






LUTHER'S CATECHISMS AND THE AUGSBURG CONFESSION 

1, The Sources of t h e  Cstechisms and t h e  Augsburg 
Confession.  

As  Lutherans  we a c c e p t ,  a s  a foregone  conc lus ion ,  
t h e  b e l i e f  t h a t  bc th  of these c o n f e s s i o n a l  s t a t emen t s  
hsve  t h e i r  o r i g i n  i n  Moly S c r f p t u r e  i t s e l f ,  Nothing 
i n  e i ther  of them i s  i n  any way, i n  spirit or i n  
l e t t e r ,  incompat ib le  w i t h  t h e  words and p r e c e p t s  
of God's r e v e l a t i o n .  We may go beyond t h a t  and a l s o  
s ay  t h a t  t h e  Augsburg Confession,  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  
Catechisms themselves ,  a r e  thoroughly and un ique ly  
embedded i n  t h e  ~ h e o l o g y  of Mart in  Luther .  Other 
Lutheran t heo log i ans  provided e d i t o r i a l  a s s i s t a n c e  
i n  t h e  compi la t ion  of t h e  Augsburg Confession,  
no th ing  more, 

We b e l i e v e  a l s o  t h a t  a p rox imi ty  of t h e  t i m e  of 
p u b l i c a t i o n  of t h e  two confess ions  ( t h e  Catechisms 
i n  A p r i l  and May, 1.529, and t h e  Augsburg Confession 
i n  June 1530) g i v e  added reason  f a r  cons ide r ing  t h e  
two documents under a s i n g l e  heading,  P l e a s e  n o t e  
t h e  fo l lowing  chronology of t h e s e  two v i t a l  y e a r s  
i n  t h e  a n n a l s  of t h e  Lutheran R e f o m a t i o n ,  

Jan .  1529: Luther  engaged i n  t h e  w r i t i n g  of bo th  
Catechisms and t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  of t h e  
Small  Catechism i n  c h a r t  form, 

Apr. 1529: F i r s t  p u b l i c a t i o n  of t h e  Large Catechism 
(Apr i l  19)  and t h e  meet ing of t h e  impor- 
t a n t  D i e t  of S p i r e s  and t h e  r e s u l t a n t  
f i r s t  u s e  of t h e  t e r m  " P r o t e s t a n t , "  
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Otto 1529: P r e s e n t a t i o n  of Marburg A r t i c l e s  f o r  
d i s c u s s i o n  a t  t h e  Colloquy of T<Iarburg, 
Luther ,  Melanchthon, Jonas ,  Osiander ,  
Brenz and Agr ico la  an  one s i d e ,  Zwingli ,  
Bucer, Oecolaapadius and Hedio on t h e  
o t h e r ,  A r t i c l e s  r ev i sed  f o r  p resen ta -  
t i o n  a t  Schwabach l a t e r  i n  t h e  month. 

Jan, 1538: D i e t  of Augsburg c a l l e d  by Emperor 
Charles  a t  Bologna where h i s  corona t ion  
by t h e  pope took place t h r e e  days l a t e r ,  

Ear,  9530: The Emperor's proclamation reeched the 
Elec to r  of Saxony a6 Torgau on the 11th. 
On t h e  1 4 t h  t h e  E l e c t o r  comxdssiocs 
Luther ,  Melanchthon, Bugenhagen and Jonas 
t o  draw up a  document ( t h e  Torgau A r t i -  
c l e s )  f o r  p r e s e n t a t i o n  a t  t h e  D i e t . o f  
Augsburg. 

May 1530: Dra f t  of t h e  Torgau A r t i c l e s  submit ted 
t o  Luther  by t h e  E l e c t o r ,  Continuous 
process  of r e v i s i o n ,  e s p e c i a l l y  by Mel- 
anchthan, u n t i l  i t s  f i n a l  p r e s e n t a t i o n  
t o  t h e  Emperor, 

Jm. 1530: Augsburg Confession (drawn from t h e  
Marburg, Schwabach, and Torgau A r t i c l e s )  
read  t o  t h e  Emperor on June 25,  

This  abbreviated chronology shows %ha-t t h e  two 
Catechisms were barely publ i shed  be fo re  t h e  d o c t r i -  
n a l  concerns of the Lutherans were f u r t h e r  v e n t i -  
l a t e d  a t  t h e  D i e t  of S p i r e s ,  t h e  Piarburg Colloquy, 
and t h e  D ie t  of Augsburg where a new confess ion  w a s  
fo rmal ly  submit ted.  

a)  The Sources of t h e  Catechisms 

The f i r s t  Medieval r e f e r ence  t o  t h e  use  of t h e  
Apos t l e sT  Creed i n  d e v o t i o r ~ a l  and i n s t r u c t i o n a l  l i t-  
e r a t u r e  i s  found i n  t h e  4 t h  cen tu ry .  Derived from 
Apos to l ic  d o c t r i n e ,  t h e  Creed developed g radua l ly  
t o  i t s  p re sen t  form, In a sermon preached i n  1535 
Luther r e j e c t e d  t h e  legends t h a t  had g r o m  up around 
t h e  Creed and. s a i d :  "Neither \.re o r  t h e  e a r l y  
f a t h e r s  invented t h i s  confess ion  of f a i t h ,  b u t  just 
as a bee c o l l e c t s  honey frcm a l l  kinds of b e a u t i f u l  
f lowers ,  so  i s  t h e  Apos t les '  Creed a f i n e l y  con- 
s t r u c t e d  s u m a r y  of t h e  whcle of S c r i p t u r e ,  t h e  
w r i t i n g s  of t h e  prophets  and a p o s t i c s ,  for t h e  bene- 
f i t  of c h i l d r e n  and s imple C h r i s t i a n s . "  

We f i n d  t h e  use  of t h e  ~ o r d ' s  Prayer  a lmost  
equa l ly  e a r l y  i n  t h e  devo t iona l  l i t e r a t u r e  of t h e  
church. I ts  d e r i v a t i o n  from t h e  Lips of C h r i s t  him- 
s e l f  made i t  an obvious element i n  t h e  l i f e  of t h e  
church,  Not u n t i l  t h e  13 th  and 1 4 t h  c e n t u r i e s  
were t h e  Ten Commanhents r e g u l a r l y  included wi th  
t h e  Creed and Lord 's  Prayer  i n  widely used i n s t r u c -  
t i o n a l  manuals, 

The Bohemian Brethren appear  t o  have been t h e  
f i r s t  t o  have inc luded  t h e  Sacraments i n  t h e i r  
Catechisms, Luther  had possess ion  of one sf t h e s e  
Bohemian books which had c i rculated f o r  60 y e a r s  
be fo re  t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  of h i s  first catechism,  
Luther  followed s u i t  and made confessional s t a t e -  
ments about  bo th  Baptism and t h e  Lord ' s  Supper an 
i n t e g r a l  part of h i s  own catechism,  though as 
l a t e  as 1525 he was still speaking of t h e  " th ree  
p a r t s "  of the  catechism. A bookle t  f o r  laymen 
and chi ldren  w r i t t e n  by Bugenhagen appears to 
have been the  f i r s t  Lutheran Catechism formally 
t o  i n c l u d e  t h e  Sacranents, 
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A number of appendices  were added t o  t h e  f i v e  
ch i e f  p a r t s  of t h e  Catechism, some be fo re  and some 
a f t e r  Lu the r ' s  dea th ,  It i s  n e t  known when Luther  
composed t h e  Table a f  Dut ies .  Not c a t e c h e t i c a l  i n  
n a t u r e ,  t h e  t a b l e  seems t o  have been inc luded  f o r  
t h e  purpose of g iv ing  p r a c t i c a l  i n s t r u c t i o n  i n  Chris- 
t i a n  l i v i n g ,  The sectrians under t h e  heading,  "What 
Hearers  Owe t o  Thei r  Pastous'' and "What Subjec ts  
Owe t o  Their  Gove-i-rane~lt" were probably r,ot w r i t t e n  
by Luther .  They zppeared i n  t h e  Lat in  b u t  n o t  i n  
t h e  German v e r s i s n  s f  t h e  Book of Concord, The 
Table  s f  Dut ies  h ~ d  some Medieval p recedents ,  
~ u t h e r ' s  v e r s i o n  w a s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c a l l y  Lutheran. 

The appendix on Csnfessi.crL d i d  not  appear  i n  
t h e  f i r s t  e d i t i o n  of t h e  Smal l  Catechisx,  The sec- 
t i o n  on t h e  Of f i ce  of the  Keys w a s  no t  formulated 
by Luther ,  It was inc luded  i n  some e d i t i o n s  of t he  
Catechism bu t  does not  appear  i n  t h e  Book of Concord 
of 1580. Quest ions f o r  those  who wish t o  go t o  
Csmunion may have been w r i t t e n  by Luther ,  b u t  they 
were n o t  i n s e r t e d  i n  t h e  Catechism u n t i l  a f t e r  h i s  
dea th ,  The conc lus ion  of t h e  Ten Comandments and 
t h e  doxology of t h e  Lord 's  Prayer  were a l s o  added 
a f t e r  t h e  Reformer's dea th ,  

Looked a t  as a whole, Lu the r ' s  Small Catechism 
may be  seen  as a comprehensive d i s t i l l a t i o n  of bib-  
l i c a l  theology i n  i t s  e n t i r e  essence ,  It i s  noth ing  
more, no th ing  less, It is, a s  Luther  l i k e d  t o  c a l l  
i t ,  'me layman's Bib le ,  

De ta i l ed  h i s t o r i c a l  s t u d i e s  have taken  account  
of t h e  s t a g e s  of g e s t a t i o n  of t h i s  g r e a t  L i t t l e  
book, t h e  Small Catechism, We need on ly  n o t e  
~ u t h e r ' s  " L i t t l e  Prayer Book" (Betbuchlein)  of 
1522 ,  a tex t  which i s  remarksbly dissimilar t o  t he  
f i n i s h e d  product  of 1529, The -8522 bcxklee: w a s  
ve ry  Like t h e  Medieval manuals of fnstructfcn, 

both  i n  con ten t  and form. The d i f f e r e n c e  is  a d i f -  
f e r ence  i n  pedagogical  p r i n c i p l e ,  Within those 
seven years Luther  had devised a methodology f o r  
t each ing ,  A textbook of u n p a r a l l e l l e d  q u a l i t y  had 
come i n t o  be ing ,  

Our review of t h e  sources  of the  Augsburg Confes- 
s i o n  must begin w i th  a g lance  a t  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  set- 
t i n g  i n  which t h e  Catechism and t h e  Augsburg Confes- 
s i o n  were developed. Lu the r ' s  c i t i z e n s h i p  i n  Elec- 
t o r a l  Saxony w a s  very  important  f o r  t h e  f u t u r e  of  
Lutheran isx  because t h r e e  Saxon E l e c t o r s  were t o  
suppor t  Mart in  Luther a s  a  t e ache r  and re former ,  

The f i r s t  of t h e  Saxon p r i n c e s  t o  r u l e  du r ing  
~ u t h e r ' s  r e s idence  a t  Wittenberg w a s  t h e  a t t r a c t i v e  
f i g u r e ,  Freder ick  t h e  Wise, It was t o  be  h i s  r o l e  
t o  p r o t e c t  t h e  young reformer du r ing  t h e  i n i t i a l  
a s s a u l t  a g a i n s t  him set  o f f  by t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  of 
t h e  95 Theses i n  1517, U n t i l  h i s  dea th  i n  1525 
F rede r i ck  t h e  Wise maintained a r e l i g i o u s  n e u t r a l -  
i t y  and cont inued t o  p r o t e c t  Luther  i n  h i s  r o l e  a s  
p ro fe s so r  a t  t h e  Un ive r s i t y  s f  Wi t tenberg ,  Fred- 
e r i c k  d i d  t h i s  without  eve r  formal ly  espousing t h e  
Lutheran f a i t h .  

The successor  t o  F rede r i ck  t h e  Wise w a s  h i s  
b r o t h e r ,  John t h e  S t e a d f a s t ,  who s i n c e r e l y ,  v ig -  
o rous ly  and openly espoused t h e  L ~ t h e r a n  cause, He 
made no s e c r e t  of h i s  f u l l  suppor t  f o r  L u t h e r ' s  
theol~gy. 'It was t o  b e  his ro le  t@ give t h e  Luth- 
eran moveEene a s r r s n g  p o l i t i c a l  base i n  h i s  own. 
g r i n c b ~ a l i t y ,  and alss %Q d r a g  t o g e t h e r  princes 
of' ocher  Lutheran c i t i e s  and p r i n c i p a L i t i e 6  i n t o  
an effect ive a l l i a n c e  supportive of the p r i n c i p l e s  
of t h e  Reformation, 
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only seven yea r s ,  has received much less than  h i s  
due sha re  of c r e d i t  f o r  t h e  dramtic  success  of 
t h e  Refo rmt ion  i n  its i n i t i a l  s t a g e s ,  When h e  
succeeded h i s  bcother  on May 5, 1525, t h e  Peasants '  
Revolt had reached crisis propor t ions  i n  Gernskny 
and John% f i r s t  t a s k  w a s  t o  end %he c i v i l  s t r i f e  
brought on by Thomas Munzer and t h e  Anabaptis t  
anarchy. Ear ly  i n  1526 John joined w i t h  P h i l i p  
of Hesse i n  forming t h e  League of Gotha f o r  t h e  
p ro tec t ion  of t h e  Lutheran f a i t h .  I n  the months 
of June t o  August, 1526, John stood r e s o l u t e l y  
a g a i n s t  the Emperor Charles  a t  the  Imper ia l  D i e t  
nf  Spi re s  t o  resist t h e  anti-Lxtberan provisions 
of the Diet of Woms af 1521, John secured from 
t h e  Diet  an a c t  knom as the Recess which an t ic i -  
pated t h e  Peace sf Augsburg of 1555 i n  providing 
t h a t  each t e r r i t o r i a l  r u l e r  i n  t h e  Holy &man Empire  
should be f r e e  t o  act i n  matters of r e l i g i o n  i n  
accordance wi th  h i s  conscience,  

In p o l i t i c a l  a f f a i r s ,  as w e l l  a s  in the contin-  
uing wars with France and w i t h  t h e  Tusks E lec to r  
John remained l o y a l  and f u a l y  suppor t ive  of t h e  
r u l e  of Charles  V ,  When a second D i e t  of S p i r e s  
was convened i n  $529 Cathol ic  Pr inces  secured t h e  
support  of the Emperax t o  a t tempt  t o  revoke t h e  
Recess of 1526, John and o t h e r  Lutheran r u l e r s  
en tered  a vigorous p r o t e s t  which became t h e  ocea- 
s i o n  f o r  t h e  use  of t h e  e p i t h e t  "Protes tan t , "  
a p p l i c a b l e  t o  a l l  who bad denounced the Roman 
church, After the D i e t  of Sp i r e s  i n  1529 f u r t h e r  
events w e r e  t o  move Lutherans toward new r e f i n e -  
ments in t h e  formulat lon of t h e i r  f a i t h ,  

A t  the  i n s t i ga t i on  s f  P h i l i p  of Hesse and with 
Elec to r  Jahn's  s anc t ion  Luther and Melanchthon and 
o t h e r s  went &o Marburg In  e a r l y  October 1529 t o  
d i s c u s s  theology w i $ h  Zwfngli and h i s  adherents ,  
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The Lutherans c a r r i e d  wi th  them a document which 
included 15  a r t i c l e s  known a s  t h e  Marburg A r t i -  
c l e s .  I n  t h e  d i scuss ion  t h a t  ensued agreement 
w a s  reached on t h e  f i r s t  fou r t een  p o i n t s ,  but not  
on t h e  15th dea l ing  wi th  t h e  Lord 's  Supper. La te r  
i n  the  same month Lutheran theologians  presented a 
revised  ve r s ion  of t h e  Marburg A r t i c l e s  t o  a synod 
a t  Smalcald. A new document was developed wi th  
t h e  a d d i t i o n  of two a r t i c l e s .  It w a s  called t h e  
Schwabach A r t i c l e s .  These a r t i c l e s  were zccepted 
by t h e  Lutheran theologians  on October 16 ,  1529, 
as the  besis f o r  admission i n t o  t h e  lesgue  of 
Lutheran p r i n c 2 p a l i t i e s .  Luther claimed p r i n c i p a l  
au thc r sh ip  of t h e  Schwabach A r t i c l e s ,  though he  
conceded t h a t  "they were not  composed by me alone."  

I n  January, 1530, Emperor Charles  went t o  
Bologna f o r  h i s  coronat ion by Pope Clement V I I .  
On January 2 1 ,  t h r e e  days before  t h a t  ceremony, 
t h e  emperor i ssued  a manifesto c a l l i n g  f o r  t h e  
convocation of a  Diet t o  convene a t  Augsburg on 
8 Apr i l  1529. The main problem t o  be d e a l t  w i th  
was t h e  danger of a  Turkish invas ion  of Chr i s t i an  
Europe. He a l s o  s a i d  t h a t  he wished t o  take  up 
t h e  mat te r  of t h e  r e l i g i o u s  d i s u n i t y  t h a t  was 
t roub l ing  Europe. The words of h i s  manifesto 
r e f l e c t  an obvious s i n c e r i t y  and an honest  de- 
s i r e  t o  r e s t o r e  r e l i g i o u s  peace, He sa id :  

  he d i e t  is  t o  cons ider  fur thermore what 
might and ought t o  b e  done and resolved  upon 
regarding t h e  d i v i s i o n  and s e p a r a t i o n  in t h e  
holy f a i t h  and C h r i s t i a n  r e l i g ion ;  and t ha t  
t h i s  may proceed t h e  bet ter  end more sa lu -  
b r ious ly  t o  a l l ay  divis icns ,  t o  cease hos-7 
t i l i t y ,  to surrender  p a s t  errors t o  our  
Savior, and t o  d i s p l a y  d i l igence  i n  hearing, 
understanding,  and cons ider ing  with l o v e  and 
kindness the op in ion  and views of everybody, 
i n  order  t o  reduce them t o  one s i n g l e  
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Chr i s t i an  t r u t h  and agreement, t o  put  a s i d e  
whatever has not  been p r ~ p e r l y  explained o r  
done by e i t h e r  party,  s o  t h a t  w e  a l l  may 
adopt and hold one s i n g l e  and t r u e  r e l i g i o n ;  
and may a l l  l i v e  i n  one comunion,  church, 
and un i ty ,  even a s  we a l l  l i v e  and do b a t t l e  
under one ~ h r  is t , " 

The E lec to r ,  John t h e  S tead fas t ,  received t h e  
summons i n  t h e  gssd f ~ i t b  i n  which i t  h8d been 
i ssued .  John received t h e  manifesto a t  Torgau on 
March 14 ,  The Saxon Chancellor,  Weins Erueck, 
read t h e  document afid wi th in  t h r e e  days of i t s  
r e c e i p t  advised t h e  E l e c t o r  tha t  t h e  p a s i t i c n  of 
t h e  Lutherans be ' 'prcpe-zly drav~a  up i n  w r i t i n g  with 
a thorough conf ima t i cn  thereof  from t h e  d i v i n e  
Scr ip tures ."  The E lec to r  agreed and commissioned 
Luther ,  Jonas, Bugenhagen and Melanchthon f o r  t h e  
t a s k ,  with t h e  reques t  t h a t  they t r e a t  p a r t i c u l a r l y  
"those a r t i c l e s  on account of which such d i v i s i o n ,  
both i n  f a i t h  and i n  sther outward church customs 
and ceremonies cont inues  , '' 

By March 27 t h e  theologians  had f in i shed  t h e i r  
t a sk .  They submitted a  r ev i sed  ve r s ion  of t h e  
Schwabach A r t i c l e s ,  previously agreed upon by t h e  
p r inces  and theologians  a t  Smalcald, and added a 
new s e c t i o n ,  hencefor th  known a s  t h e  Torgau A r t i -  
c l e s  because they were presented t o  t h e  Elector 
a t  Torgau, This l a t t e r  document discussed abuses 
which had a r i s e n  i n  the Medieval church. 

From Apr i l  4 th  to  15th t h e  e l e c t o r  and t h e  
t h e ~ l o g i a n s  were enroute  from Torgeu to Csburg, 
Af t e r  r e s t i n g  t h e r e  f o r  a week the  coqmny pro- 
ceded on t o  Augsburg, Eu$her, under t h e  imperPaX 
ban, remained a t  Coburg where he c a r r i e d  on an 
extens ive  correspondence wit11 t h e  rr.en ~ ? s $  Augsburg, 

The source ma te r t a l  out  of which t h e  Augsburg 
Confession was to be formed were t h e  Marburg &ti.- 
cles, t h e  Schwabach A r t i c l e s ,  and t h e  Torgau Arti- 
c l e s ,  Lu the r ' s  hand had been foremost i n  t h e i r  
compilation, A l l  t h r e e  were an epitome of Luther ' s  
theology, Nothing o r i g i n a l  o r  d i s t i n c t i v e  i n  them 
had been produced by anyone e l s e ,  

Due t o  Lu the r ' s  temporary e x i l e  a t  Coburg i t  
f e l l  t o  Melanchthon t o  e d i t  t h e  three sets sf 
a r t i c l e s  a t  hand and t o  adapt them Lo the needs 
of t he  L~therans a t  t h e  Diet of Rugsburg ,  circum- 
stancEs ac the diet determining t h e  f i n a l  form of 
the  Augshurg Confession, The Schwabach Arizicles 
became the f i r s t  seventeen,  t h e  Torgau A r t i c l e s  the  
l a s t  nine of the Augsburg Confession, Melanchthon 
gave t h e  f in i shed  product i t s  form and i t s  i r e n i c  
nature ,  Pe must be added that he w a s  profoundly 
inf luenced by t h e  shadow of Marburg which hung 
over t h e  proceedings a t  Augsburg, ZwingLi and 
the Lutherans had parted company in t h e  s p i r i t  of 
a hardening of hostility and a sense of irrecen- 
ciaable difference i n  the d o c t r i n e  of the real 
presence, As %hey bid t h e i r  fareweZls a t  the  
c l o s e  of the colloquy Luther i s  s a i d  t o  have made 
the comment: "You have a d i f f e r e n t  spirit than 
ours. " For these reasons $!elanc"rathorz was at 
great pains  20 demonstrakLe C O  t h e  D i e &  of Aupsburg 
t h a t  the  Lutherans had dissociated $hemselves from 
the Zwinglians and were d e s i r o u s  o f  a reconc i l i a -  
tion w i t h  the Roman Cathol ic  Church, 

A l l  of t h i s  notwithstanding, t h e  thoughts, and 
in l a r g e  measvre, t h e  words of the  Augsburg Con- 
f e s s i o n  were Martin ~ukher's, To them Melrinchthan 
had simply applied h i s  skills as an e d i t o r ,  The 
finished p r c d i ~ c t ,  t h e  h i lgsb~?rg  Confession, repre- 
sented a happy eambina"Lian r.f tine genius of twc 
men. One cesfaenf:ator has mmed this up in t h e  
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fol lowing manner. "With the son of a miser w b  
was des t i ned  t o  b r i n g  good are  out  of  t h e  d e e p  
s h a f t ,  t h e r e  was a s s o c i a t e d  t h e  son of an armorer ,  
who was w e l l  q u a l i f i e d  t o  follow h i s  leader 2nd 
fo rge  s h i e l d s ,  helmets ,  armor and swords fcr t l i s  
g r e a t  work, '" 

With a l l  t h i s ,  the f a c t  remains th2t t h e  
Augsbtar-g Confession had i t s  source  is, i u t - h e r ' s  
theology. Luther had a f u l l  r i g h t  t o  say:  '"The 
Cstcchism, t h e  Expos i t ion  of t h e  Ten Commandments 
arllri the  Augsburg Confession are mine," 

11, The SubsLance of the Catechism and t he  Augsburg 
Confession,  

W e  honor L u t h e r ' s  c r e a t i v e  genius displayed 
i n  h i s  b r i l l i a n t  s y n t h e s i s  of Apos to l ic  theology,  
For t h e  f i r s t  t ime s ince t h e  e r a  of t h e  ~ p o s t l e s  
a theologian  turned h i s  preeminent s k i l l s  as a  
b i b l i c a l  s c h o l a r  toward t h e  achievement of a new 
handle  an t h e  teachings  s f  S c r i p t u r e ,  Luther's 
s t u d i e s  l e d  him t o  s e e  tha t  t h e  church of his t i m e  
had confused, and even tua l ly  l o s t  important  p a r t s  
and emphases i n  t h e  message given t o  man i n  t h e  
d i v i n e  r e v e l a t i o n ,  H i s  s t u d i e s  f u r t h e r  enabled him 
ts s e e  t h e  h e a r t  and k e r n e l  s f  S c r i p t u r e  w i t h i n  t h e  
whole of God's Word, 

Ou% of a  l i f e t i m e  c a r e e r  of b i b l i c a l  scholar -  
s h i p  t h i s  master  of t h e  whole S c r i p t u r e  was enabled 
t o  v e r b a l i z e  a  d i s t i l l a t i o n  of t h e  e n t i r e  S c r i p t u r e  
i n  b r i e f  and s u c c i n c t  formula t ions ,  This  s k i l l e d  
summarization appears  most c l e a r l y  i n  h i s  Catechisms 
and i n  t h e  b r i e f  d e c l a r a t i ~ n s  of t h e  Augsburg Con- 
f e s s i o n ,  W e  would l i k e  t o  d i r e c t  your a t t e n t i o n ,  
i n  t h i s  hour ,  t o  the subs tance  of t he se  confess ions  
under t h e  fol lowing readings :  

a) Their  t heo log ica l  o r i e n t a t i o n ,  

b )  The i r  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward t h e  means of Grace. 

c )  Their Law-Gospel o r i e n t a t i o n ,  

d )  The i r  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward  a pe r spec t ive  of 
man i n  t h i s  world,  

e )  Their p r a c t i c a l  o - r i e n t a t i ~ n  toward a 
preaching and t each ing  of God's Word, 

a) T h e C h r i s s t o ~ 5 c a l  O r i e n t a t i o n  of Luthe r ' s  --- 
Catechisms and the 'ugsburg -Qonf~ssion. ---- 

- - 
Very few P r o t e s t a n t s  would hesitate t o  say t h a t  

%ueher7s :nose important  s i n g l e  r e a f f i r m a t i o n  of 
apost~llc theology w a s  t h e  d o c t r i n e  of justifica- 
t i o n ,  Luther  considered t h e  d o c t r i n e  of j u s t i f i -  
c a t i o n  t he  rooe of a l l  theo logy ,  Justification by 
f a i t h  a lone  was the trunk of t h e  t r e e  of a l l  
theology,  Other theological c o n s t r u c t s  were the 
branches and the twigs that der ived  t h e i r  s i g n i f i -  
cance from the t r unk  to ~ch ich  they were at tached,  

Lu the r ' s  explanation of the 2nd A r t i c l e  has 
been called t h e  most  comprehensive sen tence  i n  a l l  
o f  l i t e r a t u r e ,  Same, however, find no d o c t r i n e  of 
justification by f a i t h  alone i n  t h a t  d e f i n i t i o n ,  
That may be ,  bu t  i f  one adds t o  it. t h e  exp lana t ion  
of t h e  3 rd  A r t i c l e  there can be  no do~bf l tq r ta t  
Lu the r ' s  Catechisms do indeed teach t h e  d o c t r i n e  
of j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  

The Augsburg Confession a c t u a l l y  refers t h e  
reader t o  t h e  Apos t les '  Creed  i n  developing its 
own. s ta tement  of j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  Af t e r  a b r i e f  
comment cn the d m 1  n a t u r e  of C h r i s t  AC 111 adds 
t h a t  "The same C h r i s t  s u f f e r e d  and d i e d  to recon- 
cile t h e  Fa the r  t o  us ;  and t h a t  he  was r a i s e d  
aga in  t o  reign, and t o  j u s t f f y  and sanctify 
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b e l i e v e r s  accord ing  t o  t h e  Apos t l e s '  Creed and 
t h e  Nicene c r eed , "  

I n  view of c o n f l i c t  w i th  t h e  Roman Ca tho l i c  
Church, AC I V  which d e f i n e s  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  i s  
more t e c h n i c a l  and e x p l i c i t  i n  i t s  terminology.  
It reads  a s  fo l lows:  "Also t hey  t each  t h a t  men 
cannot  be j u s t i f i e d  b e f o r e  God by t h e i r  own 
s t r e n g t h ,  m e r i t s ,  o r  works, bu t  a r e  f r e e l y  justi- 
fied f o r  ~ h r i s t ' s  sake ,  through f a i t h ,  when they 
b e l i e v e  t h a t  they  are rece ived  i n t o  f a v o r ,  and 
t h a t  t h e i r  s i n s  are fo rg iven  f o r  C h r i s t ' s  sake, 
who, by h i s  dea th ,  has made s s t i s f a c t i o n  f o r  o u r  
sins, This  f a i t h  God imputes  f o r  r i gh t eousnes s  
i n  h i s  s i g h t ,  Ram, 3 ,  4 ,  

AC XVII co r robo ra t e s  stat:ernents i n  L u t h e r ' s  
exp l ana t i on  of bo th  th2 2nd and 3rd A r t i c l e s ,  
Seen i n  t h e i r  b roades t  s ense  we may w e l l  r ega rd  
a l l  of t h e  Lutheran C ~ n f e s s i o n s  a s  e l a b o r a t i o n s  
and e x p l i c a t i o n s  of t h e  2nd A r t i c l e ,  This  i s  a s  
i t  should be ,  because t h e  e t e r n a l  mystery s f  God's 
l o v e  t o  man i s  revea led  and e x p l i c a t e d  i n  t h e  doc- 
t r i n e  of j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  

In  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  of  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  i n  AC I V  
quoted above w e  may n o t e  same phraseology t h a t  
does  n o t  occur  i n  t h e  Catechism, Though they  
r e a l l y  add no s u b s t a n t i v e  new m a t t e r ,  %he words 
8 9 s a t i s f a c t i o n t s  and "imputatior%" had become nec- 
e s s a r y  i n  t h e  atmosphere of ~ o m e b  r e j e c t i o n  of 
t h e  d o c t r i n e  of j u s t i f i c a t i o n  by f a i t h  a l o n e ,  
Fu r the r  e l a b o r a t i o n s  of t h e  d o c t r i n e  of j u s t i f i -  
c a t i o n  were t o  be made i n  Melanchthon's Apology 
s f  t h e  Augsburg Confession and i n  t h e  Smaleald 
A r t i c l e s  and t h e  Formula of Concord. We may say 
t h a t  by 1530, when t h e  Catechisms and t h e  AC 
were bo th  a t  hand, the Lutherans  had c l e a r l y  
recognized t h e  C h r i s t o l o g i c a l  emphasis of S c r i p -  
t u r e  and had inc luded  i t  i n  i t s  b a s i c  i n s t r u c -  
tPona1 m a t e r i a l s ,  

b)  An O r i e n t a t i o n  Toward t h e  Means of Grace,  

Lu the r ' s  profound r e c o g n i t i o n  of j u s t i f i c a -  
t i o n  a s  t h e  co re  s f  C h r i s t i a n  theology has  been 
no t ed ,  His i n s i g h t s  were e q u a l l y  d i s c r i m i n a t i n g  
i n  h i s  unders tanding  of relationships s f  e lements  
i n  t h e  b i b l i c a l  t h e o l o g i c a l  system, I n  t h i s  con- 
t e x t  s p e c i a l  r e c o g n i t i o n  i s  due t h e  Reformer f o r  
h i s  g r a sp  of t h e  concept of t h e  Means of Grace, 
t h e  e x t e r n a l  means through which God conveys h i s  
g race  t o  u s  and e s t a b l i s h e s  i n  u s  t h e  g i f t s  of 
t h e  atonement,  

Throughout L u t h e r ' s  c a t e c h e t i c a l  l i t e r a t u r e  
and i n  all of t h e  Augsburg Confession one f i n d s  
i m p l i c i t  and undisputed f a c t  of t h e  v e r i t y  and 
t h e  a u t h o r i t y  of God9s Word, It was n o t  regarded 
a s  necessary  t o  fo rma l i ze  t h i s  b e l i e f  under spec i -  
f i c  headings e i t h e r  in t h e  Catechisms o r  t h e  Augs- 
burg Confession,  But bo th  con fe s s ions  speak of 
t h e  v e r i t y  and t h e  a u t h o r i t y  s f  t h e  Word a s  a 
m a t t e r  beyond d i s p u t e ,  

Idhere Luther  and t h e  Augsburg Confession 
p a r t e d  company w i t h  medieval theology was i n .  
e l e v a t i n g  t h e  Sacraments t o  t h e i r  h igh  r o l e  i n  
t h e  d i s p e n s a t i o n  of God's grace, The in t roduc-  
t i o n  t o  t h e  Augsburg Confession,  wricten by 
Chancel lor  Brueck, had said: "we o f f e r  and pre- 
s e n t  a con fe s s ion  of our  p a s t o r s h a n d  preachers' 
t e ach ing  and of our  f a i t h ,  s e t t i n g  f o r t h  how, 
and i n  what manner, on the  b a s i s  of Holy S c r i p t u r e ,  
t h e s e  t h i n g s  a r e  preached,  taught ,  c o m u n l c a t e d ,  
and embraced i n  our  l e n d s ,  p r i n c i p a l i t i e s ,  domin- 
i o n s ,  c i t i e s ,  and territor%es,'"haa& the War6 
w a s  regarded  as primary i n  t h e  conveyance of God's 
grace t o  man was r e a l l y  not  in d i s p u t e ,  The 
Medieval. Church, whatever i t s  shar tcomings,  can 
n o t  be f a u l t e d  f o r  neg l igence  i n  t h e  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  
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s e n t  a con fe s s ion  of our  p a s t o r s h a n d  preachers' 
t e ach ing  and of our  f a i t h ,  s e t t i n g  f o r t h  how, 
and i n  what manner, on the  b a s i s  of Holy S c r i p t u r e ,  
t h e s e  t h i n g s  a r e  preached,  taught ,  c o m u n l c a t e d ,  
and embraced i n  our  l e n d s ,  p r i n c i p a l i t i e s ,  domin- 
i o n s ,  c i t i e s ,  and territor%es,'"haa& the War6 
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grace t o  man was r e a l l y  not  in d i s p u t e ,  The 
Medieval. Church, whatever i t s  shar tcomings,  can 
n o t  be f a u l t e d  f o r  neg l igence  i n  t h e  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  



of t h e  Sacraments,  Nowever, not u n t i l  t h e  Refor- 
mation per iod  were Baptism and t h e  Lord ' s  Supper 
inc luded  i n  r e l i g i o u s  i n s t r u c t i o n a l  m a t e r i a l ,  A s  
we have s een ,  t h e  Bohemian Bre thren  were t h e  f i r s t  
t o  s ense  t h a t  need, L u t h e r ' s  placement of t h e  
Sacraments i n  t h e  Cateclzism was an. important  s t e p  
i n  a r e c o g n i t i o n  of t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e s e  were indeed 
means of g r ace ,  L u t h e r ' s  Catechism, however, cor- 
r e c t e d  erroneous views with  r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  r e a l  
p resence  a s  we11 a s  t h e  Roman Ca tho l i c  concept of 
t r a n s u b s t a n t i a t i o n ,  

The s ta tement  of AC IX on Bap t i sm i s  e x p l i c i t :  
'"Of Baptism they  t each  f i a t  itis necessary  f o r  sal.- 
v a t i o n ,  and through Baptism i s  ~ f f  e red  the grace  of 
God; and t h a t  c .hi ldren a r e  t o  be  bap t ized ,  who 
being o f f e r e d  t o  God through Baptism a r e  r ece ived  
i n t o  God's g race ."  Note here t h e  p o s i t i v e  r e f e r -  
ence t o  Baptism a s  a  means of  g r ace ,  Lu the r ' s  
e x p o s i t i o n  of Baptism i n  t h e  Small Catechism is  
more d e t a i l e d ,  b u t  i t  c l e a r l y  a n t i c i p a t e s  t h e  word- 
i n g  of AC I X  i n  r e f e r r i n g  t o  t h e  o f f e r  of s a l v a t i o n  
through Baptism and t o  i t s  be ing  a g rac ious  wa te r  
of l i f e ,  

The i n i t i a l  d e f i n i t i o n  of t h e  Lord 's  Supper 
i n  AC X i s  very b r i e f ,  Th i s  i s  e x p l a i n a b l e  i n  
some of t h e  mo t iva t i ons  behind t h e  w r i t i n g  of t h e  
Augsburg Confession,  A s  we have s een  be fo re ,  
I\lelanchthon was a t t emp t ing  t o  win a  r e c o n c i l i a t i o n  
x % ~ i t R  t h e  Roman Ca tho l i c s .  He had d i s s o c i a t e d  him- 
self from t h e  Zwinglians.  Note t h e r e f o r e  t h e  
wording of AC X on t h e  Lord ' s  Supper: "Of t h e  
Supper of t h e  Lord they  t e a c h  t h a t  the  body and 
blood of t h e  Lard a r e  t r u l y  p r e sen t  and are d i s -  
t r i b u t e d  t o  t h o s e  who e a t  t h e  supper  of t h e  Lord; 
and they r e j e c t  t hose  who t each  o the rwi se , "  The 
d o c t r i n e  of t h e  Zwinglians was t h u s  r epud ia t ed ,  
No mention i s  made of t h e  Lutherans '  r e j e c t i o n  of 

t h e  d o c t r i n e  of t r a n s u b s t a n t i a t i o n ,  It  w a s  t h i s  
kind of f a i l u r e  t o  r e f e r  t o  Roman Ca tho l i c  he r e sy  
t h a t  d i s q u i e t e d  Luther  and made him say :  "Lch 
kann n i c h t  s o  l e i s e  t r e t e n , "  

I n  h i s  p r e f ace  t o  t h e  Small Catechism, Luther  
d i s cus sed  frequency s f  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  a t  the Lord ' s  
Table ,  A@ XYII (Of Both Kinds i n  t h e  Sacrament) 
i s  e x p l i c i t  i n  demanding t h a t  S c r i p t u r e  de followed 
by o f f e r i n g  bo th  of t h e  consecra ted  elements  t o  
communicants a t  t h e  Lord ' s  Supper,  AC XXil ( O f  
t h e  Mass) condemned abuses  i n  t h e  ;I.liass, bu t  denied 
Roman cla ims t h a t  t h e  Lutherans  were n e g l e c t i n g  
t h e  Sacrament of t h e  A l t a r ,  A l l  t h r e e  of t h e  
A r t i c l e s  of the Augsburg Confession,  ( X ,  XYII, and 
XXIV) touched on m a t t e r s  t h a t  Luther  had t r e a t e d  
p r ev ious ly  i n  bo th  of h i s  Catechisms, 

c )  An O r i e n t a t i o n  toward t h e  Law-Gospel Nexus. -- 

One of t h e  most fa r - reach ing  and s i g n i f i c a n t  
e lements  i n  t h e  s t r u c t u r i n g  of t h e  Small  Catechism 
was L u t h e r ' s  theo log ica l .  g r a sp  of the proper  o rder -  
i ng  of t h e  ch i e f  p a r t s .  The a n c i e n t  and medieval 
church had commonly inc luded  t h e  Creed and the 
Lord ' s  Prayer  i n  t h e i r  i n s t r u c t i o n a l  manuals,  The 
Wahdensians, a  13 th  century  h e r e t i c a l  s e c t ,  appears  
t o  have been t h e  First group t o  i n s i s t  on i nc lud ing  
t h e  Decalog i n  t h e i r  pensum of r e l i g i o u s  s t u d i e s ,  
T h e r e a f t e r  i t  was g e n e r a l l y  inc luded  i n  a l l  manuals 
of i n s t r u c t i o n ,  fo l lowing  a f t e r  t h e  Creed and Lord 's  
P raye r ,  

I n  h i s  ''Brief Explana t ion  of the Ten Cornand- 
ments,  t h e  Creed and the  Lord% PrayergB publ i shed  
i n  1520, Luther  showed h i s  unders tanding  of a  
b i b l i c a l  law-gospel o r i e n t a t i o n  by s ay ing  t h a t  t h e  
law ought t o  be  t augh t  f i r s t  s o  that " t h e  Command- 
ments t e ach  a  man t o  know h i s  i l l n e s s  . . . and 
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t h u s  knows himself  a sinner and v i o l e n t  man," The 
t each ing  of- t h e  Gospe l  "L~leil. fo l l ows ,  and " the  Creed 
sho r~s  him and t eaches  him where he may f i n d  t h e  
remedy, t h e  grace  which he lp s  him become a good 
man, and h e l p s  him to keep t h e  comn~andments; i t  
shows him God and the mercy he  h a s  revea led  and 
effered i n  C h r i s t ,  In t h e  t h i r d  place t h e  Lo rd ' s  
p- , ~ a y e r  teaches him how t o  a s k  f a r  this grace ,  g e t  
ic, acd  take it to h imse l f ,  t o  wit, by h a b i t u a l ,  
hui?iI~2 e, ccmfsr &ing prayer, Then grace  is g iven ,  

7 - ~ n a  bT-  J - FulfiLlmcn% of Gcd's command he i s  saved, 

T- _E~ , , . .  /?CC T I J U B P ~ S  t r u l y  represent a 3 a s i c  and fianda- 
- e 

~jea-i:i ~ n s i g h t i .  i n t o  b i b l i c a l  ":iec:l~gy, The groper 
4 *  r 

3 LS: 2 ~ @ e i ~ ~ ~  bee;6een Law and gs2;;?eL h a s  been a. 
-- :!!r~j or  concern o f  Zutheraa t k c ~ .  l rrgy ever s ince,  
f j x t -  - ~ ~ e  sub jec t  is tzeared c o m p x ~ h ~ ~ n s i v e l y  in t h e  

Xpc~logy, the Smalcald Articlec, and t h e  Formula 
s f  Cancord, 

d) An OrienLaCPon T o - y ~ ~ ~ - d  a P e r s p e c t i v e  of 
i n  the  World, 

There is scarcely any s u b j e c t  t h a t  t h e  Small 
Catechisig and t h e  Augsburg Confession d e a l s  w i th  
n o r e  c o n p ~ ~ e h e n s i v e l y  t han  t h a t  of  the proper  r o l e  
and cond~ce of man i n  the world,  Consider f i r s t  
Luther"  sexp%anat$ons of t h e  Comandments, B e  was 
not  ecil terzt merely t o  e l a b o r a t e  on t h e  p r o h i b i t i o n s  
i n  the Csrr~~landanents, H e  brought  each of them t o  
4_%.1e i n  positive admon"stons, -"We should f e a r  and 
lave  God t h a t  we may ... h e l p  and b e f r i e n d  ... be 
s f  s e r v i c e  t o  him," and s i m i l a r  exp re s s ions ,  Each 
Commandment w a s  seen  in i t s  p o s i t i v e  s i d e .  Each 
w a s  s een  i n  t h e  l i g h t  s f  a s e r v i c e  s f  l o v e  t o  God 
and man, The same is t r u e  s f  t h e  exp l ana t i ons  of 
t h e  P e t i t i o n s  of t h e  Lord 's  Prayer, 

AC X V I  u rges  us  toward submission t o  civil 
a u t h o r i t y  i n  g r e a t e r  d e t a i l ,  y e t  i n  s i m p l e  conformity 

t o  t h e  exp l ana t i ons  of the 4 t h  Commandment and 
t h e  4 t h  P e t i t i o n  of t h e  Small Catechism, The 
comparable s e c t i o n s  of t h e  Large Catechism elabo-  
r a t e  t h e s e  t h i n g s  f u r t h e r ,  

Lu the r ' s  wide ranging  s o c i a l  concerns  a r e  ex- 
pressed  f u l l y  i n  bo th  Catechisms, The concept of 
s a n c t i f i c a t i o n  de sc r ibed  i n  t h e  Third A r t i c l e  i s  
s p e l l e d  ou t  in meaningful d e t a i l  i n  numerous r e f e r -  
ences  t o  a p p r o p r i a t e  exp re s s ions  of l ove  to God 
and man, 

T h i s  rnajsr theme i n  L u t h e r ' s  work a l s ~  finds 
exp re s s ion  i n  Melanchthon's l eng thy  e x p o s i t i o n  of  
j u s t i f i c a t i o n  i n  t h e  Apology of t h e  Augsburg Csnfes- 
s i o n ,  In  t h a t  d e t a i l e d  s t udy  we f i n d  more t ime ,  
more words, on t h e  s u b j e c t  of t h e  f r u i t s  of f a i t h ,  
o r  good works, t han  on j u s t i f i c a t i o n  i t s e l f ,  Indeed, 
J e s u s  h imse l f ,  a s  quoted i n  t h e  synop t i c  Gospels 
t a l k s  more about  a godly l i f e  than  he  does about  
God's p lan  of s a l v a t i o n ,  Luther  may t h u s  be seen  
as r e f l e c t i n g  the s p i r i t  of  God's Word i n  h i s  exten-  
sive concern about  t h e  life of man on p l a n e t  E a r t h ,  

Lu the r ' s  immensely impor tan t  b reak ing  of ground 
in a new emphasis on t h e  p o s i t i v e  side of t h e  Com- 
mandments a l s o  gave a new d i g n i t y  to human v a c a t i o n  
by f r equen t  r e f e r e n c e s  l i k e  h i s  comment t h a t  a serv- 
i n g  maid who does  her work w e l l  i s  thereby serving 
God as t r u l y  a s  if she  were a p r i n c e  OX potentate, 
a bishop o r  a  p r i e s t ,  The Table s f  Du t i e s  i n  t h e  
Small Catechism i s  an important  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  
n a t u r e  of C h r i s t i a n  s e r v i c e  i n  numerous s p e c i f i c  
voca t i ons ,  

AC V I  (of New Obedience),  wh i l e  emphasizing 
t h e  f a c t  tha-k no one 2s justified f o r  the  sake of 
h i s  own nnerit of good works,  a s s e r t s  that '"faith i s  
bound t o  bring f o r t h  good works, and t h a t  i t  i s  
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~jea-i:i ~ n s i g h t i .  i n t o  b i b l i c a l  ":iec:l~gy, The groper 
4 *  r 

3 LS: 2 ~ @ e i ~ ~ ~  bee;6een Law and gs2;;?eL h a s  been a. 
-- :!!r~j or  concern o f  Zutheraa t k c ~ .  l rrgy ever s ince,  
f j x t -  - ~ ~ e  sub jec t  is tzeared c o m p x ~ h ~ ~ n s i v e l y  in t h e  

Xpc~logy, the Smalcald Articlec, and t h e  Formula 
s f  Cancord, 

d) An OrienLaCPon T o - y ~ ~ ~ - d  a P e r s p e c t i v e  of 
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r a t e  t h e s e  t h i n g s  f u r t h e r ,  

Lu the r ' s  wide ranging  s o c i a l  concerns  a r e  ex- 
pressed  f u l l y  i n  bo th  Catechisms, The concept of 
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Lu the r ' s  immensely impor tan t  b reak ing  of ground 
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by f r equen t  r e f e r e n c e s  l i k e  h i s  comment t h a t  a serv- 
i n g  maid who does  her work w e l l  i s  thereby serving 
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AC V I  (of New Obedience),  wh i l e  emphasizing 
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bound t o  bring f o r t h  good works, and t h a t  i t  i s  



necessary  t o  do good works commanded by God, because 
of God's w i l l , ' '  AC XX (s f  Good Works), n o t e s  t h a t  
"Our t e a c h e r s  a r e  falsely accused of fo rb idd ing  
good works. For  t h e i r  publ ished w r i t i n g s  on the 
Ten Commandments, and o t h e r s  of l i k e  import, bear 
w i tne s s  t h a t  they  have taught  t o  good perpose  csn- 
ce rn ing  a l l  estates and d u t i e s  of l i f e ,  a s  t o  what 

works,  i n  every c a l l i n g ,  be p l e a s i n g  t o  God." 

e )  A Theol igLcal  Orientation Toward Preach ing  
and Teaching, 

As Lutherans w e  are ij.;el"!scho~led iirr the 
theology of t h e  Lutheran Re rx>rmat ion,  ice are sppxe-- 
c i a t i v e  of $ u t h e r t s  c r e a t i v e  s y n t h e s i s  oE Apostolic 
theology and hles clear anci cogent expcjsitiorb o f  the 
c e n t r a l  d o c t r i n e s  sf Holy S c r i p t u r e ,  We may be less 
than  f u l l y  cognizan t  of t he  r e v o l u t i o n ,  bo th  i n  edu-- 
ca t ionaP p r a c t i c e  and theo log icaL unders tanding  t h a t  
took p l a c e  when Luther asiced the question, "What 
Does This  ~ e a n ? "  The question recurs  i n  the Cate- 
chism 23  tines, and the same ques t i on ,  adapted t o  
i - n s t r u c t i o n  i n  t h e  Sacraments,  occurs  16 eirner;, 
Before  t h e  R e f o m a t i o n  $he church had been con t en t  
with t h e  i d e a l  that C h r i s t i a n s ,  trained only  i n  r o t e  
memarization, should know the  Creed and t h e  Lord's 
Prayer  from memory. Questions were rarely asked 
as t o  what these verbal formula t ions  meant, 

The character s f  Medieval r e l i g i o u s  ins t ruc -  
tion had been developed in its broad o u t l i n e s  by 
Gregory the Great (590-604)- A g r e a t  churchman, 
and a superb a d m i n i s t r a t o r  sf the  papa l  patrimony- 
h e  nevertheless gave up on any hope of a real In- 
d o c t r i n a t i o n  of the primitive and illiterate people 
of his t ime ,  Instead he advocated a si~ple venera-- 
t i c n  o f  t r u e  r e l i c s  and recornended a reLBgious 
L i f e  based on a  p i s u s  i m i t a t i o n  of t h e  l i v e s  of 
the  saints and the mar ty r s ,  What evolved from t h  

was t h a t  t h e  r e a l  Bible of G r e g o r y ' s  people  came 
t o  be t h e  legends aad b iog raph i e s  of the saints, 
Bible h i s t o r y  was l a r g e l y  ignored and t h e  p e o p l e  
were nurtured by a  hagfographic  a d  d e v c t i o n a l  lit-- 
erature that was devoid sf i n s t r u c t i e n  i n  d o c t r i n a l  
fundamentals.  The mystery of t h e  Mass and t h e  
l i v e s  of t h e  s a i n t s  became t h e  theology of t h e  churc 

Rel ig ious  i n s t r u c t i o n ,  d e s p i t e  the work of t h e  
s c h o l a s t i c  t heo log i ans ,  took no real s t e p  forward 
u n t i l  the emergence of 3 e r e t i c a l  movements, the 
Waldensiar;~, the Wycl. i f i tes ,  and the Huss i t e s  of 
t h e  l a t e r  middle ages. These s e c t s  turned t o  S c r i p -  
ture Ear instructim and developed i n s t r u c t i o n a l  
rna.freri&s based on tile B ib l e .  The i r  coilfirrnarsbre- 
ceived i n s t r u c t i o n  t h a t  made Holy Communion a mean- 
ingful exper ience  f o r  them, 

It rernaSned for Martin Luther  t o  r e c a s t  these 
materials on t h e  basis of h i s  comprehensive under- 
s t and ing  of b i b l i c a l  theology.  The Catechism, a 
recognized milestone i n  t h e  h i s t o r y  of education, 
and a prec ious  jewel i n  Chr is t ian  educa t ion  was 
t h e  result. Here was a unique l i t e r a r y  creation. 
I n  i t  r e s t e d  t h e  e n t i r e  scope of  Reformation ths-  
ology i n  brilliant microcosm. Here was an organi- 
zation of b i b l i c a l  themes5 3 d i s t%Sla t i c?n  of t h e  
will and  grace of God as it waz ref2ected  in Holy 
Scripture. i n  one great  sr;i-ep t h e  Catechism re- 
moved the fantasies of Med jeva l  h a g i o g r a ~ h y .  The 
facts and precep t s  of t h e  B i b l e  r ep l aced  t h e  f a b l e s  
of  Medieval superstitian. 

When Luther  asked t h e  q u e s t i o n ,  "%%at Dces This 
Mean?" of each of t h e  Ten Conmandments he was n o t  
establishing a mere caaon of rvarldly righteous- 
ness by which a 1 6 t h  cen tu ry  phar isee  might measure 
h i s  l i f e .  On the contrary, Luther expla ined  t h e  
Decalog in terms of the fruits of f a i t h  which 
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i l l u m i n a t e  and e c r i c b  the  IE*:es of j u s t i f i e d  
sinners, He thus gave the  Zhw a long - lo s t  dineri- 
s i o n ,  He reminded a CKr%stian ca techuaena te  t h a t  
l ove  i s  t h e  f u l f i l l i n g  of the l a w  and gave renewed 
scope and meaning tc the  joy  of C h r i s t i a n  L i f e ,  

ELI, The Contemporary Relevance of L u t h e r ' s  
Catechisms 2nd t h e  Augsburg Confession,  

b b e l i e v e  i t  Ls a p p r o p r i a t e ,  i n  the s e t t i n g  cf 
t h i s  p a s t o r a l  c ~ n f e r e n c e , ~  t o  direct my remarks ox 
the csnteaporary r e l evance  of the f i r s &  two of the 
Lutheran Confessions t o  a Lutheran pascoxa te ,  You 
r e p r e s e n t  a group ~f men whose c a l l i n g  and voca t ion  
h a s  committed you t o  the 22Lnistry of t h e  Gospel of 
Jesus C h r i s t ,  AC V states t h a t  i n  o rde r  t h a t  men 
may come t o  f a i t h  God inrastritated "Die m i n i s t r y  of 
t e ach ing  t h e  Gospel and admin i s t e r i ng  t h e  Sacraments.  
For through t h e  Word and Sacraments,  a s  i n s t rumen t s ,  
t h e  Moly Ghost i s  g i v e n ,  who works f a i t h ,  where and 
when it, p l e a s e s  God, i n  them t h a t  h e a r  t h e  Gospel;  
$0 wit, t h a t  God n o t  f o r  ou r  o m  m e r i t s ,  b u t  f o r  
C h r i s t ' s  sake  j u s t i f i e s  t hose  who b e l i e v e  t h a t  they 
a r e  rece ived  i n t o  grace  f o r  C h r i s t ' s  s ake ,  They 
condemn t h e  Anabap t i s t s  and o t h e r s  who t h i n k  t h a t  
t h e  Holy Ghost comes t o  men wi thout  t h e  e x t e r n a l  
VJord, through t h e i r  own p r e p a r a t i o n s  and works, '' 

It seems t o  m e  t h a t  any s e r i o u s  query about  
t h e  c o n t e q o r a r y  r e l evance  of Lu the r ' s  Catechisms 
and t h e  Augsburg Confession ought t o  ask two ques- 
t i o n s ,  namely: "Are t h e s e  1 6 t h  cen tu ry  documents 
v a l i d ?  Do they  f a i r l y  and adequa te ly  conform t o  
Moly S c r i p t u r e ? "  and t h e  second q u e s t i c n ,  "Are 
t h e s e  16th cen tu ry  documents u s e f u l  i n s t rumen t s  
i n  t h e  m i n i s t r y  of t h e  Gospel i n  t h e  26th cen tury?"  

& a t  which t h i s  paper  w a s  f i r s t  p resen ted  

We may conclude with some r e f l e c t i o n s  on the role 
of t h e s e  symbols i n  t h e  p r e s e r v a t i o n  of h i s t o r i c  
Lutheranism, 

a) The V a l i d i t y  of Lu the r ' s  Catechisms and the 
Augsburg Ccnfession.  

W e  may f i r s t  look  back t o  w r i t t e n  s t a t emen t s  
of those  who p r ~ d u c e d  t h e  Lutheran Confessions,  
Did they cons ide r  t h e i r  w r i t i n g s  t o  be S c r i p t u r a l ?  
The p re f ace  t o  t h e  Augsbzrg Confession was w r i t t e n  
by Chancel lor  Brueck. Responding t o  Emperor Char les '  
o r i g i n a l  surnons t o  t h e  D ie t  of Augsburg t h e  chan- 
c e l l o r  s a i d :  "In  d u t i f u l  obedience t o  your impe r i a l  
majes ty  w e  o f f e r  and p re sen t  a  con fe s s ion  of our  
p a s t o r s '  and p reache r s '  t e ach ing  and of our  own 
f a i t h ,  s e t t i n g  f o r t h  how and i n  what manner, on t h e  
b a s i s  of Holy S c r i p t u r e s ,  t h e s e  t h i n g s  a r e  preached,  
t augh t ,  communicated, and embraced i n  our  l a n d s ,  
p r i n c i p a l i t i e s ,  dominions,  c i t i es ,  and t e r r i t o r i e s . "  

Lu the r ' s  p r o f e s s i ~ n  t h c t  h i s  Catechism pro-  
ceeded from God ps  Word i s  i m p l i c i t  i n  h i s  c la im 
t h a t  t h e  Small Catechism i s  a "b r i e f  and s imple  
catechism o r  s t a t emen t  of C h r i s t i a n  teach ing ."  The 
Reformer implored p a s t o r s  and t e a c h e r s  t o  " take t h e  
d u t i e s  of your o f f i c e  s e r i o u s l y ,  t h a t  you have p i t y  
on t h e  people  who a r e  e n t r u s t e d  t o  your  c a r e ,  and 
t h a t  you h e l p  m e  t o  t e ach  t h e  ca tech ism t o  t h e  peo- 
p l e ,  e s p e c i a l l y  t hose  who a r e  young." Luther  
equated t h e  Catechism wi th  the 1J0rd i t s e l f  and 
acknowledged t h e  b l e s s i n g s  t h a t  f low f r o n l  God's 
Word i n  t h e  Catechism. H e  s a i d  t h a t  anyone who 
refuses t o  hear t h e  precepts of t h e  Catechism is  
n o t  a Chriszian, E i s  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  Small Caw-- 
chism as  -the " l i t - ~ l e  ~ i b i e "  i s  t-~el?.. kaosm and h a s  
o f t en  been r epea t ed ,  

TAen Chancel!-or Rrueck read the  Augsburg Con- 
f e s s i o n  a t  t h e  D i e t  of Augsbilrg, he  s a i d :  "By t h e  
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h a s  committed you t o  the 22Lnistry of t h e  Gospel of 
Jesus C h r i s t ,  AC V states t h a t  i n  o rde r  t h a t  men 
may come t o  f a i t h  God inrastritated "Die m i n i s t r y  of 
t e ach ing  t h e  Gospel and admin i s t e r i ng  t h e  Sacraments.  
For through t h e  Word and Sacraments,  a s  i n s t rumen t s ,  
t h e  Moly Ghost i s  g i v e n ,  who works f a i t h ,  where and 
when it, p l e a s e s  God, i n  them t h a t  h e a r  t h e  Gospel;  
$0 wit, t h a t  God n o t  f o r  ou r  o m  m e r i t s ,  b u t  f o r  
C h r i s t ' s  sake  j u s t i f i e s  t hose  who b e l i e v e  t h a t  they 
a r e  rece ived  i n t o  grace  f o r  C h r i s t ' s  s ake ,  They 
condemn t h e  Anabap t i s t s  and o t h e r s  who t h i n k  t h a t  
t h e  Holy Ghost comes t o  men wi thout  t h e  e x t e r n a l  
VJord, through t h e i r  own p r e p a r a t i o n s  and works, '' 

It seems t o  m e  t h a t  any s e r i o u s  query about  
t h e  c o n t e q o r a r y  r e l evance  of Lu the r ' s  Catechisms 
and t h e  Augsburg Confession ought t o  ask two ques- 
t i o n s ,  namely: "Are t h e s e  1 6 t h  cen tu ry  documents 
v a l i d ?  Do they  f a i r l y  and adequa te ly  conform t o  
Moly S c r i p t u r e ? "  and t h e  second q u e s t i c n ,  "Are 
t h e s e  16th cen tu ry  documents u s e f u l  i n s t rumen t s  
i n  t h e  m i n i s t r y  of t h e  Gospel i n  t h e  26th cen tury?"  

& a t  which t h i s  paper  w a s  f i r s t  p resen ted  

We may conclude with some r e f l e c t i o n s  on the role 
of t h e s e  symbols i n  t h e  p r e s e r v a t i o n  of h i s t o r i c  
Lutheranism, 

a) The V a l i d i t y  of Lu the r ' s  Catechisms and the 
Augsburg Ccnfession.  

W e  may f i r s t  look  back t o  w r i t t e n  s t a t emen t s  
of those  who p r ~ d u c e d  t h e  Lutheran Confessions,  
Did they cons ide r  t h e i r  w r i t i n g s  t o  be S c r i p t u r a l ?  
The p re f ace  t o  t h e  Augsbzrg Confession was w r i t t e n  
by Chancel lor  Brueck. Responding t o  Emperor Char les '  
o r i g i n a l  surnons t o  t h e  D ie t  of Augsburg t h e  chan- 
c e l l o r  s a i d :  "In  d u t i f u l  obedience t o  your impe r i a l  
majes ty  w e  o f f e r  and p re sen t  a  con fe s s ion  of our  
p a s t o r s '  and p reache r s '  t e ach ing  and of our  own 
f a i t h ,  s e t t i n g  f o r t h  how and i n  what manner, on t h e  
b a s i s  of Holy S c r i p t u r e s ,  t h e s e  t h i n g s  a r e  preached,  
t augh t ,  communicated, and embraced i n  our  l a n d s ,  
p r i n c i p a l i t i e s ,  dominions,  c i t i es ,  and t e r r i t o r i e s . "  

Lu the r ' s  p r o f e s s i ~ n  t h c t  h i s  Catechism pro-  
ceeded from God ps  Word i s  i m p l i c i t  i n  h i s  c la im 
t h a t  t h e  Small Catechism i s  a "b r i e f  and s imple  
catechism o r  s t a t emen t  of C h r i s t i a n  teach ing ."  The 
Reformer implored p a s t o r s  and t e a c h e r s  t o  " take t h e  
d u t i e s  of your o f f i c e  s e r i o u s l y ,  t h a t  you have p i t y  
on t h e  people  who a r e  e n t r u s t e d  t o  your  c a r e ,  and 
t h a t  you h e l p  m e  t o  t e ach  t h e  ca tech ism t o  t h e  peo- 
p l e ,  e s p e c i a l l y  t hose  who a r e  young." Luther  
equated t h e  Catechism wi th  the 1J0rd i t s e l f  and 
acknowledged t h e  b l e s s i n g s  t h a t  f low f r o n l  God's 
Word i n  t h e  Catechism. H e  s a i d  t h a t  anyone who 
refuses t o  hear t h e  precepts of t h e  Catechism is  
n o t  a Chriszian, E i s  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  Small Caw-- 
chism as  -the " l i t - ~ l e  ~ i b i e "  i s  t-~el?.. kaosm and h a s  
o f t en  been r epea t ed ,  

TAen Chancel!-or Rrueck read the  Augsburg Con- 
f e s s i o n  a t  t h e  D i e t  of Augsbilrg, he  s a i d :  "By t h e  



he lp  of God and our Lord J e s u s  C h r i s t  t h i s  con- 
f e s s i o n  s h a l l  remain i n v i n c i b l e  a g a i n s t  t h e  g a t e s  
of h e l l  t o  e t e r n i t y , "  

Is i t  ou t  of o rde r  f o r  u s  now t o  a s k  whether ,  
i n  f a c t ,  t h e  Augsburg Confession has  remained inv inc-  
i b l e  through t h e  450 y e a r s  t h a t  have e l apsed  s i n c e  
i t s  adopt ion  a s  t h e  f i r s t  symbol agreed t o  by t h e  
f i r s t  gene ra t i on  of Lutherans?  We can s ay  t h a t  i t  
remained i n v i n c i b l e  up t o  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  publ ica -  
t i o n  of t h e  Rook of Concord i n  1580. The men who 
wro te ,  and t h e  churchmen who adopted t h e  Formula of 
Concord i n  1577, s a i d  of t h e  Catechism and the Augs- 
burg Confession t h a t  "we d e c l a r e  our  unanimous ad- 
herence  t o  D r .  L u t h e r ' s  Small and Large Catechisms 
a s  he  prepared them i n  h i s  publ i shed  works,  s i n c e  
t hey  have been unanimously sanc t ioned  and accep ted  
and a r e  used p u b l i c l y  i n  t h e  churches ,  s choo l ,  and 
t h e  homes of t h o s e  churches  which adhere  t o  t h e  
Augsburg Confession and s i n c e  they  fo rmu la t e  Chris- 
t i a n  d o c t r i n e  on t h e  b a s i s  of God's Word f o r  laymen 
i n  a  most c o r r e c t  and s imp le ,  y e t  s u f f i c i e n t l y  
e x p l i c i t  form," 

I n  t h e  400 y e a r s  %ha t  have e lapsed  s i n c e  t h e  
p u b l i c a t i o n  of t h e  Book of Concord no new symbols 
have formal ly  been added t o  t h e  Lutheran Confes- 
s i o n s ,  During t h a t  time, however, t h e r e  h a s  been 
no d e a r t h  of Lutheran s c h o l a r s h i p ,  E x e g e t i c a l  
and d o c t r i n a l  s t u d i e s  have appeared i n  g r e a t  pro- 
fu s ion .  None of them have s u c c e s s f u l l y  cha l lenged  
t h e  v a l i d i t y  of e i t h e r  t h e  Catechisms o r  t h e  Augs- 
burg Confession. They have s tood  a s  tossering 
monuments t o  t h e  f a i t h  and con fe s s ion  of Lutherans  
f o r  t h e s e  450 y e a r s ,  The Small Catechism has   bee^ 
used a s  a  book of i n s t r u c t i o n  f o r  chif-drerr and 
a d u l t s  f o r  f i f t e e n  g e n e r a t i o n s ,  The Augsburg 
Confession has  cont inued i t s  tes t imony t o  t h e  
u n i t y  of t h e  Lutheran f a i t h .  Generat ions  a f t e r  
gene ra t i on  ha s  found t h e  b i b l i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  

of t h e  Catechisms and the Augsburg Confession t o  
be  i n  p e r f e c t  agreement w i lh  Holy S c r i p t u r e ,  For . 
t h e s e  many y e a r s  t h e  c ~ n f e s s i o n s  have s t imu la t ed  
and preserved t h e  u s i t y  cf t h e  church ,  no t  a s  con- 
t r a c t s  a r b i t r a r i l y  made snd b ind ing  i n  a l e g a l  
s ense ,  bu t  a s  symbols of t h e  e x i s t i n g  f a i t h  of 
C h r i s t i a n s  who have bound themselves  t o  the v e r i -  
t i e s  of Holy S c r i p t u r e ,  F a i t h f u l  p a s t o r s  and t ea -  
c h e r s  i n  t h e  church con t inue  t o  t e ach  t h e  Cate- 
chisms and the Augsburg Confession,  n o t  from com- 
p u l s i o n ,  bu t  because they  recognize  them as e f f e c -  
t i v e  ins t ruments  of l e a r n i n g  t h a t  a r e  w e l l  s u i t e d  
t o  t h e  t a s k  of i n s t r u c t i o n  i n  t h e  s av ing  t r u t h s  of 
Holy S c r i p t u r e  . 

b)  The Cont inuing Usefu lness  of ~ u t h e r ' s  Cate- 
-K 

P u b l i c  Min i s t ry .  - 

A s  w e ,  p a s t o r s ,  c a r r y  on ou r  p u b l i c  m i n i s t r y  
we do w e l l  t o  r e c a l l  Mart in  L u t h e r ' s  h u m i l i t y ,  ex- 
pressed  i n  t h e  p r e f a c e  t o  t h e  Large Catechism* 
"As f o r  myse l f ,  l e t  m e  s ay  t h a t  I t o o  am a doc to r  
and a  p reacher ,  --yes, and a s  l e a r n e d  and exper- 
i enced  a s  any of t h o s e  who a c t  s o  h igh  and mighty.  
Y e t  I do a s  a  c h i l d  who i s  be ing  t augh t  t h e  Cate- 
chism, Every morning, and whenever e l s e  I have 
t ime ,  I r ead  t h e  r e c i t e  word f o r  word t h e  Lord ' s  
P raye r ,  t h e  Ten Commandments, t h e  Creed, Psalms, 
e t c .  I must s t i l l  read  t h e  Catechism d a i l y ,  y e t  
I cannot  mas te r  i t  a s  I wish,  b u t  must remain a 
c h i l d  and p u p i l  of t h e  Catechism, and I do i t  
g l ad ly .  " 

Refe r r i ng  t o  c a r e l e s s  r e l i g i o u s  l e a d e r s  and 
t e a c h e r s  a s  "presumptuous s a i n t s , "  Luther  added: 
"1 implore  them n o t  t o  imagine t h a t  t h e y  have 
l e a rned  t h e s e  p a r t s  of t h e  Catechism p e r f e c t l y ,  o r  
a t  l e a s t  s u f f i c i e n t l y ,  even though they  t h i n k  they 



he lp  of God and our Lord J e s u s  C h r i s t  t h i s  con- 
f e s s i o n  s h a l l  remain i n v i n c i b l e  a g a i n s t  t h e  g a t e s  
of h e l l  t o  e t e r n i t y , "  

Is i t  ou t  of o rde r  f o r  u s  now t o  a s k  whether ,  
i n  f a c t ,  t h e  Augsburg Confession has  remained inv inc-  
i b l e  through t h e  450 y e a r s  t h a t  have e l apsed  s i n c e  
i t s  adopt ion  a s  t h e  f i r s t  symbol agreed t o  by t h e  
f i r s t  gene ra t i on  of Lutherans?  We can s ay  t h a t  i t  
remained i n v i n c i b l e  up t o  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  publ ica -  
t i o n  of t h e  Rook of Concord i n  1580. The men who 
wro te ,  and t h e  churchmen who adopted t h e  Formula of 
Concord i n  1577, s a i d  of t h e  Catechism and the Augs- 
burg Confession t h a t  "we d e c l a r e  our  unanimous ad- 
herence  t o  D r .  L u t h e r ' s  Small and Large Catechisms 
a s  he  prepared them i n  h i s  publ i shed  works,  s i n c e  
t hey  have been unanimously sanc t ioned  and accep ted  
and a r e  used p u b l i c l y  i n  t h e  churches ,  s choo l ,  and 
t h e  homes of t h o s e  churches  which adhere  t o  t h e  
Augsburg Confession and s i n c e  they  fo rmu la t e  Chris- 
t i a n  d o c t r i n e  on t h e  b a s i s  of God's Word f o r  laymen 
i n  a  most c o r r e c t  and s imp le ,  y e t  s u f f i c i e n t l y  
e x p l i c i t  form," 

I n  t h e  400 y e a r s  %ha t  have e lapsed  s i n c e  t h e  
p u b l i c a t i o n  of t h e  Book of Concord no new symbols 
have formal ly  been added t o  t h e  Lutheran Confes- 
s i o n s ,  During t h a t  time, however, t h e r e  h a s  been 
no d e a r t h  of Lutheran s c h o l a r s h i p ,  E x e g e t i c a l  
and d o c t r i n a l  s t u d i e s  have appeared i n  g r e a t  pro- 
fu s ion .  None of them have s u c c e s s f u l l y  cha l lenged  
t h e  v a l i d i t y  of e i t h e r  t h e  Catechisms o r  t h e  Augs- 
burg Confession. They have s tood  a s  tossering 
monuments t o  t h e  f a i t h  and con fe s s ion  of Lutherans  
f o r  t h e s e  450 y e a r s ,  The Small Catechism has   bee^ 
used a s  a  book of i n s t r u c t i o n  f o r  chif-drerr and 
a d u l t s  f o r  f i f t e e n  g e n e r a t i o n s ,  The Augsburg 
Confession has  cont inued i t s  tes t imony t o  t h e  
u n i t y  of t h e  Lutheran f a i t h .  Generat ions  a f t e r  
gene ra t i on  ha s  found t h e  b i b l i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  

of t h e  Catechisms and the Augsburg Confession t o  
be  i n  p e r f e c t  agreement w i lh  Holy S c r i p t u r e ,  For . 
t h e s e  many y e a r s  t h e  c ~ n f e s s i o n s  have s t imu la t ed  
and preserved t h e  u s i t y  cf t h e  church ,  no t  a s  con- 
t r a c t s  a r b i t r a r i l y  made snd b ind ing  i n  a l e g a l  
s ense ,  bu t  a s  symbols of t h e  e x i s t i n g  f a i t h  of 
C h r i s t i a n s  who have bound themselves  t o  the v e r i -  
t i e s  of Holy S c r i p t u r e ,  F a i t h f u l  p a s t o r s  and t ea -  
c h e r s  i n  t h e  church con t inue  t o  t e ach  t h e  Cate- 
chisms and the Augsburg Confession,  n o t  from com- 
p u l s i o n ,  bu t  because they  recognize  them as e f f e c -  
t i v e  ins t ruments  of l e a r n i n g  t h a t  a r e  w e l l  s u i t e d  
t o  t h e  t a s k  of i n s t r u c t i o n  i n  t h e  s av ing  t r u t h s  of 
Holy S c r i p t u r e  . 

b)  The Cont inuing Usefu lness  of ~ u t h e r ' s  Cate- 
-K 

P u b l i c  Min i s t ry .  - 

A s  w e ,  p a s t o r s ,  c a r r y  on ou r  p u b l i c  m i n i s t r y  
we do w e l l  t o  r e c a l l  Mart in  L u t h e r ' s  h u m i l i t y ,  ex- 
pressed  i n  t h e  p r e f a c e  t o  t h e  Large Catechism* 
"As f o r  myse l f ,  l e t  m e  s ay  t h a t  I t o o  am a doc to r  
and a  p reacher ,  --yes, and a s  l e a r n e d  and exper- 
i enced  a s  any of t h o s e  who a c t  s o  h igh  and mighty.  
Y e t  I do a s  a  c h i l d  who i s  be ing  t augh t  t h e  Cate- 
chism, Every morning, and whenever e l s e  I have 
t ime ,  I r ead  t h e  r e c i t e  word f o r  word t h e  Lord ' s  
P raye r ,  t h e  Ten Commandments, t h e  Creed, Psalms, 
e t c .  I must s t i l l  read  t h e  Catechism d a i l y ,  y e t  
I cannot  mas te r  i t  a s  I wish,  b u t  must remain a 
c h i l d  and p u p i l  of t h e  Catechism, and I do i t  
g l ad ly .  " 

Refe r r i ng  t o  c a r e l e s s  r e l i g i o u s  l e a d e r s  and 
t e a c h e r s  a s  "presumptuous s a i n t s , "  Luther  added: 
"1 implore  them n o t  t o  imagine t h a t  t h e y  have 
l e a rned  t h e s e  p a r t s  of t h e  Catechism p e r f e c t l y ,  o r  
a t  l e a s t  s u f f i c i e n t l y ,  even though they  t h i n k  they 



know them eve r  s o  w e l l ,  Even if t h e i r  knowledge 
of t h e  Catechism were p e r f e c t  (even though t h a t  i s  
impossible  i n  t h i s  l i f e )  y e t  i t  i s  h i g h l y  p r o f i t -  
a b l e  and f r u i t f u l  d a i l y  t o  read  it and make i t  the 
s u b j e c t  of med i t a t i on  and conve r sa t i on ,  I n  such 
r ead ing ,  conve r sa t i on  and m e d i t a t i o n  t h e  Holy S p i r i t  
2s p r e sen t  and bestows ever  new and g r e a t e r  l i g h t  
and f e r v o r ,  s o  t h a t  day t o  day we r e l i s h  and appre- 
c i a t e  t h e  Catechism more g r e a t l y .  This  i s  accord ing  
t o  C h r i s t ' s  promise." 

Weed t h e s e  words well, T h e  Small Catechism 
and t h e  Augsburg Confession a r e  v a l i d  summaries of 
C h r i s t i a n  d o c t r i n e ,  They r e p r e s e n t  t h e  b a s i c  mini- 
mum of C h r i s t i a n  knowledge t h a t  a p a s t o r  needs t o  
have a t  t h e  t i p  of h i s  tongue every  day of h i s  
m i n i s t r y .  They r e p r e s e n t  t h e  minimum of r e l i g i o u s  
knowledge t h a t  must b e  imparted and conveyed t o  
t h e  people  i n  our  p a r i s h e s .  To n e g l e c t  t h e  propa- 
g a t i o n  of t h i s  minimal knowledge i s  t o  r i s k  t h e  
l o s s  of t h e  l a r g e r  whole of b i b l i c a l  t r u t h ,  (The 
mathematician who n e g l e c t s  t h e  e lementary t r u t h s  
of t h e  m u l t i p l i c a t i o n  t a b l e s  p l a c e s  h i s  c a l c u l u s  
and t r igonomet ry  i n  jeopardy) .  

No one of u s  i s  l i k e l y  t o  be  w i s e  enough t o  
a r r ive  a t  a  b e t t e r  embodiment o f  b i b l i c a l  t r u t h  
t han  t h a t  which w e  have i n  L u t h e r ' s  Catechisms and 
t h e  Augsburg Confession,  Our e n t i r e  m i n i s t r y  may 
f a l t e r  and be drawn i n t o  heterodoxy i f  we assume 
t h e  p o s t u r e  of t h e  "presumptuous s a i n t s s s  who con- 
s i d e r  t h e  primary symbols of t h e  Lutheran  Symbols 
t o  be mere c h i l d i s h  p r a t t l e ,  unworthy of t h e  i n t e l -  
l e c t u a l  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of mature p a s t o r s  and s c h o l a r s e 9 ~  

Nor should w e  f o r g e t  t h a t  t h e  form of i n s tuuc -  
t i o n  embodied i n  t h e  Small Catechism has survived. 
450 y e a r s  of t e s t i n g ,  It h a s  wi ths tood  all chal- 
l enges  and h a s  remained t h e  cons t an t  r e f e r e n c e  of 

conf i rmat ion  c l a s s e s  through 1 5  gene ra t i ons  of 
Lutheran l i f e ,  It h a s  provided our  youth w i th  
a n  unders tanding  of t h e  b a s i c  c a t e g o r i e s  of Chris- 
t i a n  knowledge, It has  been, and i t  remains ,  t h e  
subs tance  of  a Lutheran unders tanding  of law and 
Gospel, of f a i t h  and good works, It h a s  focussed 
a t t e n t i o n  on J e s u s  C h r i s t ,  ou r  Redeemer and Sav io r ,  
h a s  l e d  us  t o  b e l i e v e  and accep t  God's p l a n  of 
s a l v a t i o n .  

The Augsburg Confession has been s c a r c e l y  less 
impor tan t ,  I n  i t s  d i r e c t  and szmple s t a t emen t s  it 
succeeded i n  drawing t o g e t h e r  and informing t h e  
f i r s t  gene ra t i on  of Lutherans ,  Lutherans  were 
f i rs t  known by t h e  d e s c r i p t i v e  term, " they of t h e  
Augsburg Confession." The i r  con fe s s ion  i d e n t i f i e d  
them i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  o t h e r  non-Catholic r e l i g i o u s  
groups.  The Augsburg Confession gave them t h e  pride 
and confidence of t h e i r  i d e n t i t y  a s  Lutherans .  %ey 
accepted  t h e  Augsburg Confession as t h e  symbol md 
mark of t h e i r  f a i t h  and conformed t h e i r  new relig- 
i o u s  l i f e  and worshfp t o  i t ,  

Not l e a s t  i n  i ts  v a l u e  t o  t h a t  f i r s t  genera- 
t i o n  of Lutherans  was Luther 'S  Large Catechism. 
The Small Catechism provided t h e  m a t t e r  and t h e  
methodology f o r  t r a i n i n g  t h e  un learned  i n  t h e  ru&f- 
ments of C h r i s t i a n i t y .  The Large Catechism provide& 
t h e  model f o r  Lutheran sermonizing. It e s t ab l i shed :  
t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  of t e ach ing  a p p l i c a b l e  t o  t h e  p u l p i t  
and C h r i s t i a n  worship.  

W e  r e f e r  c o n s t a n t l y  t o  L u t h e r ' s  d o c t r i n a l  
e s says  f o r  i n s t r u c t i o n  i n  t h e  e lements  of C h r i s t i a n  
d o c t r i n e .  W e  ought t o  make much g r e a t e r  u se  of 
Lu the r ' s  example a s  t h e  master  p reacher .  Frequene 
read ing  of t h e  Large Catechism and of  L u t h e r ' s  
o t h e r  pub1i.shed sermons would h e l p  u s  a l l  toward 
g r e a t e r  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  a s  t e a c h e r s  i n  t h e  p u l p i t .  
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~ ~ t b ~ r ' s  sermons were no o r a t o r i c a l  f l o u r i s h e s  
designed t o  c e l e b r a t e  h i s  power and eloquence.  
They were always,  and o n l y ,  an  e x p o s i t i o n  of Holy 
S c r i p t u r e  adapted t o  t h e  unders tanding  and t h e  
needs of h i s  congrega t ion ,  H i s  cho ice  of words,  
h i s  use  of i l l u s t r a t i o n ,  h i s  good humor, his s e l f -  
dep reca t i on ,  a l l  c o n t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  u l t i m a t e  pur- 
pose of b r i ng ing  C h r i s t  t o  t h e  people .  W e  would 
a l l  be  more e f f e c t i v e  preachers  if we read L u t h e r ' s  
sermons f r e q u e n t l y  and followed t h e  example of 
t h e i r  enthusiasm,  i n t e n s i t y ,  and p r a c t i c a l  under- 
s t and ing  of t h e  needs of t h e  people who s i t  i n  t h e  
pews b e f o r e  u s ,  

c )  The Role of t h e  Catechisms and t h e  Augsburg 
Confession i n  P re se rv ing  H i s t o r i c  Lutheranism. 

There is  no way i n  which w e  can b e t t e r  e s t i -  
mate t h e  magnetism and t h e  persona l  power of  Lu the r ' s  
commanding presence t han  t o  r e f l e c t  on what happened 
i n  Lutheran Germany a f t e r  t h e  Reformer d i ed .  One 
gene ra t i on ,  t h e  per iod  s f  L u t h e r ' s  a c t i v e  c a r e e r ,  
had n o t  s u f f i c e d  t o  mature C h r i s t i a n  f a i t h  and bib-  
l i c a l  knowledge i n  t h e  minds of a l l  who c a l l e d  them- 
s e l v e s  Lutherans .  

A f t e r  h i s  dea th  Lutheran Europe degenerated 
i n t o  a  t h e o l o g i c a l  anarchy,  T e r r i t o r i a l  p o l i t i c s  
w e r e  involved ,  of course ,  bu t  t h e  primary problem 
was t h e  acri-monius deba te  of Lutherans  who had n o t  
f u l l y  unders tood Lu%ker, of t heo log i ans  engaged i n  
r e l i g i o u s  wa r f a r e  i n  which pe r sona l  i n v e c t i v e  and 
obscene c a r i c a t u r e s  of theology rep laced  a c a r e f u l  
and peace-loving d i s semina t i on  of t h e  Gospel.  

Under God's g r ace  t h a t  30-year per iod  of r anco r  
and h a t e  came t o  a n  end,  Mar t in  C h e m i t z ,  Jacob 
Andreae and o t h e r s  r e s t o r e d  peace through the  in- 
s t r u m e n t a l i t y  o f  t h e  Formula s f  Concord of 1579, 

What i s  important f a r  our  purpose i s  no t  s o  much 
t h e  f a c t  of a  new con fe s s iona l  document which 
helped t o  r e s o l v e  some of t h e  d o c t r i n a l  i s s u e s  of 
t h e  p a s t  c h i r t y  y e a r s .  

What was o ~ t s t a r ~ d i n g l y  important  i s  t h e  f a c t  
t h a t  t h e  con fe s so r s  of 1577 and t h e  compi le rs  of 
t h e  Book of Concord of 1580 r e tu rned  t o  t h e  o r i g i -  
n a l  founda t ions  of Lutheran orthodoxy. These i n -  
c luded r,ot only t h e  t h r e e  ecumenical Creeds,  but 
a l s o  L u i h e r ' s  C~techisms cf 1529 and t h e  Augsburg 
Confession cf 1530 as w e l l  ss t h e  longer and more 
d e t a i l e d  Apology, "ie Srnalcald A r t i c l e s  and t h e  
Power and Primacy of the Pope.  

In  t h e  massive r e t u r n  t o  orthodoxy i n  1580 
Lu the r ' s  Catechisms and t h e  Augsburg Confession 
played a conspicuous r o l e .  The f i r s t  gene ra t i on  
of Lutherans  w a s  f a m i l i a r  w i th  t h e  Catechism. Many 
had memorized i t .  A s  orthodoxy began t o  r e t u r n ,  
t h e  people  r a l l i e d  about  t h e  banner of t h e  s imple  
and s t r a i g h t  forward a f f i r m a t i o n s  of  t h e  Augsburg 
Confession. The b a t t l e  of  t h e  t heo log i ans  was 
over  and t h e  people  could r e a d i l y  come back t o  
t h e i r  former unders tandings  of b i b l i c a l  theology.  

The Book of Concord of 1580 r ep re sen t ed  a com- 
prehens ive  s ta tement  of f a i t h  t h a t  was bo th  s imple  
and s o p h i s t i c a t e d  i n  express ion .  It remains ,  t o  
t h i s  day, an a u t h o r i t a t i v e  exp re s s ion  of  t h e  Luth- 
e r a n  f a i t h .  

Other denominations undertook s i m i l a r  ven tu re s .  
The Canons and Decrees of t h e  Counci l  of Tren t  of 
1564 was t h e  Roman response t o  1 6 t h  ce-ntury Lutheran 
theology.  These  Canons are still a u t h c r i t a t i v e  f o r  
Roman Ca tho l i c s .  But remember t h a t  t h e i r  cont inu-  
i n g  a u t h o r i t y  r e s t s  on t h e  pope's supe rv i s ion  of 
d o c t r i n e .  The Engli-sh T h i r t y  Nine A r t i c l e s ,  drawn 
o r i g i n a l l y  from t h e  Augsburg Confession,  are t h e  
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co-r%fession eaf - f a f t h  o f  the Anglican ctturch, The  
articles have undergone numerous revis ions  mder 
Czlviniseic in%%uence and are de l ibe ra te ly  ambig- 
uous, Their authsr igy rests i n  the English crom, 

The Lutheran Confessions are x~nique in that  
they rest QD DO other  auehority than t h a t  of Holy 
Sc r ip tu re  i tself ,  They were i n i e i ~ l l y  s u b ~ t t e d  
t o  the church in poli~ical context, En modern 
tiaes subscript ion t o  them has been wholly 
% ~ ~ l u n t a r y  

Not a11 Lutheran denomicetions have subscribed 
to the Poraula o f  Concord, Soae have ccnsidered 

craent, No Lu%hesan the  Formula a purely Ge. 
body has f a i l e d  to accept %he senfessioneb status 
sf the Catechisms and &he Augsburg G~nfe s s i sn ,  
Since $he Refomation the Lueheran Church has pros- 
pered as a confess ional  church, devoted to the  con- 
fessional principle,  namely, t h a t  ehese dscments 
a r e  auehoritat5rpe because they c o n f o m  to the 
teachings sf Scripture, 

We do well t o  look ts the pas t  i n  our r e f l e c -  
tions sn the fu tu re ,  No Protestant d e n o ~ n a t i o n  
h a s  s o  seeadfastly held $0 ap~strbalic d o c t r i n e  a s  
t h e  Laekeran Church, mat e m  only be a k t r i b u t e d  
t o  the fact that through the years t h e  confessisns 
have provided Lutherans with a steady and reliable 
guidance, A consisten$ adherence to t h e  esnfes- 
s ions ,  and especially t h e  Catechisms and the Augs- 
burg Confession, which speak so simply and c l e a r l y ,  . 

These historic documents have been our anchor and 
foundation, On them rests the  &age fo r  Lutheran 
~sthsdomg. in the years to come, 

1 am sure tha t  no one i n  t h i s  assenbly  would 
eve r  consider cutting loose fr~n t he  6=atecfaism and 
the Augsburg Confession, llhe danger t o  us An f u t u r e  
years w i l l  be tha t  we merely gsve Pip service t o  

these  hallowed e1ement.s i n  our C h r i s t i a n  her i tage.  

But know t h i s :  The confess ions  w i l l  l i v e  i n  
our mids t  only so l ~ n g  as w e  use  them, It will not  
s u f f i c e  f o r  us  t o  keep them a s  r e fe rence  works when 
d o c t r i n a l  d i spu te s  ar ise o r  when we must w r i t e  a 
conference paper ,  Only s o  long a s  we draw the 
Catechisms and t h e  Augsburg C~nEess ion  i n t o  our  
d a i l y  min i s t ry ,  i n t o  our  teachifig, preaching, and 
p a s t o r a l  counse l l ing  w i l l  they remain a l i v e  and 
f l o u r i s h i n g  among us.  

I ask you, i n  c l s s i n g ,  t o  indulge m e  a s  I 
c a l l  t o  your a t t e n t i o n  t h e  he ro ic  response of one 
g r e a t  C h r i s t i a n  who was asked t o  abandon h i s  per-  
sona l  comi tment  t o  t h e  teachings  of t h e  Catechisms 
and t h e  Augsburg Confession, I r e f e r  t o  t h e  Saxon 
E lec to r  John Freder ick  who had been defea ted  i n  t h e  
Smalcald War and whi le  languish ing  i n  p r i son  was 
requested by Emperor Charles  V t o  approve t h e  In- 
te r im,  a shabby document which renounced Lutheran 
d o c t r i n e  and t h e  Augsbung Confession, John's re-  
sponse t o  t h e  Emperor fol lows:  

"I cannot r e f r a i n  from informing your majesty 
t h a t  s i n c e  t h e  days of my youth 1 have been i n s t r u c -  
t e d  and taught  by t h e  se rvan t s  of God's Word, and 
by d i l i g e n t l y  searching t h e  prophet ic  and a p o s t o l i c  
S c r i p t u r e s  I have a l s o  learned  t o  know, and unswerv- 
i n g l y  t o  adhere i n  my conscience t o  t h i s ,  t h a t  t h e  
a r t l c l e s  composing t h e  Augsbusg Confession, and 
whatever i s  connected therewi th ,  a r e  t h e  c o r r e c t ,  
t r u e ,  Chr i s t i an ,  pure d o c t r i n e ,  confirmed by, and 
founded i n ,  t h e  w r i t i n g s  of t h e  holy prophets  and 
a p o s t l e s ,  and of t h e  t eache r s  who followed i n  t h e i r  
foo t s t eps ,  i n  such a manner t h a t  no s u b s t a n t i a l  
ob jec t ion  can be  r a i s e d  a g a i n s t  i t .  

"Since now i n  my conscience I am f i rmly  per- 
suaded of t h i s ,  1 owe t h i s  g r a t e f u l n e s s  and obedience 
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t o  Gad, who has sho~.sn m e  such unspeakable grace ,  
t h a t ,  as I d e s i r e  t o  obtain e t e r n a l  s a l v a t i o n  and 
escape e t e r n a l  damcaCion, I do no t  f a l l  away from 
the  t r u t h  of h i s  almighty w i l l  which h i s  Word has 
revealed to me, 2x16 which 1 know t o  be t h e  t r u t h ,  
For such i s  also t h e  comfsrt ing and t e r r i b l e  word 
of Gad; '&osoever t h e r e f o r e  s h a l l  confess  me 
be fo re  men, him w i l l  1 a l s o  confess  before  my Father 
which is in heaven, But whosoever s h a l l  deny me 
before  men, him will 1 a l s o  deny be fo re  my Father  
which is  i n  heaven, '  I f  L shauld acknowledge and 
adopt t h e  In ter im as Chr i s t i an  and god ly ,  I wculd 
have t o  condemn and deny aga ins t  axy own conscience,  
'Knowingly and mal ic ious ly ,  t h e  Augsfiurg Ccnfession, 
and whatever 1 have heretofore he ld  and believed 
concerning the  Gospel of C h r i s t ,  and approve with 
my mouth what L regard i n  my h e a r t  and conscience 
as a l t o g e t h e r  cont rary  t o  the  holy and d i v i n e  
S c r i p t u r e s ,  This ,  O my God i n  heaven, would indeed 
be misusing and c r u e l l y  blaspheming thy  Holy Name, 
f o r  which I would have &Q pay a l l  too d e a r l y  with 
my sou l ,  For t h i s  i s  t r u l y  t h e  s i n  a g a i n s t  t h e  
Holy Ghost concerning which Chr i s t  says  t h a t  it 
sha l l  never be forg iven ,  n e i t h e r  i n  t h i s  world, 
nor i n  t h e  world to come,'' 

SOCPOLOGICAL REDUCTLBTJI.SM AJGD THE GUESTifiN OF THE 

ORDfNATiON OF WOMEN: A CRITICAL REVIEW -- -- 

At t he  1970 Biennial C o n v e ~ t i c n  cf t h e  Lutheran. 
Chesrck irc hher ica ,  t h e  delegates a p p r ~ v e d  "wPth a 

_l I reso:,li;oxg voice  V G L L ~ "  a FTGFOSSS- "& change t h e  
wording ~5 Sec t ion  I T ,  Idem I of the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
by--I&t4;s f-,-orri ''A ~ i n i s t s i :  c E  t h i s  church shall be a 
maG,  * . ' I r  

k 3  l ? '  1~- minis ter  of t h i s  church shall be a 
per scl-L * * " i- 1 - 4  tnzs  chznge 6n the by-laws al lowed Eor 
2kie p o ~ s i l ~ r l l i t y  of t h e  o r d i n a t i o n  s f   men" That 
p o s s i b i l i t y  h e n  'been r e a l i z e d  and today 124 wcimen. 
have been erilz2::ed i n  the L e C . j i e  The L~_-ttlae-r=-, the 
sf f i c i a l  magzzhnz of- the L . C , A , ,  has r e c e n t l y  pub- 
l i s h e d  an article and an e d i t o r i a l  concerning women 

The Reverend Edgar R e  Trexler,  e d i t o r  of 

In her article '!The LCAe s 'Jhite-Collar Women, r r  2 

Ms. Kathy I<astiilahm inter vier.;^ six women who are 
p r e s e n t l y  a c t i v e  i n  e l t he r  the p a r i s h  o r  the  teach- 
ing  min i s t ry ,  Each was asked t o  re f lec t  on her  
experiences a s  a p a s t o r ,  Although each of t h e i r  
m i n i s t r i e s  was d i f f e r e n t ,  what they shared i n  common 
was, on t h e  one hand, t h e  j o y  of proclaiming t h e  
Gospel and adminis te r ing  t h e  sacraments and, y e t ,  
on t h e  o the r  hand, t h e  f r u s t r a t i on  of encounter ing 
resistance to t h e i r  min i s t ry  a s  xacmen, 

The  L u t h e ~ a n ,  writes in his e d f t c r i a l  "In Pra i se  of 
Worneri ~sstors,"~ cf the F l e z c i ~ g s  women pas to r s  have 
' D r ~ u g l ~ t  t o  t h e  ckirch i n  tZ-&is $heir f i r s t  decadee 
RE goes on t o  lament t h a t  s i g ~ ~ j u d i c s s "  (my quotes) 
aghins  t wezen p a s t o r s  are s t L l l  prcscnt ,  'He argues 
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i125t,-e been prompted by changes in soc ie ty ,  he E:,e-.ser- 
t b & . t ~ s  declares t h a z  decJsisz %o have beax> theol~g- 
- -i" czl.i=~. warrs-sLteJ, L ~ e t i ~ ;  , , he ~zec-idcts that in 
c~~t2$nq deszde first r4 - -?-  + J $ J I L L ~ ~  TES$T be elected sgmod 
TIY' 2s 3..d.enL 6% 

P s I,  1 3 0 ~  i s  oppt3s:cxe1~ 29 the  ordination s f  
women t a n d e r s & o o d m e n  a cursory reading reveals 
that t h e  opposisisn ts women i n  t h e  ministry is 
unders tood t o  Se ~ociolo~ical.5 That is t o  s a y ,  
ehe roacs of resistance t o  women c l e r g y  are under- 
s t ood  ", l i e  i n  .the values and attitudes ("prejra- 
dices" as Mr, TrexLer says) of parishioners who 
ha-ve been accul tura ted  ("culture canditionJ.ngB1 1x1 
Ms, Biastfiahn" swords) into a s o c i e t y  which. has 
h i s t o r i c a l l y  discriminated against women, In  
p a r t i c u l a r ,  t h i s  discximinagion has excluded women 
f r s rn  leadership  posf t i s n s  , 

Since the  church as a sseial i n s t i t u t i o n  Is a 
part of t ha t  socie ty ,  it too has excluded women 
from i t s  l eade r sh ip  positions. However, as is now 
the case wi th  s o c i e t y  as a ~$&61e, women  re now a l s o  
assuming leadership  p o s i t i o n s  i n  the church, Resis- 
tance to t h i s  ind ica tes  a f a i l u r e  t~ g ra sp  the  

profound changes i n  t h e  social realicles ( inc lud-  
i n g  t h e  church) ir, which we Live . h  

Givea t h i s  understznding, it comes as CG s u r -  
p r i s e  tbak: t h i s  r e s i s t a x e  is go be Ket &:I a re-- 
c s ~ ~ d i t i ~ n i ~ g  sf the *rai.b_res snd  e t t i t i j d e s  G S  $':ir= 

laity, An example suggested by one 05 Lbe women 
pastors G $  ~ G W  &his srhigl-t b e  i ~ n e  i s  f o r  ~i,i'cme~, 
pastors to p1-:lp68 suy+i-y es fr~?~en@ly as p o s s i b l e  
i n  order to accustcm t h e  l a i t y  t c  s e & r ~ g  a wcrnzE 
in t h e  p u l p i t ,  In t h i s  way9 a cc_i~h?,greg;i:is~ B P J O U ~ C I  

be Let ter  p r e d i s p o s e 6  to c a l l  a w ~ m a n  F a s t o r  when 
vacziit _ 

2, k7ha"i:is most diszppt)int%szg i x i  this under- 
s t a ~ 6 i n . g  is tha t  there is ns r ecoga i t ion ,  ns t  Even 
a hint? t h a t  o p p o s i t i o n  t o  the o r d i n a t i o n  s f  women 
may b e  motivated by t h e o l o g i c a l  concerns rather 
than by s o c i o l o g i c a l  factors ,  The problem s f  t h a t  
resistance is understood s o l e l y  w i t h i n  a sc rc io l sg i -  
cal csr%ter;rt, T t  i s  f a r  t h i s  reason -",hat I judge 
Che above understanding t o  be an example sf x-educ- 
t ionism, 

By reductionism 1 mean a process whereby sub- 
j e c t  matter A i s  expla ined  exclusiveXy i n  terms of 
another subjec t  matter B ,  The f a t a l  flaw in suck 
a reduction s f  A t o  B is t h a t  i f  A and B are $i f -  
ferent s u b j e c t  matters, then all sf A cannst be 
explained in terms o f  B ,  O t h e m ~ l s e ,  A and B are 
nat r ea l l y  different, 

An example of reductionism is the Freudian 
psychology of r e l i g i o n .  In  T o t e m  and Taboo, / 
Freud a rgues  t h a t  the  genesis cf b e l i e f  in God 
( L e e ,  r e l i g i o n )  is to be fo~nd in t h e  d i s t a n t  
p a s t  of the  p r imord i a l  family,  Although t h e  sons 
fear their father, they nevertheless rise u p  and 
murder him in orde r  to have access to h i s  wives. 
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rrt L U  a l l e v i a t e  t h e i r  guilt, the sons a t t e m p t  t o  e r e s e  

i*ieir  crime ky ~zak ing  the  fa ther  once aga in  p r e s e n t ,  
T--~ do t h i s  by projec's-ing their memory of him into 
a f 5-gure (=God) whon they c;n again fear (q io r sh ip )  . 
Freud eonclucizs t h a t  sance God i s  a s e l f - p r o j e c t i o n  
a - E t h ~ u t  an ~LjecCive referest, Me does n o t  e x i s t  a ~ d  
rel;glon is an "illusl.cn, " 

Ble:t 2s Freud entitled % g  draw t h i s  conc l c s i sn?  
Even 2-f we ct;:=cede e~ Fxeud the t r u t h  of s:jcha? be 
c3 5,Xi ,- ,. \xAjhich 1.e &on7 tk 'id:a& has he sho'ia7 A t  most, 
a:;g ahat F-eui  i izs $:;;G:~ZJ is t l - f - 3  ~sych@:ogic .e~ xra-  3 

son-; f a r  'h;.e:.ief G.>d, ke i;&~ cct 0 - 
EZ1d  

~aygh-jng abo\it -;;':-e;:k-jej: GI- -c i  &< d e,;is;ts, In i;tker 
= - - e 3;ouds, at b e s t  s F';i"euk;;i_ ?rAz ?_&ys;s c o ~ ~ e e r n s  t h e  

-+ ::;~J-hology- .- - T re of faith, bi~E L L : - ~  l_he o b j e c t  G? fai l ;k ,  
I4-ie"t-ier sr nct God c x i a t s  ~ f i ~ s t  be  determized sn 
ocher than psycholegical  grounds, To do o tbe rw5 . z~  
csaphqits one ts a psychalogical reduc t ion ism,  

As it was shomr above, oppos i t i on  t o  women 
c l e rgy  is undersLood exc%usively in term sf the 
s o c i a l  forces a t  work i n  the church todaye8  This  
is an exanpke of s o c i s l o g i c a l  reduc t ion ism,  A 
t h e s l o g i c a l  problem h a s  been reduced t o  a socio-  
l o g i c a l  problem, Is such a r educ t ion  l e g i t i m a t e ?  

Even i f  we were t o  concede khe t r u t h  s f  what 
w a s  s a i d ,  i t  does not  fo l low t h a t  a t h e o l o g i c a l  
b a s i s  t o  t h a t  oppos i t i on  i s  prec luded ,  A t  b e s t ,  
such a s o c i o l o g i c a l  a n a l y s i s  concerns on ly  the 
S Q C ~ O ~ Q ~ ~  of t h a t  oppos i t i on ,  bu t  no t  its theo- 
l o g i c a l  c o r r e c t n e s s ,  mether o r  no t  women a r e  t o  
be  ordained remains a t h e o l o g i c a l  questicn t ~ h i c h  
must be  determined on o t h e r  than s se io log$ca l  
grounds. For Lutherans,  tha t  basis is  ~ c r i ~ t u r e .  
TO do o therwise  commits one to a s o c i e k e g i e a l  
reduct ionism.  

3 .  The consequences of such a s o c i o l o g i c a l  
understanding f o r  conversa t ion  between theologi -  
c a l  opponents on t h e  ques t ion  of t h e  o r d i n a t i o n  of 
women is  obvious,  M e ~ n i n g f u l  t h e o l o g i c a l  d i a logue  
i s  precluded beczxise t h e r e  i s  no r ecogn i t i on  on 
t h e  p a r t  cf t h e  proponents of t h e  o r d i n a t i o n  of 
women ~f t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of t h e ~ l o g i c a l  opposi- 
t i o n .  Without t h e  r e c o g n i t i o n  of t h e  t h e o l o g i c a l  
c h a r a c t e r  of t h a t  oppos i t i on  t h e r e  can be  no b a s i s  
f o r  t h e o l o g i c a l  d i s cus s ion ,  

Such a d i s c u s s i o n  is  necessary  i n  order  t o  
g e t  at. t he  heart of t h e  problem, The h e a r t  of 
t h e  pzcbie;na i s  not  t h e  ques t ion  of t h e  o r d i n a t i o n  
of women, a l though t h i s  2s s e r i o u s .  It i s  bu t  a 
symptcm of a more b a s i c ,  hermeneut ical  problem: 
Mow a r e  w e  t o  understand and i n t e r p r e t  S c r i p t u r e ?  
It i s  on t h i s  l e v e l  t h a t  deba te  about  t h e  ordina-  
t i o n  of women should be  engaged* But a l l  t h i s  i s  
precluded by s o c i o l o g i c a l  reduc t ion ism,  

FOOTNOTES 

1, Minutes of t h e  F i f t h  B ienn ia l  Convention t o  
t h e  Lutheran Church i n  America (Ph i l ade lph ia :  
Board of P u b l i c a t i o n ,  1970) pages 433 ,  539, 
and 803. 
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4. See, f o r  example, P e t e r  BunnerBs The Min i s t ry  
f Saint  Louis  : 
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7 ,  New York: Vintage Books, 1946. 

8 ,  It might be  argued t b a t  those concerned are  
n o t  r e a l l y  sugges t ing  t h a t  all oppos i t i on  t o  
women c l e rgy  i s  soc io%og ica l ,  bu t  on ly  t h a t  
such oppos i t i on  i s  a l s o  soc ia l ,  I f  t h a t  i s  
the  ca se ,  then  t h e i r  s i l e n c e  about  such 
t h e o l o g i c a l  oppos i t i on  i s  a l l  t h e  more 
inexcusab lee 

9 ,  Therefore ,  i t  goes without  say ing  t b a t  f o r  
a Lutheran any oppos i t i on  t o  t h e  o rd ina t ion  
of women on o t h e r  than  a s c r i p t u r a l  b a s i s  
is  t h e o l o g i c a l ~ y  i l l e g i t i m a t e ,  

-- Gary Fa1ei.de 

OUT OF: HER PAST - - "THE EVMGELICAL LUTlEWV SMOD 

 he F i f t i e t h  Anniversary ~elebra"bon)A 

ESSAY %I: THE DOCTRINE OF THE BOLT SCRIPTURE CONCEmING 
THE JUSTSFICATPOM OF THE SINNER BEFORE GOD 

by : Pref  , Johannes Ylvisaker 

Prof, Johannes YicSsaker was 58 years  of age in 
1903, He had also seudied theology under D r ,  C a F , W ,  
Walther, graduating from the seminary in 1879, We 
had been grnfesser of theology a t  t h e  Synod Seminary 
i n  1879, H e  based h i s  p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  t h i s  d o c t r i n e  
on Romans 3, 24-28, as fo l lows  i n  br ief  o u t l i n e :  

In  t h i s  text t h e  Apos t le  speaks  s f :  

1, Justification i t se l f ,  i n  % k t  he says tha t  
men wha have sinned, v, 23, become justified, 

2. What the  source  sf  J u s t i f i c a t i o n  is: Cod's 
undeserved grace, 

3 ,  %a% t h e  foundation of J u s t i f i c a t i o n  is:  
The redemption i n  C h r i s t  Jesus, 

4 ,  What t h e  medium of Justification on our  
p a r t  is: FAITH, 

5 *  What t he  result of J u s t i f i c a t i o n  is: Exclu-' 
sion of a11 s e l f - g l o r i f i c a t i o n ,  and, accord- 
ing t o  Rom, 5, E , 2 ,  peace w i t h  God, open 
access t o  grace, and hope of g lo ry  with God, 

*can ' t  from Vol, X I X ,  /I4 
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Under Po in t  2 ,  P r o f ,  Ylv isaker  asked P a s t o r  
T he Torgerson t o  speak  concerning t h e  t h r e a t s  t o  
e ~ e  pure  doctri12e of J u s t i f i c a t i o n  t h a t  t h e  Synod 
bad experienced when s y n e r g i s t s  had a r i s e n  i n  i t s  
ve ry  midst  and had spoken pe rve r se  t h i n g s ,  even 
s ay ing  t h a t  s a l v a t i o n  d i d  no t  depend on God a l o n e ,  
bu t  i n  a  c e r t a i n  s e n s e  a l s o  on man, t h a t  man be fo re  
r egene ra t i on  under ~ o d ' s  p r epa ra to ry  g r ace  o b t a i n s  
s p i r i t u a l  powers which he  can u se  t o  choose God 
and t h a t  he thereby  causes  God t o  have mercy on 
him, The s y n e r g i s t s  a l s o  sought t o  e x p l a i n  t h e  
reason  why some a r e  saved,  o t h e r s  n o t ,  by maintain-  
i ng  t h a t -  even b e f o r e  r e g e n e r a t i o x  some showed a  
b e t t e r  a t t i t u d e  t han  o t h e r s  tcward God's g r ace .  
Such f a l s e  t e ach ings  s t and  ir! c o n f l i c t  n o t  on ly  
w i t h  t h e  d o c t r i n e  of t h e  s i n n e k g s  convers ion ,  bu t  
a l s o  w i th  t h e  d o c t r i n e  of God's g r ace  and v i o l a t e  
i t ,  S ince  we have been i n  danger of having t h e  
ch i e f  a r t i c l e  of our  C h r i s t i a n  r e l i g i o n  f a l s i f i e d ,  
and God has  preserved  u s  i n  t h e  t r u t h ,  w e  c e r t a i n l y  
have reason  t o  j u b i l a t e  and thank and p r a i s e  God 
from t h e  bottom of our h e a r t ,  

P a s t o r  T, A. Torgerson was then  65 y e a r s  of 
age  and was a  g r adua t e  of Concordia Seminary, S t .  
Louis ,  i n  1865, H e  was P r e s i d e n t  of t h e  Iowa D i s -  
t r i c t  of t h e  Synod from 1894 t i l l  h i s  dea th  i n  1906. 

CONVENTION BUSINESS - - 

Col loquies  Between t h e  P r e s i d e n t s  and Theolog ica l  
F a c u l t i e s  of t h e  Synod and of t h e  

Norwegian Lutheran Church 

A t  i t s  Convention i n  1902  t h e  Synod had expressed 
t h e  wish t h a t  t h e  co l l oqu i e s  t h a t  had been begun 
b e ~ w e e n  t h e  Synod's and t h e  United Church's presi- 
d e n t s  and t h e o l o g i c a l  p r o f e s s o r s  should be cont inued ,  

However, t h e  Synod then  had reques ted  t h e  United 
Church t o  name a  man i n  t h e  p l a c e  of Dr, F ,  A .  
Schmidt, s i n c e  he ,  by h i s  conduct both du r ing  t h e  
long  d o c t r i n s l  con t roversy  a s  a l s o  now du r ing  and 
a f t e r  t h e  l a s t  colloquium, h&d shown himself  a  
h indrance ,  no t  on ly  f o r  u n i t y ,  bu t  a l s o  f o r  under- 
s t and ing  between t h e  church bodies .  And t h e  Synod 
had i s sued  a  pamphlet,  under t h e  a u t h o r i t y  of t h e  
Church Counci l ,  s e t t i n g  f o r t h  i t s  gr ievances  
a g a i n s t  D r .  Schmidt, 

Now, i n  1903, P r e s i d e n t  Koren r epo r t ed  t h e  f o l -  
lowing t o  t h e  Convention: 

With regard  t o  t h e  d e a l i n g s  w i t h  o t h e r  Norwegian 
Lutheran bodies  i n  t h i s  count ry  I can inform t h e  
Synod t h a t  I r ece ived  i n fo rma t ion  from t h e  sec-  
r e t a r y  of t h e  United Church i n  J u l y ,  1902, t h a t  
t h e  United Church ho lds  f a s t  t o  i t s  r e s o l u t i o n  
of l a s t  year (1901, p ,  206),  and t h e r e f o r e  
does no t  f i n d  i t s e l f  i n c l i n e d  t o  t a k e  consid-  
e r a t i o n  of t h e  memorial which was drawn up a t  
t h e  l a s t  Synod Convention i n  t h e  i n t e r e s t  of 
t h i s  cause .  A s  f a r  a s  I can s e e ,  t h e  door t o  
f u r t h e r  d e a l i n g s  i n  o f f i c i a l  c o l l o q u i e s  i s  
thereby  c l o s e d ,  and t h a t  s o  much t h e  more as 
t h e  i d e a  of t h e  United Church concerning t h e  
form of such c o l l o q u i e s  acco rd ing  t o  t h e  common 
unders tanding  w i t h i n  t h e  Synod would only be a  
r e p e t i t i o n  of t h e  o ld  f r u i t l e s s  Free Confer- 
ences  w i th  t h e  end l e s s  speeches  t h a t  went w i t h  
them and wi thout  f r u i t  f o r  r e c i p r o c a l  under- 
s t and ing .  The on ly  form of d e l i b e r a t i o n s  
t h a t  we can hope t o  g e t  any r e s u l t s  from appear  
h e r e a f t e r  t o  have t o  be  i n  sma l l e r  a r e a s ,  I t  
would be d e s i r a b l e  i f  our  younger p a s t o r s  
would g e t  t h e  p u b l i c  documents t h a t  may be 
o b t a i n a b l e  which c a s t  l i g h t  on what t h e  r e a l  
s u b j e c t  of t h e  con t rove r sy  has been. 
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Now during the Convention in 1903 the Synod 
received the following telegram from the secretary 
of the United Norwegian Lutheran Church: 

Duluth, Minn., June 18, 1903, 
Secretary, Lutheran Synod: 

You are hereby respectfully requested at your 
earliest opportunity to place before the con- 
vention of your body, now assembled, this 
question: 

Does the Synod recognize the pamphlet issued 
under the name of its Church Council against 
D r ,  F, A. Schmidt as its own official expres- 
sion? 

Our action in the whole matter will depend 
on your immediate and official answer, 

Jens C, Roseland 
Secretary, Convention 
United Norwegian Luth 
Church in America 

The Committee of the Synod that was delegated 
to formulate an answer to this telegram submitted 
the following which was unanimously accepted by 
rising vote and sent to the secretary: 

Dr. F. A. Schmidt has asked the Church Council 
of the Synod to prove the accusations that 
have been made against him, The Church Council 
has complied with his request, If the Church 
Council has spoken evil bear witness of the 
evil. (John 18, 23). 

Delegates of 1853 Present 

The Program Committee had been diligent in find- 
ing out who were still living of those who had been 
delegates at the two Synod conventions in 1853, 

and had found three, These were invited to be 
guests, and two of them came, namely Peder Haivor- 
sen Wambheim of Forest City, Iowa, and Hans Madsen 
of Manitowoc Cou~ty, Wisconsin. The third one, 
Ole Halvorsen of Adams County, n'ebraska, could not 
come on account of illness, The assembly arose to 
greet and honor the two who were present. - 

Ordination 

On Friday evening during the Convention, thirteen 
candidates were ordained to the Holy Ministry. Pro- 
fessor Johannes Yivisaker delivered the ordination 
sermon and carried out the rite of ordination. 
Pastor K. Walvorsen read the candidates' life his- 
tories, Pastor M. Fr. Wiese delivered the confes- 
sional address and Pastor D. G .  Ristad administered 
Holy Communion. 

Professor Stub reported during the Convention 
that there was need for more theological students. 
He said that in 1902 28,000 emigrants came from 
Norway and that 40,000 were expected to come during 
1903. 

Sermon by Pastor O. P. Vangsnes on 
"Faithfulness to Christ, 

Pastor 0 .  P. Vangsnes was 48 years old in 1903. 
We had been trained at Concordia Seminary, St. 
Louis, graduating in 1878. In 1903 he was pastor 
in Story City, Iowa, and was vice-president of the 
Iowa District. He was president of that District 
from 1906 ti11 his death in 1916, 

On Sunday afternoon Pastor Vangsnes preached on 
2 Corinthians 11, 2 , 3  and spoke on "FAITHFULNESS TO 
CHRIST." He said that we must not only look back 
upon what has been accomplished, but also ahead - 
that we remain faithful to Christ, We must overcome 
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t h e  dangers  and n o t  c l o s e  our  eyes  t o  them. We 

must n o t  become secu re .  There i s  no e a s i e r  way 
t o  d e s t r u c t i o n  than  s e c u r i t y ,  There i s  no more 
dangerous s n a r e  than t h a t  they c r y  "Peace, peace,"  
when t h e r e  is  no peace.  There i s  no more c e r t a i n  

p r a i s ed  and lauded f o r  a l l  Thy mercy which i s  
new t o  us  every  morning, Bless  t h e  dea r  Nsr- 
wegian Synod, Keep i t s  t e a c h e r s  and h e a r e r s  
i n  Thy t r u t h ,  Keep us a l l  t h e r e i n  u n t i l  Thou 
comest t o  t a k e  us  home. 

d e f e a t  than  t o  be taken  by s u r p r i s e  by t h e  enemy, P a s t o r  Hans Aridreas Stub, t h e  f s t h e r  of P r o f ,  
V ig i l ance ,  Watchfulness - t h e s e  a r e  r equ i r ed .  We 

H, G ,  S t u b ,  was of t h e  a g e  of 81  i n  1903, H e  had 
must know t h e  enemy and s t and  on guard,  been a  Candidate  i n  Theology from t h e  Un ive r s i t y  

Oh, t h a t  ou r  Synod might always be a  Synod of 
p ray ing  congregatioxis,  p ray ing  C h r i s t i a n s .  A T I ~  
a long  w i th  p r aye r  we must e a r n e s t l y  contend f o r  
t h e  f a i t h  t h a t  was once d e l i v e r e d  t o  t h e  s a i n t s ,  
Jude 3. 

of C h r i s t i a n i a  i n  1846 and came t o  t h e  United 
S t a t e s  i n  1848. H i s  f i r s t  p a s t o r a t e  i n  America 
was a t  Muskego, Wisconsin,  1848-1855; the% a t  Coon 
P r a i r i e ,  1855-1861, H e  a l s o  was m e  of t h e  seven 
foundixg f a t h e r s .  We quote  some of h i s  words, 
spoken a t  t h e  J u b i l e e  Convention: 

Two Founding F a t h e r s  Address t h e  Convention Today I remember how i t  looked as r ega rds  

On Sunday a f t e rnoon  two of t h e  founding f a t h e r s  
a l s o  addressed  t h e  Synod. They w e r e  P a s t o r  Jakob 
A a l l  O t t e sen  and P a s t o r  Hans Andreas S tub .  

Jakob A a l l  Ot tesen  was t hen  78 y e a r s  o l d .  He 
w a s  one of t h e  seven p a s t o r s  who organized t h e  
Synod, and s o  he  was asked t o  speak  a t  t h e  50 th  
Anniversary.  He was a g r adua t e  of t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  
of  C h r i s t i a n i a  and was a  Candidate  of Theology i n  
1849. He came t o  America i n  1852 and was p a s t o r  
f i r s t  a t  Manitowoc, and t hen  a t  Koshkonong, from 
1860 t o  1891, 

P a s t o r  Ot tesen  took a s  h i s  t e x t  t h e  words of 
t h e  Emmaus d i s c i p l e s :  "Abide w i t h  u s ,  f o r  i t  i s  
toward evening,  and t h e  day is  f a r  s p e n t .  And 
He went i n  t o  t a r r y  w i t h  them." Luke 24, 29. He 
c lo sed  w i th  t h e  g r aye r :  

our  Norwegian people  55 y e a r s  ago when I f i r s t  
pu t  f o o t  on American s o i l ,  How I spend t h e  
sweat of a n x i e t y  when I saw t h e s e  m u l t i t u d e s  
of f e l l o w  countrymen a s  they  were spread  ou t  
over  t h i s  g r e a t  l and :  They seemed l i k e  chaf f  
s c a t t e r e d  b e f o r e  t h e  wind, And what could I, 
a  poor young man, do h e r e ?  For two e n t i r e  
y e a r s  I went about  f a r  and wide among t h e s e  
smal l  f l o c k s  of f e l l o w  countrymen t h a t  were 
l i k e  sheep w i thou t  a  shepherd and witl lout 
synod ica l  bond, I n  t h e  second y e a r  a f t e r  I 
a r r i v e d  t h e  on ly  o t h e r  Norwegian p a s t o r  t h a t  
was h e r e  b e f o r e  me r e tu rned  t o  Norway; bu t  
God s e n t  ano the r  i n  h i s  p l a c e .  And t o g e t h e r  
w i th  him and t h e  Dane, C ,  L,  CZausen, we go t  
our  f i r s t  meeting w i th  a  few of our  L i t t l e  
cong rega t i onsP  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  i n  t h e  l i t t l e  
s t o n e  c h ~ ~ r c h  a t  Rock P r a i r i e  where we t r i e d  
t o  g e t  a ga the r ing  of o u r  cong rega t i ons ,  
And here w e  agreed t o  meet a t  about t h e  same 

Thou f a i t h f u l  Lord God, he lp  us  a l l  s o  t h a t  we time next yeclr, This our  secend meet ing,  
always seek Thee and f i n d  Thee when we cry:  which c o n s i s t e d  of sSx p a s t o r s  (We had g o t t e n  
Abide w i th  us  w i t h  Thy g r a c e ,  Again be  Thou t h r e e  more than  Norway) ga thered  i n  t h e  
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Thou f a i t h f u l  Lord God, he lp  us  a l l  s o  t h a t  we time next yeclr, This our  secend meet ing,  
always seek Thee and f i n d  Thee when we cry:  which c o n s i s t e d  of sSx p a s t o r s  (We had g o t t e n  
Abide w i th  us  w i t h  Thy g r a c e ,  Again be  Thou t h r e e  more than  Norway) ga thered  i n  t h e  



renowned log church at Muskego (the oldest 
Norwegian Church in our Land), And also here 
we decided to gather the third year in one of 
the small log churches at Koshkonong. This 
meeting was held in February of 1853. There 
were now seven pastors, (Rev, Ottesen had come 
to Manitowoc in the summer of 1852.) At this 
meeting a constitution was accepted and the 
Norwegian S-pod established. So the bond was 
knit between congregations widely separated. 
And the young daughter church sent the call to 
the fatherland: Send us help, The fields are 
ripe to harvest, but the laborers are few. 
A few younger theologians came. But the great- 
est help came from the old Missouri Synod which 
willingly opened its schools to our young men 
who wanted to be educated for the work. 

And today we see the fruits: A large and 
flourishing church body! My two wishes are: 
1. Do not forget the work of union, to bring 
understanding between the Norwegian Lutheran 
church bodies here - on the foundation of the 
truth. 2. Work for the Christian Day School. 
Feed the Lord's thousands of lambs, 

Greetings to the Synod 

The Synod received very many communications 
from various church bodies and individuals in 
honor of the 50th Anniversary. There were greet- 
ings from the Chief of the Norwegian Church- 
Department, Christiania, Norway, and f m m  His 
Majesty King Oscar 11, Christiania. Likewise, 
from the following: The Schreuder Mission with 
headquarters in Christiania and from the Mission- 
aries in Africa; Pas'cor John Bailing, President o f  
the Lutheran Synodical Conference; the president 
of the German Wisconsin Synod, Pastor Philip von 
Rohr; the president of the German Minnesota Syncd, 

,- 

Rev, C ,  Gaasewitz; f r s ~ r ,  s r c ~ r e s e n " ~ ~  c;r :tie 

S x p o d i c a l  Conferecce, P z s t o r  Fr, Sievers; f r c ~ >  
P r c f ,  A, iJ, Meyer, President of the English Missouri 
Synod, and others, 

Of all of these co~munications, I would. like to 
draw attention to two paragraphs o f  the message sf 
Pastor Eading, President of the Synodical Confer- 
ence, as follows: 

At the time when in your ~A.dst there arose men 
to rend your Symod, they, 1 am sorry to say, 
succee6ed to lead astray a number of your nem- 
bers to accept ~heiu false doctrine, and in 
consequence thereof your venerable Synod, to 
avoid gres-ter evil results, found itself com- 
pelled to solve its organic connection with the 
Synodical Conference, in whose organization 
your Synod participated, those men nevertheless 
did not succeed to destroy your Synod, but on 
the contrary were only instrumental in peace- 
fully strengthening your Synod on the founda- 
tion of Gad's Word and to become what it now 
is, And though your Synod is no longer an 
integral part of the Synodical Conference, it 
yet has always signified its unity in the 
faith with that body by sending delegates t o  
its sessions, 

In  the name of the Synodical Conference, I now 
express our hearty desire and prayer to God, 
that your Synod may in the future by the grace 
sf God be established in the true Faith and 
may grow and be instrumental in the salvation 
of many inmortal souls; and we cherish the 
hope that not in a remote future your Synod 
will again become an integral part of the 
Synodical Conference and that our comon work 
may redound to the glory of God and the np- 
building of His Kingdom here on earth, 
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P r e s ,  Koren and Prof, Larsen Honored 

But in a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  above-mentioned comuni- 
c a t i o n s  t o  the Synod, some of them given i n  person ,  
o t h e r s  i n  w r i t i n g ,  two r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  of t h e  N i s -  
sour2  Synod were pre sen t  and were in t roduced  to t h e  
assembly by t h e  Synod's P r e s i d e n t .  They were P r o f ,  
F r ,  P i e p e r ,  then P r e s i d e n t  of t h e  Missour i  Synod, 
and P r o f ,  A ,  Graebner, The l a t t e r  spoke first. Re 
brought g r e e t i n g s  from t h e  Missouri  Synod f i r s t  i n  
the  Nowergian language,  Then he addressed words 
in Engl i sh  e s p e c i a l l y  t o  tkte ycunger members of 
thz  Synod, And we h e r e  quotk some of h i s  words as 
f olaows : 

Nor do we congre tu l~ i :e  aou the l e s s  ~ h e e r f ~ l l y  
as w e  behold you f ~ c e  ko f a c e  w i th  t h e  fact 
t h a t  i n s e p a r a b l y  bound up w i th  your i n h e r i t a n c e  
a tremendously grave  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  devolves  
upon you, a  responsibility t o  which a l l  t h e  
b e s t  i n t e n t i o n s  y;iu entertain today and the 
b e s t  endea~sors  you, nay p u t  forward in days t9 
come must remain u t t e r l y  unequal ,  'Irkat if t h e  
t ime should come when your c sng rega t i ons  had 
dwindled away, when your houses of worship 
gave s h e l t e r  t o  adhe ren t s  of f a l s e  doctrine 
t augh t  by f a l s e  p r o p h e t s ,  when rationalism and 
modern wibelief under the  name and jn the garb 
and t r a p p i n g  of science ~ ~ o u l d  s t r u t  about or 
sit enthroned i n  you r  co l l eges  and seminaries, 
rs~l-ien t h e  very memory s f  yox~sr fathers V J O U L ~  rise 
up a s  an ind ic tment  against you xL2d the records  
of t h e s e  f i f t y  y e a r s  would s t a n d  as a cendem- 
na t ion  of your f a i t h l e s s n e s s ?  God f o r b i d  t h a t  
such a day should eve r  dawn: God granc that, 
if another pe r iod  of f i f t y  years be vouchsafed 
t o  the Norwegian Synod, you, o r  8s many of you 
as s h a l l  then remain i n  t h e  land of t h e  living, 
may say t o  f u t u r e  gene ra t i ons :  Here i s  t h e  
prec ious  i n h e r i t a n c e  w e  have rece ived  from 

our  f a t h e r s ,  W e  have, i n  the s t r e n g t h  of 
God, t o i l e d  as they  have t o i l e d ,  fought  as 
they  have fought ,  have been b l e s s e d  from on 
high  w i t h  f r u i t s  and v i c t o r i e s  as they  were 
b l e s s e d ;  snd now we charge you t o  r e c e i v e  
and hold sacred  what through gur  hands God 
e n t r u s t s  t o  your keeping,  Hold f a s t  your 
i n h e r i t a n c e .  T o i l  on unwearied,  though i t  
be another  fifty y e a r s ;  you s h a l l  have a 
whole e t e r n i t y  t o  r e s t  i n ,  F igh t  on undis- 
mayed, though i t  be t o  t h e  end of your days;  
yours s h a l l  be  a whcle e t e r n i t y  wherein t o  
wear the vic$orBs C T O ~ ~ .  upon your brow, h d  
knaw t h a t  you w i l l  s u r e l y  f a i l ,  u n l e s s ,  and 
will a s s u r e d l y  succeed,  i f  your s t r e n g t h  
s h a l l  be where was your f a t h e r s  ' s t r e n g ~ h ,  
no t  i n  you r se lve s ,  bu t  i n  t h e  Lord of h o s t s  
and i n  His holy  Word, 

Then Pres ,  F r ,  P i e p e r  brought  g r e e t i n g s  i n  t h e  
German language,  and we here o f f e r  a t r a n s l a t i o n  
of h i s  c l o s i n g  words, 

Your Synod has also from its beginning un to  
t h i s  day endured affliction (AnEechtung), 
You have been a f f l i c t e d  both from w i t h i n  and 
w i thou t ,  They have d e r i d e d  you on account of 
t h e  t r u t h  of God's Word t h a t  you confessed ,  
They have wanted t o  d r a w  ycu away from the 
confess ion  of t h e  t r u t h ,  But by God's g r ace  
you stand unto t h i s  day i n  t h e  c o n f e s s i ~ n  of 
t h e  t r u t h ,  By God" grace you confess unto 
this day 6he 'soia S c r i ~ t u r a '  and t h e  'sola 
gratis,' in ~ ? p p o s i t i o n  t o  t i c  many kinds s f  
s~lduc"irv  error, For t h i s  unspeakakle grace 
cf  God you. ehank Gcd tedayg ecd  we, your 
bre th ren  f n  the  f a i t h ,  thank God e long  w i t h  
y e a ,  God bless ycu,  o u r  dear b r e t h r e n  In 
the f a i t h  and i n  b a t t l e ,  also r i c h l y  i n ,  t h e  
Future for the sake? sf Jesus C h r i s t  our  Savior ,  
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Then P r e s ,  P i epe r  switched t o  t h e  L a t i n  l an-  
guage and informed t h e  assembly t h a t  t h e  Facu l ty  
of t h e  Theolog ica l  Seminary of t h e  Missouri  Synod 
i n  S t .  Louis had decreed t o  c r e a t e  t h e  P r e s i d e n t  
of t h e  Norwegian Synod, P a s t o r  V. Koren, and a l s o  
P r o f .  Laur ,  Larsen,  Doctors of Theology. This  was 
formal ly  done, and t h e r e a f t e r  t h e  e n t i r e  assembly 
a r o s e  t o  c o n g r a t u l a t e  I r e s .  Koren and P r o f ,  Earsen 
sn t h e  occas ion  of t h i s  g r e a t  honor bestowed upon 
%hem, 

And h e r e  we t u r n  t o  a word w r i t t e n  t o  t h e  Con- 
ven t ion  by P a s t o r  F r .  S i e v e r s  who had been e l e c t e d  
t o  be a  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of t h e  Synodical  Conference 
on t h i s  ~ e c a s i a n ,  H i s  w~rds &re given i n  t h e  Nor- 
wegian language and we here r e p e a t  some of them i n  
t r a n s l a t i o n ,  

1 c o n g r a t u l a t e  t h e  h i g h l y  honored P r e s i d e n t  
Koren and P ro fe s so r  Larsen ,  who, a f t e r  t h e  
most profound cou r se  i n  ' s t u d i o  t heo log i co '  
b ~ t h  ' t h e o r e t i c e  et p r a c t i c e  e x a c t o , '  were 
found capable  as w e l l  a s  worthy t o  g r adua t e  
t o  t h e  h i g h e s t  d i s t i n c t i o n  i n  t h e  church 
m i l i t a n t ,  w i t h  t h e  w i s h  that .  t h e s e  young 
'Dsctores  ~ h e o l o g i a e '  might con t inue  t o  be 
handsome and nob le  adornments f o r  t h e  or tho-  
dox church, s h i n i n g  s t a r s  i n  t h e  land  of 
our  Lord Jesus Chr i s t ,  

Now 1 send my l e t t e r  t o  Decorah, 
Now 1 s i n g  j u s t  l i k e  Deborah: 

"They who love t h e  Lord  sha l l .  s h i n e  l i k e  t h e  
sun s h i n e s  f o r t h  i n  its s t r e n g t h e ' '  
The d e a r  Norwegian Synod's b r o t h e r  i n  t h e  
f a i t h  i n  C h r i s t  Jesus, 

Minneapol is ,  Minnesota,  June 22, 1903, 
P r ,  S i e v e r s ,  

The Synod bade t h e  seereta-wy t o  send i@s hearty 
thanks t o  P a s t o r  S i e v e r s ,  

The Close  o f  t h e  Gonver-ttion 

Two of the  Synod's pas to r s  were asked  t o  
add re s s  t h e  Synod a t  i t s  close.  They were Pastor  
lBjtag Harstad and $as to r  George 13, GulLixson, The 
f i r s t  of these w a s  a t  t ha t  t ime 54 years of age 
and had gradua ted  from t h e  Seminary i n  E t .  Louis  
i n  1 8 7 4 .  The o t h e r  was 36 years of age and a gradu- 
a t e  of t h e  Norwegian Synod's seminary in 1893. The 
f i rs t  spoke i n  Norwegian, t h e  second in E n g l i s h .  

After t h e  s i n g i n g  o f  the  hymn, "Wake, awzke, 
f o r  n i g h t  i s  f l y i n g , "  Pastor Harstad preached,  
u s ing  Psrilm 78, 3 f f  as t e x t ,  Ele said. that "&ere 
are especial-ly three fihings t h a t  t h e  C h i s t l a n s  
s h a l l  do: 1. Not h i d e  the great  works o f  God, bu t  
p r o c l a i m  ta the coming generat ions the  L o r d ' s  
praise  and His strength and the  m i r a c l e s  H e  has 
done. 2. H e  shall remember that  i t  i s  t h e  c a l l i ng  
and purpose of the C h r i s t i a n  %a see t a  i t  t h a t  the 
coming generat ions s h a l l  be able t o  h o w  the Lord 
t h e i r  God and put their hope in H i m  i n  w i l l i n g  
obedience,  And 3 ,  They shall f u r n i s h  themselves  
i n  a l l  th ings  as l i v i n g  witnesses of God's  grace 
i n  the Lord J e s u s  Christ t o  the glory of God. 

Pas to r  Gul l ixson  spoke of rhe r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  
t ha t  e s p e c i a l l y  the young i n  the church body have 
to continue the  work t h a t  the fathers have so well 
begun. The f i e l d  i s  l a r g e  and w e  mst take h o l d  
of t h e  work with z e a l ,  and above all we s h a l l  pray 
t h a t  t h e  Lord of t h e  Harvest will send f o r t h  many 
workers i n t o  the  great harvest. H e  closed by 
r ead ing  Solomon's prayer  as recorded i n  1 Kings 8, 
57 f f ,  

Then D r .  Roren closed with a prayer, us ing  f o r  
his prayer  the same passage that P a s t o r  Graliixson 
had just r ead ,  
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of t h e  Theolog ica l  Seminary of t h e  Missouri  Synod 
i n  S t .  Louis had decreed t o  c r e a t e  t h e  P r e s i d e n t  
of t h e  Norwegian Synod, P a s t o r  V. Koren, and a l s o  
P r o f .  Laur ,  Larsen,  Doctors of Theology. This  was 
formal ly  done, and t h e r e a f t e r  t h e  e n t i r e  assembly 
a r o s e  t o  c o n g r a t u l a t e  I r e s .  Koren and P r o f ,  Earsen 
sn t h e  occas ion  of t h i s  g r e a t  honor bestowed upon 
%hem, 

And h e r e  we t u r n  t o  a word w r i t t e n  t o  t h e  Con- 
ven t ion  by P a s t o r  F r .  S i e v e r s  who had been e l e c t e d  
t o  be a  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of t h e  Synodical  Conference 
on t h i s  ~ e c a s i a n ,  H i s  w~rds &re given i n  t h e  Nor- 
wegian language and we here r e p e a t  some of them i n  
t r a n s l a t i o n ,  

1 c o n g r a t u l a t e  t h e  h i g h l y  honored P r e s i d e n t  
Koren and P ro fe s so r  Larsen ,  who, a f t e r  t h e  
most profound cou r se  i n  ' s t u d i o  t heo log i co '  
b ~ t h  ' t h e o r e t i c e  et p r a c t i c e  e x a c t o , '  were 
found capable  as w e l l  a s  worthy t o  g r adua t e  
t o  t h e  h i g h e s t  d i s t i n c t i o n  i n  t h e  church 
m i l i t a n t ,  w i t h  t h e  w i s h  that .  t h e s e  young 
'Dsctores  ~ h e o l o g i a e '  might con t inue  t o  be 
handsome and nob le  adornments f o r  t h e  or tho-  
dox church, s h i n i n g  s t a r s  i n  t h e  land  of 
our  Lord Jesus Chr i s t ,  

Now 1 send my l e t t e r  t o  Decorah, 
Now 1 s i n g  j u s t  l i k e  Deborah: 

"They who love t h e  Lord  sha l l .  s h i n e  l i k e  t h e  
sun s h i n e s  f o r t h  i n  its s t r e n g t h e ' '  
The d e a r  Norwegian Synod's b r o t h e r  i n  t h e  
f a i t h  i n  C h r i s t  Jesus, 

Minneapol is ,  Minnesota,  June 22, 1903, 
P r ,  S i e v e r s ,  

The Synod bade t h e  seereta-wy t o  send i@s hearty 
thanks t o  P a s t o r  S i e v e r s ,  

The Close  o f  t h e  Gonver-ttion 

Two of the  Synod's pas to r s  were asked  t o  
add re s s  t h e  Synod a t  i t s  close.  They were Pastor  
lBjtag Harstad and $as to r  George 13, GulLixson, The 
f i r s t  of these w a s  a t  t ha t  t ime 54 years of age 
and had gradua ted  from t h e  Seminary i n  E t .  Louis  
i n  1 8 7 4 .  The o t h e r  was 36 years of age and a gradu- 
a t e  of t h e  Norwegian Synod's seminary in 1893. The 
f i rs t  spoke i n  Norwegian, t h e  second in E n g l i s h .  

After t h e  s i n g i n g  o f  the  hymn, "Wake, awzke, 
f o r  n i g h t  i s  f l y i n g , "  Pastor Harstad preached,  
u s ing  Psrilm 78, 3 f f  as t e x t ,  Ele said. that "&ere 
are especial-ly three fihings t h a t  t h e  C h i s t l a n s  
s h a l l  do: 1. Not h i d e  the great  works o f  God, bu t  
p r o c l a i m  ta the coming generat ions the  L o r d ' s  
praise  and His strength and the  m i r a c l e s  H e  has 
done. 2. H e  shall remember that  i t  i s  t h e  c a l l i ng  
and purpose of the C h r i s t i a n  %a see t a  i t  t h a t  the 
coming generat ions s h a l l  be able t o  h o w  the Lord 
t h e i r  God and put their hope in H i m  i n  w i l l i n g  
obedience,  And 3 ,  They shall f u r n i s h  themselves  
i n  a l l  th ings  as l i v i n g  witnesses of God's  grace 
i n  the Lord J e s u s  Christ t o  the glory of God. 

Pas to r  Gul l ixson  spoke of rhe r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  
t ha t  e s p e c i a l l y  the young i n  the church body have 
to continue the  work t h a t  the fathers have so well 
begun. The f i e l d  i s  l a r g e  and w e  mst take h o l d  
of t h e  work with z e a l ,  and above all we s h a l l  pray 
t h a t  t h e  Lord of t h e  Harvest will send f o r t h  many 
workers i n t o  the  great harvest. H e  closed by 
r ead ing  Solomon's prayer  as recorded i n  1 Kings 8, 
57 f f ,  

Then D r .  Roren closed with a prayer, us ing  f o r  
his prayer  the same passage that P a s t o r  Graliixson 
had just r ead ,  



Lord God, be wi th  us  a s  Thou h a s t  been with 
our f a t h e r s .  Forsake us n o t .  Bow down our 
h e a r t s  t o  Thee, t h a t  we may walk i n  a l l  Thy 
ways and keep Thy commandments and ways t h a t  
you have commanded t o  our f a t h e r s ,  and l e t  
our  p e t i t i o n  f o r  Thy g race  come near  un to  
Thee, Lord our God, s o  t h a t  a l l  people  may 
know t h a t  Thou a r t  God and t h a t  t h e r e  i s  none 
o t h e r ,  Amen, 

Then D r ,  Koren pronounced t h e  Bless ing  upon t h e  
assembly, and a l l  jo ined  i n  s i ng ing :  

On my h e a r t  i m p r i n t  Th ine  image, 
Blessed J e s u s ,  KS;-;g of g r ace ,  

That l i f e ' s  r i c h e s ,  c a r e s ,  and p i e a s u r e s ,  
Rave no power Thee t o  e f f a c e ;  

This  t h e  s u p e r s c r i p t i o n  be: 
J e s u s ,  c r u c i f i e d  f o r  me, 

Is my l i f e ,  my hope ' s  founda t ion ,  
and my g l o r y  and s a l v a t i o n ,  

Then P a s t o r  T, A ,  Torgerson spoke up and s a i d  
t h a t  t h e r e  i s  one t h i n g  t h a t  has  been f o r g o t t e n ,  
I j u s t  thought  of it about  h a l f  an hour ago wh i l e  
P a s t o r  Warstad was speaking:  It i s  now 50 y e a r s  
s i n c e  P a s t o r  and M r s ,  Koren were marr ied and 50 yea r s  
s i n c e  he  was ordained i n  t h e  congrega t ion  i n  which 
he  s t i l l  s e r v e s .  A t  t h i s  t h e  e n t i r e  assembly a r o s e  
i n  c o n g r a t u l a t i o n ,  

P a s t o r  I ,  E, Tor r i son  expressed thanks on beha l f  
of t h e  Decorah congrega t ion  and i t s  arrangements 
committee t o  a l l  t h e  people  f o r  t h e  p l e a s a n t  ga-th- 
e r i n g ,  And now t h e  memorable j u b i l e e  Synod Conven- 
t i o n  was dec l a r ed  adjourned i n  J e s u s P  Name, 

-- Adolph M a  Hars tad 

TROUBLE ON INSPIRATION AND INERRANCY 

I N  AUSTRALIA 

D r  , Henry Hamann, t h e  "younger Hamannss and a  
member of t h e  Lutheran Church sf A u s t r a l i a ,  r e c e n t l y  
spen t  some t ime  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  a s  a gues t  l e c -  
t u r e r  a t  Concordia Theolog ica l  Seminary, F o r t  Wayne, 
I nd i ana ,  He a l s o  took t ime wh i l e  i n  t h e  United 
S t a t e s  t o  d e l i v e r  a  s e r i e s  of l e c t u r e s  a t  Valpara i so  
U n i v e r s i t y ,  Va lpa ra i so ,  I nd i ana ,  H i s  l e c t u r e  t o p i c  
t h e r e  w a s  "'The Bib le  Between Pundamentaiism and 
Phi losophy,"  These l e c t u r e s ,  abr idged  by Hamann 
h imse l f ,  were publ i shed  i n  t h e  C r e s s e t ,  t h e  l i t e r a r y  

=-- 

magazine of VaPparaiso U n i v e r s i t y ,  i n  t h e  November, 
1979; December, 1979; and January ,  1980 i s s u e s ,  

A f t e r  r ead ing  through Hamann" e s says  i t  was 
ve ry  d i f f i c u l t  t o  s e e  how he could have taught  a t  
Concordia Theolog ica l  Seminary, F o r t  Wayne, I nd i ana ,  
The a d m i n i s t r a t i o n ,  t h e  f a c u l t y ,  and t h e  r e c e n t  
g r adua t e s  of t h a t  s c h ~ o l  have r e f l e c t e d  t h e  theology 
of "Old Missouri ."  H i s  whole approach i s  n o t  j u s t  
i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i th ,  but opposed t o  eve ry th ing  which 
Concordia and i t s  p r e s i d e n t ,  Robert  P r e u s ,  s t and  f o r  
and contend f o r .  

C e r t a i n l y  t h e  l i b e r a l s  must b e  laughing  a t  Con- 
c o r d i a ,  bu t  one would expect  t h a t  of them, And cer -  
t a i n l y  Concordia must be  embarrassed by t h e  whole 
s i t u a t i o n ,  But one musk hones t l y  ask i f  Dr, Hamann 
a c t u a l l y  r evea l ed  o r  concealed h i s  p o s i t i e n  on t h e  
S c r i p t u r e s  wh i l e  t e ach ing  a t  Concordia,  One must 
wonder ou t  loud i f  h e  en t e r ed  t h e  c lassroom, t a u g h t ,  
and left without  t h e  s t u d e n t s ,  f a c u l t y ,  and adminis- 
t r a t i o n  1cnowing e x a c t l y  where he  s t o o d ,  If t h i s  i s  
t r u e ,  then  t h e  whole s i t u a t i o n  speaks  f o r  itself, 
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That l i f e ' s  r i c h e s ,  c a r e s ,  and p i e a s u r e s ,  
Rave no power Thee t o  e f f a c e ;  

This  t h e  s u p e r s c r i p t i o n  be: 
J e s u s ,  c r u c i f i e d  f o r  me, 

Is my l i f e ,  my hope ' s  founda t ion ,  
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I j u s t  thought  of it about  h a l f  an hour ago wh i l e  
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he  s t i l l  s e r v e s .  A t  t h i s  t h e  e n t i r e  assembly a r o s e  
i n  c o n g r a t u l a t i o n ,  

P a s t o r  I ,  E, Tor r i son  expressed thanks on beha l f  
of t h e  Decorah congrega t ion  and i t s  arrangements 
committee t o  a l l  t h e  people  f o r  t h e  p l e a s a n t  ga-th- 
e r i n g ,  And now t h e  memorable j u b i l e e  Synod Conven- 
t i o n  was dec l a r ed  adjourned i n  J e s u s P  Name, 

-- Adolph M a  Hars tad 
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member of t h e  Lutheran Church sf A u s t r a l i a ,  r e c e n t l y  
spen t  some t ime  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  a s  a gues t  l e c -  
t u r e r  a t  Concordia Theolog ica l  Seminary, F o r t  Wayne, 
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h imse l f ,  were publ i shed  i n  t h e  C r e s s e t ,  t h e  l i t e r a r y  
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magazine of VaPparaiso U n i v e r s i t y ,  i n  t h e  November, 
1979; December, 1979; and January ,  1980 i s s u e s ,  

A f t e r  r ead ing  through Hamann" e s says  i t  was 
ve ry  d i f f i c u l t  t o  s e e  how he could have taught  a t  
Concordia Theolog ica l  Seminary, F o r t  Wayne, I nd i ana ,  
The a d m i n i s t r a t i o n ,  t h e  f a c u l t y ,  and t h e  r e c e n t  
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i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i th ,  but opposed t o  eve ry th ing  which 
Concordia and i t s  p r e s i d e n t ,  Robert  P r e u s ,  s t and  f o r  
and contend f o r .  

C e r t a i n l y  t h e  l i b e r a l s  must b e  laughing  a t  Con- 
c o r d i a ,  bu t  one would expect  t h a t  of them, And cer -  
t a i n l y  Concordia must be  embarrassed by t h e  whole 
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t r u e ,  then  t h e  whole s i t u a t i o n  speaks  f o r  itself, 



But what i s  more sad i s  t h a t  t h e  p o s i t i o n  adopted 
by t h e  "younger Hamann" r e f l e c t s  a  d e p a r t u r e  from 
t h e  conse rva t i ve  t h e o l o g i c a l  s t a n c e  of t h e  " e lde r  
Hamann," who was one of t h e  r e spec t ed  conse rva t i ve  
theo log ians  of t h e  o l d  Synodical  Conference. This  
w r i t e r  can remember h i s  c l e a r  t e s t i m o n i e s ,  I n  con- 
t r a s t ,  when one looks  a t  t h e  e s says  d e l i v e r e d  a t  
Valpara i so ,  one must s ay  "Ichabod," f o r  t h e  g l o r y  
has depar ted  from I s r a e l ,  I Samuel 4 ~ 2 1 .  

If t h i s  seems l i k e  a r a t h e r  s t r o n g  r e a c t i o n  t o  
the  Lec tures  of Hamann, then  one should r e a d  t h e  
l e c t u r e s  f o r  h imse l t .  It sbsu ld  a l s o  b e  mentioned 
t h a t  Hamann condensed t h e  lectures h imse l f ,  What 
was then  p r i n t e d  was Hamani-L first hand. I f  t h e r e  

a r e  any u n c l a r i t i e s  because of condensa t ion ,  t h e  

f a u l t  does not  l i e  wi th  the  r e a d e r ,  

A s  was mentioned above, Hamann's essay  had t h e  
ve ry  i n t e r e s t i n g  t i t l e ,  "The B i b l e  Between Funda- 
mentalism and Phi losophy,"  A s  one r eads  through 
Hamann's l e c t u r e s ,  i t  would seem t h a t  he  sees Funda- 
mentalism as a  g r e a t e r  danger than  phi losophy.  H e  

c e r t a i n l y  spends much more t ime c r i t i c i z i n g  t h e  
former ,  

The l e c t u r e s  are d iv ided  i n t o  t h r e e  s e c t i o n s ,  
The f i rs t  p o r t i o n  has t h e  subheading, "The B i b l e  
and t h e  Devia t ion  of Fundamentalism," Th i s  p o r t i o n  
of t h e  l e c t u r e s ,  t o g e t h e r  w i t h  m a t e r i a l  r e l a t e d  t o  
i t  from o t h e r  s e c t i o n s ,  r e ce ived  t h e  g r e a t e s t  t r e a t -  
ment of t h e  t h r e e  a r e a s  and was, one would judge,  his 
g r e a t e s t  concern.  The t i t l e  of t h i s  p o r t i o n  might 
have l e d  r e a d e r s  t o  expect  c r i t i c i s m s  of B i l l y  
Graham, Ora l  Rober t s ,  B i l l y  Sunday, and any o t h e r  
number of pe r sons ,  I n s t e a d  t h e  r e a d e r  i s  surprised 
t o  h e a r ,  under t h i s  heading,  c r i t i c i s m s  of t h e  l a t e  
DL", Will iam Arndt f o r  w r i t i n g  Does t h e  B i b l e  Conk-?- 
d i e t  I t s e l f ?  and B i b l e  D i f f i c u l t i e s ,  of t h e  l a t e  

D r .  Theodore Engelder and h i s  c l a s s i c  Scripture 
Cannot be Broken, and even of h i s  (Ham&-mYs) earlier 
t h e o l o g i c a l  t r a i n i n g  a t  Adelaide.  This  approach of 
Hamann's must immediately d i s t i n g u i s h  h i s  approach 
t o  S c r i p t u r e  from t h e  "Old Missouris '  pos i t io r r  and of 
h i s  own A u s t r a l i a n  church body i n  i t s  premerger days.  

When Hamann thus  c r i t i c i z e s  t h e  so-ca l led  
Fundamenta l i s t s ,  he i s  a l s o  t o  a l a r g e  d e g r e e  f i nd -  
i n g  f a u l t  w i th  conse rva t i ve  Lutheranism. Hamann, 
of  c c u r s e ,  i s  u s ing  a f a v o r i t e  p loy  of t h e  l i b e r a l s ,  
He condemns a movement which conserva t  i v e  Lutherans  
cannot aacey t ,  b u t  then  equa tes  conse rva t i ve  Luth- 
eranism with  i t .  C e r t a i n l y  no t r u e  Lutheran appre- 
c i a t e s  the  l e g a l i s m  of t h e  Fundamental is t  movement, 
i t s  sha l low Arminianism, i t s  n e g l e c t  of t h e  Sacra- 
ments,  and t h e  many o t h e r  f a c e t s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of 
t h e  movement, But t h a t  i s  n o t  what Hamann is c r i t i -  
c i z i n g  t h e  movement f o r ,  Ra ther  he  f i n d s  f a u l t  w i th  
a  p o s i t i o n  accepted by conse rva t i ve  Lutherans ,  He 
complains t h a t  t h e  Fundamenta l i s t s  -- w e  would s a y ,  
conse rva t i ve s  -,- make "a d o c t r i n e  of every  s ta tement  
o r  f a c t "  of the Bible .  One cannot h e l p  f e e l i n g  t h a t  
he  i s  r e a l l y  r e j e c t i n g  t h e  p o s i t i o n  of t h e  Br ie f  
Statement  and t h e  b i b l i c a l  concept of p r o p o s i t i o n a l  
theo logy ,  John 10:35b, Lhen he laments  t h a t  t h e s e  
people  have made t h e  B ib l e  i n t o  a book which has  
"become a  law book wi th  a whole h o s t  of d e f i n i t i v e  
and a u t h o r i t a r i a n  s en t ences  and paragraphs ,"  i t  
would seem t h a t  h e  i s  f a u l t i n g  conse rva t i ve  Luther- 
anism f o r  i t s  p r o p o s i t i o n a l ,  p roo f - t ex t  approach t o  
theo logy ,  

He c e r t a i n l y  does n o t  seem t o  ho ld  t o  i ne r r ancy .  
B e  asserts: "We don" hhae t o  become doub t fu l  of a 
book because of some inconsequen t i a l  error ou t  on 
t h e  per iphery ."  He does  point o u t  j u s t  p r i o r  t o  
t h i s  statement t h a t  a book loses i t s  v a l i d i t y  only 
when too  many errors appear in it. But he leaves his 
reaciers w i t h  a problem. What i s  t h e  magic percen tage  
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and a u t h o r i t a r i a n  s en t ences  and paragraphs ,"  i t  
would seem t h a t  h e  i s  f a u l t i n g  conse rva t i ve  Luther- 
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when too  many errors appear in it. But he leaves his 
reaciers w i t h  a problem. What i s  t h e  magic percen tage  



p o i n t  beyond which a  book, i nc lud ing  t h e  B i b l e ,  
can no longer  be t r u s t e d ?  Ts the mark of p u r i t y  
75X, o r  8 3 . 2 % ,  o r  99,44%? Another problem which 
he does n o t  touch on i s  t h i s :  who i s  t o  sit i n  
judgment of t h e  B i b l e  and determine where p o s s i b l e  
e r r o r s  e x i s t ?  Who i s  t o  determine what i s  t o  b e  
be l i eved?  Is i t  Franz Pieper, o r  Rudolph Bultmann, 
31 Henry Hamann.? Furthermore,  he  d e a l s  w i th  errer  
only as a q u a n t i t y ,  bu t  what of e r r o r s  of q u a l i t y ?  
These e r r o r s  could d i s r u p t  t h e  b a s i c  d o c t r i n e s  of 
C h r i s t i a n i t y  and of S c r i p t u r e ,  

Hamann f a u l t s  c anse rva t i vc s  who argue from the 
p e r f e c t i o n  of God t c  t h e  p e r E ~ ) ~ t i o n  of S c r i p t u r e  as 
a c r e a t i o n  of God, H e  sees & h i s  see-siingly as a 
mere l o g i c a l  deduc t ion ,  B e  assercs: "The argument 
i s  t h a t ,  s i n c e  t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  a r e  i n s p i r e d  by Cod 
and s i n c e  God knows e v e r y t h i n s  and cannot be possf-- 
bly mistaken,  t h e r e f o r e  t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  must  be  i n -  
e r r a n t , "  However, t h ~ u g h  Mamann may d i s a g r e e ,  one  
~~rclst s a y  t h a t  God does :lave a remarkable f e l i c i t y  
sf be ing  a b l e  t o  do j u s t  t h a t  very  t h i n g ,  i n  Genesis 
we read  t h a t  God took t h e  d u s t  of  t h e  earth and made 
nan from i t ,  But perhaps t h i s  i l l u s t r a t i o n  should 
n o t  be  used,  s i n c e  Hamann p r e f e r s  t o  l e a v e  Genesis 
1-3 open t o  f i g u r a t i v e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s .  But  one 
could a l s o  use t h e  pa ra l l e l .  of C h r i s t ,  where the 
d i v i n e  and t h e  human a r e  un i t ed  in. H i s  person with-  
o u t  any compl ica t ing  problems, u n l e s s  one wishes  t o  
op t  f o r  t h e  modern kenot ic i sm he ld  by c e r t a i n  Sib- 
e r a 1  Lutherans ,  who have completely emptied Chr i s t  
of His d i v i n e  q u a l i t i e s  wh i l e  Be was he re  on e a r t h ,  
Thus C h r i s t  was l e f t  a mere s h e l l ,  

Namann f a u l t e d  t h e  FundamentaPists,  o r  conserva- 
t i v e s ,  f o r  r e f u s i n g  ts cons ide r  p o s s i b l e  f i g u r a t i v e  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  of Genesis 1-3, Job ,  and Jonah,  even 
though he recognized t h a t  Jesus d i d  r e f e r  t o  Job 2s 
a  person ,  H e  n e g l e c t s  t o  n o t e  t h a t  C h r i s t  spoke of 
t h e  Jonah event  a s  a  "s ign ,  '' which every New Testament 

s t u d e n t  r eccgn ize s  as a term f o r  s p e c j a l  d i v i ~ l e  
proof i n  a s i t u a t i o n ,  A p a r a b l e  cannot be a "signi'  
i n  t h e  s e n s e  i n  which C h r i s t  app l i ed  i t  t o  Jonah,  

Eamann a l s o  r e a c t e d  n e g a t i v e l y  t o  a reviewer 
of h i s  book on form c r i t i c i s m ,  Hamann compl.aine$ 
t t l a t  t h e  reviewer  had f a u l t e d  him f o r  "conf in ing  
myself t o  p u r e l y  r a t i o n a l  arzd h i s t o r i c a l .  argumen- 
t a t i o n  i n  my d i s c u s s i ~ n  of the v a r i o u s  farms of 
c r i t i c i s m  met i n  NT s c b o l e r s ,  " The reviewer  had 
f a u l t e d  him f o r  l e av ing  ou t  the "p re suppos i t i ons  
of f a i t h , "  Two comments can be made h e r e ,  First 
of 311, when C h r i s t  dealt w i t h  the t h e o l o g i c a l  
l i b e r a l s  of His day, t h e  Saducecs,  h e  d id  no t  h e s i -  
tate tc use t h e  p r e suppos i t i ons  of f a i t h ,  H e  rather 
appealed d i r e c t l y  t o  t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  and t h e  power of 
Gad, Matthew 22~29, The t r a n s l a t i o n  of t h e  WIV i s  
ve ry  much t o  t h e  p o i n t :  "You a r e  i n  e r r o r  because 
you do no t  h o w  t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  o r  t h e  power of Cod, '' 
One would presume t h a t  t h i s  would b e  a very  good 
example t o  foll.ow, 

Secondly,  Bamann, f o l l owing  t h e  arguments of 
t h e  h i s t o r i c a l - c r i t i c a l  method, a s s e r t s  concerning 
t h e  B ib l e  t h a t  "As  an h i s t o r i c a l  c o l l e c t i o n  of w r i t -  
i n g s ,  i t  has  to b e  t r e a t e d  wholly from an  h i s t o r i c a l  
p o i n t  of view." Tims  t h e  r e a d e r s  would s i t  i n  judg- 
ment of t h e  B ib l e ,  I n c i d e n t a l l y ,  one might a l s o  caLl  
t h i s  a non- fa i th  presupposi t ion?,  f o r  i t  presumes t h a t  
God cannot  cause  a book t o  be  w r i t t e n .  which i s  d i f -  
f e r e n t  from any o t h e r  book ever w r i t t e n ,  Readers 
h e r e  a r e  r e f e r r e d  back t o  Jesus' comments i n  Matthew 
2 2 ~ 2 9 .  Here a l s o  i s  an I n t e r n a l  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  i n  
Hamannss t h ink ing .  Here he  d e n i g r a t e s  t h e  importance 
of f a i t h ,  but l a t e r  on i n  h i s  p r e s e n t a t i o n  h e  d e -  
v a t e s  t h e  f a i t h  of the C h r i s t i a n  a s  t h a t  which de- 
c ide s  what is t o  be  be l i eved ,  Nowhere i s  Si_. .r iptu.reBs 
w i t n e s s  concerning i t s e l f  cons ide red ,  

Hamann i s  a l s o  c r i t i c a l  s f  t h e  conse rva t i ve s  
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of B i b l i c a l  w r i t i n g s  and teachings con- 
cerning t h e  Bib le  a s  s e t  f o r t h  by our Lord 
and h i s  a p o s t l e s ,  The s t r u g g l e  f o r  t h i s  
adequate teaching must s t i l l  go on, f o r  a  
complete s o l u t i o n  of t h e  problem is  s t i l l  
t o  be found, 

What Hamman is  r e a l l y  saying i s  t h a t  he has  r e j e c t e d  
t h e  o ld  Synodical Conference p o s i t i o n  an S c r i p t u r e ' s  
i n s p i r a t i o n ,  i n f a l l i b i l i t y ,  iner rancy ,  and c l a r i t y .  
He has d e f i n i t e  a s s e r t i o n s  and p ropos i t ions  as t o  
what t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  a r e  n o t ,  b u t  do nore: 

I n  h i s  second p r e s e a t a t i o n  e n t i t l e d  "The B ib l e  
and t h e  Threat  of Philosapiay," 'he seens t o  see fewer 
dangers t o  C h r i s t i a n i t y  from philosophy than  frcm 
so-cal led Fundamentalism, o r  conservatism. He 
g ran t s  t h a t   he phi losophica l  a t t i t u d e  t o  S c r i p t u r e  
has become c r y s t a l i z e d  i n  t h e  so-cal led h i s t o r i c a l -  
c r i t i c a l  method," But he then goes on t o  p r a i s e  t h i s  
method:  h he h i s t o r i c a l - c r i t i c a l  s tudy of t h e  Bible 
has  l e d  i n  many ways t o  a  b e t t e r  understanding s f  
t h e  Bible and i t s  m e s s a g e e 8 ' A f t e r  t hese  words of 
p r a i s e  f o r  t h i s  method, Hamann then p resen t s  a  b r i e f  
h i s t o r y  of t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  of t h i s  method i n  t h e  
h i s t o r y  of t h e  church, He ends wi th  t h e  demytholo- 
g i z ing  s f  Bultmann, and h e  c o r r e c t l y  s t a t e s  t h a t  
BuPtmann denied many of t h e  fundamentals of t h e  
Chr i s t i an  f a i t h *  One must wonder how Namann can 
p r a i s e  a  method which ended i n  Bultmann. 

Hamann ev iden t ly  f e l t  t h a t  t h i s  ques t ion  would 
a r i s e  i n  t h e  minds of h i s  r eade r s ,  so  he provided 
h i s  answer. The f a u l t  d i d  n o t  l i e  i n  t h e  method, 
b u t  i n  t h e  f a i l u r e  to hold to C h r i s t i a n  presupposi- 
t i o n s  as he  s e e s  them, This ,  i n c i d e n t a l l y ,  was 2nd 
i s  t h e  argument of Sernlnex, What went wrong w i t h  
Bultmann and s i m i l a r  men, aecording t o  Wamann? I n  
t h e i r  a p p l i c a t i o n  of the  method "reason d i s p l a c e s  
§ c + i p t u r e J t  But not  only t h a t .  "The Bible  and 

human reason o r  philosophy a r e  incompatible; they 
a r e  i r r e c o n c i l a b l e  opposi tes ."  But according t o  
Hamann t h e  a s s a u l t s  of philosophy do not  t r o u b l e  
the b e l i e v e r ,  "Tr,ey have experienced i n  t h e i r  o m  
h e a r t s  and s o u l s  and b ra ins  t h a t  the  C h r i s t i a n  
gospel ,  t h e  message of t h e  Sc r ip tu res ,  come into 
continual c o n f l i c t , "  But t he  Chris t ian ,  Mamnn 
a s s e r t s ,  s t ands  f i r m ,  "For t h e  Chr i s t i an  knows faith 
from t h e  i n s i d e  . . ." This seems t o  sound rather  
l i k e  Schleievmachev r a t h e r  than the i n t e r n a l  %es%i- 
mony sf the Holy S p i r i t ,  Schleiermaeher,  of course, 
based C h r i s t i a n  certainty on the  internal ,  subjec- 
t i v e  f a i t h  and f e e l i n g s  of the Chr i s t i an ,  Mamann, 
of course,  has reduced t h e  p ropos i t iona l  content  of 
the Bibfe t o  a minimum, an exampbe of Gospel redmz- 
tianism, One i s  t o  hold on t o  C h r i s t  as the  mini 
e spec ia l ly  s i n c e  t h e  Bib le  is  no t  a l l  t h a t  reliabEe, 
according t o  Hamann, Remember t h a t  he  d i d  no t  ap- 
prove of t h e  e f f o r t s  of D r ,  Arndt and Dr, Engelder, 

The t h i r d  po r t ion  sf Hafnann9s l e c t u r e  is en- 
t i t l e d  ' m e  Bible  and t h e  Word o f  God," Such a t&5eIe 
makes conserva t ives  i m e d i a t e l y  susp ic ious ,  and &OF 
good reason, Harnann's key staeement in his t h i r d  
l e c t u r e  is  a s  fol lows:  

That t h e  Bib le  i s  t h e  Word of Gad, all sf 
i t ,  must be ke ld  together with the. sther 
a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  i t  is, a l l  of i t ,  word of men, . . . Everything about t h e  Bib le  shows i ts  
humanity . . , . That the Bible  i s  the  Word 
of God must be ke ld  without  f a l l i n g  into t h e  
mistake of making t h e  B i b l e  and t h e  Word of 
God i d e n t i c a l ,  . . , A s  a matter of fac t ,  
Word of Gad is  a far  wider tern than  Bibfe, 
Bib le  i s  p a r t  of the Word of God, 

nn then goes sw t o  show that, f o r  h i m ,  the 'tabrd 
od has  a much broader meaning: the preaching s f  

he Gospel, t h e  words of C h r i s t ,  and many s the r  foms 
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from t h e  i n s i d e  . . ." This seems t o  sound rather  
l i k e  Schleievmachev r a t h e r  than the i n t e r n a l  %es%i- 
mony sf the Holy S p i r i t ,  Schleiermaeher,  of course, 
based C h r i s t i a n  certainty on the  internal ,  subjec- 
t i v e  f a i t h  and f e e l i n g s  of the Chr i s t i an ,  Mamann, 
of course,  has reduced t h e  p ropos i t iona l  content  of 
the Bibfe t o  a minimum, an exampbe of Gospel redmz- 
tianism, One i s  t o  hold on t o  C h r i s t  as the  mini 
e spec ia l ly  s i n c e  t h e  Bib le  is  no t  a l l  t h a t  reliabEe, 
according t o  Hamann, Remember t h a t  he  d i d  no t  ap- 
prove of t h e  e f f o r t s  of D r ,  Arndt and Dr, Engelder, 

The t h i r d  po r t ion  sf Hafnann9s l e c t u r e  is en- 
t i t l e d  ' m e  Bible  and t h e  Word o f  God," Such a t&5eIe 
makes conserva t ives  i m e d i a t e l y  susp ic ious ,  and &OF 
good reason, Harnann's key staeement in his t h i r d  
l e c t u r e  is  a s  fol lows:  

That t h e  Bib le  i s  t h e  Word of Gad, all sf 
i t ,  must be ke ld  together with the. sther 
a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  i t  is, a l l  of i t ,  word of men, . . . Everything about t h e  Bib le  shows i ts  
humanity . . , . That the Bible  i s  the  Word 
of God must be ke ld  without  f a l l i n g  into t h e  
mistake of making t h e  B i b l e  and t h e  Word of 
God i d e n t i c a l ,  . . , A s  a matter of fac t ,  
Word of Gad is  a far  wider tern than  Bibfe, 
Bib le  i s  p a r t  of the Word of God, 

nn then goes sw t o  show that, f o r  h i m ,  the 'tabrd 
od has  a much broader meaning: the preaching s f  

he Gospel, t h e  words of C h r i s t ,  and many s the r  foms 



a l s o  today. But he  qu i ck ly  adds t h a t  t h e  Scr ip-  
t u r e s  a r e  normative f o r  p r eache r s .  

Sermons, e x h o r t a t i o n s ,  and e s s a y s  pro- 
duced by men and women of t h e  church a r e  Word 
of  God on ly  i n s o f a r  a s  t hey  a r e  i n  keeping 
w i t h  t h e  teach ing  of t h e  B ib l e ,  

He seems t o  p l a c e  t h e  B i b l e  on a normative l e v e l  
when h e  s t a t e s :  '"ll t e a c h e r s  and t each ings  i n  t h e  
church can be c r i t i c i z e d  and set r i g h t ,  a s  t h e  Bib le  
cannot be." Barnann a l s o  praises t h e  s t a b i l i t y  which 
t h e  B ib l e  g ive s  t o  f a i t h ;   h he c o r r e c t i o n  and sta- 
b i l i t y  o f f e r e d  by t h e  B i b l e  i s  always t he r e . "  A l l  
this s o u ~ d s  ve ry  good. Yet one must remember t11a-t: 
Wamann i s  a Gospel r e d u c t f o n i s t  and does n o t  f e e l  
a t  home w i t h  t h e  concept of S c r i p t u r a l  i n e r r a n c y  of 
Arndt and Engelder ,  

But one ' s  hopes are f u r t h e r  d e f l a t e d  by a number 
of o t h e r  s t a t emen t s ,  H e  makes a r a t h e r  odd s t a t emen t  
of p r a i s e  f o r  Luther ,  which Luther  would never  have 
accepted:  "Luther ' s  view of man i n  h i s  s i n  i s  prob- 
ab ly  more profoundly expressed t han  t h e  B i b l e  ex- 
p r e s s e s  i t e U  What an odd s ta tement  i n  view of 
Psalm 51 and a h o s t  of o t h e r  p o r t i o n s  of S c r i p t u r e !  

Nore d i s t u r b i n g  a r e  h i s  comments on t h e  i n s p i r a -  
t i o n  of t h e  S c r i p t u r e s ,  Hamann seems t o  have given 
up t h e  o l d  Synodica l  Conference d o c t r i n e ,  He s t a t e s :  

I n  a l l  t h i s ,  t h e  B i b l e  i s  t h e  w i t n e s s  of 
t h e  S p i r i t  of C h r i s t ,  A s  t h e  B i b l e  i t s e l f  
a s s e r t s  i n  a number of p l a c e s ,  we speak 
r i g h t l y  of  the  i n s p i r a t i o n  of t h e  S c r i p t u r e s ,  
Every t r u e  w i t n e s s  of C h r i s t  by whomsoever 
given i s  a l s o  t h e  w i t n e s s  of h i s  S p i r i t ,  
of cou r se ,  t h i s  i n s p i r a t i o n  ex tends  over  t h e  
whole of what i s  t h e  S c r i p t u r e ,  Of cou r se ,  

i n s ~ i r a t i o n  i s  v e r b a l ,  f o r  t h a t  i s  how 
we t h i n k ,  i n  words, and of cou r se  how w e  
speak. There is no o t h e r  i n s p i r a t i o n  of 
v e r b a l  m a t e r i a l  p o s s i b l e ,  

A t  f i r s t  glarrce t h i s  s ta tement  seems r a t h e r  COI~SCF-- 

v a t i v e .  But it should be noted t h a t  Harnznn b a s  
r e a l l y  b r o ~ d e n e d  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  s f  ttcse who a r e  
i n s p i r e d  t c  "every t r u e  w i tne s s  c f  ~ h r i s t , "  which 
i s  f a r  beyond the  p rophe t s ,  e v a n g e i i s t s ,  and apos- 
t l e s .  I n s p i r a t i o n ,  i n s t e z d  cf be ing  de f ined  as t h e  
c r e a t i v e  a c t i v i t y  of t h e  Holy S p i r i t  through s e l e c -  
t e d  i nd iv idGa l s  which produced an inspired, i n f a l l i -  
b l e ,  and i n e r r a n t  S c r i p t u r e s ,  is de f ined  merely as 
proces s  by which i n d i v i d u e l s  exp re s s  themselves .  
It would seem t h a t  Hamann is ~ s s e r t i n g  c h a t  any 
i n d i v i d u a l  who i s  a C h r i s t i a n  could prcduce mater- 
i a l s  of equa l  q u a l i t y  w i th  t h e  Sczip-cures.  Emphasis 
t h u s  f a l l s  on s u b j e c t i v e  expe r i ences  r a t h e r  t han  t h e  
o b j e c t i v e  s t a t emen t s  of S c r i p t u r e .  

That Hamann has given up t h e  o l d  Synodica l  
Conference p o s i t i o n  on S c r i p t u r e  i s  obvious from 
h i s  concluding remarks. H e  r e f u s e s  t o  accep t  t h e  
p o s i t i o n  of t h e  conse rva t i ve s .  H e  f a u l t s  them f o r  
i n s i s t i n g  t h a t  a l l  of t h e  d e t a i l s  of S c r i p t u r e  are 
t t  impor tan t ,  a l l  of them t h e  r evea l ed  Word of God ..." 
H e  is  con t en t  r a t h e r  t o  ho ld  t o  a minimal Gospel of 
C h r i s t .  Holding t o  t h i s  p r i n c i p l e ,  he a s s e r t s  t h a t  
$ 9  t h e  Gospel of  J e s u s  C h r i s t  becomes a de te rmin ing  

p r i n c i p l e  of  S c r i p t u r a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n . "  Hamann 
a rgues  t h a t  when an  exege t e  fo l lows  t h i s  p r i n c i p l e ,  
t h e  Gospel then  "keeps t h e  e x p o s i t o r  from adopt ing  
some e v l a n a t i c n  of a c e r t a i n  passage  because of i t s  
p l a i n  inconsistency w i t h  t h e  Gospel." T h i s ,  of 
cou r se ,  i s  the  b a s i c  hermeneutical p r i n c i p l e  of 
Serninex. But -whet n?akes t h i s  Gospel t r u e ?  I t  i s  
a tell-knoxm f a c t  t ha t  l i b e r d  theologiens who have 
l e f t  t h e  foundat ion  cf t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  have come up 
w i t h  a v a r i e t y  of so-ca l led  Gospels.  A l l  t h a t  
Hamznz has t o  f a l l  back on i s  h i s  orrn s ~ b j e c t i v e  



a l s o  today. But he  qu i ck ly  adds t h a t  t h e  Scr ip-  
t u r e s  a r e  normative f o r  p r eache r s .  

Sermons, e x h o r t a t i o n s ,  and e s s a y s  pro- 
duced by men and women of t h e  church a r e  Word 
of  God on ly  i n s o f a r  a s  t hey  a r e  i n  keeping 
w i t h  t h e  teach ing  of t h e  B ib l e ,  

He seems t o  p l a c e  t h e  B i b l e  on a normative l e v e l  
when h e  s t a t e s :  '"ll t e a c h e r s  and t each ings  i n  t h e  
church can be c r i t i c i z e d  and set r i g h t ,  a s  t h e  Bib le  
cannot be." Barnann a l s o  praises t h e  s t a b i l i t y  which 
t h e  B ib l e  g ive s  t o  f a i t h ;   h he c o r r e c t i o n  and sta- 
b i l i t y  o f f e r e d  by t h e  B i b l e  i s  always t he r e . "  A l l  
this s o u ~ d s  ve ry  good. Yet one must remember t11a-t: 
Wamann i s  a Gospel r e d u c t f o n i s t  and does n o t  f e e l  
a t  home w i t h  t h e  concept of S c r i p t u r a l  i n e r r a n c y  of 
Arndt and Engelder ,  

But one ' s  hopes are f u r t h e r  d e f l a t e d  by a number 
of o t h e r  s t a t emen t s ,  H e  makes a r a t h e r  odd s t a t emen t  
of p r a i s e  f o r  Luther ,  which Luther  would never  have 
accepted:  "Luther ' s  view of man i n  h i s  s i n  i s  prob- 
ab ly  more profoundly expressed t han  t h e  B i b l e  ex- 
p r e s s e s  i t e U  What an odd s ta tement  i n  view of 
Psalm 51 and a h o s t  of o t h e r  p o r t i o n s  of S c r i p t u r e !  

Nore d i s t u r b i n g  a r e  h i s  comments on t h e  i n s p i r a -  
t i o n  of t h e  S c r i p t u r e s ,  Hamann seems t o  have given 
up t h e  o l d  Synodica l  Conference d o c t r i n e ,  He s t a t e s :  

I n  a l l  t h i s ,  t h e  B i b l e  i s  t h e  w i t n e s s  of 
t h e  S p i r i t  of C h r i s t ,  A s  t h e  B i b l e  i t s e l f  
a s s e r t s  i n  a number of p l a c e s ,  we speak 
r i g h t l y  of  the  i n s p i r a t i o n  of t h e  S c r i p t u r e s ,  
Every t r u e  w i t n e s s  of C h r i s t  by whomsoever 
given i s  a l s o  t h e  w i t n e s s  of h i s  S p i r i t ,  
of cou r se ,  t h i s  i n s p i r a t i o n  ex tends  over  t h e  
whole of what i s  t h e  S c r i p t u r e ,  Of cou r se ,  

i n s ~ i r a t i o n  i s  v e r b a l ,  f o r  t h a t  i s  how 
we t h i n k ,  i n  words, and of cou r se  how w e  
speak. There is no o t h e r  i n s p i r a t i o n  of 
v e r b a l  m a t e r i a l  p o s s i b l e ,  

A t  f i r s t  glarrce t h i s  s ta tement  seems r a t h e r  COI~SCF-- 

v a t i v e .  But it should be noted t h a t  Harnznn b a s  
r e a l l y  b r o ~ d e n e d  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  s f  ttcse who a r e  
i n s p i r e d  t c  "every t r u e  w i tne s s  c f  ~ h r i s t , "  which 
i s  f a r  beyond the  p rophe t s ,  e v a n g e i i s t s ,  and apos- 
t l e s .  I n s p i r a t i o n ,  i n s t e z d  cf be ing  de f ined  as t h e  
c r e a t i v e  a c t i v i t y  of t h e  Holy S p i r i t  through s e l e c -  
t e d  i nd iv idGa l s  which produced an inspired, i n f a l l i -  
b l e ,  and i n e r r a n t  S c r i p t u r e s ,  is de f ined  merely as 
proces s  by which i n d i v i d u e l s  exp re s s  themselves .  
It would seem t h a t  Hamann is ~ s s e r t i n g  c h a t  any 
i n d i v i d u a l  who i s  a C h r i s t i a n  could prcduce mater- 
i a l s  of equa l  q u a l i t y  w i th  t h e  Sczip-cures.  Emphasis 
t h u s  f a l l s  on s u b j e c t i v e  expe r i ences  r a t h e r  t han  t h e  
o b j e c t i v e  s t a t emen t s  of S c r i p t u r e .  

That Hamann has given up t h e  o l d  Synodica l  
Conference p o s i t i o n  on S c r i p t u r e  i s  obvious from 
h i s  concluding remarks. H e  r e f u s e s  t o  accep t  t h e  
p o s i t i o n  of t h e  conse rva t i ve s .  H e  f a u l t s  them f o r  
i n s i s t i n g  t h a t  a l l  of t h e  d e t a i l s  of S c r i p t u r e  are 
t t  impor tan t ,  a l l  of them t h e  r evea l ed  Word of God ..." 
H e  is  con t en t  r a t h e r  t o  ho ld  t o  a minimal Gospel of 
C h r i s t .  Holding t o  t h i s  p r i n c i p l e ,  he a s s e r t s  t h a t  
$ 9  t h e  Gospel of  J e s u s  C h r i s t  becomes a de te rmin ing  

p r i n c i p l e  of  S c r i p t u r a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n . "  Hamann 
a rgues  t h a t  when an  exege t e  fo l lows  t h i s  p r i n c i p l e ,  
t h e  Gospel then  "keeps t h e  e x p o s i t o r  from adopt ing  
some e v l a n a t i c n  of a c e r t a i n  passage  because of i t s  
p l a i n  inconsistency w i t h  t h e  Gospel." T h i s ,  of 
cou r se ,  i s  the  b a s i c  hermeneutical p r i n c i p l e  of 
Serninex. But -whet n?akes t h i s  Gospel t r u e ?  I t  i s  
a tell-knoxm f a c t  t ha t  l i b e r d  theologiens who have 
l e f t  t h e  foundat ion  cf t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  have come up 
w i t h  a v a r i e t y  of so-ca l led  Gospels.  A l l  t h a t  
Hamznz has t o  f a l l  back on i s  h i s  orrn s ~ b j e c t i v e  



c e r t a i n t y  and a  B ib l e  which i s  n o t  t o o  t r u e .  One 
should remember t h a t  h e  d i d  n o t  l i k e  Arndt ' s  books 
which d e a l t  w i th  B ib l e  d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  

Hamann a l s o  recognized t h a t  conse rva t i ve s  a r e  
concerned when t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of e r r o r  i n  t h e  B i b l e  
i s  admi t ted ,  Hamann sh rugs  o f f  t h i s  concern,  " ~ h e s e  
a s p e c t s  of t h e  B i b l e  do n o t  bo the r  me o r  my k ind , ' '  
To him t r u t h  seems t o  be some k ind  of a P l a t o n i c  
concept ,  Tru th  is  ou t  t h e r e  somewhere. C h r i s t  
speaks  of knowing t h e  t r u t h ,  One can t a l k  about 
i t .  But one r e a l l y  cannot  s a y ,  "I have t h e  t r u t h , "  

This  judgment of Hamann's approach t o  t r u t h  i s  
supported by h i s  own words: "Proof f o r  t h e  IJord i s  
n o t  h i s t o r i c a l l y  p o s s i b l e / '  Wanann may h e r e  be  
s e p a r a t i n g  t h e  t r u t h  of  God's Word a s  he s e e s  i t  
from t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  s e t t i n g  i n  which i t  occurs .  
L i b e r a l  t heo log i ans  have a t tempted  t o  avoid t h e  
ques t i on  of r e l i a b i l i - e y  s f  S c r i p t u r e  by making 
t h i s  d i s t i n c t i o n .  Rut one of t h e  primary t h r u s t s  
of S c r i p t u r e  from Adam on i s  h i s t o r i c i t y .  Pau l ,  
f o r  example, makes use of  h i s t o r i c a l  arguments f o r  
t h e  r e s u r r e c t i o n  of  Chr i s t .  C e r t a i n l y  Thomas was 
convinced by an  h i s t o r i c a l  even t ,  t h e  appearance of 
C h r i s t  t o  t h e  Eleven. The c a t a l o g  of w i t n e s s e s  i n  
I Cor in th i ans  1 5  i s  very  f a m i l i a r ;  Pau l  a rgues  t h a t  
t h e  w i tne s se s  of  C h r i s k P s  r e s u r r e c t i o n  should  con- 
v i n c e  t h e  Cor in th i ans ,  Though t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  re- 
l i a b i l i t y  of S c r i p t u r e  cannot  be proven t o  t h e  
s a t i s f a c t i o n  of t h e  person ques t i on ing  i t  o r  re- 
j e c t i n g  i t ,  t h e  r e l i a b i l i t y  of S c r i p t u r e  can be 
supported by h i s t o r y ,  archaeology,  harmonizat ion,  
p roper  t r a n s l a t i o n ,  and a h o s t  of o the r  s u p p o r t i v e  
approaches.  

Hamann would d i s a g r e e .  M e  a s s e r t s :  ''Take t h e  
r e s u r r e c t i o n .  No h i s t o r i c a l  proof f o r  t h i s  i s  

I S  r e a l l y  p o s s i b l e  . , . Does Warnan i n t e n d  t o  l e a v e  
t h e  r e s u r r e c t i o n  i n  a limbo of doubt?  h.iTHnae he  i s  

t r y i n g  t o  do i s  t o  s e a l  i t  o f f  h e r m e t i c a l l y  from 
a l l  c r i t i c i s m  by encapsu l a t i ng  i t  i n  h i s  ocni per -  
s o n a l  conv ic t i on  0% i t s  t r u t h .  But t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  
do n o t  handle  C h r i s t ' s  r e s u r r e c t i o n  t h i s  way, And 
i t  is  amazing t h a t  someone who c a l l s  himself  a 
Lutheran t heo log i an  should fo l l ow  t h i s  r o u t e ,  The 
whole t h r u s t  of S c r i p t u r e  i s  toward  t h e  o b j e c t i v e  
c e r t a i n t y  of t h i s  f a c t ,  This r i n g s  through t h e  
a p o s t o l i c  p reach ing ,  Th i s  i s  t h e  whole t h r u s t  of 
t h e  Old Testzment p rophec ies ,  t h e  propkecies of  
C h r i s t  concerning Kimself , and t h e  h i s t o r i c  n a r r a -  
t i v e s  of t h e  Gospels and epistles, The r e s u r r e c t i o n  
was a  s i g n  b e f o r e  a l l ,  The d i s c i p l e s  i n  G a l i l e e  had 
no doubt  of t h e  r e a l i t y  of t h e  even t  when they  s a t  
down and ate w i t h  C h r i s t  on t h e  sho re  of t h e  Sea of  
G a l i l e e ,  Though E a s t e r  was a  unique event  -- and 
t h i s  i s  probably t h e  r ea son  f o r  HamannPs s t a t emen t  
on h i s t o r i c a l  proof -- y e t  t h e  event  of E a s t e r  was 
an  h i s t o r i c a l  even t  c apab l e  of be ing  wi tnessed  and 
wi tnessed  t o ,  C e r t a i n l y  Namann would n o t  wish 
people  t o  be  u n c e r t a i n  of t h e  r e s u r r e c t i o n  of C h r i s t ,  

Wamann u l t i m a t e l y  shows h imse l f  t o  b e  Bar th ian  
i n  h i s  approach t o  t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  when h e  s t a t e s :  
"God gave h i s  Word (and s t i l l  g i v e s  i t  through t h e  
S c r i p t u r e s )  i n  human words," I f  Hamann i s  c o r r e c t l y  
unders tood ,  h e  is s t a t i n g  t h a t  God s u m u n i c a t e s  
through,  n o t  by means o f ,  t h e  S c r i p t u r e s ,  The B i b l e  
i s  t hen  a  human v e h i c l e  which God may choose t o  u se ,  

An a d d i t i o n a l  number of  i t e m s  could have been 
mentioned, bu t  t h e s e  w i l l  more than s u f f i c e ,  These 
l e c t u r e s  c e r t a i n l y  r a i s e  c e n c e m s  over  t h e  f a t e  of 
conse rva t i ve  Lutheranism i n  A u s t r a l i a ,  NarnznnBs 
views c e r t a i n l y  were more zt heme a t  Valpareiss 
Unive r s i t y  and i n  accord  '14ith Seminex thrn r ~ i t h  
Concordia Theolog ica l  Seminary, F c r t  ICayne, It i s  
a theo logy  which r e j e c t s  t h e  d o c t r i n e  s f  S c r i p t u r e  
chaagioned by Arndt and Engeldere It stsnds i n  
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complete oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  w r i t i n g s  of S c r i p t u r e  
c u r r e n t l y  c i r c u l a t e d  i n  t h e  Lutheran Church - 
Missouri Synod, such as D r .  J. A. 0 .  Preus9  
A Statement and It Is Writ ten.  It i s  r a t h e r  un- 
f o r t u n a t e  t h a t  D r .  Haanann d i d  no t  t ake  t i x e  while  
a t  Concordia t o  r e so lve  some of t h e  ques t ions  
which he r a i s e d  i n  h i s  Lectures  by speaking wi th  
t h e  conserva t ive  f a c u l t y  the re :  Surburg, Maier,  
Klug, and o t h e r s ,  

It would have been i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  have Hamann 
openly profess  h i s  views on l e s s  f r i e n d l y  grcund 
than Valparaiso,  which, as far  a s  t h i s  wri ter  
knows, does not  have a conserva t ive  on i t s  t h o l o g - -  
i c a l  f a c u l t y .  Af ter  all, t h e r e  a r e  two s i d e s  t o  
t h e  ques t ions  which Hamnn r a i s e d .  

The f a c e  of Concordia may be  r a t h e r  red  -- 
i f  a seminary can b lush  -- f o r  t h e  gues t  teacher  
which i t  had on campus and t o  whom i t  gave an 
honorary doc to ra t e ,  A f t e r  a l l ,  i t  i s  embarrassing 
t o  f i n d  out  l a t e r  t h a t  your gues t  does n o t  ag ree  
wi th  you theo log ica l ly .  But embarrassment i n  such 
a s i t u a t i o n  i s  a good s ign .  But i t  is more impor- 
t a n t  t o  remember t h a t  t h e  Confessions do teach  t h e  
iner rancy  of t h e  S c r i p t u r e s ,  Good Lutherans accept  
t h e  words of Luther ' s  Large Catechism t h a t  t h e  words 
of S c r i p t u r e  do not  lie, L.C., " ~ o r d ' s  Supper," 76. 

-- Glenn E. Reichwald 

CORRECTIONS I N  PREVZOUS INSTALLMENT 

Vole X ~ X ,  # 4 ,  top  of page 35, supply missing s e c t i o n  
t i t l e :  

REV. H E W  MERG PREUS, PRESIDENT OF THE SYNOD 
FOR THIRTY-TWO YEARS 

Page 3 7 ,  t h e  l a s t  l i n e  should read:  

o f f i c e  of t h e  v i c e  p res iden t  

"I be l i eve  t h e  o l d  c l i c h e  'an age o f  anx ie ty '  i s  
s t i l l  t o  be taken  s e r i o u s l y .  Scra tch  t h e  su r face  
of  one o f  t hose  apparent  s e l f - r i g h t e o u s ,  conf ident ,  
purposeful  Phar isees  i n  our  churches and you f i n d  
an anxious Phar isee .  Scra tch  t h e  su r face  o f  a 
narrow, pre judiced  deacon o r  e l d e r  and you f i n d  
a f r igh tened  deacon o r  e l d e r ,  Scra tch  t h e  su r face  
o f  a r e b e l l i o u s  teenager  and chances a r e  you f i n d  
a scared  k i d .  " 

Thus, he counsel led,  preaching today a s  a p a r t  
of  t h e  worship o f  l o c a l  congregat ions should be 
shaped by t h e  overwhelming need on t h e  p a r t  of  t h e  
people f o r  a word o f  comfort, hope, and assurance.  
The p reache r ' s  cue,  he opined, should be taken 
from Second I s a i a h  wi th  i t s  predominant theme, 
"Comfort ye,  comfort ye,  my people." 

-- Edmund A.  Steimle,  '?Preaching Out of Seasony' 
Thesis ,  Quoted and commented on by Robert M a  
Shelton i n  Austin Seminary B u l l e t i n ,  Nov. 1975, 
p .  31. 
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BOOK REVIEW 

Rutz, Kar l  W. Martin Luther  and t h e  Confessions -- 
a Guide. Concsrdia Col lege ,  S t .  Pau l ,  Minnesota,  
1980. l o  p. 8 0 ~  

Obtainable  from: M r .  P e t e r  K a l l e ~ b a c h ,  Concordia 
Col lege Bookstore,  Wamlfne and Marsha l l ,  S t .  Pau l ,  
Minnesota 55104 

"This l i t t l e  pamphlet is  in tended  t o  he lp  t h e  
i n t e r e s t e d  s tuden t  of the  Lutheran Confessions 
t o  f i n d  i n  Engl i sh  t r a n s l a t i o n  ( i f  a v a i l a b l e )  
t h e  Luther  c i t a t i o n s  i n  t h e  Tappert  e d i t i o n  of 
The Book of Concord ... I f  an Engl i sh  t r a n s l a -  
t i o n  seems unava i l ab l e ,  r e f e r e n c e  i s  made t o  a n  
e d i t i o n  of Luther  con ta in ing  t h e  c i t a t f o n  i n  
ques t i on ,  which is  l i k e l y  t o  be more a v a i l a b l e  
t han  t h e  Weimar e d i t i o n . "  (Foreword) 

The g r e a t  ma jo r i t y  of r e f e r e n c e s  are t o  t h e  
American E d i t i o n  of Lu the r ' s  Works. Because 
on ly  a f e w  people  have a c c e s s  t o  t h e  Weimar ed i -  
t i o n ,  t h i s  pamphlet should prove t o  be  a  ve ry  
u s e f u l  t o o l .  

-- M. H. O t to  




