n  M a t t .  18:17: 
' T e l l  i t  un to  t h e  church. '  Mani fes t ly  t h e  
r e f e r e n c e  i n  t h i s  passage  is  t o  a v i s i b l e  
particular church, c o n s i s t i n g  of t r u e  and 
f a l s e  Cbr i s t i ans* , , .GaL ,  1:2; 1 Cor. 1:2. '" 

32 ,  "'The r e l a t i o n  of t h e  l o c a l  churches t o  the 
Holy C h r i s t i a n  Church shows t h a t  there i s  but  

one Church, John 10:16, n o t  two d i f f e r e n t  churches 
w i t h i n  two d i f f e r e n t  c o n s t i t u e n c i e s ,  The m e m b e r -  
sh ip  i s  co-extensive,"  "And a l l  t h e  rights and  
p r i v i l e g e s  which C h r i s t  has  given t h e  Holy Chris- 
t i a n  Church a r e  ves t ed  i n  t h e  l o c a l  congregat ion 
i n  each and every C h r i s t i a n  Church, large o r  
smal l ,  orthodox o r  heterodox,  Matt, l 8 : l 7 ,  1 @orc 
3~21-23 ,"  a s  T ,  Graebner notEs,  

Walther says :  "If  i n  a  Iocc l  csng~egat io13  
t h e r e  were on ly  two o r  t h r e e  t r u e  :filPe-vers, "krue 
c h i l d r e n  of God, t r u e  members of t h e  ;pl.ricual 
body of J e s u s  C h r i s t ,  the c o n g r e g a ~ i e . . ~  wo:lld on 
account  of them be a  congregation u f  Z s a  s n d  i n  
l e g i t i m a t e  possess ion  of a l l  r i g h t s  a d  powers 
which C h r i s t  ha s  acqui red  f o r ,  and given t o ,  H i s  
Church. " 

33. Therefore  we conclude t h a t  the  l o c a l  church 
i s  e s t a b l i s h e d  accord ing  t o  Cod's w i l l  and 

ordinance.  T. Craebnen: s t a t e s  : "The locall church 
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T i i ~ L c s  arc-  adz-iainistel-ed, arc c a l l e d  cl~ul-cl~ca 
( ~ r m  t.i c:rr3 a r  cfrtaa"c:Irc:s) , f o r  the l"e8BOn, 

~ ~ ~ ~ i c : l  y f  d 12;2f: 93.1. t w J t ~ f i ( ,  vi ~ ~ i 4 1 2 ~ 3  g r ~ t ~ p f i  {:he 
~ : e ~ a " : ~ 5 ' t i Z ~ ,  C . - K U ~  I:'fji~~(:%a P J  f .11~ ~ ' ~ S C I P C V C X S ,  
~~~~~i $:I S ,  : ~ j ~ c j  ~"11i.l drcin (IŜ  6:cjeiI i .2 ccsnc.:cal e d ,  

and because no e l e c t  persons a r e  t o  be  
looked f o r  o u t s i d e  of t h e  group of those  
who have been c a l l e d . "  

Walther comments on t h i s  t h e s i s :  

"The name 'ChurchP i s  accorded t o  t h e s e  
' n o t  by a  misuse of t h e  term bu t  by r i g h t * '  
That i t  must be accorded t o  them i s  shown 
by Holy S c r i p t u r e ,  which c l e a r l y  t eaches  
t h a t  on ly  t h e  t r u e  b e l i e v e r s  a r e  r e a l  mem- 
b e r s  of t h e  Church; and y e t  i t  accords  t h e  
name 'church '  a l s o  t o  such mixed v i s i b l e  
groups, Thus we read i n  M a t t .  18:17: 
' T e l l  i t  un to  t h e  church. '  Mani fes t ly  t h e  
r e f e r e n c e  i n  t h i s  passage  is  t o  a v i s i b l e  
particular church, c o n s i s t i n g  of t r u e  and 
f a l s e  Cbr i s t i ans* , , .GaL ,  1:2; 1 Cor. 1:2. '" 

32 ,  "'The r e l a t i o n  of t h e  l o c a l  churches t o  the 
Holy C h r i s t i a n  Church shows t h a t  there i s  but  

one Church, John 10:16, n o t  two d i f f e r e n t  churches 
w i t h i n  two d i f f e r e n t  c o n s t i t u e n c i e s ,  The m e m b e r -  
sh ip  i s  co-extensive,"  "And a l l  t h e  rights and  
p r i v i l e g e s  which C h r i s t  has  given t h e  Holy Chris- 
t i a n  Church a r e  ves t ed  i n  t h e  l o c a l  congregat ion 
i n  each and every C h r i s t i a n  Church, large o r  
smal l ,  orthodox o r  heterodox,  Matt, l 8 : l 7 ,  1 @orc 
3~21-23 ,"  a s  T ,  Graebner notEs,  

Walther says :  "If  i n  a  Iocc l  csng~egat io13  
t h e r e  were on ly  two o r  t h r e e  t r u e  :filPe-vers, "krue 
c h i l d r e n  of God, t r u e  members of t h e  ;pl.ricual 
body of J e s u s  C h r i s t ,  the c o n g r e g a ~ i e . . ~  wo:lld on 
account  of them be a  congregation u f  Z s a  s n d  i n  
l e g i t i m a t e  possess ion  of a l l  r i g h t s  a d  powers 
which C h r i s t  ha s  acqui red  f o r ,  and given t o ,  H i s  
Church. " 

33. Therefore  we conclude t h a t  the  l o c a l  church 
i s  e s t a b l i s h e d  accord ing  t o  Cod's w i l l  and 

ordinance.  T. Craebnen: s t a t e s  : "The locall church 



e x i s t s  i u r e  d iv ino .  God has  i n s t i t u t e d  i t .  Join-  ... 

i n g  a  C h r i s t i a n  congregat ion does no t  l i e  i n  t h e  
sphere  of C h r i s t i a n  l i b e r t y  and t h e  forming of l o c a l  
churches i s  no t  t h e  r e s u l t  of merely C h r i s t i a n  w i s -  
dom and exped iency . . . . I t  i s  a  d i v i n e  ord inance  t h a t  
C h r i s t i a n s  i n  a given l o c a l i t y  a r e  t o  meet f o r  pub- 
l i c ,  common worship,  Neb. 10:25; Acts 2~42-47 .  'And 

t h e  Lord added t o  t h e  church d a i l y  such a s  should 
be  saved. "' (See a l s o  D r ,  F.  P i epe r  i n  C h r i s t i a n  
Dogmatics, Vol. 111, pp. 420f f . )  Note I V  

34. And Graebner no t e s :  " C h r i s t i a n  d i s c i p l i n e  i s  
a  d i v i n e  ordinance,  Matt. 18: 17. C h r i s t i a n s  

i n  a  congregat ion a r e  c a l l e d  on t o  judge i n  m a t t e r s  
of d i s c i p l i n e ,  I Cox. 5 ~ 1 3 .  ' C h r i s t  g ives  supreme 
and f i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  t o  t h e  church. '  H e  wants 
C h r i s t i a n s  t o  e s t a b l i s h  t h e  o f f i c e  of t h e  p u b l i c  
m i n i s t r y .  The c e l e b r a t i o n  of t h e  Lord ' s  Supper i s  
a  d i v i n e  ordinance,  I Cor. 10:17." Note t h e  p u b l i c  
m i n i s t r y  here .  It is a  mis take  t o  s e p a r a t e  t h e  pub- 
l i c  m i n i s t r y  from t h e  d o c t r i n e  of t h e  Church. Here 
w e  n o t e  Lu the r ' s  advice  t o  t h e  Bohemians: Read 
your S c r i p t u r e s  and pray and b a p t i z e  a t  home--stay 
away from t h e  Roman Church there--even though you 
a r e  deprived of t h e  Lord 's  Supper u n t i l  a  congre- 
g a t i o n  wi th  a  p a s t o r  i s  formed. This  Luther  says  
i n  e f f e c t .  I n  f a c t ,  Luther  wrote  concerning t h e  
f a t h e r  i n  t h e  home, "If  wh i l e  longing f o r  t h e  
Eucha r i s t ,  which he n e i t h e r  would d a r e  nor  could 
r e c e i v e , . i n  t h e  meantime . . . .p  ropaga t e  f a i t h  i n  h i s  
home through t h e  Word of God.. . . u n t i l  God. ... s e n t  a  
t r u e  m i n i s t e r  of t h e  Word." (L.W. ,  Vol. 40, pages 
9 and 10 ) .  It is  ev iden t  t h a t  God would acknowl- 
edge t h i s  fami ly  o r  more f a m i l i e s  i n  t h e i r  ' c ap t iv -  
i t y '  t o  be  H i s  c h i l d r e n ,  H i s  own, b e l i e v e r s  i n  

35, And t h e r e  can be  no comunion  (comunion  of 
saints) un le s s  t h e r e  is  community, assembling,  

The except ion  f a r  t hose  who a r e  temporar i ly  away 
from Word and Sacraments i s  acknowledged, 

06,  Graebner again:  "But now Synods e x i s t  by 
human r i g h t ,  It i s  a sacred  d u t y  f o r  congre- 

g a t i o n s  t s  suppor t  like-minded congrega t ions  i n  
t h e  fePZowship of C h r i s t i a n  f a i t h  and work, ye t  - - 
t h e  S c r i p t u r e  i s  completely s i l e n t  on t h e  p o i n t  
of t h e  form which t h i s  fe l lowship  should t a k e ,  
Churches a r e  no t  commanded t o  use a c e r t a i n  form 
f o r  j o i n t  church work, The S c r i p t u r e s  are f u l l  
of ~ z a r n i n g s  against un ion i z ing  w i t h  e r r o r i s t s ,  
Ma$?, 7~15; Rom, l6:I-7;  1 @or,  l:lO, J e s u s  has  
inves r e d  coznplete authority i n  t h e  l o c a l  congre- 
ga~ioaz ,  +la@t ,  L8: 1 7 ,  And ne pope,  synod &as 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  over  i t  by d i v i n e  r i g h t ,  Chr i s t i an  
l i b e r t y  i s  freedom from t h e  c u r s e  of t h e  law9 from 
ceremonial and p o l i t i c a l  laws sf t h e  O , T s  and from 
obeying compulsory or e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  Law, Holy 
S c r i p t u r e  r u l e s  I n  the  Church with absclr.iLe 
a u t h o r i t y ,  '? 

(On t h e  transliatif%p of " e c c l e s i d '  i n  various ver - 
s i o n s ,  see Footnote  11%) 

37. Jesus has  spoken i n  thjs eEa:a2ge, ?4a:-~, 18: i 
Returning ts the  essay sn ~ 2 z . 2  58 and t h ~  

r e f e r e n c e  t o  M e  L *  Schmidt's c . - ~ ~ ~ L x ~ ~ : I c ;  on " e c c l ~ s i a . ' ,  
They are noteworthy and do ref-r  t o  ;he distinction 
between "un ive r sa l  community," t h e  is -a Cmcta,  and -- 
" l o c a l  community," "the l o c a l  c i r c ~ m ~ c *  isi:ion," f:h; 
assembled congrega t ion ,  

C h r i s t .  I n  a ve ry  p r a c t i c a l  way Luther  shows they,  
38. In  t h e  nex t  paragraph of t h e  e s say ,  page 58, -- 

t h e  fami ly  o r  f a m i l i e s  ga thered  about  t h e  Word, pi hat this church s f  Gad, . . "-- we %rote",~or 
are n o t  t o  be  considered ' e c c l e s i a '  i n  ' l o c a l  c i r -  t h e  essay  t o  r e f e r  t o  t h e  9church of GodB i s  an  
cumscript ion '  a  congrega t ion ,  o therwise  h e  would 

assumption t h a t  causes  t h e  confus ion  t h a t  w e  have 
have t o l d  them t o  c e l e b r a t e  t h e  Sacrament of t h e  

i n  t h i s  d o c t r i n e  of Church and Min i s t ry .  If "church A l t a r .  of ~ o d "  r e f e r s  t o  t h e  Una Sancta  i n  a l l  p o i n t s  of 



e x i s t s  i u r e  d iv ino .  God has  i n s t i t u t e d  i t .  Join-  ... 

i n g  a  C h r i s t i a n  congregat ion does no t  l i e  i n  t h e  
sphere  of C h r i s t i a n  l i b e r t y  and t h e  forming of l o c a l  
churches i s  no t  t h e  r e s u l t  of merely C h r i s t i a n  w i s -  
dom and exped iency . . . . I t  i s  a  d i v i n e  ord inance  t h a t  
C h r i s t i a n s  i n  a given l o c a l i t y  a r e  t o  meet f o r  pub- 
l i c ,  common worship,  Neb. 10:25; Acts 2~42-47 .  'And 

t h e  Lord added t o  t h e  church d a i l y  such a s  should 
be  saved. "' (See a l s o  D r ,  F.  P i epe r  i n  C h r i s t i a n  
Dogmatics, Vol. 111, pp. 420f f . )  Note I V  

34. And Graebner no t e s :  " C h r i s t i a n  d i s c i p l i n e  i s  
a  d i v i n e  ordinance,  Matt. 18: 17. C h r i s t i a n s  

i n  a  congregat ion a r e  c a l l e d  on t o  judge i n  m a t t e r s  
of d i s c i p l i n e ,  I Cox. 5 ~ 1 3 .  ' C h r i s t  g ives  supreme 
and f i n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  t o  t h e  church. '  H e  wants 
C h r i s t i a n s  t o  e s t a b l i s h  t h e  o f f i c e  of t h e  p u b l i c  
m i n i s t r y .  The c e l e b r a t i o n  of t h e  Lord ' s  Supper i s  
a  d i v i n e  ordinance,  I Cor. 10:17." Note t h e  p u b l i c  
m i n i s t r y  here .  It is a  mis take  t o  s e p a r a t e  t h e  pub- 
l i c  m i n i s t r y  from t h e  d o c t r i n e  of t h e  Church. Here 
w e  n o t e  Lu the r ' s  advice  t o  t h e  Bohemians: Read 
your S c r i p t u r e s  and pray and b a p t i z e  a t  home--stay 
away from t h e  Roman Church there--even though you 
a r e  deprived of t h e  Lord 's  Supper u n t i l  a  congre- 
g a t i o n  wi th  a  p a s t o r  i s  formed. This  Luther  says  
i n  e f f e c t .  I n  f a c t ,  Luther  wrote  concerning t h e  
f a t h e r  i n  t h e  home, "If  wh i l e  longing f o r  t h e  
Eucha r i s t ,  which he n e i t h e r  would d a r e  nor  could 
r e c e i v e , . i n  t h e  meantime . . . .p  ropaga t e  f a i t h  i n  h i s  
home through t h e  Word of God.. . . u n t i l  God. ... s e n t  a  
t r u e  m i n i s t e r  of t h e  Word." (L.W. ,  Vol. 40, pages 
9 and 10 ) .  It is  ev iden t  t h a t  God would acknowl- 
edge t h i s  fami ly  o r  more f a m i l i e s  i n  t h e i r  ' c ap t iv -  
i t y '  t o  be  H i s  c h i l d r e n ,  H i s  own, b e l i e v e r s  i n  

35, And t h e r e  can be  no comunion  (comunion  of 
saints) un le s s  t h e r e  is  community, assembling,  

The except ion  f a r  t hose  who a r e  temporar i ly  away 
from Word and Sacraments i s  acknowledged, 

06,  Graebner again:  "But now Synods e x i s t  by 
human r i g h t ,  It i s  a sacred  d u t y  f o r  congre- 

g a t i o n s  t s  suppor t  like-minded congrega t ions  i n  
t h e  fePZowship of C h r i s t i a n  f a i t h  and work, ye t  - - 
t h e  S c r i p t u r e  i s  completely s i l e n t  on t h e  p o i n t  
of t h e  form which t h i s  fe l lowship  should t a k e ,  
Churches a r e  no t  commanded t o  use a c e r t a i n  form 
f o r  j o i n t  church work, The S c r i p t u r e s  are f u l l  
of ~ z a r n i n g s  against un ion i z ing  w i t h  e r r o r i s t s ,  
Ma$?, 7~15; Rom, l6:I-7;  1 @or,  l:lO, J e s u s  has  
inves r e d  coznplete authority i n  t h e  l o c a l  congre- 
ga~ioaz ,  +la@t ,  L8: 1 7 ,  And ne pope,  synod &as 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  over  i t  by d i v i n e  r i g h t ,  Chr i s t i an  
l i b e r t y  i s  freedom from t h e  c u r s e  of t h e  law9 from 
ceremonial and p o l i t i c a l  laws sf t h e  O , T s  and from 
obeying compulsory or e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  Law, Holy 
S c r i p t u r e  r u l e s  I n  the  Church with absclr.iLe 
a u t h o r i t y ,  '? 

(On t h e  transliatif%p of " e c c l e s i d '  i n  various ver - 
s i o n s ,  see Footnote  11%) 

37. Jesus has  spoken i n  thjs eEa:a2ge, ?4a:-~, 18: i 
Returning ts the  essay sn ~ 2 z . 2  58 and t h ~  

r e f e r e n c e  t o  M e  L *  Schmidt's c . - ~ ~ ~ L x ~ ~ : I c ;  on " e c c l ~ s i a . ' ,  
They are noteworthy and do ref-r  t o  ;he distinction 
between "un ive r sa l  community," t h e  is -a Cmcta,  and -- 
" l o c a l  community," "the l o c a l  c i r c ~ m ~ c *  isi:ion," f:h; 
assembled congrega t ion ,  

C h r i s t .  I n  a ve ry  p r a c t i c a l  way Luther  shows they,  
38. In  t h e  nex t  paragraph of t h e  e s say ,  page 58, -- 

t h e  fami ly  o r  f a m i l i e s  ga thered  about  t h e  Word, pi hat this church s f  Gad, . . "-- we %rote",~or 
are n o t  t o  be  considered ' e c c l e s i a '  i n  ' l o c a l  c i r -  t h e  essay  t o  r e f e r  t o  t h e  9church of GodB i s  an  
cumscript ion '  a  congrega t ion ,  o therwise  h e  would 

assumption t h a t  causes  t h e  confus ion  t h a t  w e  have 
have t o l d  them t o  c e l e b r a t e  t h e  Sacrament of t h e  

i n  t h i s  d o c t r i n e  of Church and Min i s t ry .  If "church A l t a r .  of ~ o d "  r e f e r s  t o  t h e  Una Sancta  i n  a l l  p o i n t s  of 



: e  one csn leal-r. t o  u ~ ~ d e r s t . a ~ ~ d  and u s e  t h a t  
l!ilr ar;e as a s u b s i . i t u t e  for Urla Sancfa; RUT DO NOT 
TJSL IT IIERE i n ? .  Matt., 2 8 : 3-7 wi.t'moert circumscri.bj.ng 
i t  to mean the Elidden o r  concealed (known t o  God 
a lone )  I;el.ieveus among tile p r o f e s s i n g  Chr i s t i ans  
i n  o ~ e  local congl-@gal i o n ,  

3 9 ,  For t h e  essayis t  t o  say on t h e  basis of t h i s  
passage  t h a t  "The l o c a l  congrega t ion  a s  we 

know it can t h e r e f o r e  s e r v e  as _a, f i t t i n g  vehicle 
f o r  t h i s  a c t i o n  descr ibed  by our  Lord ,"  i s  i nco r -  P 

r ec t ,  IT I S  THE ONLY VEWTCLE FOR THIS ACTION 
EESCRIEED BY OUR LORD, What s t h e r  vehicle could 
t h e r e  be? Our Lord  has estab4.ished the  v e h i c l e ,  3 

and t h e  d e f i n i t e  a r t i c l e  means j u s t  t h a t  in refer- 
ence t o  t h a t  b r o t h e r  who sinned,  No one today i s  
endowed wi th  a p o s t o l i c  a~ tE:t>rf Ly, 

40. It is c l e a r  t h a ~  " T e l l  i t  t o  the  congregat icns '  
must mean t h e  assembly i n  t h e  p l a c e  t h a t  can 

d e a l  w i t h  t h e  b r o t h e r ,  To speak of t h i s  congrega-= 
t i o n  a s  i d e n t i c a l  t o  t h e  "congregat ion of ~hrist" 
i n  Mat t ,  %6:18, which i s  the  body o f  C h r i s t ,  t h e  
Una Sancfiag i s  to pfi i losopl~f  z e  and i g n o r e  what 
J e s u s  says, The Lord knows them t h a t  a r e  E i s ,  
b u t  i n  Matt, 3-8:17 B e  i s  g i v i n g  i n s t r u c t i o n  how 
t o  d e a l  w i t h  a  b ro the r - i n - the - f a i t h  who has  s i nned ,  
a p h y s i c a l  person  among p h y s i c a l  p r o f e s s i n g  peop le ,  
and u o t  w i t h  some p l a t o n i c  "body of ~ h r i s t "  as some 
i n s i s t ,  Th i s  power and use of t h e  Keys i s  given t o  
C h r i s t i a n s  h e r e ,  t h e r e ,  and evergrr~ahere i n  t h e  assem- 
b 3 i e s  of p r o f e s s i n g  C h r i s t i a n s ,  The two o r  t h r e e  
w i t n e s s e s  and the accuse r  and the b r o t h e r  who s inned  
do not  form a n  assembly; J e s u s  does n o t  c a l l  them 
church,  Can we e s t a b l i s h  t h a t  t r u t h  from t h i s  
c l e a r  passage ,  and cea se  r e f e r r i n g  t o  any and every 
grouping of  C h r i s t i a n s  as congrega t ion  o r  church? 

4 1 ,  The Parab l e  of tlre t lnmerciful Se rvan t  l i < i ~  
been c i t e d  e lsewhere a s  g iv ing  the wlrc-~lc, 

bone t o  Matthew l8 :18 ,  This  i s  i n c o r r e c t ,  W i t l r  
tiif words  "Whatsoever ye  s h a l l  b ind .... W h a t ~ ~ c v e r  
ye s h a l l  l oose , "  J e sus  Bimself i n t e r p r e t s  H i s  
w o r d s  of v e r s e  1 7 ,  v i z .  ' T e l l  i t  t o  t h e  churc'ra," 
and R e  thereby  g i v e s  a u t h o r i t y  t o  tile actiisr-i of 
t h e  congrega t ion ,  It i s  t h e  a c t i o n  of t h e  con- 
g r ega t i on  t h a t  J e s u s  refers t o  and no t  t o  the 
person -- " Whatsoever ye s h a l l  b ind on ear thPB--  
"osa" n o t  "whoe '' The concern of t h e  Lord i s  t o  
g ive  a u t h o r i t y  t o  t h e  congrega t ion  a f t e r  f a i l i n g  
t o  convince t h e  s i n n e r ,  

There are  many testimonies by Mar t in  Luther  
and by p r a c t i c a l l y  a l l  t h e  church fa thers  t h a t  s ay  
t h a t  t h i s  pa s sage ' s  emphasis is t o  the  l o c a l  con- 
gregation, t h a t  t h e  "soiP '  i s  by v i r t u e  of t h e  
ac t ion  of t h e  congrega t ion .  To avoid r each ing  -- 
t h i s  s tage of having t o  come b e f o r e  the  ccngrega- 
t i o n ,  J e s u s  urges  H i s  f o l l ower s  t o  f o r g i v e  and be 
fo rg iven .  To exeg i ze  wi thout  cons ide r ing  t h e  r u l e  
of f a i t h ,  wi thout  cons ide r ing  dogmatics ,  r e s u l t s  
i n  some s t r a n g e  n o t i o n s .  The l o c a l  congregat ion 
must s e r v e  as t h e  ONLY f i t t i n g  assembly f o r  t h i s  
a c t i o n  de sc r ibed  by ou r  Lord.  J e s u s  i s  showing 
t h a t  t h e  congrega t ion  i s  t h e  l a s t  c o u r t  of j udg -  

v ind i ca t ed  by t h e  congrega t io r  i n  t h a t  place.  The 
cong rega t i on ' s  a c t i o n  i s  v i n d i c a t e d  by t h e  L o r d ,  
" m a t s o e v e r  ye  s h a l l  b ind on e a r t h  s h a l l  be b o u ~ d  --- 
i n  heaven .... Now l e t  him be t o  you a heathen man 
and a  pub l i cane ' *  That a c t i o n ,  i f  carried oilr: in 
conformity with God's w i l l  i n  W i s  word, w i l l  he  
recognized i n  heaven a l s o .  

4 2 .  For the  e s say i . s t  t o  s ay  ( p .  59, t op  paragraph)  
"it i s  n o t  s t a t e d  e x p l i c i t l y  what t h e  assembly 

does" simply i g n o r e s  ( v e r s e  18) J e s u s '  words g i v i n g  
a u t h o r i t y  t o  t h e  a c t i o n  of t h e  l o c a l  congrega t ion ,  



: e  one csn leal-r. t o  u ~ ~ d e r s t . a ~ ~ d  and u s e  t h a t  
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and t h e  d e f i n i t e  a r t i c l e  means j u s t  t h a t  in refer- 
ence t o  t h a t  b r o t h e r  who sinned,  No one today i s  
endowed wi th  a p o s t o l i c  a~ tE:t>rf Ly, 

40. It is c l e a r  t h a ~  " T e l l  i t  t o  the  congregat icns '  
must mean t h e  assembly i n  t h e  p l a c e  t h a t  can 

d e a l  w i t h  t h e  b r o t h e r ,  To speak of t h i s  congrega-= 
t i o n  a s  i d e n t i c a l  t o  t h e  "congregat ion of ~hrist" 
i n  Mat t ,  %6:18, which i s  the  body o f  C h r i s t ,  t h e  
Una Sancfiag i s  to pfi i losopl~f  z e  and i g n o r e  what 
J e s u s  says, The Lord knows them t h a t  a r e  E i s ,  
b u t  i n  Matt, 3-8:17 B e  i s  g i v i n g  i n s t r u c t i o n  how 
t o  d e a l  w i t h  a  b ro the r - i n - the - f a i t h  who has  s i nned ,  
a p h y s i c a l  person  among p h y s i c a l  p r o f e s s i n g  peop le ,  
and u o t  w i t h  some p l a t o n i c  "body of ~ h r i s t "  as some 
i n s i s t ,  Th i s  power and use of t h e  Keys i s  given t o  
C h r i s t i a n s  h e r e ,  t h e r e ,  and evergrr~ahere i n  t h e  assem- 
b 3 i e s  of p r o f e s s i n g  C h r i s t i a n s ,  The two o r  t h r e e  
w i t n e s s e s  and the accuse r  and the b r o t h e r  who s inned  
do not  form a n  assembly; J e s u s  does n o t  c a l l  them 
church,  Can we e s t a b l i s h  t h a t  t r u t h  from t h i s  
c l e a r  passage ,  and cea se  r e f e r r i n g  t o  any and every 
grouping of  C h r i s t i a n s  as congrega t ion  o r  church? 

4 1 ,  The Parab l e  of tlre t lnmerciful Se rvan t  l i < i ~  
been c i t e d  e lsewhere a s  g iv ing  the wlrc-~lc, 

bone t o  Matthew l8 :18 ,  This  i s  i n c o r r e c t ,  W i t l r  
tiif words  "Whatsoever ye  s h a l l  b ind .... W h a t ~ ~ c v e r  
ye s h a l l  l oose , "  J e sus  Bimself i n t e r p r e t s  H i s  
w o r d s  of v e r s e  1 7 ,  v i z .  ' T e l l  i t  t o  t h e  churc'ra," 
and R e  thereby  g i v e s  a u t h o r i t y  t o  tile actiisr-i of 
t h e  congrega t ion ,  It i s  t h e  a c t i o n  of t h e  con- 
g r ega t i on  t h a t  J e s u s  refers t o  and no t  t o  the 
person -- " Whatsoever ye s h a l l  b ind on ear thPB--  
"osa" n o t  "whoe '' The concern of t h e  Lord i s  t o  
g ive  a u t h o r i t y  t o  t h e  congrega t ion  a f t e r  f a i l i n g  
t o  convince t h e  s i n n e r ,  

There are  many testimonies by Mar t in  Luther  
and by p r a c t i c a l l y  a l l  t h e  church fa thers  t h a t  s ay  
t h a t  t h i s  pa s sage ' s  emphasis is t o  the  l o c a l  con- 
gregation, t h a t  t h e  "soiP '  i s  by v i r t u e  of t h e  
ac t ion  of t h e  congrega t ion .  To avoid r each ing  -- 
t h i s  s tage of having t o  come b e f o r e  the  ccngrega- 
t i o n ,  J e s u s  urges  H i s  f o l l ower s  t o  f o r g i v e  and be 
fo rg iven .  To exeg i ze  wi thout  cons ide r ing  t h e  r u l e  
of f a i t h ,  wi thout  cons ide r ing  dogmatics ,  r e s u l t s  
i n  some s t r a n g e  n o t i o n s .  The l o c a l  congregat ion 
must s e r v e  as t h e  ONLY f i t t i n g  assembly f o r  t h i s  
a c t i o n  de sc r ibed  by ou r  Lord.  J e s u s  i s  showing 
t h a t  t h e  congrega t ion  i s  t h e  l a s t  c o u r t  of j udg -  

v ind i ca t ed  by t h e  congrega t io r  i n  t h a t  place.  The 
cong rega t i on ' s  a c t i o n  i s  v i n d i c a t e d  by t h e  L o r d ,  
" m a t s o e v e r  ye  s h a l l  b ind on e a r t h  s h a l l  be b o u ~ d  --- 
i n  heaven .... Now l e t  him be t o  you a heathen man 
and a  pub l i cane ' *  That a c t i o n ,  i f  carried oilr: in 
conformity with God's w i l l  i n  W i s  word, w i l l  he  
recognized i n  heaven a l s o .  

4 2 .  For the  e s say i . s t  t o  s ay  ( p .  59, t op  paragraph)  
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B ir \<hat soever  ye sha3 L b i n d .  . . ." Illits i.s Jesiis' 

c-cr~mcand e s t a b l i s h i n g   he O f r ' i c 2  of t h e  Keys t o  
I cnrlit atnd r e t a i n  s i n s ,  as Jesus d c c l a r c s  i n  John 
2 0 : 2 3 - 2 4 ,  o r  as  here, "Wiintsoevcr y e  shaal b ind  on 
ca't-1.s sllall be bound i n  heaven," Turning t h e  em- 
~ h l n s l s  ui t h i s  passage t o  "thy b r o t h e r ,  t hee ,  him" 
3s missing tlae p o i n t  J e s u s  would ntake wit!: EIis 
''Tell i t .  t o  t h e  cl~rarch., " Tire sizauerB s welfare 
is uppermost i n  Jesus' mind trp t o  t h e  p o i n t  of 
evela b r ing ing  i t  be fo re  the earngrcgation, and 
tlaat i s  seen i n  t h e  use of tile pronouns such a s  
" s o i e g B  But t o  d e t r a c t  from J e s u s S  i n s t r u c t i o n  
t o  the  church (congrega t ion)  i s  ph i lo soph iz ing  
t o  suppor t  a wrong p r e s u ~ > y o s i t i c n ,  t h a t  J e s u s  
Isasngt  e s t a b l i s h e d  a congregat ion f o r  H i s  b e l i ev -  
ers around Word and Sacraments,  ~hrist's use  of 
t h e  p l u r a l  "Whatsoever sshal ?bind on ea r th , "  
proves  t h a t  our  Lord wants f k e  congregation t o  
a c t ,  n o t  j u s t  an i n d i v i d u a l .  

43, The e s s a y i s t  on page 60 s t a t e s  t h a t  t h e  v a l i d -  
i t y  of t h e  keys 2s n o t  dependent on the number 

involved i n  t h e  a c t i o n ,  But i t  c e r t a i n l y  i s ,  f o r  
J e s u s  u se s  t h e  p l u r a l  "ye" over  a g a i n s t  the  essay- 
i s t ' s  emphasis on "soi"  -- "let  him be t o  yous"  
T h e  a ccuse r  i s  t o  t r e a t  t h e  convic ted  s i n n e r  a s  
a  "'heatlten man and a pub l ican8 '  an  t h e  b a s i s  of 
what the  congrega t ion  dec ided ,  It i s  n o t  j u s t  
between t h e  two, as i s  impl ied  i n  t h e  e s say .  "What- 
soever  y e  s h a l l  b ind ,  ," i s  t h e  a c t i o n  of the  congre- 
g a t i o n ,  T h e  congrega t ion  may be  sma l l  o r  l a rge  
(ve r se  28)  s o  t h a t  (a s m a l l  group assembled around 
Word and Sacrament (no t  j u s t  w i tne s se s  and a c c u s e r )  
can a c t  on s o  impor tan t  a m a t t e r ,  

44.  Objec t ion  i s  t o  be r a i s e d  t o  t h e  conc lus ion  of  
t l te  e s say ,  the  l a s t  paragraph ,  9 ,  Y lv i s aks r  

w r i t e s  ( p ,  4 2 6 ,  T I E  GOSPELS) "11ere i t  appea r s  ve ry  
c l e a r l y  t h a t  t l te  power of tlzc keys i s  g iven  n o t  

on ly  t o  the  body of e?c2icvers a t  l a l j l c ,  i i c -  
the v i s i b l e  com~ilernion wlli.e,lz i s  a l ~ f  i ~ i t ? c ; 1  3~ 

l o c a l  assembly , '' 

4 5 .  Befsre rsncludirsg  wc would r-ei'elh i u t lit. 
bre thren  the  pamplll et "The Doc t r i na l  J 'ne i  t i  on 

of tflc Norwegi s r ?  Synod" by Chri  s t i  an Lz~;derci~i-l, I e- 
ce ived  by t h e  Synod Convcntion and p r i n t e d  in i.E:c 
SYNOD REPORT, 1929, p ,  13: 

"In. t h e  cou r se  of these  contn-oversies ~ 0 x 1 -  

c e rn ing  t h e  Church and t h e  M i n i s t r y ,  t h e  
view he ld  by the  Korwegian Synod r e g a r d i n g  
the  t r u e  r e l a t i o n  between t h e  l o c a l  congre- 
g a t i o n  and the  synod, as such,  g r adua l l y  
bkcaxe w e l l .  d e f i n e d ,  God laas instituted 
t he  i s c a l  congregation, We has e n t r u s t e d  
tcj ;A 

L the O f f i c e  o i  the Keys. No i n d i v i -  
d u a l ,  o r  any group of i n d i v i d u a l s ,  has the 
r i g h t  to e x e r c i s e  au t laor i ty  over t h e  l o c a l  
congrega t ion ,  God has  n o t  i n s t i t u t e d  the 
synods as  such,  We f i n d  i n  the  S c r i p t u r e s  
no t r a c e  of such an o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  Syn~ds 
have come i n t o  e x i s t e n c e  b e c a u s e  t h e  con- 
g r e g a t i o n s  have v o l u n t a r i l y  agreed ts enter 
i n t o  such mutual  r e l a t i o n , "  

4 6 ,  T h i s  c r i t i q u e  of P r ~ f r  3-1 B e  Madson's 
on Matthew l8:15-28 i s  incended t o  c a l l  i n r s  

se r ious  ques t i on  t h e  p o s i t i o n  advocated by t h i s  
exegesis and by t h e  Doct r ine  Cam~lfttee o f  the  

1 Evange l ica l  Lutheran Synod, It i s  i n t e n d e d  to 
pree lvde  any f i r m  d e c i s i o n  by $he G e n e r s l  Pastoral 
Conference a t  t h i s  t i m e  i n  agreement w i t h  the 
Doc t r i ne  C o r n i t t e e ' s  F i n a l  Report ,  
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N O T E S  --- 

I, C l  i f f o rd  Wi-lson, TIUT PNCREDI BLE BOOK: 
It i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  ts n o t e  b h a ~  t h e  Dca Sea 

S c r o l l s ,  accord ing  t o  C l i f f o r d  Iz'i 3.son "That 1x1- 
c-s-edi.ble Bcrake', show a p o i n t  of sirrrilax-ity between 
t h e  t e ach ings  of J e sus  and Qumran i n  Matt ,  1 8 : l 5 ,  
The e r r a n t  b r o t h e r  i s  t o  be reproved,  "and i f  
this i s  n o t  e f f e c t i v e ,  w i tne s se s  a r e  t o  be c a l l e d ,  
Only i f  t h i s  i s  no t  a l s o  e f f e c t i v e  i s  t h e  m a t t e r  
t o  be  brought  b e f o r e  t h e  Assembly (Church). I n  
somewhat s i m i l a r  manner, t h e  s e c t a r i e s  a t  Qumran 
w e r e  admonished n o t  t o  reprove  one of t h e  com- 
munity i n  anger  nor t o  b r i n g  one s f  t h e  members 
b e f o r e  the  whole community un~i:! he had f i r s t  been 
reproved b e f o r e  w i t n e s s e s ,  '' So "assemblyP' (Church) 
w a s  used i n  contemporary s o c i e t y  ( J e s u s B  t ime)  w i t h  
community, 

I T ,  Robert  Preus  i n  h i s  '"The Bas i s  f o r   onc cord" 
e x p l a i n s  under t h e  fo l lowing  headings:  

I, Wllat i s  t h e  Church, and 11. The Church P r o p r i e  
D ic t a  and La t e  D ic t a  ( I n v i s i b l e  and V i s i b l e ) ,  He 
d e c l a r e s  : 

"This c l e a r  d i s t i n c t i o n  i n  t h e  Lutheran Con- 
f e s s i o n s  between t h e  Una Sane ta  ( e c c l e s i a  
p r o p r i e  d i c t a )  and l o c a l  and t e r r i t o r i a l  
churches ,  e n t i t i e s  pos se s s ing  e x t e r n a l  em- 
p i r i c a l  o r d e r ,  d i s c i p l i n e ,  r i t e s  and member- 
s h i p  ( e c c l e s i a  l a t e  d i c t a ) ,  conforms precisely 
w i t h  t h e  l a t e r  Lutheran d i s t i n c t i o n  between 
the  i n v i s i b l e  and v i s i b l e  churche  And a ve ry  
u s e f u l  and necessary  d i s t i n c t i o n  i t  is ,  ,.. 
Lutherans today wlro c a l l  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  uncon- 
f e s s i o n a l  s imply because i t s  l a t e r  fo rmula t ion  
i s  not- found i n  the con fe s s ions  express-is 
verbis seem not  ts have grasped t h e  t o t a l  

i inpl i  ca t ions  of the I.utheran iioctl-i.iic of 
t h e  Church y r e p r i e  d i c t a ,  The d i s ~ i r ~ e t i - r a :  
between t h e  church proi3ri.e d i c t a  ( in14 si11Le) 
and late d i c t a  (v3sible)  on ly  h e l p s  17s t c  
bear in mind at all t. i n ~ e s  ~ ~ l ~ a t  t h e  C I ~ U ~ C ~ I  
r e a l l y  is, '! 

Preens under n o t e  7 s t a t e s  : "Actua3.ly Laltlaer 
hinseLf fol lowed the d i s t i n c t i o n . , , A n d  he used 
the a d j e c t i v e  i n v i s i b l e  t o  d e s c r i b e  t h e  Ulla Si?inctne 
W,L%--  ti 710: ' Jus t  as t he  rock  (6hrist) i s  wi- thout  
sin, invisible and s p i r i t u a l ,  and i s  grasped on ly  
by f a i t h .  ' ' The d i s t i n c t i o n  between the church 
i n v i s i b i e  i n  which " a l l  members and t r u e  and Tiv- 
ing menher-s, who are  known on ly  t o  God,and cllurch 
visf51e i n  which are many r o t t e n  and dead meafibers, 
and yet annng whom there i s  a ( c e r t a i n )  consensus 
i n  d o c ~ r i n c "  is sclearby a r t i c u l a t e d  by Mart in  
Chemnitz,,,And Chemnitz a t t r i b u t e s  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  
t o  1,uther. R ,  e r e u s  d i s a g r e e s  with Edmennd Sclrlink 
and Piepkorn f o r  r e fus ing  t o  c a l l  t h e  Una Saneta 
i n v i s i b l e  on %he b a s i s  of t h e  Lutheran Confessions, 

161, P, Marion S i m s ,  THE BIBLE IN AMERICA, N,Ye, 
1936, p, 80, 

1% i s  ia- t teres t ing t o  n o t e  that Simms shows t h a t  t h e  
Bishop's B ib l e  ( 1 5 6 8 )  t r ans la ted  ecclesfbz rrrrifo-si~~lii- 
w i t h  t h e  word "clta%rch," %ynr.a'ae uniformly used Cfrc  
word "'cangregatisneO' Tyndalo l a d  dealt a severe 
blow t o  Roman t each ing  and practice b y  rejecting 
i jcrds  as "priest" and "penance" f o r  "elder" and 
"repentance.  I '  Coverdale (1535) was m r e  coracili- 
a t o r y  u s ing  t h e  words intercharsgcabP3r But ncrirhere 
d i d  he  u s e  "churcl~, ' "~ Congregat icnmY'  w a s  urrif nrai ly 
used a l s o  in Matthew5s B i b l e  and i n  the  Great Rib%e,  

Congregation is  the n a t u r a l  t e r m  t o  use.  King 
James 1 gave i n s t r u c t i n n s  t h a t  t h e  Old ecclesias- 
t i c a l  term "churefiP' be used un i formly ,  He was 
determined t o  ma in t a in  t h e  e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  a u t h o r i t y  
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of the Church of England, and sought to have Bib- 
lical authority to bolster his right to dominate- 

Conant in the English Bible states, "Thus the 
word for which TyndaLe had so earnestly contended, 
the word which stood on the sacred page as an in- 
corruptible witness against priestly usurpation, 
was thenceforth blotted out from the English 
Scriptuwes," (p. 400-01), Information gathered 
b y  N, Oesleby. 

I V .  "And here are some a d d i t i o n a l  facts which 
establish the truth sf their having cou- 

pora te  bodies of some type during apostolic times: 

1. Each -.- eliklesia (assembly or congregaticln) was 
regarded as a definite unit ul~clier acknowledged 
spiritual leader, as in the case of Jerusalem ( A c t s  
4 : 2 3 ;  6 : 2 , 5 ;  15:4.12; 1 4 ~ 2 3 %  Phil, 2~25; Titus L : 5 ,  
etc,) 

2, The congregations were referred to as well- 
defined groups, with a registered membership (Acts 
2~41; 4 : 4 ;  21:20), 

3. There was a careful checking of membership, 
and hypocrites as well as unrepentant sinners were 
excluded frcn t h e  Christian congregation (Acts 5: 
1-10; I Cor. 5 : 9 - 1 3 ) .  

4, The meetings of the congregations, with the  
men acting as voters, were conducted according to 
parliam-entary procedure (Acts 15:6,13.19,22; 
1 Core 5:4,12; PI Cor, 8:19), 

5. Letters of recamendation and of transfer 
were addressed to congregations as definite enti- 
ties (3 John, 9: 1 Cor. 16:3; 2 Cor, 3:l; Acts 15: 
30.31). 

6. Cases of discipline, in particular, pre- 
suppose a body functioning as a unit for some 
length of time (1 Cor. 5:4--cp.2 Cor, 2:6-8; Yatt, 
18:15-18), 

7 .  Meetings held for the administration of 
the means of grace presuppose some form of congre- 
gational organization (Heb. 10:25; Acts 2 : 4 2 ;  
I Core ll:l$ff.), 

8. Although the Apostolic Church had roving 
evangelists (traveling missionaries), the regular 
pastors were attached to specific congregations 
(Acts 14~23; Titus 1:5; I Tim. 3:5)." 

Dr. P .  E, Kretzman 

V .  A great Lutheran exegete, Dr. G. Stoeckhardt, 
treats of Matthew 18:15-20 on page 155 of 

Die Biblische Geschichte des Neuen Testaments, 

V I .  The use of "ecclesia" was well known among 
the Christians of the 60's A.D., when St, 

Matthew wrote his Gospel. 

-- W, C. Gullixson 
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I Believe: A Study of the Three Universal and 
Ecumenical Creeds, A Study of the Formula of 
Concord, and A Study of the Smalcard Articles. 

By Bjarne W .  Teigen. Mankato, Minnesota: Lutheran 
Synod Book Company, 1976, 1977, and 1978. 24 pages 
each. $1.00 per copy. 

I n  1975,  P ro fe s so r  Teigen was commissioned 
by the  Anniversary Committee of t h e  E . L . S ,  t o  
p r epa re  a five-year study program on t h e  h i s t o r y  
and theology of t h e  Book of Concord, It  was t o  
beg in  i n  8976 and cu lmina te  i n  1980 w i t h  t h e  f o u r  
hundredth ann ive r sa ry  of t h e  Book of Cancord and 
t h e  f o u r  hundred and f i f t i e t h  ann ive r sa ry  of  t h e  
ibugsburg Confession,  According to t h e  slnniversnry 
C o r n i t t e e ,  t h e  s t a t e d  purpose of t h i s  s tudy  was 

t o  under take  a renewal and comprehensive 
s t udy  of the  Lutheran h e r i t a g e  of t h e  
s c h o l a r s h i p  t h a t  has dowered us s o  r i c h l y  
i n  t h e  p u r s u i t  of t r u t h ,  We b e l i e v e  t h a t  
w e  have an  educa t i ona l  o b l i g a t i o n  t o  t h e  
people  of t h e  Lutheran church who a r e  i n  
c o n s t a n t  need of i n s t r u c t i o n  i n  t h e  h i s t o r y  
and subs t ance  of t h e  Lutheran Confessions 
(I3 i i ) *  

P r o f e s s o r  Te igen ' s  t a s k  was t o  p r e p a r e  a  s t udy  gu ide  
t o  t h e  Lutheran Confessions f o r  t h e  educa t i ona l  
m i n i s t r y  of t h e  church,  To t h i s  end P r o f e s s o r  
Teigen h a s  been exceedingly s u c c e s s f u l .  The r a -  
t i o n a l e  f o r  t h i s  judgment w i l l  f o l l ow  s h o r t l y .  

Three volumes i n  t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e l y  e n t i t l e d  
"I Bel ieve" s t udy  series have appeared t o  d a t e .  
A Study of  t h e  Three Universa l  o r  Ecumenical Creeds 

wz:j p u b l i s h e d  i n  1976.  I t  i s  a ~ ~ u r i * ;  liu?'lt  i 6. t h r  

j l j  c t o r i  csl bacl,grc3und, d o c t r i n a ?  t T  I a j  g-' 
nifican.cc-. of i;lle Apes! its" , XSicel~e, axn(l hl ii;i!t:::: i;?n 
Creeds .  It is rn t  i rely a p p r o p r i a t  c i-lint: nri\ :-f-!i~i->~ 
of. tlac T,lr flzel-arn C o ~ f e s s j  o n s  beg3 11 wi t 21 8 rfl'li; (.t.; 
of t hese  cx-eeda, f o r  tiney r21-e t h e  es;r? t r:, ci $ 1x2 
e a r l y  clrurc!lV s -st r u g g l c  t safeguard  t h e  c(>i ;-c-{-r , 
s c r i p t u r a l  t e ach ings  ort the  T r i n i  ty and CIII i D I  , 
"the clai ef c o r ~ ~ c r s t o n e  '' against a n y  'lrcr-c1.i c. XI 
pervers ion .  TI-icsc creeds p u t  t h e  C ~ I I F C I ~  011 the 
r i g h t  I-rack, t h e c l o g j  tally speafring,  

T h i s  was fol lowed in 1979 by ..-_-__---A A S t u d y  -----_-L-.- c2f tllc 
ForrnttLa of Cancord t o  colrimemorate the f o u r  l ~ e ~ r r d x ~ e d t h  - -- 

anniversary of r h i  s most important. and for t h 3 t  very 
r ea son  most controversial of Lutheran Confessions,  
P ro fe s so r  Te igea  is  t o  be commended f o r  t h e  c l e a r  
manner in whiclr l ~ c  h a s  presented t h e  theological 
c o n t r o v e r s i e s  p reced ing  t h e  Formula of Concord f o r  
k~lnlclz if- was the so l -u t i on ,  

A Study of t h e  Srna1eal.d A r t i c l e s  appeared  --- ----- --- 
t h l s  pasL summer, P ro f  E S S Q ~  Teigen has done mrac'it 
tca'c.sard awakening u s  f ro% our  confessioz~ral  sl umbers 
wit11 respect t o  I l l i s  "least h s w n  of' a l l  the  con- 
f essions (111, 4 ) ,  '' 

Two more vsl.unlet; of the  "1  elle eve" serics 
ye& r e m i n e  TZtc st lady g u i d e  f o r  1979 wi l l  corn- 
memorat e t l r e  f o u r  l ~ u n d r c d  and f i E t i ~ t h  anni-verszry 
of I J u t h ~ r ' s  Small. and Large  Catechisms, 12 1980, 
C h e  ser ies  w i 1 3  end wit.11 a s t u d y  of t he  L-ZUgs'tZurg 
Confession and i 1:s Apology, 

I n  1-eviewSn5 -Chis s1:txd-y series,  attention 
s l i o t~ ld  be dram1 f i rs t  t o  Lire format  eased, Each 
v04-me i s  indeed an ed11eaf:2snal COOP. Ample use 
af  maps, drawlngz p i  trf:~xrc:s, e t c ,  , does much toward 
c~-cat..irn~ f o r  t11c I eadex- 311 atmosphere i n  whiclr the 
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3:Isd a" c a l  conb e x t  of t-hese C , O I S ~  E S S ~  ons come a l i v e  
x i  P-Ti an i.mriledi a t e n c s s  w11ic.h would o the rwi se  n o t  be  
t h e r e ,  T11e l i s t i n g  O F  a d d i t i o n a l  sou rce s  f o r  f u r -  
tlzel- s t u d y  i s  11eIpfu3_ i n  6 i r c t : t i ~ ; g  t h e  r eade r  t o  
~ h c  a i  gn2 f i  cant secontdary l i  t ~ r a t ~ a r e ,  Tlie q u e s t i o n s  
a t  t h e  end of each sttzrly are  i n v a l u a b l e  i n  gu id ixg  
d i s c u s s i o n  and Fu r the r  s t udy  b ~ c a u s e  they f o r c e  t h e  
r eade r  i n  each c a s e  t o  cc sncen~ra t c  and fo l l ow  
tf r rougl~ on t h e  hea r t  of the i s s u e s  Involved.  

According t o  t h e  judgment of t h i s  rev iewer ,  
t h e  reason  P ro fe s so r  Teigen has  been s o  exceedingly 
s u c c e s s f u l  i n  t h e  p rosecu t ion  sf t h i s  t a s k  i s  t h a t  
h i s  p r e s e n t a t i o n  seems t o  have been guided by a  
number of noteworthy and v a l u a b l e  concerns .  They 
a r e  a s  fo l lows:  

(1)  H e  is  concerned throughout  t o  p o i n t  ou t  
t h e  t h e o l o g i c a l  sou rce  of t h e  Lutheran Confessions 
i n  t h e  S c r i p t u r e s .  The Lutheran Confessions do 
n o t  p rov ide  new d o c t r i n e ,  bu t  r e a f f i r m  t h a t  of 
S c r i p t u r e .  

( 2 )  H e  d e s i r e s  t o  g i v e  a  conc i s e ,  y e t  a c c u r a t e  
h i s t o r i c a l  background t o  the con fe s s ions .  Fu r the r -  
more, he  wants h i s  d i s c u s s i o n  t o  be informed by t h e  
b e s t  secondary l i t e r a t u r e  a v a i l a b l e .  Outs tanding 
i n  this r ega rd  i s  h i s  u s e  of J , N . D .  K e l l y f s  monu- 
mental s t u d i e s  i n  voluine one, 

(3) We wishes  t o  p rov ide  a c l e a r  summary of 
t h e  t h e o l o g i c a l  con ten t  of the con fe s s ions ,  Ilaw- 
e v e r ,  hc i s  concerned t o  g i v e  more than  a mere 
r e p o r t a g e ,  T1~i.s i . ~  in su red  by h i s  s t r e s s i n g  the 
contemporary theo log ica l .  s i g n i  f i cance of t h e  con- 
f e s s i o n s .  One example must s u f f i c e ,  

Tine 11Pst o r i c  d i v i s i o n  beeween tllc Lutlncran 
and Rcman Cathol ic  CkurcI~es 1189 become i n c r e a s i n g l y  

burdensome f o r  many Lutherans  today .  Th i s  i s  t r u e  
n o t  on ly  on t h e  pe r sona l  l e v e l ,  i n  t h a t  i n d i v i d u a l  
Lutherans  may have Roman C a t h o l i c s  a s  f r i e n d s ,  bu t  
a l s o  on t h e  e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  l e v e l ,  g iven t h e  pres -  
s u r e s  of t h e  r e c e n t  ecumenical movement. Undoubt- 
e d l y ,  Lutheran s e n s i b i l i t y  ha s  been heightened 
even more by t h e  r e c e n t  d e a t h  of Pope Paul  V I  and 
t h e  e l e c t i o n  of h i s  two popula r  s u c c e s s o r s ,  f i r s t  
Pope John Pau l  I and t hen ,  a f t e r  h i s  unexpected 
dea th ,  Pope John Pau l  11, A s  Lutherans ,  what a r e  
w e  t o  t h i n k  of t h e  Roman C a t h o l i c  Church i n  gene ra l ,  
and t h e  papacy i n  p a r t i c u l a r ?  What i s  t o  gu ide  our  
a c t i o n s  w i t h  C a t h o l i c s  and w i t h  t h e  Roman C a t h o l i c  
Church? 

It i s  t o  t h i s  ve ry  s i t u a t i o n  t h a t  P ro fe s so r  
Teigen add re s se s  himself  when he  p o i n t s  o u t  t h e  
contemporary t h e o l o g i c a l  s i g n i f i c a n c e  of P a r t  I1 
of t h e  Smalcald A r t i c l e s  (111, 8-9). He i s  both  
f i r m  and c l e a r  i n  h i s  judgment t h a t ,  on t h e  b a s i s  
of S c r i p t u r e  and i n  agreement w i t h  t h e  w i tne s s  t o  
S c r i p t u r e  i n  t h e  Confessions,  t h e  Papacy i s  t h e  
Anti -Chris t .  It i s  t h e  Anti -Chris t  because of 
i t s  sys t ema t i c ,  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  d e n i a l  of t h e  doc- 
t r i n e  t h a t  w e  a r e  j u s t i f i e d  by g race  through f a i t h  
a lone .  I n  s p i t e  of a l l  t h e  appa ren t  changes under- 
gone by t h e  Roman C a t h o l i c  Church s i n c e  Vat ican  11, 
i t  has  y e t  t o  revoke i t s  T r i d e n t i n e  fo rmu la t i on  on 
j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  

Y e t ,  P r o f e s s o r  Teigen i s  e q u a l l y  f i r m  and 
c l e a r  t h a t ,  even though our  judgment of t h e  i n s t i -  
t u t i o n  must be  c r i t i c a l  and negative,  a u r  judgment 
of t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  Roman C a t h o l i c  need n o t  be. There 
can be i n d i v i d u a l  C h r i s t i a n s  2n t h e  Roman C a t h o l i c  
Church. Furthermore,  some Roman C a t h o l i c s  o f f e r  
r e s i s t a n c e  t o  s o c i e t a l  changes which f o r  t h e  Chris-  
t i a n  a r e  f o r  t h e  worse.  For example, Lutherans  
can b e  g r a t e f u l  f o r  Roman Ca tho l i c  oppos i t i on  t o  
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a b o r t i o n  and t h e i r  r e c o g n i t i o n  of t h e  founda t ion  
of c i v i l  law on t h e  n a t u r a l  law, 

Th i s  i s  one example of how P ro fe s so r  Teigen 
a l l ows  t h e  con fe s s ions  t o  add re s s  u s  i n  our  
present-day s i t u a t i o n ,  

( 4 )  H e  wishes  t o  produce a  s t udy  t h a t  w i l l  
be  u s e f u l  n o t  on ly  i n  t h e  a d u l t  educa t ion  c l a s s ,  
bu t  a l s o  i n  t h e  c lassroom and i n  t h e  s t udy .  It i s  
n o t  t h e  c a s e  t h a t  on ly  t h o s e  who have no t  had a  
fo rmal  t h e o l o g i c a l  educa t ion  w i l l  b e n e f i t  from 
r ead ing  t h e s e  volumes. Seminar ians ,  p a s t o r s ,  and 
p r o f e s s o r s  can a l s o  e n r i c h  t h e i r  knowledge of t h e  
Lutheran h e r i t a g e  from such a  read ing .  These 
s t u d i e s  o f f e r  t h e  t h e o l o g i c a l l y  t r a i n e d  r e a d e r  a  
review of t h e  confess ions  which h a s  been informed 
by r e c e n t  secondary s t u d i e s  and which has  allowed 
t h e  con fe s s ions  t o  add re s s  t h e  t w e n t i e t h  cen tury .  

It i s  because I d i s c e r n  t h e s e  f o u r  concerns  
l y i n g  beneath t h e  s u r f a c e  of t h e  "I Believe" 
s e r i e s  t h a t  I judge i t  t o  be s o  exceedingly sac- 
c e s s f u l *  

There i s  one h i s t o r i c a l  e r r o r  which should 
be  c o r r e c t e d .  U n i t a r i a n s  d i d  n o t  become a  power- 
f u l  f a c t o r  i n  New England u n t i l  t h e  e a r l y  nine-  
t e e n t h  cen tu ry  ( I ,  22) under t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  of 
such  men a s  William E l l e r y  Channing (1780 - 1842) ,  
Ralph Waldo Emerson (1803 - 1882) ,  and Theodore 
Parker  (1810 - 1860).  

The on ly  t h e o l o g i c a l  judgment of P r o f e s s o r  
T e i g e n v s  w i t h  which I would t a k e  except ion  i s  h i s  
assessment  of t h e  theology of Ka r l  Bar th  ( I ,  23) ,  
My i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  theology of Ka r l  Ba r th ,  
a t  l e a s t  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  h i s  d o c t r i n e  of t h e  
T r i n i t y  and h i s  Chr i s to logy ,  i s  more c h a r i t a b l e .  
Karl Ba r th  does  n o t  r e f u s e  t o  speak of "persons,"  

bu t  he  i s  r e l u c t a n t  t o  speak of them f i r s t ,  Bar th  
a rgues  t h a t  b e f o r e  i t  i s  p e r m i s s i b l e  t o  speak of 
persons o r  d i s t i n c t i o n s  w i t h i n  t h e  Godhead between 
Fa the r ,  Son, and Holy Ghost one must f i r s t  es tab-  
l i s h  t h e  ground f o r  t h a t  kind of speaking.  Bar th  
f i n d s  such a  ground i n  r e l a t i o n  o r  "mode of e x i s t -  
ence.!' The Fa ther  i s  Fa the r  because i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  
the  Son and t h e  S p i r i t  he is  unbegot ten.  The 
F a t h e r ' s  mode of e x i s t e n c e  i s  unbegot tenness .  This  
grounds h i s  d i s t i n c t i o n  from t h e  Son and t h e  S p i r i t .  
It i s  t h e  sou rce  of h i s  i n d i v i d u a l i t y .  S i m i l a r l y ,  
t h e  Son i s  Son because he i s  bego t t en  of t h e  F a t h e r ,  
and t h e  S p i r i t  i s  S p i r i t  because he  proceeds from 
the  Fa ther  and t h e  Son. It i s  on ly  on t h e  b a s i s  
of t h e s e  d i f f e r e n t  r e l a t i o n s  or modes of e x i s t e n c e  
t h a t  can one speak of d i s t i n c t i o n s  o r  persons i n  
t h e  Godhead, Z r e a l i z e  t h a t  t h i s  does  n o t  do 
j u s t i c e  t o  the complexity of Marl B a r t h s s  d o c t r i n e  
of t h e  Trinity nor  t o  t h e  s e r i o u s n e s s  of P r o f e s s o r  
Teigenss cr i t i c i sm,  However, t h i s  is  n e i t h e r  t h e  
t ime nor  t h e  p lace  t o  enter i n t o  an  extended deba t e  
as t o  t he  c o r r e c t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  theology 
s f  Kar l  Barth, 

In  conc lus ion ,  i t  i s  my hope t h a t  foll.rtwing 
the completion of t h i s  s t udy  s e r i e s  i t  cou ld  come 
o u t  i n  a paperback format  s o  that one could have 
at: h i s  f i r sge r t i p s  "ein lcleines kehrbuchi' on t h e  
Lutheran Confessions! 

-- Gary Miles FaLeide 
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s e r i e s  t h a t  I judge i t  t o  be s o  exceedingly sac- 
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t ime nor  t h e  p lace  t o  enter i n t o  an  extended deba t e  
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In  conc lus ion ,  i t  i s  my hope t h a t  foll.rtwing 
the completion of t h i s  s t udy  s e r i e s  i t  cou ld  come 
o u t  i n  a paperback format  s o  that one could have 
at: h i s  f i r sge r t i p s  "ein lcleines kehrbuchi' on t h e  
Lutheran Confessions! 

-- Gary Miles FaLeide 
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I n  t h e  p r e f a c e  t h e  au thor  s t a t e s  t h a t  "being 
'born  aga in '  i s  b i g  news," and c i t e s  many examples 
s f  t h e  p u b l i c i t y  g iven  t o  t h i s  exp re s s ion  i n  r e c e n t  
y e a r s ,  a l l  t h e  w a y  from TIME magazine t o  t h e  Gallup 
p o l l ,  He a l s o  s ays  t h a t  he  had s t a r t e d  work on 
t h i s  book be fo re  t h e  express ion  "born again"  became 
1 I 

D X ~  news, and f e e l s  t h a t  God "'may have l e d  u s  t o  
w r i t e  t h i s  book j u s t  a t  t h e  r i g h t  t ime as m i l l i o n s  
wonder about  be ing  born aga in . "  

A s  he i s  a  popula r  p r eache r ,  s o  B i l l y  Graham 
i s  a  popular  w r i t e r ,  He has  an  easy  s t y l e ,  and 
because of many anecdotes  and t r u e - t o - l i f e  s t o r i e s  
t h e  book i s  most i n t e r e s t i n g  from cover  t o  cover .  
The book covers  many t h e o l o g i c a l  p o i n t s ,  some of 
w l ~ i c h  we LutZ~erans would f u l l y  ag ree  w i th ,  and 
o t h e r s  t h a t  we would d i s a g r e e  w i t h ,  There a r e  
s e c t i o n s  of t h e  book where you might t h i n k  you 
were r ead ing  Koehle r ' s  C h r i s t i a n  Doct r ine  o r  
Kre t zmands  Commentary, and t hen  you come t o  t h o s e  
p a r t s  which have a dec ided ly  s y n e r g i s t i c  and Arme- 
n i a n  ben t ,  and you f u l l y  r e a l i z e  t h a t  t h i s  i s  a  
Bap1:is-t speaking and no t  a Lucheran,  Whether he 
ever f u l l y  answers t h e  ques t i on  i n  the  t i t l e  of 
t h e  book is  deba t ab l e ,  He certain3.y d o e s n ' t  an- 
swer i t  i n  t h e  way t h e  B ib l e  answers i t ,  and i n  t h e  
way w e  Lutherans  have been t augh t  t o  answer i t .  

He has d iv ided  h i s  book i n t o  t h r e e  main scc-  
ticdns. P a r t  1 is  e n t i t l e d  MAN'S PROBLEM, P a r t  I1 
i s  c a l l e d  GOE'S AESWEI<, and P a r t  I l f  concludes  
w i t h  MAN' S ItESPONSE. 

The f i r s t  p a r t  of t h e  book r i n g s  a  c l e a r  and 
t r u e  sound, a s  he  speaks of God and t h e  o r i g i n a l  
p e r f e c t i o n  of H i s  h i g h e s t  c r e a t u r e ,  man, and t h e  
subsequent f a l l  i n t o  s i n ,  which s e t  up t h a t  b i g  
gu l f  between t h e  Crea tor  and H i s  c r e a t u r e .  "Twen- 
t i e t h  Century man and woman a r e  no d i f f e r e n t  from 
Adam and Eve. We may have added some s o p h i s t i -  
c a t ed  technology,  b u i l t  a  few skysc rape r s ,  and 
w r i t t e n  s e v e r a l  m i l l i o n  books, bu t  t h e r e  i s  s t i l l  
a  chasm between s i n f u l  man and ho ly  God. Yet 
a c r o s s  t h i s  dark ,  ba r r en  abyss ,  God c a l l s ,  even 
p l eads ,  w i th  man t o  be r econc i l ed  t o  H i m . "  (p. 33) 

I n  t h i s  f i r s t  p a r t  of  t h e  book he  a l s o  ha s  an 
e x c e l l e n t  s e c t i o n  on t h e  t h r e e  ways t h a t  God r e -  
v e a l s  himself  t o  u s  - through n a t u r e ,  through man's 
consc ience ,  and through ScrFpture .  He l e a v e s  no 
doubt t h a t  i t  i s  through t h e  l a t t e r  method t h a t  
God reveals Himself a s  t h e  sav ing  God. He speaks 
h i g h l y  of S c r i p t u r e ,  and wh i l e  he  doesn ' t  u se  t h e  
express ion  "verba l  i n s p i r a t i o n , "  one would a t  
l e a s t  hope t h a t  t h a t ' s  what he  in tended  when he  
makes s t a t emen t s  l i k e :   i id God speak t o  t h e s e  
men a s  they  were i n s p i r e d  t o  w r i t e ?  If He d i d n ' t ,  
then  they  were t h e  most b l a t a n t  and c o n s i s t e n t  
l i a r s  t h e  world h a s  eve r  known, o r  t hey  were men- 
t a l l y  deranged." Again: '?£ we cannot  b e l i e v e  
t h a t  God spoke t o  men i n  the  B i b l e ,  then  w e  can- 
n o t  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  prophec ies  of t h e s e  g r e a t  
men came t r u e  - and y e t  they did!" Again:, " Jesus  
quoted f r e q u e n t l y  from the Old Testament,  H e  knew 
i t  w e l l  and never doubted t h e  S c r i p t u r e s .  H e  s a i d ,  
' S c r i p t u r e  cannot be  brokenP (John 10 :35) ,  The 
Apos t les  o f t e n  quoted t h e  Old Testament S c r i p t u r e s .  
Pau l  s a i d :  ' A l l  S c r i p t u r e  i s  i n s p i r e d  by God' 
( 2  Timothy 3 : l 6 ) , "  (p.  4 1 )  H e  conc ludes  t h e  sec-  
t i o n  on S c r i p t u r e  w i t h  t h i s  tes t imony t o  i t s  i m -  
por tance :  " . . . t h e  Bib le :  Read i t ,  s tudy  i t ,  
memorize i t ,  It w i l l  change your e n t i r e  l i f e ,  
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It i s  12ot l i k e  any o fhe r  book.  I t  i s  a ' l i v i n g 9  
5ooE t h a t  works i t s  way i n t o  your b e a r t ,  mind 
and s o u l , "  (p.  43) One d i s c o n c e r t i n g  e r r o r  c rops  
up i n  t h i s  s e c t i o n ,  when t h e  au tho r  seems t o  d i s -  
t i n g u i s h  between God's r e v e a l i n g  Himself t o  us  
through S c r i p t u r e  and through C h r i s t .  For example:: 
"God has  chosen t o  r e v e a l  Himself t o  us  through 
n a t u r e ,  consc ience ,  t h e  S c r i p t u r e s ,  and through 
J e s u s  ~ h r i s t ,  '"Christ I S  t h e  Word, and s o  when we 
liave l e a r n e d  t o  know God through t h e  B ib l e ,  we 
have l e a rned  t o  know IJim through C h r i s t ,  We donP t 
s e p a r a t e  t h e  two, 

In answering t h e  ques t i on  "What i s  S in?"  i n  
c h a p t e r  f i v e  he i s  good, He t r a c e s  s i n  from t h e  
f a l l  t o  modern man, " ~ v e r y o n e  recognizes  t h a t  t h e  
human ::ace i s  s i c k  and t h a t  whatever t h e  d i s e a s e  
i s  (and he  caZ l s  t h a t  d i s e a s e  S P N ) ,  i t  has  a f f e c t e d  
a l l  of l i f e , ' ?  ((p, 66)  We s e t s  forth t h e  Law of God 
a s  the  s tandard  given by God so t h a t  w e  might recog- 
n i z e  s i n ,  The Ten Commandments a re  "2 giant X-ray 
machine t o  r evea l  the  bone s t r u c t u r e  of our  sin- 
f u l z e s s ,  The f i r s t  f o u r  X-ray p l a t e s  concern our  
d i r e c t  r e l a t i o n  t o  God, The l a s t  six concern our  
r e l a t i o n s h i p  w i t h  o t h e r s , "  

In  t h e  second s e c t i o n  sf t h e  book he d w e l l s  
upon ~ o d ' s  answer t o  manP s problem, The answer,  
of cou r se ,  i s  C h r i s t  and H i s  a%oning  s a c r i f i c e .  H e  
gives an excellent p r e s e n t a t i o n  of Jesus C h r i s t  a s  
the God/Yan. "1t is s--fmple, Jesus i s  God. Our 
e a r t h l y  l i v e s  and e t e r n a l  d e s t i n i e s  depend on our  
b e l i e f  i n  t h a t  f a c t . "  (p ,  107) We f i n d  i t  hard  t o  
r e c o n c i l e  what he  s ays  i n  t h i s  book about  J e s u s  
as t h e  way t o  saPvation and comments he i s  re- 
po r t ed  t o  have made a t  a news ecnference  (1978 
S u m c r  I s s u e  of CN)  t o  t h e  e f f e c t  t h a t  t l rere  a r e  
other ways f o r  people  t o  g e t  t o  heaven than, through 
b e l i e f  2x1. C f i r i s t .  We can only Enope that. t h o s e  
comments were t aken  ou t  of con t ex t  o r  s imply 

misquotes .  I f  they a r e  t r u e ,  then  he  i s  preac:hfng 
ou t  of bo th  s i d e s  of  h i s  moutl~,  and what he  s ays  
about  s a l v a t i o n  through C'hrist i n  t h i s  book l a s e s  
its l u s t e r .  

The Reformed theology of the  au tho r  comes ou t  
in a  s h o r t  paragraph on communion in chap t e r  e i g h t .  
"In  t h e  L o r d ' s  Supper, J e sus  l i k e n s  Himself tc t h e  
Iamb t h a t  was o f f e r e d  i n  t h e  s a c r i f i c e  o r  atone- 
ment and s ays  t o  I I i s  d i s c i p l e s  and t o  a l l  who be-- 
l i e v e  i n  Ilirn, 'Th is  i s  my body broken f o r  yo?:, '  
This  i s  9rmboLic of what Be d i d  on t h e  c r o s s .  
When t h e  cup i s  o f f e r e d  t h e  enlphasis i s  up011 t-lie 
f a c t  t h a t  H i s  blood i s  shed f o r  t h e  remi.ssiur? sf 
s i n s ,  , . W e  have bread i n  our  hands,  bu t  we have 
C I - r r i s t  i n  o u r  l aear t s ,  W e  have t h e  cup i n  OUT ha~ rd ,  
b u t  tae  have t h e  b e n e f i t s  of f o rg ivenes s  througll 
H i s  b lood i n  our  h e a r t s ,  '' ( y e  115) (emphasis by 
t h e  rev iewer)  

In  chap t e r  n i n e  he d i s c u s s e s  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  
under the  t i t l e ,  THE KING'S C ~ u r t r o o m ,  Some very  
b e a u t i f u l  t h i n g s  sre s a i d  i n  t h i s  c h a p t e r ,  inc lud-  
i n g  good i l a u s t r a  kions , llowever , i t  would appear 
that hc does not  d i s t i n g u i s h  between o b j e c t i v e  and 
s u b j e c ~ i v e  j u s t i f i c a t i o n .  God's pardon i n  (:r,rh:ernts 
tltcnlogy would al>pear i o come s f  ter  one believes, 
as t h i s  i i lus t - I - s t  ion  b e a r s  o u t :  

" ~ 0 3 :  Mary, have you loved m e  w i t h  youla 
W ~ X C S  %e hca r t l 

&'RY : NO, Yr>txT I ~ O S ~ C T ,  
GOT): tIavc ynen loved o t h e r s  a s  you have 

1 ovej. yoursca l f  '2 
i .e"i i"rTtT:!  No, ; i ~ ~ r ~ m  I P O C O I  . 
GClD: Do you I ? C J ~ C V E  j70U ax-E a s i n n e r  2nd i, hat 

J c s ~ s  Cllr i st. $1 i cd f ~JI :71j1~~- s i 11s ? 
i".il-I,' : Yes , :-cr.;%- I : r~i l< '~- .  

(;(;If: ~'~1@13, + CFX,ZI- P F ! E C . ' - ~ % ~  I.13~ ~ ~ C E I X  I ~ B ~ C I  by f(!,"lIS 

i:In-l'.it t z: t h t :  s . 1 - i ; ; ~ ~  and yo11 are ~>~";u(ir:~tctd," 
(1'. 118) 
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I n  another p l a c e  he s t a t e s :  "We wllc wore p r o p e ~ l y  
condenmed a r e  now p r o p e r l y  dtclzrcc; j ~ ~ s t  i f  we have 
trustpd ~ l l r i s t .  " p 120) (emphasis by t h e  reviewer-) "...----------- 

He g i v e s  a b e a u t i f u l  t.estimony t o  t h e  bod i ly  
l e e u r r e c t i o n  of C h r i s t  2nd i t ' s  importance t o  our  
C h r i s t i a n  f a i t h  i n  chap t e r  t e n ,  and a l s o  a s s u r e s  
u s  of a  bod i ly  r e s u r r e c t i o n  t o  g lo ry  a t  t h e  l a s t  
day. "The r e s u r r e c t e d  body of J e s u s  is  t h e  de s ign  
f o r  ou r  bod i e s  when we a r e  r a i s e d  from t h e  dead 
a l s o .  No m a t t e r  what a f f l i c t i o n s ,  p a i n s ,  o r  d i s -  
t o r t i o n s  we have i n  our  e a r t h l y  bod i e s ,  we w i l l  be  
g iven  new bodies .  What a g l o r i o u s  promise of 
t h i n g s  t o  come!" (p .  139) 

When he  f i n a l l y  g e t s  t o  t h e  s u b j e c t  of t h e  
t i t l e  of t h e  book i n  chap t e r  e l even ,  h i s  t r u e  Bap- 
t i s t  c o l o r s  come through,  No mention of bapt ism 
a s  a  means of s p i r i t u a l  r e b i r t h ,  a s  one would ex- 
p e c t  from one schooled i n  t h e  theo logy  of Zwingl i ,  
Ca lv in ,  and Knox. 1Ie u s e s  a s  one of h i s  proof 
t e x t s  f o r  s p i r i t u a l  r e b i r t h  John 3 and J e s u s '  
midnight  conve r sa t i on  w i t h  Xicodemus, bu t  very  
nimbly s i d e s t e p s  t h e  exp re s s ion  "born of wate r  
and of t h e  S p i r i t . "  It i s  i n  t h i s  chap t e r  t h a t  
synergism a l s o  comes t o  t h e  f o r e .  We quote  a  f e w  
examples.   he con tex t  of John 3 t eaches  t h a t  t h e  
n e w  b i r t h  it; ssmet1.ling t h a t  God does f o r  man when 
man i s  w i l l i n g  t o  y i e l d  t o  God." (p .  150) "Any 
person  who i s  w i l l i n g  t o  t r u s t  J e s u s  C h r i s t  as h i s  
p e r s o n a l  Sav ior  and Lord can r e c e i v e  t h e  new b i r t h  
now." (p.  152) " F i n a l l y ,  a f t e r  s ea r ch ing  and 
s tudy ing  the S c r i p t u r e s  f o r  months, John 3:16 
spoke t o  my heart and I gave my l i f e  t o  Chr i s t . "  
(p .  153) "Then one day i n  my h e l p l e s s n e s s  I turned 
my L i f e  completely  over  t o  God." No mention i s  made 
of the P a c t  t h a t  i t  i s  the IIof y S p i r i t  of Got1 who 
tu rns ,  changes, and regenerates the sirrf  u.1 hearts 
and Lives  of men. I n  t a l k i x ~ g  about repentance  and 

how e s s e n t i a l  i t  i s ,  and how we need God's h e l p ,  
he  s t a t e s  t h i s  c o n t r a d i c t i o n :  " I f  we had t o  r epen t  

'without God's he lp ,  then  we would be a lmost  help-  
less, The S c r i p t u r e  t e aches  t h a t  we a r e  dead i n  
t r e s p a s s e s  and i n  s i n s ,  A dead man can do no th ing ;  
t h e r e f o r e  we need God's h e l p  even i n  our  r epen t ing . "  
( p .  158) The "we would b e  a lmost  h e l p l e s s "  phrase  
does n o t  square  w i th  t h e  passage  he  quo t e s ,  namely 
t h a t  we a r e  dead i n  t r e s p a s s e s  and s i n s ,  

When i n  chap t e r  twelve he  touches on t h e  
ma t t e r  of t h e  new b i r t h  being more than  j u s t  a  
f e e l i n g ,  he  does  make mention of t h e  Holy S p i r i t ,  
But aga in  t h e  synergism shows through,  a s  i n  t h e s e  
statements: "The Holy S p i r i t  will do every th ing  
p o s s i b l e  t o  d i s t u r b  you, draw you, l ove  you - bu t  
f i n a l l y  i t  is  your personal  d e c i s i o n s v 9  "He  gave 
the Holy S p i r i t  t o  corlvict you of ylrtur need. H e  
g i v e s  t h e  Eioly S p i r i t  t o  draw you t o  t h e  c r o s s ,  
bu t  even a f t e r  a i l  t h i s ,  i t  i s  your d e c i s i o n  
whether t o  accep t  God's f r e e  pardon o r  t o  con t inue  
i n  your l o s t  c o n d i t i o n e 3 '  (p .  462) 

I n  s p i t e  of the  many good t h i n g s  s a i d  i n  t h i s  
book, t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  au tho r  minimizes t h e  saera- 
ments, and p a r t i c u l a r l y  bapt ism,  a s  means of grace, 
and employs t h e  s y n e r g i s t i c  approach t o  man's 
s p i r i t u a l  r e b i r t h ,  leaves a t r u e  Lutheran  r e a d e r  

P want t o  be  born w i th  t h e  o v e r a l l  f e e l i n g :  ?'-  

again i n  another way than B i l l y  Graham's wav." 

-- Norman A. Madson 
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L a t i n  i s  f r e q u e n t l y  r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  a dead 
language,  and q u i t e  a few people  a r e  con t en t  t o  
l e t  i t  remain i n  t h a t  s t a t e .  However, 3s every 
language has  c e r t a i n  meaningful  t e rms ,  idioms 
and ph ra se s  which cannot  b e  reproduced i n  a word- 
to-word t r a n s l a t i o n ,  s o  we f i n d  t h a t  t o  b e  t h e  
c a s e  a l s o  w i t h  La t i n .  It became t h e  language of 
t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  theo log ian  because of t h e  p r e c i s e -  
n e s s  of exp re s s ion  which i t  a f fo rded .  It has  t h e  
happy f a c i l i t y  f o r  s t a t i n g  g r e a t  thoughts  i n  very  
compact language. It has  t h e r e f o r e  se rved  a ve ry  
u s e f u l  purpose.  

When F r a n c i s  P i e p e r  wro te  h i s  C h r i s t l i c h e  
Dogmatik he f e l t  i t  neces sa ry  t o  p r e se rve  many of 
t h e s e  o r i g i n a l  L a t i n  t h e o l o g i c a l  terms and ph ra se s .  
This  made i t  p o s s i b l e  t o  t r a n s m i t  t h e  exac t  thoughts  
t h e  e a r l i e r  dogmatic ians  had i n  mind when they  used 
( o r  co ined)  t hose  t e r m s .  It a person  h a s  n o t  had 
t h e  good f o r t u n e  t o  become acqua in ted  w i t h  t h i s  
r i c h  language, he  cannot f u l l y  a p p r e c i a t e  P i e p e r ,  
or Stoeckhard t  o r  Walther ,  

F o r t u n a t e l y  t h e r e  i s  now a way t o  overcome 
t h a t  handicap and t o  l e a r n  t o  a p p r e c i a t e  t h i s  p a r t  
of ou r  h e r i t a g e  which i s  a s  Lutheran a s  i t  i s  pre- 
c i s e .  D r ,  David P o  Scaer  of t h e  Coneordia Theolsg- 
i c a l  Seminary a t  F o r t  Wayne, I nd i ana ,  h a s  provided 
a t r a n s l a t i o n  f o r  t h e s e  L a t i n  words and ph ra se s  i n  

ve ry  a p p r o p r i a t e  s u c c i n c t  Engl i sh  exp re s s ions .  
Anyone who wishes  t o  be a s t u d e n t  of P i e p e r y s  
Dogmatics w i l l  f i n d  t h i s  handy bookle t  of about  
f i f t y  double-columned pages t o  be a ve ry  necessary  
and u s e f u l  t o o l .  

Open t h i s  a t t r a c t i v e  6 by 8 314 bookle t  and 
l e a r n  what l e x  p r a e s c r i b i t  evangelium i n s c r i b i t  
means; o r ,  l e a r n  what t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  is  between 
non p o t u i t  non peccare  and non posse  peccare  is.  

Order your copy from t h e  Lutheran Synod Book 
Company today: 

-- M *  H e  Ot to  
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1978, $2 .75  
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THE SPHFaKING OF ADVENTISM 

by Geoffrey J. Paxton. Wilmington: Zenith, 1977. 
172 pages. $6.95. 

Seventh-day Adventism has been a vague reli- 
gion, to say the least. It has been categorized 
everywhere from a non-Christian sect to the true 
remnant of Christianity carrying forward the mes- 
sage of the Reformation. As Mr. Paxton notes in 
his book, this wide range of evaluation is in the 
main due to vagueness within the Adventist organi- 
zation. At the present, a major polarization has 
occurred which no diligent pastor can afford to 
ignore 

Mr, Paxton traces the history of the Adventist 
church from the perspective of the central theme of 
the Reformation: justification before God by faith 
in Christ alone (and in fact includes an excellent 
statement on the Reformers? belief), By reaaining 
close to this theological perspective, he has been 
able for the most part to avoid personality clashes 
and make a concise determination regarding the 
Adventist's claim to true Reformation adherence 
at various periods in the development of the 
Adventist organization, 

As the title indicates, Adventism is presently 
being shaken. Traditionally, "justification by 
faith" for the Adventist has included both justi- 
fication and sanctification, with the emphasis 
being placed on total sanctification (perfection- 
ism) through the indwelling of Christ. Through 
the 195Q0s and 1960's this view was scrapped by 
a number of prominent Adventist theologians who 
became convinced of the correctness of Reformation 

theology, Ln the 1 9 7 0 ' ~ ~  the backlash by the 
traditionalists polarized the organization, The 
development makes very enlightening reading, 

Mr, Faxton's book, aside from being intellec- 
tually stimulating, is a 'hmustf' for every theologian 
who has contact with the Adventist church. It is 
succinct, we13 documented, and very timely, 

-- Edward 8, Spreeman 
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