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of 
BETW9U LUTHE THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY 

May 15 ,  1981. 

Text:: "We have a l s o  a more s u r e  word of prophecy; 
whereunto ye  do w e l l  t h a t  ye  t a k e  heed,  a s  
un to  a  l i g h t  t h a t  s h i n e t h  i n  a dark p l a c e ,  
u n t i l  t h e  day d a m ,  and t h e  day s t a r  a r i s e  
i n  your h e a r t s :  Knowing t h i s  f i r s t ,  t h a t  
no prophecy of t h e  s c r i p t u r e  i s  o f  any p r i -  
vate i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  For t h e  prophecy came 
not  i n  o l d  t i m e  by t h e  will of  man: but  
ho ly  men of God spake a s  they were moved by 
t h e  Holy Ghost," I1 P e t e r  1:19-21, 

Dear f r i e n d s  i n  C h r i s t ,  and e s p e c i a l l y ,  d e a r  seminary 
gradua te  : 

Thi s  is an unusual  yea r  i n  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  only 
one seminary gradua te ,  Las t  yea r  t h e  seminary grad- 
ua ted  a c l a s s  of f i v e  and n e x t  yea r  we a n t i c i p a t e  a  
c l a s s  s f  seven,  Prospec ts  f o r  subsequent  yea r s  look 
good, which bodes w e l l  f o r  a n  ample supply of p a s t o r s  
f o r  our  church body i n  t h e  f u t u r e ,  

You need n o t  apo log ize ,  Dan, f o r  being t h e  l one  
g r adua t e ,  e s p e c i a l l y  i f  your a t t i t u d e  i s  t h a t  of t h e  
person  who wro te ,  

"I am only  one, 
But I AF6 one. 
I cannot do eve ry th ing ,  
~ u t  I can do SOMETHING: 
What I can do,  I ought t o  do-- 
What I ought t o  do ,  I WILL do!" 
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A s  an i n d i v i d u a l  pas to r  you have an oppor tun i ty  :o 
do much i n  t h e  k i ~ g d o m  of God; you w i l l  touch t h e  
l i v e s  of many people with t h e  saving Gespe l  of 
Jesus  C h r i s t .  

You have worked hard and long t o  p r e p a r e  fo r  
t h i s  day. A f t e r  your  coi3ege educa t ion  you spen t  
t h r e e  y e a r s  of classroom work a t  the  seminary and 
you have completed your v icarage .  You now s t and  

ready t o  e n t e r  t h e  p a s t o r a l  min i s t ry .  As you look 

forward t o  t h i s  work t h e  A p o s t l e  P e t e r ,  w r i t i n g  by 
d i v i n e  i n s p i r a t i o n  of t h e  Lord ,  wants you t o  know 
t h a t  you have a r e l i a b l e  wor6 t o  proclaim,  and t h a t  
i s  t e r r i b l y  important  i n  t h i s  unce r t a in  wor1.d. Le t  
u s  then b r i e f l y  cons ider  t h i s  morning, 

"WE HAVE A MORE SURE FJORD OF PROPHECY" 

R e l i a b i l i t y  i s  one of o u r  b i g  concerns i n  l i f e .  
U n r e l i a b i l i t y  i s  the  cause of s o  many proble~ns  i n  
our l i v e s .  A i l  of u s  have experienced t h a t  we can- 
no t  always depend on people  o r  t h ings .  Two y e a r s  

ago t h e  Secre ta ry  of the  Treasury  addressed t h e  - 
F i n a n c i a l  W r i t e r s  &sociat ion_ where he s a i d  : 
" ~ e l i a b l e  sources  are no longer  r e l i a b l e .  Those 

wonderfulLy complicated mathematical  models of the 
economy have tu rned  treacherous--they o f f e r  as many 
f a l s e  leads as c o r r e c t  ones." H i s  successor  s a i d  
v i r t u a l l y  t h e  same t h i n g  in ano the r  speech: "we 

a r e  i n  a very unusua l  pe r i od  where we more o r  less 
c a s t  l o o s e  from economic beliefs we once he ld  t o  be  
unarguable.  We have cast o f f  from a l a r g e  number 

of t he se  o ld  moorings, and w e  have nor y e t  found 
new ones.  " Recent ly  a high government o f f i c i a l  
remarked about t h e  economic s i t u a t i o n  say ing:  
"Anybody who i s n '  t sch izophrenic  t h e s e  days i s n '  t 
th ink ing  c l e a r l y . "  

t ra ined to pme1ain1, t h e  Word sf God, Wouf.dmPt i t  
be t ragic  if you d i d  not  have a re l iab le  word t o  
preach! W e  can l i v e  w i t h  u n r e l i a b i l i t y  when i t  
comes tea our  temporal welfare, best ss when i t  
has to do w i t h  our  s p i r i t u a l  and eternal welfare. 

Our t e x t  says ,  "We have a l so  a more seare word 
o f  prophecy." In  t h e  words preceding,  t h e  a p o s t l e  
t e l l s  of an experience which he,  Eogether with 
James and John, had on t h e  mount when Jesus w a s  
t r a n s f i g u r e d  before  them. Had he been a ~chwgrmer 
he probably would have spent the rest of  h i s  l i f e  
t e l l i n g  about that  experience. Instead, h e  d i r e c t s  
h i s  readers t o  t h a t  ''more s u r e  word of prophecy," 
and that is  a refrain that  runs  throughout Scripture. 
"Thy word i s  t r u t h , "  s a y s  J e sus .  Again, "If ye con- 
tinue in my word, then are ye  my d i s c i p l e s  indeed;  
and ye  s h a l l  know t h e  t r u t h ,  and the t r u t h  s h a l l  
make you free." And Luther remarks: "Holy S c r i p -  
t u r e  must necessarily be clearer, simpler, and more 
r e l i a b l e  than any o ther  w r i t h g s . "  

In the  theo log ica l  world there are many today 
who do not hold t o  the  r e l i a b i l i t y  of the  S c r i p t u r e s .  
8 1 Inerrancy" i s  a word t h a t  is bandied about t h e s e  

days and the  p r e v a i l i n g  opinion i s  that h e r r a n c y  
a p p l i e s  not  t o  t h e  bare t e x t  but  t o  t h e  purpose f o r  
which the S c r i p t u r e s  are written. That ' s  a f a r  c r y  
from our Lutheran Confessions which say ,  "We re- 
ceive and embrace w i t h  our whole heart t h e  prophetic  
and a p o s t o l i c  Sc r ip tu res  of the Old and New Tes ta -  
ments as the  pure,  clear founta in  of Israel  which 
is t h e  only t r u e  s tdndard  by which all teachers and 
doc t r ines  are judged," a far  c r y  from Daniel  March's 
d e s c r i p t i o n  of t h e  B i b l e  i n  which he says, "It gives 
us  t h e  most r e l i a b l e  record of what has been and it 
affords  us our only means of knowing what is  y e t  t o  
be. g s  

Well,  you have n o t  beer1 t r a i n e d  t o  s o l v e  t h e  
economic mess i n  our  count ry ,  b u t  you have been 

G o ,  then, w i t h  courage and confidence as you 
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prrclaim t h a t  more sure word o r  proplrrcy, given by 
inspiration of t h e  ~ o r d !  

But no t  only do you have a re l iab le  word t o  
proclaim, b u t  also a clear word. "Whereunto ye do  
w e l l  t h a t  ye  take heed, a s  unto a l i g h t  t h a t  shjneth 
i n  a d a r k  place,  u n t i l  che day dawn, and t.he day  
star ar ise  i n  your  hear ts ."  Luther  reminds us tha t  

t h i s  wor ld  is a "pi tch  d a r k  place" but  t h a t  i n  this 
3ariiness God has i g n i t e d  a l i g h t .  I n  t h i s  l i g h t  we 
can see and w a l k  a lung  as we d w e l l  here u n t i l  the  
davn comes and the  day b r e a k s .  The psalmist s a i d  
-it Long ago: " ~ h y  word is a lamp unto my feet and 
a l i g h t  un to  my path."  ( Y s .  119: 105) 

That. i t  i s  a clear word does  not mean $hat  there  
are n o t  c i ~ f f i c u ~ t i e s ,  The B ib l e  i tself  acknowledges 
t h a t  there are "same t h ings  hard t o  be understood," 
(IS Peter 3:16),  bu t  the  way o f  salvation i s  so 
clear that a child can understand it. The B i b l e  

has  been compared t o  a r iver ,  so shallow t ha t  a lamb 
can wade through it and y e t  so deep t ha t  an e l e ~ ~ h a n t  
r a n  drown i n  i t ,  meaning t h a t  the way of salvation 
i s  so s i m p l e  t h a t  a c h i l d  can grasp i t  and at t h e  
same time i t  is so deep t h a t  t h e  most l e a r n e d  cannot 
fat"iom everything in it. Al-so, t h e  Scri-ptures  are 
not clear i n  t h e  sense t h a t  our  i n t e l l ec t  can grasp 
them, bu t  clear in t h e  sense that they can be be- 
Iteve& For example, T cannot understand w i t h  my 
i n ~ e l l e c t  how the words s f  i n s t i t u t i o n  as spoken 
by t h e  p a s t o r  a t  t h e  comaild of Christ at a l e g i t i -  
m a t e  c e l e b r a t i o n  o f  t h e  LsrdPs Supper can effect  
the real  presence so t h a t  whar i.s d i s t r i b u t e d  and 
received i s  the  t r u e  body and blood o f  C h r i s t ,  y e t  
I believe c h a t  i t i s  true because the clear Word 
says so.  And r ega rd ing  the  c l a r i t y  o f  S c r i p t u r e ,  
D r .  Korea, a former pres ident  o f  the Nomdegian 
Sylind, s a i d  i n  h i s  remarkable essay on t h e  
t i o n  of S c r i ~ t u r e :  " ~ c c o r d i n g  t o  the Word of God 
pCa_l_ --- __l_- 

we have :paa-.;rr t d  b e  c e r t a i n  t'har: many a~  earned 
man or t*~oman,  znd by  t h e  wor ld  despised, has come 
f u r ~ b e r  ix-L %he knowledge o f  God and His will than 
have t h e  vas t  majority of the  most learned pas to r s  
and professors. Jesus has sa id  t o  a i l ,  'Except 
ya  become a. rbildren, ye s h a l l  not enter i n t o  t h e  
kingdon2 cof hea~ren,  '" h d  d%dnFt Jesus  pray?  "1 
thank  'l'b~c., t Father, Lord of  heaven iand earth,  
t h a t  thi>ir !at;:;/. ' i i d  these things from tlie x#~ise and 
P T ~ I C I L ~ E ' E  2111.d has revealed them unto bbabes! '' 
(T~,.,,, (3 ; 2.k) 

b lo~  l n l y  i s  it disgusting, but  a lso t r ag i c  when 
s ~ * 5 e t ~ j !  J r ~ t e ~ t a n t  theologian received a standing 
or;rion a ;  n Lutheran cozlege when he sa id  regarding 
t h e  clar;.-';..i-~ s f  ScsPg;sture: "We first muse dl.s$in- 
geaish l-r-.tween what the a p o s t l e s  s a i d  Jesus bad said 
2nd- wha? be <Jesus) r e d l y  said. Then w e  have t o  
d i s t ingxl i sh  between what Jesus  s a i d  and what Jesus 
thor;:,:k-k he had said. Then w e  have to distinguish 
between what Jesus thought he had said and what he 
thougEn-6. he had tlaougk he had sa id .  " T h i s  same 
man explained the "everlasting life" in John 3:16 
as  meaxling f u l l n e s s  of life in t h i s  world, not  t h e  
blessrdr~ess n f  l i f e  in g lo ry  w i t h  t h e  Lord beyond 
t h i s  life, That kind of scholarship we ne i the r  
need nor  want, 

F i n a l l y ,  t h i s  ''more su re  word of prophecy" is 
no t  of p r i v a t e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  "Knowing t h i s  f i r s t ,  
t h a t  no prophecy o f  S c r i p t u r e  i s  o f  any p r iva te  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n . "  In your seminary t r a i n i n g  you 
took a course in hermeneutics which i s  a s tudy  of 
t h e  principles of the interpretation of Scripture. 
You lenrxled the bermeneutical r u l e  t h a t  S c r i p t u r e  
i n t e r p r e t s  S c r i p t u r e ,  that  we i n t e r p r e t  less clear 
passages in t h e  light of very clear  passages. Here 
again Luehe-E gives us goed counsel : "YOU shall n o t  
give your o m  iz te rpre ta t ion .  The Holy Spirit 
Himself must explain Sc r ip tu re .  Otherwise it must 
remain unexpsanded." 
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pCa_l_ --- __l_- 

we have :paa-.;rr t d  b e  c e r t a i n  t'har: many a~  earned 
man or t*~oman,  znd by  t h e  wor ld  despised, has come 
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have t h e  vas t  majority of the  most learned pas to r s  
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kingdon2 cof hea~ren,  '" h d  d%dnFt Jesus  pray?  "1 
thank  'l'b~c., t Father, Lord of  heaven iand earth,  
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(T~,.,,, (3 ; 2.k) 

b lo~  l n l y  i s  it disgusting, but  a lso t r ag i c  when 
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thor;:,:k-k he had said. Then w e  have to distinguish 
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F i n a l l y ,  t h i s  ''more su re  word of prophecy" is 
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passages in t h e  light of very clear  passages. Here 
again Luehe-E gives us goed counsel : "YOU shall n o t  
give your o m  iz te rpre ta t ion .  The Holy Spirit 
Himself must explain Sc r ip tu re .  Otherwise it must 
remain unexpsanded." 



God has no t  g r an t ed  us i he l i b e r t y  t o  ctd i c h i  G 

Word; w e  are to proclaiili i t  i n  311 o f  i t s  :; ;~\ i t r i , :  
power and beauty.  As you embark 613 ycci m i x ~ i s r r y ,  

go in tire conv ic t i on  that you hzve  ti c e l i a b l e  and 
c lear  Word and p r o c l a i m  i t  i n  s ~ c h  a r;ay char your 
hearers will treasure t h a t  Wnrd i s  :lid Ceargr Morris 
who wrote in h i s  poi.ni "Xy i.loih,rss 3i'~it. l": 

"~hoe r  truest Ys^iz:~e"* m a n  evrr  knewa 
Thy cons canr:- 3'' .J@ ?t.si@d; 

Where a11 were f a l s e  T f~~i*, ." i  tiice Lrue, 
My counseLZor and gu ide ,  

n? i h e  mines sf ear th  no t-;_p'easx_ire g i v 3  
That could  t h i s  voluriae b ~ y  : 

1x1 teaching me rhe way t c  Llv'e, 
It t augh t  m e  how to die."  

by: ViBIneIm W, Petersen 
Seminary President 

CURRENT TRENDS I N  OED TESTMENT MEWENEUTICS* 

I n  deal ing w i t h  the  sub jec t  of "Current Trends 
Ln Old Testament Hermeneutics," there are d i f f e r e n t  
ways i n  which t h i s  t o p i c  could be handled ,  A d i s -  
cuss ion  o f  on Old Testament Hermeneutics, -- 
ed i t ed  by Claus Westemann and Bultmann's Essay 
'The Signi f icance  sf t h e  Old Testment for t h e  
~hristian Fa i th , "  'to which eleven scholars responded, 
would bring ou t  the kermeneutical issues that would 
represent  cu r ren t  t r ends ,  Another way s f  deaLing 
wi th  the t o p i c  is  to d i scuss  t h e  components of the  
h i s t o r i c a l - c r i t i c a l  method, which has rejected the  
t r ad i t iona l .  Lutheran his tor ical-grammatical  system 
of hermeneutics,  There are, of course ,  v a r i a t i o n s  
In  the use of the  h i s t o r i c a l - c r i t i c a l  method, de- 
pending whether one i s  deal ing  w i t h  Old Testmen% 
o r  the  New, 

T h e  h i s t s r f ea i - c r i t i ca1 .  methcsd emplogrs .tech- 
niques and procedures which d i d  not  a11 come into 
ex i s t ence  a t  one t i m e ,  but were t h e  product of 
changes in th inking  on t h e  p a r t  of liberal scho la r s  
affected by t h e  currents  of their t i m e s ,  The h is-  
t o r i c a l - c r i t i c a l  method traces i t s  roo t s  back %o 
t h e  Age of Rationalism, There are Lutheran scho la r s  
who claim t h a t  the  h i s t s r i c a l - c r i t i c a l  method can 
be traced back t~ Martin Luther ,  but  t h i s  a s s e r t i o n  
has no basis i n  fac t ,  t h a t  i s ,  if one t r u l y  knows 
~uther's p r i n c i p l e s  of interpretatic::  rind compares 
i t  w i t h  the csqonents  of the  h i s t o r i c a l - c r i t i c a l  
method. Luther believed i n  she iner rancy  and re-  
liability of the Sacred S c r i p t u r e s .  E r i c  Kuhl, 

"Delivered a t  Bethany Lutheran College,  Nov. 20,  1980. 
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i n  Old Xzstarnent: Its -.-- and as- 
s e r t e d  about t h e  o r i g i n  of t h e  H i s t o r i c a l - C r i t i c a l  
method : 

C r i t i c a l  eva lua t ion  of t h e  Old Testament 
i n  t h e  t r u e  sense  was f i r s t  i n i t i a t e d  at t h e  
beginning of t h e  enlightenment. Under in-  
f luence  of t h i s  movement, c h u r c h e n  t r i e d  t o  
break away from t h e  p reva i l ing  doc t r ine  of 
i n s p i r a t i o n .  Their  aim was t o  render  t h e  
Church a  s e r v i c e  by leading  the  way t o  a  
b e t t e r  o r  more c o r r e c t  understanding of t h e  
s c r i p t u r e s .  1 

Another German 01d Testament scho la r ,  Arthur 
Weieer, i n  -- The Old Testament: Its Formation and 
Development s t a t e d :  "But t h e  conception of ve rba l  
i n s p i r a t i o n  taken from Judaism stood i n  t h e  way o f  
s c i e n t i f i c  ~ r i t i c i s m . " ~  Like Kuhl, Weiser a l s o  
claimed t h a t  t h e  r e a l l y  s c i e n t i f i c  t reatment  of in- 
t roductory  problems was not  undertaken before  t h e  
Age of the  Enlightenment and Rational isme3 The 
views of Hobbs i n  h i s  Leviathan and Spinoza9s Trac- 
t a t u s  theologico (1670), i t  is claimed, 
were only p o s s i b l e  when t h e  d o c t r i n e  of ve rba l  
i n s p i r a t i o n  was overthrown by the  p re s su re  of 
r a t i o n a l i s t i c  c r i t i c i s m ,  The way was opened when 
r a t iona l i sm proposed t o  s tudy Holy Sc r ip tu res  by 
t h e  same c r i t i c a l  method a s  o t h e r  l i t e r a r y  works, 
a  method used by SernZer i n  his on t h e  m- 

It is i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  no te  t h a t  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l -  
c r i t i c a l  method was adopted, fos t e red  and sponsored 
by Lutherans from t h e  very beginning of i ts  employ- 
ment as an e x e g e t i c a l  technique. I n  1965 D r .  Fred 
Kranier  presented an essay before t h e  Council  of 
P res iden t s  and t h e  J o i n t  F a c u l t i e s  of the LC-PIS, 
e n t i t l e d :  st he In t roduct ion  of t h e  Hi s to r i ca l -  

C r i t i c &  i ?kt.hed to L ~ t h e r a n  E e r s ~ e ~ l e ~ ~ t i c s  Professor 
K r a m e r  asserted: 

Johann Salomo Semler  (1725-1791) 2s acknowl- 
edged as the  fa ther  o f  t h e  modern. t ~ l s ~ o r i e a b  
and l i t e ra ry  criticism of the  B ib l e ,  He was 
r ~ i s e d  in p ie t i s e i c  surroundings,  bu t  d r i f t e d  

?-B ,:,,re ,-a sad n l c x e  i n t o  r a t iona l i sm,  al though he  

ciespiued the  vulgar rationalists, and accord- 
irkg co hj-s s m  teseimong at l e a s t  d e s i r e d  to 
21o3.d to .ezfise fuadaqental  Christian stoctrfll%ese5 

Dr ,  K w ~ m e r  pointed out  that while Semler had 
forermners i n  t h e  f i e l d s  of h i s to r i ca l  aild l i t e r a r y  
cr i t ic isms o f  t h e  Scr ip tures ,  he i s  generaf ly  ac- 
knowledged as t he  man who helped these theories to 
tr~i-tiraayh i n  the  P r s t e s t an t i sm of h i s  age. Professor  
K r a m e r  i n  h i s  essay showed how Semler's rationalism 
affected h i s  hermeneutics and h i s  i lndersta~tding of 
the  canon, m d  how i t  inf luenced h i s  grasp of Bib- 
Zfca2 doctrines. I n  his s u m a r i z a t i s n  D r ,  K r a m e r  
evaluated the Lutheran Semler as  fo l lows:  

From al.' t h i s  it I s  evident t h a t  while Semle r  
thoirglit of himself the f oe  of rat ionalism, 
who would defend Christ ian @ r u t h  aga ins t  the 
ateacks of the  mlgar  ratisnalists, he himself 
gave up one a r t i c l e  s f  the faith af ter  t he  
other ,  and played himself i n t o  t h e  hands of 
t h e  r a t i o n a l i s t s .  Above a11 th ings  Semler 
denied the divine i n s p i r a t i o n  of t he  Scrip-  
cures as a whole, brought i n  a  conception of 
i n s p i r a t i o n  tkat d i f f e r s  not  on ly  f rom t h e  
exaggerated concept of orthodoxy but  a l so  
from the claim of Holy S c r i p t u r e  i t s e l f .  

The r e s u l t s  of t h e  emplsy.ment sf t h e  h i s t o r i c a l -  
c r i t i c a l  method developed by t h e  English d e i s t s ,  t h e  
pan the i s t  Spinoza and t h e  r a t i o n a l i s t s  Lessing and 
Reimarus have been c o r r e c t l y  ou t l ined  by Kuhl: 
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They changed t h e  o l d  cui:ceprion of ~ k t ~ ;  

authority of rhe  S c r i p t u r e s  and espec i u l i ?  
t h e  idea o f  i n s p i r a t i o n :  hencerorth not  
t h e  th ing ,  bu t  t h e  men, Che b i b l i c a l  wrirers,  
were held t o  h e  i n s p i r e d .  The 3ibl-e  remains, 
i t  i.s t r u e ,  the w o r d  of C o d ,  b13t no:?J i r l  t h e  
d i f f e r e n t  sense t h a t  i t  was bound up w i th  
man, experienced and proclaimed by man, a t  
t h e  most d iverse  times I.inke8 w i t h  Gad 
t h e i r  p i e t y  and speaking and w r i t i n g  on q i s  
beha l f :  t h e  books of t-F~e 3lb:fi :~ri-' 110 2cjnge-r 
regarded as self-revrlatio;.  13-i Cod h u t  as 

h i s t o r i c a l  records  s f  reveia t ien experienced 
by man o r ,  b e t t e r ,  as  t e s t i ~ i ~ o n j r s  of revela- 
t i o n , 7  

Ever since Jean Astruc i n  1713 discovered t h e  
a l l e g e d  double s t r a n d  of P r i e s t l y  and Jawis t  t r a d i -  
t i o n s  i n  t h e  book of Genesis, Dean Pa r ra r  claimed 
t h a t  : 

Criticism, both h i s t o r i c a l  and p h i l o l o g i c a l ,  
has been a p p l i e d  t o  Every narra t ive  and ever-y 
sec t ion  of Sc r ip tx r res .  Many of its results 

have taken t h e i r  place among t h e  valued t r u t h s ;  
many of i t s  assertions have be tn  t r iumphant ly  
r e fu ted .  It has  o v e ~ t l - t r r ~ m  f a l s e  hb~man the- 
o r i e s ,  it has n o t  shaken so inuch as the  f r i n g e  
of a s i n g l e  t n l t l i .  Rut the  notiorr of verbal 
i n f a l l i b i l i t y  could n o t  p o s s i b l y  surv ive  the  
b i r t h  of h i s t o r i c  i nqu i ry ,  ~~h ic l h  sho:ged i n  
S c r i p t u r e  a s  elsewhere an organic  growth,  and 
the re fo re ,  a necessary p e r i o d  of %mature 
development , 8 

De Vries termed the  eighteenth cenzury a s  "a 
g rea t  century of progress  i n  B i b l i c a l  s tud ie s"  and 
t h i s  progress  was associated by h i m  w i t h  the higher  
c r i t i c a l  methodology. During t h i s  century t r a d i t i o n a l  

church dogmas are said t o  have suffered  severe  
shocks from which the  church never  recovered. 
The Lutheran 
P 

1899 makes t h e  fol lowing 
statement about ra t ional i sm:  "Rationalism i n  i t s  
h i s t o r i c  sense is  t h a t  tendency of t h e  e igh teen th  
century,  which mainly through the i n f luence  of 
Wolff and Kant made reason the  norm of faith. In  
f ac t ,  rat ionalism ever  exis ted  as the r e a c t i o n  of 
t h e  n a t u r a l  reason against  the  myster ies  of f a i t h .  
It touches the  very foundation and c e n t e r  of f a i t h e H 9  

The dominant philosophy du r ing  t h e  first 
decades of the  n ine teen th  century  w a s  t h e  i d e a l i s t i c  
philosophy of Hegel (1770-1831). Schleiermacher 
a l s o  dealt  with the  Gospels i n  p r a c t i c a l l y  the  same 
manner as Reimarus. H e  a l s o  subjec ted  Chr i s t i an  
doc t r ine  and the Bible  t o  r a t i o n a l i s t i c  i n t e r p r e -  
t a t i o n .  l0 Under Hegel ' s and Schleiermacher ' s in -  
f luence  a number of fol lowers of t h e s e  men endeavored 
t o  r e c s n s t r u ~ t  ? ' the h i s t o r i c a l "  J e sus  

The Lutheran scho la r ,  J. G .  Eichhorn, a Lutheran 
professor  a t  the Universi ty of Jena, has been c a l l e d  
"the f a t h e r  of modern higher  c r i t i c i s m . "  H e  embodied 
t h e  ideas of Herder and Astruc i n  his i n  - das U t e  Testament (3 vol.) , (1780-83) -__^_I 

Eichhorn there began the  period of t h e  use  of t h e  
h i s t o r i c a l - c r i t i c a l  method that denied t h e  Mosaic 
au thorship  of t h e  Pentateuch and s u b s t i t u t e d  f o r  
i ts  composition the  " sc i s so r s  and paste method.'' 
The period of l i terary c r i t i c i s m  is  supposed t o  lave - - - 
come t o  an end according t o  Weiser wi th  S teuernagel ' s  
Lehrbuch d e r  i n  das A l t e  Testament. U n t i l  

- _ s _ _ p _ . s _ _ s _  

t h e  appearance of J u l i u s  Wellhausen, Old Testament 
- - 

e f f o r t s  had centered on t h e  fragmenting and d i s sec -  
t i o n  of t h e  Old Testament books w i t h  much of t h e  
h i s t o r i c a l  l i t e r a t u r e  declared mythical  and unre- 
l i a b l e . l 2  For l i t e ra ry  c r i t i c s  the Books of t h e  Old 
Testament contained e r r o r s  ,- discrepancies and 
con t rad ic t ions ,  



They changed t h e  o l d  cui:ceprion of ~ k t ~ ;  
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i n  degree from o t h e r  man i fes ta t io r !~  of the Near 
Eastern w o r l d ,  16; 

Idhat i s  B i b l i c a l  Hermeneutics? 

Bib l i ca l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  concerns i tself  wi th  
the s t u d y  of those  p r i n c i p l e s  which p e r t a i n  t o  the  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of Holy S c r i p t u r e s .  T h e  customary 

view of the p a s t  was t h a t  hermeneutics d e a l s  w i t h  
the theory  of i n t e r p r e t a t  ion  and exegesis w i t h  the 
a p p l i c a t i o n  of t h e  t h e o r ?  of the tex t .  I n  des- 

c r i b i n g  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  Ram wrote: " ~ e m e n e u -  

t i c s  s t u d i e s  the theory of i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  and r e f e r s  
t o  exegesis only t o  i l l u s t r a t e  i t s  p o i n t .  Exegesis 

deals  concretely with the t e x t  and refers t o  exe- 
g e s i s  only t o  a r g u e  a One of the  resu l t s  
of c r i t i c a l  methodology has been t o  distill herme- 
neu t i cs  from the  a c t i v i t y  of exegesis i t s e l f .  Some 

s c h o l a r s  have argued tha t  the d i v i s i o n  of hermeneu- 
t i c s  and exegesis i s  an artificial d iv i s ion .  T h i s  

genera l ly  is  the  s tance  of the  so-called "new her- 
meneutics, ssP8 

Lrrasmuch as Holy Scriptures have t o  a large 
measure the same character is t ics  a s  other  books, 
t h e  same l a w s  of general hermeneutics may be uti- 
l i z e d  i n  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of the Bible. The laws 

of th inking  and l o g i c  that are employed i n  under- 
s tanding  the  works of H o m e r ,  the  p l ays  of P lau tus ,  
t h e  dramas of Shakespeare are a l s o  applicable t o  the 
understanding of the  th inking  and argumentation of 
Bibl ical  au tho r s ,  While t he  Holy S p i r i t  employed 
human w r i t e r s ,  the  B ib l e  a t  the same t i m e  has God 
f o r  fts author .  The S c r i p t u r e s  claim to be i n e r r a n t ,  
infallible i n  their contents  and teachings. T h i s  

Word of God found P n  the  six ty-s ix  cancrwl,eal books 
of the  Old and Hew Teseaments h a s  been given by 
d iv ine  i n s p i r a t i o n .  S e t  f o r t h  in  the Holy Sc r ip tu res  
are unique p r i n c i p l e s  of i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  which must be 
accepted and employed i n  the  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o r  

+ 
+ .  Tee2smen-i i n  3 g S L  1 s  I (1878) and -- 

a f t e r  1882 kno~m as Prolcot-nncna zur  Geschichte 
.-- - - 2 L -  - -- 

I s r a e l ~ ,  -JL, -I". %ie i 2  hailsen re3 i ed heavi1.v on Grad ---- 
and Kuenen . The Cratl-ZCuenen-Wellhausen views have 
i n f l uenced  OZd Tsntament studies up t o  the  present  
$- i , ; l t  n-sp-j-di,g =ro Weispr-13 

--* 

'Xhc i,ae oF t l i z  his tor ica l -c r i t i ca l  method was 
oppu-rd h7 ~~nservatlve theologians  from the  begin- 
n ing  o f  i ts  adopt ion  because i t  produced doubt ,  
skrp:l -i rifi m i  unbelief. l4 That t h e  h i s t o r i ca l -  
e r i t i c a i  .nethod wzs a neutral method t h a t  d i d  not  
operate w i t h  presuppos i t i ons  ghat  were hostile t o  
t h e  claims o f  S c r i p t u r e  as a l l eged  by cer ta in  
Lueherans i s  a o t  substantiated by fac ts .  

W i r i ?  t he  year 1880 there arose a new movement 
in B i h l i c a P  s t u d i e s ,  one t h a t  u t i l i z e d  the  f i n d i n g s  
o f  non-Christian r e l i g i o n s  and w a s  known as "the 
re l ig ions-gesc 'n ich t l iehe  Schule" (School of Compara- 
t i v e  ~eli~ions). l5 Members cf this school  began t o  
avail themselves of the  abundant l i g h t  shed by ar- 
chaeological discoveries, especially from Babylon 
and Egypt.  Proponents of this school  endeavored 
to show the  c u l t u r a l ,  re l ig ious ,  and literary de- 
pendence of t h e  Old Testament on various n a t i o n s  of 
the  Near East. For a t j m e  there was a pronounced 
tendency to derive every th ing  in the Old Testament 
from Babylon, and i t s  advocates were known as 
Panbaby lon imis t s .  T h i s  w a s  followed by Pan 
Egypt iaz i s~n;  the la t ter  was followed s i n c e  1930 
by the  a l l e g e d  Ugar i t i c  inf luence  on the  Old Testa- 
ment. The School of Comparative Religions is active 
i n  the univers i t i es  and s e c u l a r  co l l eges  i n  our 
country and Canada. The School of Comparative 
Religions approaches both the  Old and New Testaments 
from t h e  perspective o f  evolu t ion  and d e a l t  wi th  t h e  
B i b l i c a l  movements as not  d i f f e r en t  i n  kind bu t  only 
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I ,  

exegesis of the  B i b l i c a !  text . nicii; ; t l  - i : . . . t  ;. 5 2 -  

rejected today  hy t h e  2 r ~ ; c t i  i- :xi.t,k ' 1 ;  L :xx L G * i  PI-- 4 ,  

c r i t i c a l  method, 

Two tygc-~j  of v a l i d  cri t ir . ' ;n ar; iised and 
s * 

accepted  by the  B i b l i c a l  i : i ~ i . ~ i ~ ~ ~ t ~ ~  The:se tV f3  

t ypes  are: t ex tua l  crJ-icis:51 ;il-id 3 2 2. .:r-y 0+ 1' i #h 
Lower cr-j.ticisfi2 c o ~  cerli:; i t rse? ;' t . a ~ < i i t  -, o 

t h e  establishment of the au tographic  tex~ of Ilii~.~:--. 
cal books, 19 Lutherans ha\;c O!:JHYS T ~ Z O F ~ ~  Y P ~  t h e  
importance of textual c-itici?~, in,lr?;liuc:i: n s  i6op;--  

is ts  i n  t h e  course  of the  ~~~~~~~~~5 ;ia%ii: ~ i ~ i d ~  e i t h e r  
inadver tan t ,  mistakes 3 as :ioiili..ti~res r h ~  ::ane may 
- 

be ,  in t roduced  d e l i b e r h t e  changes inid a Rib l i  cal 
manuscr ipt .  

In  c u r r e n t  f iermeneutical  p r a c t i e  c h s  h i s t o r i c a l -  
c r i t i c a l  scholars  do not  believe that  i n  t h e  present  
Massore t ic  t ex t  wh ich  we have i s  a reliable t e x t .  20 
I n  f a c t ,  i t  i s  claimed t h a t  between t h e  time of t h e  
completion of t h e  canon a; found i n  the  crriginaL MSS 
and our  p re sen t  o l d e s l  FIS5 rr.iny char~ges  h2ve heen 
introduced i n  t o  t h e  t ex t - .  TLerefore, it is  t h e i r  - - 
con ten t i oc  t h a t  ope csnnr,, !!o?i! to t h e  b e l i e f  cr 
t h e  i ne r r ancy  and in f i i l l i l ; i  l i i.y of' t h e  B i b l i c a l  t e x t .  
S i e g r i e d  Horii, Seventh Adventist scholar  and ar- 
c h a e o l o g i s t  w r o t e  : "On t l ~  o the r  hand, the Isaiah 
s c r o l l  does not  supI>ort: t h e  claj..mr of those funda- 
m e n t a l i s t s  wllo bel-l exre I .  v i n s p i r a t i o n  and i n  
a s l av i sh  u n a l t e r a b l e  ~ransti~issiotr  of the !:r:xt 
throughout t h e  ages, ror  it. shows cJe ; r r ly  tha t  d i f -  
f e r e n t  recensions of B i b l i c a l  books ;$ere i n  c i r cu la -  
t i o n  before  a Jarnnia and thai-. t h e  sci ibes  of the pre- 
Jamnia e r a  had f e l t  the  l i b e r t y  t o  nic~dernize the 
t ex t  when they cop ied  it. T h i s  a p p l i e s  not onLy t o  

changes i n  s p e l l i n g  and t h e  choice of' modern synonyms 
f o r  outmoded words and an t iqua ted  grammatical forms 
and exp re s s ions ,  but i n  some cases t o  al~erations i n  
t h e  text srhich seemed t o  the  scribes t o  nesd c l a r i f i -  . , , *rp% 

c a t  ion i n  o rde r  t o  make t h e  sense more iiieaningful. 

In response t o  t h i s  a s s e r t i o n  i t  should be noted 
t h a t  t h e  I s a i a h  S c r o l l  from Cave I of Qumran i s  a  ,i.i 
poorly copied s c r o l l  copied by a  number of s c r i b e s .  * 
Furthermore, t h e  Qumranite cornunity was a  h e r e t i c a l  
s e c t ,  and even though t h r e e  d i f f e r e n t  types of Bib- 
l i c a l  t e x t  were found i n  t h e  MSS-bearing caves, t h i s  
does not  mean t h a t  one ought not  t o  s t a r t  with t h e  
assumption t h a t  t h e r e  was an i n e r r a n t  and r e l i a b l e  
t e x t  a s  i t  l e f t  t h e  pens of t h e  holy  w r i t e r s .  It i s  
t h e  funct ion  and purpose of t e x t u a l  c r i t i c i s m  t o  
r e s t o r e  t h e  a ~ t o g r a p h i c ~ t e x t .  I f  God t h e  Holy 
S p i r i t  i n s p i r e d  t h e  wri tken Word, w e  can be l i eve  
a s  D r .  Pieper  contends t h a t  God would n o t  have 
permit ted H i s  Word t o  become c o r r u p t Y z 2  s o  t h a t  t h e  
generat ions between Ezra 's  t i m e  (ca 400 B.C. ) and 
t h e  time when our f i r s t  now a v a i l a b l e  copies  appear 
would be s o  mistake-riddled and s o  changeable, s o  
t h a t  no person would r e a l l y  say  about t h e  Old Testa- 
ment, "here w e  have books i n  which God has spoken 
t o  mankind i n  an a u t h o r i t a t i v e  manner.'' How can ,#,* 

one argue f o r  t h e  content  and meaning of a  book i f  :.' 
i ts  ind iv idua l  words are i n  doubt and u n r e l i a b l e ?  
Horn's reasoning d e l i g h t s  s cho la r s  who do not  want 
t o  be bound by S c r i p t u r a l  teachings  and an author i -  
t a t i v e  Word of God. 

Higher c r i t i c i s m  o r  l i t e r a r y  c r i t i c i s m  is  con- 
cerned wi th  t h e  more comprehensive ques t ions  in-  
volved i n  t h e  w r i t i n g  of a book, such a s  au thorship ,  
h i s t o r i c a l  background, a u t h e n t i c i t y ,  i n t e g r i t y ,  
and un i tyO23  In  t h e  l a s t  two hundred yea r s  B i b l i c a l  
c r i t i c i s m  has  been invaded by s c h o l a r s  and s tuden t s  
who opera te  from an a n t i s u p e r n a t u r a l i s t i c  b i a s  and 
who hold t o  t h e  assumption and presuppos i t ion  t h a t  
t h e  Bib le  is r e p l e t e  wi th  e r r o r s  and mistakes.  For 
example, s i n c e  many books of t h e  Old Testament a r e  
anonymous, it is  only n a t u r a l  t h a t  t h e  B i b l i c a l  
s tuden t  w i l l  endeavor t o  determine t h e  au thorship  
of t h e s e  books. Other ques t ions ,  such a s  t i m e  of 
wr i t i ng ,  purpose of wr i t ing , -  t h e  u n i t y  of t h e  book 
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have impl ica t ions  f o r  a  c o r r e c t  ~nde r s t and ing  of 

t h e  meaning and message of a  given B i b l i c a l  wr i t i ng .  

Because of i t s  ant i superna tura l i sm and i ts  
r e f u s a l  t o  accept  t h e  inerrancy of t h e  Bible,  
higher  c r i t i c i s m  s i n c e  t h e  end of t 
century has  become synonymous with 
l i c a l  c r i t i c i s m *  D r ,  Roehrs m o t e  
Cyclopedia " ~ o d a y ,  however, t h e  term higher  c r i t i -  
cism i s  usua l ly  not  used i n  a n e u t r a l  mean 
Most r ecen t  s cho la r s  vko,edgage i n  t h i s  st 
ignore and d i r e c t l y  deny the  unequivocal s 
of t h e  Bible which bear on t h e  ques t ions  of author-  
s h i p  and o r i g i n  of t h e  var ious  books. Because of 
t h i s  negat ive  approach t o  t h e  Bible,  t h e  term 
"higher c r i t i c i s m "  i n  conserva t ive  c i r c l e s  today 
has a  connotat ion of unbel ief  and d e n i a l  of t h e  
t r u t h  as s e t  down i n  S ~ r i p t u r e s . " ~ ~  

L i t e r a r y  c r i t  ic ism a s  p rac t i ced  by l i b e r a l  
s cho la r s  i s  t h e  f i r s t  component of any exege t i ca l  
methodology which c u r r e n t l y  a l s o  inc ludes  form 
c r i t i c i s m ,  t r a d i t i o n a l  c r i t i c i s m ,  content  c r i t i -  
cism, r edac t ion  c r i t i c i s m  and s t r u c t u r a l  c r i t i -  
cism. 25 Since t h e  h i s t o r i c a l - c r i t i c a l  method 
r e j e c t s  mi rac l e s  and p r e d i c t i v e  prophecy, it has  
developed wrong answers go many b a s i c  ques t ions  
wi th  which t h e  s tudy of i sagogics  o r  B i b l i c a l  
i n t roduc t ion  d e a l s .  The opening books of t h e  
Old Testament were known as "The Five  Books of 
Moses," and were composed sometime between 1525 
and 1406 B.C. T i l l  t h e  end of t h e  e igh teen th  
century  Jews and Chr i s t i ans ,  w i th  few exceptions,  
had accepted t h e  B i b l i c a l  s tatement  t h a t  Moses 
was t h e  author  of t h e  Pentateuch. But German 
scho la r s ,  inf luenced by a new development i n  c l a s s i -  
c a l  s t u d i e s ,  which questioned the  Homeric au thorship  
of t h e  I l i a d  and Odyssey, questioned t h e  ex i s t ence  
of Troy and t h e  Greek a t t a c k  upon ~ r o ~ , ~ ~  prompted 
Old Testament s c h o l a r s  t o  claim t h a t  Moses had 
nothing whatsoever t o  do with the composition af the 

'kor-a'e, b u t  t ha t  it w a s  t h e  work of Jewish p r i e s t s  
i n  Baby lon ia ,  who PU$ i t  t oge the r  out  of var ious  
dacuments, auc4.r as P ,  E ,  and B sofnetrhme around 
400 Its.C, ~ n k t e a d  of t h e  Pentateuch be%ng Mosaic 
i t  w a s  trea2:ed as a mosaic, 

The F i n a l  Documentary hypotheses urged that 
there were con t rad ic to ry  accounts  of the  same hap- 
penirrgs;;, t h a t  there were con%radic&ory theo log ies ;  
 hat n ~ c h  of the  contents  are non-his tor ica l  and 
no t  factual because sf  the many mirac le s  repor ted  
fn "be Pentateuch, A l l  prophet ic  s ta tements  were 
rejected o r  jneerpre ted  a s  a c t u a l l y  r ep re sen t ing  
f ~ a ~ f f l l e d  h i s to ry ,  w h k h  was given i n  t h e  form of 
prophecy when a c t u a l l y  Moses and t h e  ind iv idua l s  
set  f o r t h  as r epor t ing  these  events  sf which they 
knew noth ing ,  

The higher  c r i t i c i s m  or l i t e r a r y  c r i t i c i s m  of 
the %iberaL B i b l i c a l  s cho la r s  undemined t h e  r e l i -  
a b i l i t y  of t h e  Old and New Testaments, Jesus ,  who 
believed i n  t h e  Pltosaic au thorship ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  shared 
i n  the  misinformation and erroneous views of h i s  
day,  Higher c r i t i c i s m  adopted r a d i c a l  views about 
most other  baoks of t h e  Old ~ e s t a m e n t . ~ ~  I s a i a h  
was wr i t t en  by a t  l e a s t  t h r e e  d i f f e r e n t  au thor s ,  
David mote none o r  only a  few of t h e  Psalms, Jonah 
was noe a  r e a l  prophet and h i s  book was no t  a  t r u e  
account of what happened i n  t h e  days of Jeroboam 11, 
b u t  the  Jonah book was a  propaganda w r i t i n g  composed 
i n  t h e  f i f t h  century B.C, t o  counterac t  t h e  narrow 
v iews of Ezra and Nehemiah, 

Mis to r i ca l -Cr i t i ca l  Method 

During t h e  g r e a t e r  p a r t  of t h e  20th century 
fom,  c r i t i c i s m  has exerc ised  a  s t rong  inf luence  on 
Continental  B i b l i c a l  s cho la r sh ip ,  though somewhat 
s u r p r i s i n g l y  i t  had u n t i l  r e c e n t l y  been a  n e g l i g i b l e  
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Continental  B i b l i c a l  s cho la r sh ip ,  though somewhat 
s u r p r i s i n g l y  i t  had u n t i l  r e c e n t l y  been a  n e g l i g i b l e  



factor i n  American Old Testament s t u d i e s *  J n  - - -  

In t roduc t ion  t o  t h e  Old Testament ( 1 9 h l ) %  by k o t e r t  
_____I__ ---- 

P f e i f f e r .  only a few pages are devo ted  t o  the sub- 
j e c  t . Samuel Sandme l , TILE Hebrew - : An - 
In t roduc t ion  (19631, makes no n;encion o f  t he  s u b j e c t  
of form c r i t i c i s m ,  and has  o n l y  a b r i e f  reference t o  
Gunkel i n  one foo tnote .  H e ~ ~ i a n  iankel i s  t h e  f a t he r  
of B i b l i c a l  form crit icism, E m i l  Krael ing,  w h o  
completely r ev i sed  Bewer's ____- Tbe --__- L i t e r a t u r e  _______ ___ of _-_ t h e  
Old Testament,  does no t  i : t i l i z e  form c r i t i c i s m ,  but  - 
i gno re s  i t ,  

However, i n  European Old T e s t a u ~ e r r t  s t u d i e s  form 
c r i t i c i s m  has  been prominent,  e spec ia i ly  as developed 
by German and Scandinavian s cho la r s .  It was from 

Europe t h a t  t h i s  new t h r u s t  i n  O l d  Testament s t u d i e s  
came t o  America, e s p e c i a l l y  a s  t h e  r e s u l t s  of t h e  
t r a n s l a t i o n  of European books i n t o  English and a l s o  
because many American s t u d e n t s  have been s tudying  
a t  t h e  European u n i v e r s i t i e s .  James Muilenburg, 
formerly of Union Theological  Seminary, New York 
C i t y ,  has expressed t h e  opinion t h a t  form c r i t i c i s m  
i s  an exegetical methodology t h a t  cannot be ignored 
and t h a t  used proper ly  ought t o  be employed by exe- 
g e t e s  i n  t h e i r  work d e a l i n g  w i t h  the  l i t e r a t u r e  of 
t h e  O l d  Testament. 28 

J u s t  what i s  E s r m  c r i t i c i s m ?  Kendriek Grobel 
has def ined  f o r m  c r i t i c i s m  as 503-lows: 

Form c r i t i c i sm ,  a l s o  kno'im as fsrlrr h i s t o r y  
(Formgeschichte),  as ca tegory  c r i t i c i sn i  
(Gattungsgeschichte), and as t r a d i t i o n  
a n a l y s i s ,  i s  a  method cf dea l ing  with f o l k  
m a t e r i a l ,  whether w r i t t e n  down o r  n o t ,  
which f o r  some p a r t  s f  i t s  e x i s t e n c e  w a s  
o r a l  t r a d i t i o n ,  While pa tches  05 such 
m a t e r i a l  q u i t e  o f t e n  occur w i t h i n  works 
p rope r ly  c a l l e d  " l i t e r a r y , "  t h i s  method 
i n t r i n s i c a l l y  app l i ed  t o  s u b l i t e r a r y  " s m a l l  
L i t e r a t u r e , "  'Yolk l i t e r a t r a r e *  11129 

E r i c  Kuhl descr ibed  t h i s  new approach i n  
t%-a..is way: 

Th i s  methodology fo l lows  the  smal.lest "un i t s , "  
examines them f o r  form language and s t y l e ,  and 
then  proceeds on t h e  basis of a l a rge  q u a n t i t y  
of comparative material, po in t ing  out  t h e i r  
S i r z  im Leben and meaning, as w e l l  as  t h e i r  

_ _ _ C _ _ D _ _ _ e -  

t ransformat ion  i n  t h e  hands s f  e d i t o r s  and 
c o l l e c t o r s ,  30 

Form criticism a s  an i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  as an 
in te rpre ta t ive  methodology, a r o s e  ou t  of d i 8 s a t i s -  
f a c t i o n  with the r e s u l t s  of Old Testament literary 
c r i t i c i s m  which w a s  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  by the vivi- 
s e c t i o n  and constant  d i v i s i o n  of B i b l i c a l  books, 
thereby  r u i n i n g  the  i n t e g r i t y  and unity of t h e  
B i b l i c a l  books as r e s p o n s i b l e  wi t  ings,  Ber~llan 
Gunkel is usua l ly  c r e d i t e d  w i t h  t h e  sponsor ship 
of t h i s  new way of d e a l i n g  w i t h  Biblical l i t e r a t u r e ,  
Gunkel and h%s f r i e n d  Huge, Gressman were t h e  two 
ou t s t and ing  earlier proponents of t h i s  new exege t i -  
ca l  methodology and who app l i ed  form c r i t i c i s m  t o  
t h e  Old Testament. Gunkel and Gressmann i n s i d e d  
t h a t  the  B ib l e  be t r e a t e d  as another  c o l l e c t i a n  
of human l i t e r a t u r e .  The earliest w r i t i n g s  o f  

und Chaos and B, Gressmann's -- 
d e r  P s r a e l i t i s e h e n  en- 
how f o r e i g n  i n f l u e n c e  on the Old Testa- 

ment. From a confessional Lutheran po in t  of v i e w  
both  men must be c l a s s i f i e d  as s t r a n g e r s  t o  true 
Bib l ica l  r e l i g i o n  and theology. The formgeschicht- 
l i c h e  school  was concerned wi th  f ind ing  ex t r a -  
B i b l i c a l  material with  t h e  purpose of ob ta in ing  
a b e t t e r  understanding of t h e  literary genres  of 
t h e  Bib le ,  Gunkel i n  Die I s r a e l i t i s c h e  L i t e r a t u r  - 
proceeded t o  o u t l i n e  what he held was a Presenta- 
tion of t h e  Old  Testament 's  development as  a h i s t o r y  
a% l i t e r a t u r e ,  The form c r i t i c a l  method has fu r -  
t h e r  been jo ined  by a t t e m p t s  t o  determi,ne the  
historical development of r e l i g i o u s  be l ie f .  
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T h i s  new approach proposed tr ez:?:.:i.;i- ..>o o r i g i n  
and devedop;rmer%t of rPndiv-Ldual pei%g-jas.ts 'ideas and 
expressionr; of p i e t y  and endeavored to*de;ineate 

%r the  changes that nay harie Lakerb p'ace,  

Since ora l  tradS2ic.n is a%Leged d o  have preceded 
t h e  writing down of t h e  f u s  J. and E. , 
one of the  concerns of Old Tes ta~ient  sehslars was 
t o  trace ehz pre-h is tory  o f  the Wiblf-asal books o r  
documents, where a book is imsgiaed en  h e  a mssaic 
of d i f f e r e n t  sau.r-cese An attempt has been made to 
determine t he  supposed changes thiough w h i c h  the 
t r a d i t i o n  went as a :result of a ne-;*~ 2 f fe s i t ua t i on ,  
T h e  geologjr of thp text i s  an arsa tarhere scholars 
are able  ts demonsc~~te 2h"jr c r ea t i v i t y  by p u t t i n g  
for", i n t e r e s t i n g  t h e o r i e s  as t o  w h a t  might  have 
occurred on the way before t h e  tradition o r  cycles 
of tradition were put i n t o  w r i t t e n  form,32 C u l t i c  
centers,  about which 12or. too w ~ c h  is  known, in form 
cr i t i c i sm assurae a grea t  i-mportanee as t h e  creators 
af tradibrkon and as places where o l d e r  traditions 
wexs re$ormul-ated o r  re-repz:esented, 

I n  t h e  04.d Testament farm criticism has been 
a p p l i e d  t o  t he  h i s t o r i c a l  books, the legal  l i tera-  
t u r e ,  the poetry, t he  prophetic books as well as 
t o  Che w i s d a m  literature w i t h  resu l t s  khae have 
s e r i o u s  implica3:ioxas f a r  the re1iabl.e bn~esrpreta- 

a a 
t i s n  of 818 Testamen& Xitera~ezre,"~ En t i r e  books 
s f  the Old Testament once cansidered a s  Rls2orical 
and t h a t  were formerly considered to report rel iable 
Pacts have now been  assigned t o  the  category of 
myth, saga, legend,  o r  midrash.  By form c r i t i c a l  
m e t b d s  numerous episodes about t h e  lives of Abraham, 
Isaac, Jacob and M o s e s ,  J a s h a ,  t h e  Judges, S a m ~ e h  
and Sau l  have been refegaeed -cs t he  unhistorica% 
category and t h e i r  h i s e o r i c i t y  have been questioned , 
yes, rejected. Form criticism has questioned the 
? r i g i n  c f  the Passover as reported In  Exodus 12. 
Many h i s to r i c a l  ep isodes  in the  history o f  Israel 



T h i s  new approach proposed tr ez:?:.:i.;i- ..>o o r i g i n  
and devedop;rmer%t of rPndiv-Ldual pei%g-jas.ts 'ideas and 
expressionr; of p i e t y  and endeavored to*de;ineate 

%r the  changes that nay harie Lakerb p'ace,  

Since ora l  tradS2ic.n is a%Leged d o  have preceded 
t h e  writing down of t h e  f u s  J. and E. , 
one of the  concerns of Old Tes ta~ient  sehslars was 
t o  trace ehz pre-h is tory  o f  the Wiblf-asal books o r  
documents, where a book is imsgiaed en  h e  a mssaic 
of d i f f e r e n t  sau.r-cese An attempt has been made to 
determine t he  supposed changes thiough w h i c h  the 
t r a d i t i o n  went as a :result of a ne-;*~ 2 f fe s i t ua t i on ,  
T h e  geologjr of thp text i s  an arsa tarhere scholars 
are able  ts demonsc~~te 2h"jr c r ea t i v i t y  by p u t t i n g  
for", i n t e r e s t i n g  t h e o r i e s  as t o  w h a t  might  have 
occurred on the way before t h e  tradition o r  cycles 
of tradition were put i n t o  w r i t t e n  form,32 C u l t i c  
centers,  about which 12or. too w ~ c h  is  known, in form 
cr i t i c i sm assurae a grea t  i-mportanee as t h e  creators 
af tradibrkon and as places where o l d e r  traditions 
wexs re$ormul-ated o r  re-repz:esented, 

I n  t h e  04.d Testament farm criticism has been 
a p p l i e d  t o  t he  h i s t o r i c a l  books, the legal  l i tera-  
t u r e ,  the poetry, t he  prophetic books as well as 
t o  Che w i s d a m  literature w i t h  resu l t s  khae have 
s e r i o u s  implica3:ioxas f a r  the re1iabl.e bn~esrpreta- 

a a 
t i s n  of 818 Testamen& Xitera~ezre,"~ En t i r e  books 
s f  the Old Testament once cansidered a s  Rls2orical 
and t h a t  were formerly considered to report rel iable 
Pacts have now been  assigned t o  the  category of 
myth, saga, legend,  o r  midrash.  By form c r i t i c a l  
m e t b d s  numerous episodes about t h e  lives of Abraham, 
Isaac, Jacob and M o s e s ,  J a s h a ,  t h e  Judges, S a m ~ e h  
and Sau l  have been refegaeed -cs t he  unhistorica% 
category and t h e i r  h i s e o r i c i t y  have been questioned , 
yes, rejected. Form criticism has questioned the 
? r i g i n  c f  the Passover as reported In  Exodus 12. 
Many h i s to r i c a l  ep isodes  in the  history o f  Israel 



Saulefi 8 j . s ~  c 12hr;?"(; t;i: 2 ;  1 1 1 ~ ~ ~ 2  7'3 s : Z l t . ~ ~ *  j m j - 2 ~  
as %a %aha$: is :Fke fscj ls O F  7 ; ~ : ~ & i ~ i c ~ -  i-,S s:o0: b r a -  - %. 3 1  

C r i t i c i - s m .  3 4  i3owever, accordi::g r,j tii j s P!?t:hodis~: 
s ~ b o l a - 9 . ~  -i-w  he htst0or.y of' or,-: & L z c j i r j x - i  *ilhj.& 
c o n s t i t u t e s  t h ~  f o s ~ ~ s  t r f  t h j s  t y p e  C F  Z i h l i c ~ l  
C r i t i c i s m ,  To r!uiltn h i m  again ,  " S ~ i i i e  t i z ~ e s  tiilbs 
excludes csmi;~osi tisrral stages, but  w r z  aften it 
includes t h e  ~ c c r _ r n ~ ~ r ~ ~ c t i ~ n  of the whole ; ;%story 
of a l i t e r a r y  unir f r ~ m  3 . r ~  hypothe t iza l  s ~ i g i n  
and $eve-i o;;ix-i:h:3t and. f i n a l  ~ ~ s d a e t i o 2  14% %ks lit- 
erary  fcjr;i: 53 _all;._? '"& , s ,~cr ;a i~~ ;.? trTadf t ~ o e ' *  aJso 
come undt.7:- j~ -aves t  3zt _1 - 1  that-  is ::l.pc: SOCIQ- 
religiaus inil.i.c~:; of r r r s  ~ i - a d i ~ i o n i  zts fe. g. , 
propheiic 2nd p r i  est.3 7 L ; r- les;  which  gave shape 
and significance t o  cerida5n b s d i ~ s  Q Z  t ~ d d i t i o n  
such a s  tile f e s t j  $ 1 ~ 1  : accom~ac;$ lag the 
annual resirret-n1 9f t h c - 5  r3iviice t :Gverr  5 i l ~ r ,  Consider- 
able con.jec+-.t~re has $isc: !x:,.eefi gl;:e:l tF; g t 2 ~  ppei2- ..d 

g r a p h i c a l  tiii:e of t h e  o c i h i n s  of T ~ E L ~ ~  ~-3rif~us 
t r a d i t j - s n s  , S U G ~  3s %jlecl~,-:"i, Je:c1z:zaj 23;: S,!~!sr.,l, 
e tc .  O t h e r  kradiCioaal h%turiz?.ns f9cus nctz on 
spec i f i c  31nits 3f  S c r i g t l ~ x e  or  c v i  pari,ir.ar:l.ai- oral 
f o r a s  but 0-12 irercairl i d e a ,  r n s k X E s ,  and t h e i r  
development. ''35 

Ivan E q n e l l  of  Sfppsala (1496-196bj was a 
Swedish scholar  who %;.as an advocate of -Traditions- 

which he a p p l i e d  ainsst  entirely t o  
t h e  f i n a l  s2ake of t h e  h i s t o r y  af a t r a d i t i o n ,  

H e  claimed t ha t  it w a s  impossible to determine 
the original wording of the g r a d i t i o n  sr even 
e s t a b l i s h  the stages through which the t r a d i t i o n  
went. I n  h i s  methodology he i n s i s t e d  on an analy- 
s i s  o f  t h e  f i n a l  end produet  of t h e  tradieion t o  
determine compositional techniques, p a t t e r n s ,  
mo t i f s ,  and purposes  as  well as e s t a b l i s h i n g  the  
smaller u n i t s  of t r ad i t i on  as they  were supposedly 
found embedded i n  the t ex t .  While doing that  he 
called, at the  same t i m e ,  f o r  the  employment of 
o ther  pertinene data, such as l i terary ,  idea logi -  
caa, 3063b18gi43ia19 arckae~logi~al, and cu l tu ra l ,  
His views m e t  w i t h  oppos i t ion  and re ject ion by 
sther seholars,36 

The Scandinavian School of Old Testament C r i t i -  
cism held tha t  t h e  Old Testament was not  csmi t ted  
to w r i t i n g  until after  t h e  Fall of Je rusa lem i n  
587 B.C. Up till  t h a t  t i m e  M o w i n c k e l ,  Pedersen,  
~ n ~ n e 1 1 ~ ~  and o the r s  claimed t h a t  the  materials 
l a t e r  pu t  i n  w r i t i n g s  were handed on in. blocks of 
ora l  t r a d i t i o n .  Some Scandinavians, however, held 
that the tradition was rather firm and n o t  s u b j e c t  
t o  change as was held by Gunkel and the Leipzig 
School of Old Testament S tudies .  Th i s  of course 
con t rad ic t s  t h e  Pentateuch, Joshua, Judges,  t h e  
Books o f  Samuel, and Kings, from which i t  i s  evi- 
dent  t h a t  the Old Testament canon began w i t h  Moses 
and Joshua w r i t i n g  materials which were t h e  Word of 
God and were s o  a l s o  regarded by the  I s rae l i tes .  

Those of ou r  hearers who would l i k e  t o  pursue 
this complicated subjec t  f u r t h e r  should consul t  
the  work by Douglas Knight, t h e  Tmadi- -- 
k i o n s  of Israel (Nissoula,  Montana: %cietv  of -- 
Bib l ica l  L i t e r a t u r e ,  1973)  T r a d i t i o n  Criticism 
is  especially i d e n t i f i e d  w i t h  Gerhard van Rad 
(1901-1971) and Martin Noth (1902-1968) i n  Germany. 
In  Scandinavia, Sigmund Mowigckel (1854-1965) w a s  
t h e  great exponent af 
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Redaction ~ & ~ - t ~ ~ - ~ ~  

Redaction criticism, (Geman: t?e<iabtkons- 
geschichte) has been described as -'a anetbod of 
Bib l ica l .  c r i t i c i s m  which .  seeks t o  f.ay bare the 
t h e o l o g i c a l  p e r s p e c t i v e s  of 3 Bi.bLi.r_al writer by 
ana lyz ing  the  e d i t o r i a l  (redactional) and compo- 
s i t i o n a l  t echniques  and i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  employed 
by him i n  shaping and framing t h e  w r i t t e n  ;md/or 
o r a l  t r a d i t i o n  a t  hand." 

In New Testament: s tud ies  redackfon criticism 
developed after World War I T  as a reaction against  
form criticism, Disaa tdsfac tP~an  w3th most conclu- 
s i o n s  of l i t e ra ry  Gospel. criricism spawned New 
Testament form cri t icis21- The "latter has now been 
weighed i n  t h e  balances o f  c r i e i c a l  rvaluatory 
scales and beer1 found wanti-. Ozn~ af form e r i t i -  
c i s m  has come redaction rsritfcism, It wsald appear 
tha t  more ateeation i s  now being gfven t o  redaction 
c r i t i c i s m  as i t  applied espec ia l ly  to the  Gospels 
in Yew Testament exegetical studiesa 

But what about redaction c r i t i c i sm i n  the area 
o f  Old Testament hemeneutics? h tecedeats  of 
redaction cr i t ic i sm as an interpretat ive methodology 
a r e  t o  be found in che w r i t i n g s  of Gerhard von  ad's 
work in t he  Pentatetlch and in Martin ~ 0 t h ' ~  Stud ie s  
in Deutersnqm~. -- 

Also N O $ ~ %  studies i n  the  Former prspheEs, 
Joshua t o  BI Samuel set fort11 interpretative teck- 
niques that  might he classifi-ed as helonging t o  
redac t ion  c r i t i c i s m ,  Soulen has expressed the 
opin ion  that " S t r i c t l y  speaking 
as "the h i s t o r y  of redaction" a p p l i e d  as a t e r m  more 
a p p r o p r i a t e l y  t o  OT research than t o  NT research, 
since the  Gospels (except perhaps  John) are t h e  work 
of aae redactor and not  several redactors over a 
per iod  of time as i n  t h e  case w i t h  some OT writ- 
ings .  "38 

tg :: :, c:2; , 7 01.6 T . P ~ $  2p2r1t r " , ~ ,  anfq 
W,,,,,t 'dilc i;i ! , a N ~ . i l  ii(~gtaise~t F ) C ~ C ~ ~ T  h - 1 ~ ~  p ~ f -  
pared - c i :  ; k c :  %d,tif,cal staadent a riog7itm rp:: p,xegeti-- 
c a i  a.iz~~Eh.-~ " ( 7  k; . ; - -~  $ J  ox-iginsl ly written a_>: German, 
whjcj: I:?-- beeL? ;-l-.i;-L-lated into Engl i sh  pr;cs-fes- 

1 r s I -  ; ztie -kser%can ~ 0 1  U T C ~  Gostekius 
Tr* a Baas ; . b f t - r i g l f : ~ > p  3 h y i e f  $ n g r ~ d ~ ~ $  i . 0 ~ 1 ~  I id LS i s  

cued 231- rm~:t, semj-n~ries ~ e k i ~ h  S P O ~ S O X   AS^ of 
z i t -  1:j s t o r i  c . g . i a - a r _ r j  ~ 4 ~ 8 1  method. Kaiber 
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P , ~ ,  * " r  ::L:3 ; R % $ i s  018 Testaaent contrj-but i gn tp t h i s  
L Z L ~  " G b  ~~?;jL:~e"ltk: "Every evalus~eon ef an f$M T e s t a -  
ltrel: {- r -,-. It a -- ?[*$, -%-- xt;e xeesnstrucCion of  "11e hiscL2ry of 

T:, :-I +isp~fi*:';l'"; %na&eur%sh a_an14ess t h ~  - eyt js 
:,, z3,0 " - 2  5 ~ e h a r ~ d  From. t h e  sts;qdpr-sicts n f  l2,ter- 
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r I- . t * : :~ ,  F O T E  ;iccjtj.cism, afi-?_d :r2dZ$hon, c r i$ i -  
1 6  

C: 1 F T P ~  " - E r e ~ t  -..-- i c a i  Method, A_ =e2ri_sl SEd58ok 
ts;~*.: p ~ e b l i  ~ f n e c l  i n  Germany 2.n 1963, Now i n  1979 
,%~~t ; - . - i -  ~ 7 ~ 8 3  o f  c r i t i c i sm  pb~ust be added to this 
cL"e<~  -L:4y ci-3m-j%Q i c a t e d  exege"&-cal methodology, namely, 
8 ~ 1 7 t i r ( ' i " - i  ~ l $ i t i e i ~ ~ ~ % ,  

F-2 1 h r 2  -- k r ~ a e x e s s  Press o f  P h i l a d e l p h i a ,  the a f f i -  

c i a 1  pui--Licat- isr~ house of t h e  Laxtfieran Church 19% 

A ~ e r f e a ,  has issued a series o f  volumesp cal led 
t t  G u i d ~ z  ? 20 BiblicaB Ssholarshfp,"  These so-cal led 

guides Get f o r t h  var ious  aspects of the  h i s t o r i c a l .  
crisjcai methcd, Up t o  now 1 2  vcaluanes have been 
publ ishet l ,  near ly  evenly d iv ided  between t h e  Old 
Testavexrt and the New, The most recent  book i n  the  
Old T t :%tamen t  Guides, e d i t e d  by Professor Gene 
Tucker ,  5s t h a t  by D a n i e l  P a t t e ,  Professor of 
Iteliccl;i 9x1s S t r a i i e s  at Vanderbilt U n l ~ ~ e r s i t y  titled, 
f.d""%l;i&- &-, 5 ~ r u c t u r , a %  --. ---" ---- ? 3atte claims t h a t  
e t  scmrrec~ural exegesiss' is a major recent development 

in B i b l i c a l  s t ud i e s - - r e l a t ed  t o  simultaneous cur-  
rents  In o t h e r  f i e l d s ,  Any p a s t o r ,  p ro fe s so r ,  o r  
studene who endeavors to understand % h i s  la tes t  
development in the h igher  c r i t i c a l  nethsdsrlogy will 
f i n d  tbc. e L ~ ~ l n a t n  a d  i l L u a t r a ~ E c ~ n s  very 
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Both Suu,ien z:p,-j P a t t e G a  ady;rit t:.hag the t k l ~ o r y  
o r  set  of p ~ - j n , c j p ~ l ~ ~  used ii% s%r.r_l~.il.ilrr:j-fsn 
B i b l i c a l  i-- i i  F - - .  -ci. i,r.el:ai: i o n  have been in?posed f,i,ion ~ h . e  

;Bible from ;a n,nnber o f  931-.side d i s c - i p l i n e s ,  They 
1 r have bean ~ e r g - \ , ~ ~ ? ~ i  fY r -  , >  i-. #,.- 1 . .  ". ., 16.- - &i*v- C I I ~ S L  ~ ~ . ~ I X C ~ ; ~ O ~ ! - G ~ ~  

and s t r ~ . ~ ~ - : ~ ~ ~ ~ : ~ a ~ - i ~ j ~  : l : ig . r ; i isk ic~;~ C-j -.- -- The "60 scholars  
* m  a - 

in thesy t \ icl  L,i 3-sc 1p.L iilg' %'.hO n-'rjcn :3 'A c r e d i t .  f;,r 
promoc-ng r ; - : : : i r ~ - t u r a ~ - ~ 3 ~ l  t2.;3;. 3 r .e i i , -Strauss  i n  
an thropGlogy  ;irld ~ ' ~ : ~ d - j ~ ~ - ~ ? ~ : a ! . 1  de S- an:- , - , *  -. - - " - * %  r .  j ... 4.- s. i i  I~E%~u~s;" 
t 2 @ r> r a , i , - t z  c; j- +- c.., c-~ratfis gl;zf- ~ ~ . x ; l ~ ~ e r ' r r ; ~ J I  ii:ej:.!rrrds 

L L~ . "; , = -  '1 2 . .- - - j l ~ t :~~ . j yp  ~ t t ( 2 ;  inn "do not. f ii i n t o  
the  ser jes ;,!j ;;;ar_%jt%.ona.i ;tc.::j:;;->3s a a'p =l;/ f .p i. t -' ,,,, _.L . L G i ~ r n )  

literary -(-.-,.-< .L 3. " @ 1s * %, f3 : g y r  c r 2 2- "- -j ,* ,,A, en) , a ~ d  r ~ i d E i ~ t i ~ n  
3e long together !,set2iiuse ::hey 2 .!-I. c,:3i:ume a. hi.storica1 
parad  j , , ~  w i t h  a specj . f ic  under.$; tandii lg of i:be b i b l i -  
c a l  text_ The2 i s ,  rtie:j :r-.?;rippor,e. !,bat b i b l i c a l  
t ex t s  %re $0 bg 5 ~ ~ 3  ~~-rimarj-.l-y % - -  as stxiuces f o r  re- 
c o n s e r u c t i , f i  son@ k ind of  , .  i i - i  qt.13 - . ,I  i-+ prcc:ess."42 
B u t  by ccnerast F a t t e  injio:rms 1 . i ~  rcadelrs that the  
structural metij..,oij,~ a.sstl.;.ci;e a .j.j-x:_i.gui,s~$c: paradigm, 
t ha t  is, t h a t  exprc:r;sion in :language i s  t o  be  taken 
as a fundamental canegory and n o t  as a n  access $0 

somethifig el.se, e ,  g*, h j . s % ~ r y ~  'Th;l,(:; t h e  

introduction of structural methods i n  exegesis 
implies a s h i f t  i n  the  exegete's preunderstanding 
o f  t h e  b i b l i c a l  texteWb3 

Pattr. claims that  the o lde r  exegetical  methods 
are not  adequate to carry out t h e  exegetical 
task,b3 nor is s t r u c t u r a l i s m  per se' adequate to 
accornplisb r e s p o n s i b l e  exegesis. What i s  needed 
i s  a combination of traditional (in t h e  newer sense) 
and structaralism. To i n t e r p r e t  the B ib l e  in our 
ccnternporary c u l t u r e  a new form o f  exegesis is 
needed whlch reformulates t r a d i t i o n a l  method and 
a lso a p p l i e s  structuralishic meehods to t h e  
exegegieal process, 

Heretofore B i b l i c a l  interpreters who as a r u l e  
are theologians are not  adequate t o  pract ice  s t r u c -  
t u r a l  c x e g e s i . ~  on t h e i r  o m ,  because t h e  ~ractice - 
or structuralism i s  of necessity an i n t e r d i s c i p l  
nary endeavor. The special is ts  i n  the foliowing 
d t s c i p l i n a s  need to help the  B i b l i c a l  exegete: 
l i n g u i s t i c s ,  sociology,  philosophy, ethnology, 
mathematics, psychology, t h e  p h y s i c a l  sciences, 
literary cr2-ticism, 

Structuralism elafms that t he  ob jec t  of s t ruc-  
t u r a l  exegesis i s  u l t i m a t e l y  to form a theory  o f  
h e m e n e u t i c s .  Traditionally B i b l i c a l  exegetes 
began with a set of presuppos i t ions  and p r i n c i p l e s  
which determined how t h e  Biblical text was tn h e  - - -  
interpreted. Structuralism has completely reversed 
the process. Raymond Boudon, The Uses of Structural- -- - - 
ism, s t a t e d  t h a t  structuralism has as i t s  primary 
i n t e n t i o n  "the cons t ruc t ion  o f  a theory of (its) 
ob jec t  from which the  fundamental characteristics 
of t h i s  ob jec t  can be  deduced."44 Structuralism 
i s  rlot f i r s t  of  a l l  corlcerned w i t h  the  object  of  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  namely, t h e  B i b l i c a l  t ex t ,  b u t  w i t h  
the s t ruc t~ l re  of language. While l i t e r a ry  c r i t i c i s m  
.is i n t e r e s t ~ d  i n  larger u n i t s ,  structuralism con- 
ccFn; -!t::elf pri lnari ly wi th  the sentence and smaller 
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u n i t s .  Proponents of s t r ~ c t b l r a b i s ~ ~  ?s-;e s e t  
t h e i r  t a s k  t o  e s t a b l i s h  rules by whd<::1 Language 
func t ions  and then t o  deduce theref roz  p r i n c i p l e s  
f o r  ana lyz ing  the  s t r u c t u r e  of texts. 

The word "s t ruc tureg '  i n  s t ruc t tasa l i sm 2s de- 
f i n e d  as "the theeretical model o r  system caf 
inter-related elements ( t e x ~ s  nr text-parts) f r o m  
which the  content  and func t ion  of t h e  elements 
fhgmselves arg der ived, , ' '  This concept. c-f s t r uc tu r e  
d i f f e r s  r a d i c a l l y  from strractaare usua4.Iy conceived 
of "as the i n t e r n a l  o rgan iza t ion  of a text, i t s  
linguistic patterns, sequences as comnonl con- 
ceived in. recent form-critical. st.cld3-es, "&3 Struc-  
t u r a l i s n k  idea  of S @ E " ~ L C ~ U T ~  kheref o r e  f s 'krans- 
textdale'  ra ther  than i n t r a - t e ~ c t u a l ,  Thus t h e  new 
understanding of s t r u c t u r e  i s  more t h i m  the sum of 
its parts. The whole determinec t he  meaning of 
t h e  p a r t s .  It does n o t  require 200 much i n t e l l i -  
gence to realize t h a t  structural es~ges i s  cannot 
i n  any way be harmonized w i t h  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  ru les  
of B i b l i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n *  If t h i s  type s f  heme- 
n e u t i e s  were to be employed i n  c o ~ m u n i c a t i s n  as 
practiced i n  our  s o c i e t y  today,  o r  f o r  t ha t  matter 
i n  an;; previous age, there worlld be nothing but  
confusion and cha.os 

Both Soulen and Pat te  admit  t h a t  stuuctural 
exeges i s  is  d i f f e r e n t  i n  focus from t h a t  of previous 
h i s t o r i c a l  methodologies ,  such as ClassicaP 1,iterak.y. 
C r i t i c i s m ,  Form C r i t i c i s m ,  Redaction Criticism, i n  
t h a t  i n  s t r u c t u r a l  exegesis t h e  category of h i s t o r y  
is absentebb 

The Judaes-Chris t ian r e l i g i o n  is  an h i s t o r i c a l  
r e l i g i o n .  Any system o f  hermeneutics that: rejects 
the h i s t o r i c a l  character sf both Old and New Testa- 
ments therefore  has e l imina ted  ap7ha$ Cad has done f o r  
us tmd f o r  our  sdgvatioa and i s  gu1.1ty o f  substitu- 
t i n g  mythology f o r  t r u e  theology. S t r u c t i ~ r a l i s m  

: j "pz p,+1Z3- ~--a;isrn i s  in its in fancy  stages 2nd it 
. . - "  ...; a r i ~ b r !  :lL whettier t h i s  type of hr.me?leutics - +  c &  tiai: or!. because of i t s  cmplex n a t u r e  and 

, + *  
j zi3 ':I ,<: 1 ' ?Pi-; ETTB%L&OUS a ~ ~ ~ m p t j o n s  a &yq~y&.r  

ti.i.& .s"-u.: ,- cvpea of k m e n e l ~ t i c s  are a l s o  t;, be 
E: C -  b{-;--, #*;c: J~~c I " .L I s~  of t h e  devastating e f f ec t s  they  
havc i3:%d (in t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  Christian t i i rolcgy.  
Trie i i i~-e: i : ; .? .~:a i  Eovements, usua l ly  ref erred t o  as 
h e  3 ;  z .  l . ih i . ra l ism,  neo-orthodox:. , God-js-dead 
n ~ d ~ : i > t *  ; ~~eo~-~P'$Pera%is9e%ers are v i c t i m s  02 t he  
.2 ~srari I csl - c r i t i c a l  method; i n  f a c t ,  these newer 

. .. r i.r2 0.i i ~ ~ t e r o d o x y  would have been impusslbLe 
;.-I? kout- che h i s t o r  i ca l -c r i t ica l  method having been 
.~an?oye i  by ?he  proponents of negative l i t e ra ry ,  
f o r m m z ,  retrt'z~E-!-an, and content c u l t  icisms, 

Elonest scholars  w i t h  a cr i t i ca l  o r i e n t a t i o n  
h a v ~  x i m i t t e d  t u  inability of t h e  h i s t o r i c a l -  
c r i t i c a l  method t o  l lelp r e l i g i o u s  people t o  o b t a i n  
fron. rhe EiliLe a icind of r e l i g i o n  t ha t  would t r u l y  
be h e l p f u l  and soul-satisfying. 47 For t h e  l a s t  one 
ilundred years t h e  theological  p o s i t i o n  of many 
C h r i s t i a n  ckiarches have been weakened through the  
use o; chs historical-critical hermeneutics. 
Uncezt~aiuty and change have characterized the  use  
of t h r  varj.ous components of t h e  new hermeneutics.  

I n  1961 Br igh t  wrote: 

...... it i s  impossible t o  make gexleral state- 
ments regard ing  any phase of B i b l i c a l  c r i t i c i s m  
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s i m p f j f i ~ a i ; i o n , ,  The ~~~131c-3 f ie;i;: is ~ L X )  

smate of  f 3 - u ~ .  T " b s  ; . , ~ ~ v I L ; I ~ ~  c e . ? s , ~ i n i y ,  bvr  
f e  i s  ndak a l w a y s  easy rc: s a y  2 r h d t  d i r f ?~ . - -  
t i b ) ~ ~  &c fhfiCi:, !;~ep a.l[pr)n m a j ~ p  ~ ~ z k ? t b  ~ ! ? E X C  

5s ofgen P i  i-:-le ~ ) n a f i i y r ~ L : - ~  i- o LE ~P,~er\:?sl, 
As 3 resill@, sea>$rsezy 2% singigl? stakcsiect  cz~fl. 
be ma$g about t i l e  fis_Bd i:hpt ir~934~d noe bi? 
sub jec t  to qualification, i rdeel ,  perbs;>s 
the  o n l y  jeid generailzntion posc j  blc is that  
c r i t i c a l  orthodo..;,-$ -= a &en;_.ratiorb EGO, biLt l i  
i t s  appearen t  certai:. :<c; ss.c;:ireaJ rzscri ts, 
has gone, b u t  that  no new conserisQs h a s  takef? 
i t s  piacee48 

In  1963 Bans Woltf cunplalned tkat Lhc Old 
Testament was d e a d  and was no isngDc-2r p.-eneSl-$i from 
the p u l p i t .  49 Walter blink clailned t h ~ t  '9 he h$ s- 
t o r i ca l  c r i t i c i s m  i s  bani<rupt. "5O T h u s  ke d r u t e :  

B i b l i c a l  c r i t i c i sm is not  bankruy~ be:ause i t  
ran out  of' t h i n g s  t o  say  or new ground t o  
ex@!-ore. It i s  bankrlipi s o l e l y  becduse it L s  
i m a p a L 1 ~  O E  achieving %hat  most pzactitic>nte:~-5 
csnsidc3:ed i t s  purpcse  t o  be: so t o  i n t e r p r e t  
the  S c r i p t u r e s  that the p q s t  hocomes alive and 
%Ilumiaaes o u r  pccsesat w i t h  ~?&w possI .b iLi t i es  
f o r  personal and s ~ c i a l  transformat ion. 51 

Wink claj-~zzed ks S e  an a i P y  uf a gx-:~u:~ a f  scholars 
who have been found 21% bibera-k. % P r o t e s r a ~ k  seminaries 
which have "'gone t o  seed $u& which r y  sheer abun- 
dance of sesds, f io t i r i shes  eve ry~he r s  in t h e  Land. " 5 2  

h y  scl.,ol.as, pas to r ,  s t~ lden t  01 lay person who 
follows the d i f f e r e n t  c r i t i c - i s n s  t h a ~ a r e  p a r t  and 
parcel of t o d a y '  s h lstorica2.--criticai hermeneutics 
will be unable to interpret Noly  Wrfe c o r r e c t l y ,  
because t h e  principles or' Interpre"iation e m p h s i z e d  
by Luther an3 u t i l i z e d  by the  a u t i l ~ ~ s  of t he  

Lutheran Confessions are totally incompatible with 
the former. Hermeneutical principles which are 
rejected and repudiated would be the following: 

1. The Bible as the Word of Cod is infallible 
in the autographic texts as they left the 
pens of the  holy writers, 

2. A text of Scripture has only one and one 
f ntended sense, 

3. Jesus Christ is the center of God's revela- 
tion as recorded in both the Old a d  Hew 
Testaments, 

4. Scripture interprets Scripture. 

5. The doctrines of the Bible must be based 
on clear passages, called the sedes doctrinae. 

6. All hemeneutical principles employed must 
be in harmony with the principles of inter- 
pretation %ahSch the Bible itself sets f o r t h ,  

7. Because the Bible has one Divine Author and 
is verbally inspired, it has an essential 
un i ty  

8. Scripture (not human reason, feel- 
ing, church, or tradition) is the sole norm 
and source of true doctrine in the sphere 
of religion and theology. 

9. An exposition of a passage t h a t  does not  
agree w i t h  i t s  parallels i s  untenable, 

10. A real parallel can be indubi tably  estab- 
l i s h e d  only when the Holy Scriptures it- 
self testifies t o  this effect, 

11. Right-ly to interpret the Word of God it i s  
necessary to distinguish between law and 
Gospel, 
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Here we would l i k e  co & i grs%ss a L i  ! : ~ $ e  f i:c i i x  our 
s u b j e c t  t o  give t r i .bute  to fair vie:^^ l u t h e u a n  Ci i~rc i~  
and its pastor f o r  t h e  f i n e  Christ-IXLT- ;~lannez ~ P Z .  

which they welcomed i n t c  t h e i r  m i d s t  students 
of the reorganized 5 u x ~ ; ~ g L ~ ~ r .  Synod who a ~ t e ~ l d e d  
Csncordia College I n  S t ,  Pauj- du r ing  those early 
yea r s  of the  Synod, The write- of  rhese l i ~ ~ r s  
remembers w i t h  g i a ~ i t e x d e  the rema:-kabi.2 I:os~i:;;kli~:y 
of members of thls r o n g r e g a t i a r ~ ~  Nc natger how 
many o f  us s t u d e n t s  there rnigl-ir be st a serv ice  oii 
Sunday morning, we were hll i i l v i t e d  t ~ j  dinner a:_ 
homes of members imned k a t ~ x y  f u l l ~ ~ ~ i n ~ :  t h e  service 
W e  r e c a l l  t h a t  t h e r e  c su ld  be  as many as ten o r  
twelve boys f x ~ n  the C0112ge sit$f.e?g about t k e  
well-laden table i n  t h e  home o f  l o y a l  members of 
Fairview Church, enjoying the  b e s t  of f ood ,  and 
n o t  l e a s t  of a11 rea l  but~er, w h i c h  was ssch a 
welcome change from t h e  syrup o r  margarine, one 
o r  t h e  o ther  o f  which w a s  t h e  only spread  given 
u s  f o r  our bread at %he College, 

Concordia was bath a high school  and a jun io r  
co l l ege  of the  Misss~~ri Synod, I$ w a s  a prepara- 
t o ry  scErrsoP f o r  CortcmSis Seminary in S t ,  L o u i s ,  
Missouri, Pro fe s so r  0 s ~ ~ - P d  Overn, i n  his h i s t o r y  
of Concordia Col lege ,  S t o  Saul ,  Minnesota, w r i t e s  
t h a t  i t  was e a r l y  i n  t h e  year 1919 ;hat the  "l i . t t le  
synods' asked Concordia tn receive i t s  boys as 
s t u d e n t s ,  And he says:: "The Boar-3 of Concordia 
College w a s  d e l i g h t e d  t o  cooperate with the Nome- 
gian bre thren ."  The Syriod then called Professor  
S. C c  MPvisakex, Ph,Deg w h  had recent13 res igned  
from the f a c u l t y  of Luther  College,  Decsrah, Iowa, 
because hi3 conscience would no t  p e r n i t  h i m  to join 
the merger. He accepted the  c a l l  and began his work 
a t  Concordia i n  Septeaber, 1919, "bringing with h i m  
e leven boys of Norwegian descent who heended  t o  
s tudy f o r  the  minis"iry." The next  year  Concsrdia 
engaged another  professor  who had resigned from a 
p ro fe s so r sh ip  a t  Luther  College "because fo r  reasons 

of conscience he had found it imposs ib l e  t o  approve 
s f  the  merger of t h e  Nomegian S p o d  w i t h  more l i b -  
eral church b(~(a ie8 ,@'  TkbPs was Mr, Oswald B e  Overn, 
professor o f  Science, H e  was i n s t a l l e d  at t h e  
opening exercises s f  the Csl lege  an September 1, 
1920, The arrangement of the  Synod w i t h  Csncordia 
continued until 1926, and ssne Norwegian boys con- 
t inued a t  Concerdia after that date untiL they 
graduated. ''1x1 a l l  thme w e r e  f srty-nine s tuden t s  
fram t h e  Norwegian S p s d  who had t h i s  p r i v i l e g e  
af attending Goncsrdia for a shorter  o r  longer  
time under t h i s  arrangement, Pabour one-third of 
them eventually became pas to r s , "  (Prof .  0. Overn, 
History of Concordia College, page 22) 

PRESIDENT STUB'S mPORT 

But we must now re turn ts t h e  year 2913 and to %he 
convention of t h e  former Norwegian Synod i n  Zion 
Church, 

D r ,  Stub began h i s  Report with these words: 

Two years ago the Norwegian Synod had its 
general  convention in S t ,  Pau l*  A t  t h a t  
time t h e  Synod showed t h i s  confidence in m e ,  
who had been v ice-pres ident  f o r  s i x  years, 
that i e  elected me pres iden t ,  I can assure 
the  church body that 1 have regarded i t  as 
the ob jec t  sf  my life t o  be spokesman f o r  
that church body which has chosen me t o  be 
that, According to my convictions the  
president  should maintain s a p p o r t  w i t h  t h e  
church body that he is to represent, Pt i s  
the p r e s i d e n t ' s  du ty  t o  carry o u t  and f u r t h e r ,  
as far  as h e  can,  t he  w i l l  and r e s o l u t i o n s  of 
t h e  church body -- of course af ter  confer r ing  
w i t h ,  and i n  agreement w i t h ,  the elected 
Church Council which represents the church 
body between the conventions of the  Synod. 
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Among t h e  reasons why the  Church Coiln!:il had de- 
c ided  t o  call a spec ia l  c ~ n v e n t i o n  ok the Synod t o  
take  the  place o f  t h e  conventions cf t h e  f i ve  d i s -  
E r i c t s ,  Presiden~ S t u b  mentioned t h e  s i t u a t i o n  
which p reva i l ed  at t he  t i m e  w i t h  respect 60 the 
union matter; and tla4s, he said, rj.;r~uld hopeful ly  
become evident t o  a l l  a f t e r  he had presented t h a t  
matter i n  h i s  Report  

Lutheran Herald -------- 
Then came the r e p o r t s  concerning deaths, f inarrces , 
t h e  pension p l a n ,  synodical. schaols, ina t i%ut%ons 
of mercy, missiarbs, Engl ish h-m book, and o t h e r  
matters I In  c~tlrree t i s n  w i t h  the  r e p o r t  concerning 
Lutheran Herall,  t h e  mglisP1 paper of t h e  Synod, - 
he repor ted  as f~llows: 

Regarding the  e d i t o r s h i p  o f  our English papeu, 
I received a Letter froya1 the  e d i t o r ,  Rev, 
Theodore Craebner, pas to r  o f  a congregat ion 
a f  t he  Missouri Synod i n  Chicago, from uhickl 
the  following i s  quoted: 

I hereby submit  ray resignacfon as e$itsr 
of Lutheran H e r a l d ,  When I accepted the  
p o s i t i o n  as e d i t o r  f o u ~  years ago I was the  
pas tor  (sf a small missisn b a b n g i s g  t o  t h e  
5fisssurl  Synod, j u s t  organized a t  Logan 
Square ,  Chisago,  T h i s  csngregatian has g r am 
from 258 t o  more than 908 c smb~n ican t s~  To 
f i n d  t i m e  f o r  the e d i t o r i a l  work has become 
more and more difficult, and as ray csngre- 
gat ion is s t e a d i l y  growing a t  a rapid r a t e ,  
3 n o t i c e  t h a t  it soon w i l l  be impsssible to 
give ssWeraPd9' t h e  ca re fu l  work that the  
e d i t o r s h i p  of an organ f o r  the Synod requires, 
I ask ts be relieved sf t h i s  position as of 

Z-n ~ 5 2  i , u k t r n ~ y ~ ' ~ r  EferaSd sf Jrr~.ae 5 ,  i.3 which he 
---* --.- -- - - --- 

pz~S@I~_kz,l.y a.i.,ixnunces h i s  xea lgnar ion ,  Pastcr 
Grael..bney i..iritss : 

Tn .later: jfCrrs fhere hzis a l so  withi= t h e  
?J.aos~tpt:g s" a,: !,atkerara Church bodies  been a?: 
~~s&azf .~f j ,c ;  c .ukt ivatfon o l  &he r s c i  al 
~ i 2 2  -9 i t-G $he h"ssfghes"h,degree, T h i s  spirit 
Inas become so s t rong tha t  even one who 
~h ' 6 " : ~ ~ , t ~ ~ h ~  f 81% time a s s o c i a t i  an has learned 

t 1 :cae n ~ d  wonder at t h e  tusend hjem" 
western home now f inds  h i m s e l f  mare 

z1,,~a-+z a welcome stranger rather than as 
sf the fawilg, The c s n c l u s i s n  

s+ 39  s a - r l a t  to be unreasonable $ $ - r a t s  ZJaper 
;a2 r1,e Synod, even i f  i t  be i n  Engl i sh ,  
wz t~ ld  make f r i e n d s  f o r  l t se l f  muell more 
~ ,~ ;> . i d I . y  and have a much stronger inz luence  
E x :  cha t  which is good i f  it i s  e d i t e d  by 
a rea l  son of the  Norwegian Synod and not  
by adopted one, 

The Norwegian Synod will undsubtedfy agree  w i t h  
L f a S s  e a s a n i n g ,  accept P a t o r  ~ raebne~e ' s  r e s i g -  
nsti.0~1 as o f  Ju ly  1, and elect  an e d i t o r  f o r  
Lutik-ge~:~-i;e Herald from i t s  o m  midst, The  pssrii.%ian 
i s  o f  great consequence, and it i s  inzportant t a  
f i n d  the r i g h t  man, ( S p ~ d  Repor t ,  1913, 
P ,  29--30), 

P r e s i d e n t  Stub said: 

Zust, as I looked upon it as m 3 ~  du ty  t o  g ive  t h e  
Chureh Council an overview concerning t h e  events 
which br6ught i t  about that I could not f o r  con- 
scienceP sake keep s t i l l  any longer concerning 
all t h e  a t t a c k s  that c e r t a i n  men of the  Synodi- 
ca l  Conference, i n  t h e o l o g i c a l  p e r i o d i c a l s ,  
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d i r e c t e d  a g a i n s t  t k . t -  ~ b ~ n i j i : ~ ~ :  Y ~ ~ C ? I + L -  T C  ?s  $:' ' '-; 

the C a l l  and  6 4 5 r 1 % 3 ~ y - a  tar3 aqd ~ ] ~ z j  ';!r, 21, i ; E . F ; ~  

. , - u d -  ~ F Y  Syxf;;t! d s  ~2 2 -  count it my ~ U K V  e~ C. f~~~ 

and st r a l g h t i  &3 r w a ~ d  in ~ L C % ~ I F ; ~ C  i GTL ;IC* co 2s J-IJ l c 
concerning thesc tIiiz1gs + 

Since the cIi~ry::h ht:~tZ-j i z i ? : i  d . . p f , ~ ~ t d  :ne 2"s I i . 5  

o f f t c i a l  t ~ p s k e s ~ a a n  Lu Q;!~TYKI beJonp,l2 ::!E J i r W  J 9 

more than to anyone else, 2 0  d2.E%n63 good 
name and rpputzkiebn of ;"_he ciitdrt:b body ~ S - I  

matteys of d a c ~ r j - n e  : i : i j  ceti3-i t - a f i ,  i t beer,a~~e 
an nmavoida'rrle nezess j  t E.3-t: nie t:i*-s E.P ~feiit4y 
t o  scaad up "1-gainst all .he ? t a n - i s ~ ~  iitcai:ks 
upon the  p o s i t i o n  of the  ~,;j",i~rc~i k8i3<yu 

W e  must above all no t   forge^ tha t  a f t e r  t h e  
d i s t r i c t  convent ions o f  1912, i s e m ,  last year, 
t h e  a t t a c k s  no Iangcr -per ta iwd to any i u d i -  
v i d u a l  person's work, nor  t o  any commirtee's 
theses, b u t  it pe r t a ined  t o  dcscun~ents t h a t -  had 
been a d o p ~ e d  by the church body, E%sr s ince  
1908 there ;rnave been p u b l i c  a t tacks  tipsn t h e  
cornmarl vepcsrts  ct3iacc..~nis~g the Calk1 and Coqver- 
%ion ,  cine a f c e r  7185 qthex, bu t  p u b l i c l y  thoye 
&as  bet-::^ no ~ " L E I , ; L - L  L * r ~ ~ a  our s i d e *  Since* in 
t h e  meantime , r';:cs:- ci>mriic)n r e p o r t s  and Opgj 8r 
no Bcnger wc..;f.;l acy  tri6i f i r $ - d ~ a i  rria LP ' s I ; O S S ~ S S ~ & E ~ ,  

nor any r . = ~ r ~ r r n i ~ ? ~ ~ ~ ' s ~  1 ~ 1 t  t h e  p r ~ p e i - k y  of the 
Noswegi an Sycod , a e , . ze - p c - ~ : ~  ixi;.3 to what 
$he N ~ ~ ~ b g q - 1 ~ ~  g5m0<1 be? 4 ? \ T G ~  AT'" ia,~r;;ht i n  
those quswti.9-vs, t,91e-a; Qhexz I$> 3%: 4n Z P ~ S W ~ P F .  

These e t t a ~ k s  af: * ~ ~ ~ ~ % ~ - - - L ~ I I O ; I ~ F I I  rneimi ! h a  Synodical 
Conference were 30s~ interpr2~1e11 by people, both 
in our  church body and i j - s  o the r  c h ~ a ~ c h  bodies, 
as witnesses to %K chat  t h e  NorwegEarl Synod has 
forsaken f ts  ff3~113er p o s i t i o n ,  % I ~ e y  sa id :  HOW 
can men i n  t h e  Gerrcara. synods a t t ack  these eomon 
r e p o r t s  i f  the  Norwegian Synod has not given up 
its o l d  position? 

".i. r_ 6.2 ,:oi; ~.:r. t-! 0.1 O K  t h e  SynodAra- Cozaferenee 
- - - - - * - - - -  _-_----__ ---_---------I X -+*ll- ---a -------- 

% i t  J912, - - -----*- 

K i a Y n  sp~ke o f  what had transpired a t  %he. 
i:hz &?gnodf eal  Confe~:en~e i n  Szgina t~ ,  

': .. .;,;i . . 3 present there, Presi5ent Strub said 
;i.3 A :2?  ; - < %  _ g p  <xt% gave a defence f o r  the  fac t  i n a t  the 

; ; I P ~  + "g i : .: : xii had accepted ehe C Q E Z B ~ ~ E  r:epcrts 
;2;42 - - A ~ - ~ - L : ~ - -  %',"j;,.ib: He ta lked about ;:%he a e t i t u d e  ",otqzar&L 
L:~IL taec,#:td ?::LEI o f  Baaeerfne and dei8vere:l an his-  
E o E = ~ . P  3% a h - ~ ~ u n - C  this, He sa3d: "TTble Norlacglan 
Synric_J. x . ~ : ~ i %  stands as regards i t s  considerat ion of 
$21- =s-.rt-jird !?urn1 sf doc t r ine  where D r ,  Waiti~er and 
c h ~  Iv;-ims:~ouri Synod s t o s d  wk~ew the Elec t ion  G o n t r ~ -  

u $ t ~ * x s y  - kegs:;, W e  have not  changed our s t a n d , "  H e  

G - 1  W21Bther as having said that  s n l y  t h i s  
Y ~ L S  object : i~naS$e with respect t o  the presentation 
, m  f-ht3 doe r r ine  by the theolagians o f  the 1 7 ~ h  
cell1 ~s'r'ir, t:lia; the expression, '%ad has elected i n  
vies? af ?aEelr,'' i s  an unhappy e h ~ i c e  of temlin91ogye 
D r ,  S t u b  weal6 in."& great d e t a i l  t o  show t hhak  D r ,  
W~ ;-3 Ira8 t a u g h t  t h a t  ghe Second Porn was a l r i g h t  

b:,hzz; z g r ; i ; D r  i t - k  t he  manner tha t  John Gerhard had 
t a l ~ g h x  i4+, L G ~  that i t  should be rejected when 
explain,-,s LO srleana that God has elected us because 
He Ear~.,sa.~r ,*rotrr fait t i  ex ~ s t a  good conduct over toward 
grace, ~~r d ~ e n  synergism i s  taught  i n  connection 

2 b 4 e  referred to h i s  o m  k ~ i t i n g s  of 1881 
l a  t51c IRn t t e r  and added t ha t  D r ,  Koren, as well as 
B3c:hop Bans; in Earway, had given t h e i r  approval s f  
i c e  After g iv ing  h i s  k i s ~ o r i c a l  presentation, 
Pcess S t a b  appealed to the  Synodical  Conference not  
t o  attack @he stand which the  Norwegian Synod and 
t h e  Sy18odIcaJ- Conference i t se l f  had taken ear l ier ,  
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Thereupon, P r o f .  W e  E . - Bail o f  S t ,  - s ~ 9 ~ 3 ' : ~  s* 

H e  s a i d  tha t  what -9res- ::tti.b@ laad reported.  >iZ.%- - - 
h i s to r - i ca i  t ru th . ,  Rut he wes of &,k o~.L~$cI' :  % k a i  
conditions %lad cnciaged so tilat ehe 5eb30a.J. Form 

rased, and he ~ 2 ~ e . I . d  urge us to purge 
Lhac -V&iich w a s  s&-:b r:owcerx;ing t h 2  

D r ,  Stoeekhalsdt tht-tn d j r e r s t ~ d  a sharp a t t ack  
agains t  the  Second Form as E a l s r  doctrine, d i r e c t l y  
against God's Word and i.;.~ 2;::.irsr,ir~ns. We sa id  

t h a t  the Stzcrsnd Form and ti::. F;sri;~'tl.;~ :,f (20nc0rd 
e x c l u d e  each c ~ h e r  comple%elyo i1r6 Walther had 
e r r e d  in his judgiraent s f  the Second Form, 

Pres. Stub irhesn quoted  cke le t ter  &iich the  Synod- 
i c a l  Conference aduressed t o  t h e  Sde;-xrwegizn Synod* 
S ince  t h i s  has already been preserrteii i n  o u r  pre- 
v ious  installment on "The Inve-slvemen"&f t h e  
Synod ica l  Conference i n  t h e  Union Matter oF the 
Nonvegian Synod" we do not  repeat i t  here. Like- 

w i s e ,  P r e s .  S t u b  objected. t o  P r o f .  SchalLer's 
presentatlc3ar in t h e  1912 Oct.-,ber i s sue  s E  t h e  
Th~olog&zch~ C $ g ~ ~ ~ ~ & g ~ ~ ~ e J ~ .  (Repor ted a lsc  --- 

i n  the Pnstal.lnent g u s h  r2ferred t o . )  

P r e s .  Stub csn~ended ehat  the  Norwegian synod's 
men had been the ob jec t  o f  publ$ c. and ~ r - ~ ~ j u s t  a t t ack  
of great rnagnicudez ; 2nd slr0ul.d lait. resrain q u i e t  as 
t he  spokesman. of t h e  31orwegian Sp i~od?  Then in 
Lehre und Wehre, which quated from &mer.ika9 there 
was an a t tack a g a i n s t  O p ~ j 8 - r  and upon him person- 
a l l y  (See previous  i n s t a l i m e n t ) ,  and he d i d  not 
wish t o  character ize  it any furthere T t  w a s  an 
apen declara t ion af war, 

The Church Counci l  had heard. all t:Plis, as presented 
by P r e s .  S tub.  And it agreed co?iplete!y w i t h  h i s  
s tand i n  t h i s  matter* Rev, Vangsnes had been 

aagce depu ted  to write t o  the  Sgrazodical Conferb 

In  h i s  letter Rev. Vangsnes said t h a t  the  p r o p ~ s e d  
manner o f  proceeding, namely o f  sending a delega- 
t i o n  t o  the  conventisns o f  t he  Synod in o r d e r  to 
consider the  matter would be a lnost unhappy t h i n g  
and would 0149y lead t o  new coaplicat%saas and would 
rather cause d a ~ a g e  t o  t h e  brekher ly  re la t ions ,  
Besides, there wouldn't be time f o r  it. And pas- 
t o r s  and representatives would su re ly  s h y  away 
from it tha t  a nerg controversy a.hout these th ings  
should be brought in among our  church people .  On 
the contrary, the Church Council. elected a comz~~it- 
tee af three tha t  should confer w i t h  t h e  earnittee 
s f  zhe Synodical Csnf erence, T h i s  committee con- 
s i s ted  of P%es, Stub,  Rev, 0 ,  P ,  Vangsnes, arid 
P r o f ,  J, Plvisaker, Word had been received from 
Prafessors Dau 2nd P i epe r  t h a t  they  would be  w i l l -  
i ng  to meet with this cornittee, And P r e s ,  S t u b  
s a i d  t h a t  a meeting wotlld be held  a f ter  t h e  Synod 
Conventfan, 

Press Stub said t ha t  i n  the January, $913, issue .. Prof ,  - AugB 

actack a~ainst - 
us." Ke speaks  o f  "deniai of S c r i p t u r e "  on our 
p a r t ,  that we "Norwegians stand on the samk theo- 
l o g i c a l  p r i n c i p l e  as d s  t h e  real enemies of t h e  
Wiseonsin Synsd, an.6 therefore we have become 
agreed with them and so have now become, l i k e  them, 
enemies of the Wf sconsin Synsd, '' 

Then P re s ,  S tub  s a i d  that  in t h e  face o f  these 
a t t a c k s  it was good t o  see t h a t  D r .  E'. P i epe r  i n  
h i s  last w r i t i n g  expressed himself concerning a 
list s f  chief matters in and declares 
forthright ghat exeludes a l l  synergism, 

A t  the  beginning of t h i s  r epor t  Pres. Stub expressed 
himself t o  the e f f e c t  t h a t  in order  that p e o p l e  both 



Thereupon, P r o f .  W e  E . - Bail o f  S t ,  - s ~ 9 ~ 3 ' : ~  s* 

H e  s a i d  tha t  what -9res- ::tti.b@ laad reported.  >iZ.%- - - 
h i s to r - i ca i  t ru th . ,  Rut he wes of &,k o~.L~$cI' :  % k a i  
conditions %lad cnciaged so tilat ehe 5eb30a.J. Form 

rased, and he ~ 2 ~ e . I . d  urge us to purge 
Lhac -V&iich w a s  s&-:b r:owcerx;ing t h 2  

D r ,  Stoeekhalsdt tht-tn d j r e r s t ~ d  a sharp a t t ack  
agains t  the  Second Form as E a l s r  doctrine, d i r e c t l y  
against God's Word and i.;.~ 2;::.irsr,ir~ns. We sa id  

t h a t  the Stzcrsnd Form and ti::. F;sri;~'tl.;~ :,f (20nc0rd 
e x c l u d e  each c ~ h e r  comple%elyo i1r6 Walther had 
e r r e d  in his judgiraent s f  the Second Form, 

Pres. Stub irhesn quoted  cke le t ter  &iich the  Synod- 
i c a l  Conference aduressed t o  t h e  Sde;-xrwegizn Synod* 
S ince  t h i s  has already been preserrteii i n  o u r  pre- 
v ious  installment on "The Inve-slvemen"&f t h e  
Synod ica l  Conference i n  t h e  Union Matter oF the 
Nonvegian Synod" we do not  repeat i t  here. Like- 

w i s e ,  P r e s .  S t u b  objected. t o  P r o f .  SchalLer's 
presentatlc3ar in t h e  1912 Oct.-,ber i s sue  s E  t h e  
Th~olog&zch~ C $ g ~ ~ ~ ~ & g ~ ~ ~ e J ~ .  (Repor ted a lsc  --- 

i n  the Pnstal.lnent g u s h  r2ferred t o . )  

P r e s .  Stub csn~ended ehat  the  Norwegian synod's 
men had been the ob jec t  o f  publ$ c. and ~ r - ~ ~ j u s t  a t t ack  
of great rnagnicudez ; 2nd slr0ul.d lait. resrain q u i e t  as 
t he  spokesman. of t h e  31orwegian Sp i~od?  Then in 
Lehre und Wehre, which quated from &mer.ika9 there 
was an a t tack a g a i n s t  O p ~ j 8 - r  and upon him person- 
a l l y  (See previous  i n s t a l i m e n t ) ,  and he d i d  not 
wish t o  character ize  it any furthere T t  w a s  an 
apen declara t ion af war, 

The Church Counci l  had heard. all t:Plis, as presented 
by P r e s .  S tub.  And it agreed co?iplete!y w i t h  h i s  
s tand i n  t h i s  matter* Rev, Vangsnes had been 

aagce depu ted  to write t o  the  Sgrazodical Conferb 

In  h i s  letter Rev. Vangsnes said t h a t  the  p r o p ~ s e d  
manner o f  proceeding, namely o f  sending a delega- 
t i o n  t o  the  conventisns o f  t he  Synod in o r d e r  to 
consider the  matter would be a lnost unhappy t h i n g  
and would 0149y lead t o  new coaplicat%saas and would 
rather cause d a ~ a g e  t o  t h e  brekher ly  re la t ions ,  
Besides, there wouldn't be time f o r  it. And pas- 
t o r s  and representatives would su re ly  s h y  away 
from it tha t  a nerg controversy a.hout these th ings  
should be brought in among our  church people .  On 
the contrary, the Church Council. elected a comz~~it- 
tee af three tha t  should confer w i t h  t h e  earnittee 
s f  zhe Synodical Csnf erence, T h i s  committee con- 
s i s ted  of P%es, Stub,  Rev, 0 ,  P ,  Vangsnes, arid 
P r o f ,  J, Plvisaker, Word had been received from 
Prafessors Dau 2nd P i epe r  t h a t  they  would be  w i l l -  
i ng  to meet with this cornittee, And P r e s ,  S t u b  
s a i d  t h a t  a meeting wotlld be held  a f ter  t h e  Synod 
Conventfan, 

Press Stub said t ha t  i n  the January, $913, issue .. Prof ,  - AugB 

actack a~ainst - 
us." Ke speaks  o f  "deniai of S c r i p t u r e "  on our 
p a r t ,  that we "Norwegians stand on the samk theo- 
l o g i c a l  p r i n c i p l e  as d s  t h e  real enemies of t h e  
Wiseonsin Synsd, an.6 therefore we have become 
agreed with them and so have now become, l i k e  them, 
enemies of the Wf sconsin Synsd, '' 

Then P re s ,  S tub  s a i d  that  in t h e  face o f  these 
a t t a c k s  it was good t o  see t h a t  D r .  E'. P i epe r  i n  
h i s  last w r i t i n g  expressed himself concerning a 
list s f  chief matters in and declares 
forthright ghat exeludes a l l  synergism, 
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w i t h i n  and ou t s ide  of the  Norwegian Synod might 
pu t  themselves i n t o  t h i s  movement that goes under 
t h e  name of $' the Union Matter<@ ft w a s  necesl-;ary 
t o  give an h i s t o r i c a l  overview of i t .  "From 
this i t  w i l l  be evidenk. that the Union Mat-err is  
n o t  t h e  a f fa i r  of any iwdj-v idual  man sr meri i n  any 
one church body, but  i t  is a moveinent t h a t  has 
emanated frosn, and has been carried along by, the 
church peop le  i n  t h e  fhree b o d i e s  t h a t  have de l ib -  
erated concerning it,'' 

la t h i s  overview Pres, Stub went back only  so far  
as ~o t h e  year 19115, In t h a t  year the Wauge Synod 
i s sued  an in~itatien t o  take up t h e  matter 0% 

union between the Mo~wegian L,utheran Ckdrch bodies 
t h a t  were w i l l i n g  t n  del iberate  w i th  them concern- 
ing union -- i nc lud ing  d iscuss ion  concerning agree- 
ment i n  rnateers of doctrine, s~ as to reach union 
through u n i t y  i n  f a i t h  and doc t r ine ,  

Each of the three church bodies  then  e lec ted  a 
cornittee of f i v e  t o  represent  it. 

In  1990 %be d e l i b e r a t i o n s  d t h  the United Church 
stranded,  bu t  nevertheless the f i v e  d i s t r i c t s  of 
the Synad encouraged continuance and stated that 
t h e  Two Forms of the Doctrine of El.ec$ion which 
have been set f o r t h ,  namely Chat a f  t h e  Lutheran 
Confessions and t h a t  o f  John Gerhard, should not 
be d i v i s i v e  s f  church fe l lowship  as long a s  one i s  
agreed i n  doc t r ine*  

The United Church i n  %9$k elected a new cornittee 
and sen t  a man wi th  gree t ings  t o  the Norwegian 
Synod. In  t h i s  way they wanted t o  separate them- 
selves f r o m  the judgmen", that  had been made 
a g a i n s t  our committee's theses concerning Election 
(that they conmined un-Bib1 ical and un-Lutheran 
d o c t r i n e ) ,  

Tlre Sy1193.3 a i ~ a  23-ected a '%dew eomiktee i n  1911, 
Th2n czrcci 3 ~ -  --- and Resolution I n  February, 1912,  
T 7 W I O X ~ ~  c a a ' ~  express the  joy over the f a c t  t ha t  the 
c o r ~ ~ n i t t e e s  of tFe klsncsegian Synod and the UnbCeed 
Cliurch f e l r  zhgu had found a form of agueemene 
abolrt which -8slssy eoul-d ra$Py, 

Ir 192-2 ?h2 ; l iune~sCa D i s t r i c t  accept-ed 2~a-B 
u.;.,ticimob;ij7 -, alsa the eclmon yceport s concerning 
A h s ~ a ~ r  l c a ,  Lay 14inPstries i n  the Church, the Call 
acd G c c ~ ~ e r s i ~ n ;  likewise Resolution, the Last p a r t  
a:- 8 - r. !and i n  ccpmection w i % k  t h i s ,  t h e  ques- 
9." " 
B li ~1 7 n .  ,?ohanwes PlvPsaker to ?he members o f  
s ~ i ~  'C,,$ctz5 Ca~a3.ttee that were present were eaken 
uy aud :4e dnswers given were accepted, 

The qquk>tisms w e r e :  

I, IS anything sa id  i n  Pa in t  1 of 
t ha t  i s  essen t ia l ly  different from tha t  
in Point  a? 

2, I f  one accepts the first point as i t  
reads, does one then accept unreservedly 
also t h e  Second Fom of the  doctrine as 
being $he doctrine sf the Scriptures and 
the Confessions concerning Elec t ion?  

T s  the  f i rs t  question we answer Noe 
To the seccplmd question we answer: W e  members 
s f  the Union Cornittee o f  the Nsmegian Synod 
here present declare: In the First Boint no 
f o m  s f  doctrine is accepted, but the doc t r ine  
i r t  the t w o  forms, 

Then follows the declaration of the Syaodb scornit- 
tee: 

The com~ittee o f  the Synod accepts wizksut 
reservation the First Form of doc t r ine  as 
t ha t  af t h e  Scriptures and t he  Cunfessims, 
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9." " 
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To the seccplmd question we answer: W e  members 
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Form, viewed i n  the  light of eke Points ~5 
t h a t  follow, 

P r e s ,  S tub  repi-srted. -&hag %the Ilinltcd Cl3urch -<dopi ed 
t h e  Common Repor t s  , ag j - t k  sad R e s o l ~ ~ t l o n  ucani-- 
mously, The Wauge S y ~ s d  i ~ s e w i s e ,  And the c z h e r  
D i s t r i c t s  of t h e  Synod accepted 9gjXf e i t h '  
unanimously o r  almost so,  

A t  t h e  meeting of t h e  3oik-r: C s m l t ~ e t l  the Synod's 
Committee declared t h a t  it had no mandate t o  con- 
s i d e r  o rganic  union, brlt wcu ld  ssr;sider what cou1:4 
be  done t o  f u r t h e r  a good relationship and p o s s i b l e  
union. So t h e  cornittee agreed cn  these po in t s :  
1. There s h a l l  be  j o i n t  meetiazgs a i d  j o i n t  confer- 
ences  of t he  p a s t o r s ,  and exchange of pulpits, 
2 .  Each congregat ion s Iaa lP  remain in i ts  present  
synod ica l  membership, 3 ,  On t h e  miss ion  f i e l d s  
t h e  one church body is  n o t  t o  embat t le  t h e  o t h e r ,  
bu t  a b r o t h e r l y  mind s h a l l  p r e v a i l *  

P r e s o  S t u b  regcrced  tkrat- no congregat ion of !-he 
Synod had s e n t  i n  any prg3t:fcst 

The Union Cornittee regarded  It as i t s  duty to i n -  
form the people  t h a t  a great change i n  r e l a t i o n s h i p  
had now taken place,  and t h a t ,  by and large, a s i t u -  
a t i o n  s f  b r o t h e r l i n e s s  had been established* 

The committee took i n t o  c o n s i d e r a t i ~ n  a matter t h a t  
had been brought t o  i t s  a t t e n t i o n ;  amely,  ehat 
t h e r e  a r e  two cases  of parentheses i n  Point  1 of 

: "(The so-cal led F i r s t  Form)" and "(The 
so-ca l led  Second F ~ r m ) " ~  which could be construed 
a s  though d o c t r i n e  and form of doc t r ine  were the 
same t h i n g ,  and that one csuBd without r e s e n a t i o n  
accep t  both forms of d o c t r i n e ,  T h i s  w a s  no t  the 
meaning of the J e i n t  Cornittee. 

In a wr3 -k i ng  to t h e  United Church and $0 t h e  Hauge 
Synod, D r ,  Stub seated that one and the same per- 
son cannot accep t  both forms of doctrine without 
reservation, And SO he proposed t ha t  t h e  paren- 
theses be e l imina t ed  from Paragraph 1. 

Then, there was the judwent  t ha t  the  United 
Churchss Camittee had expressed over the  Synod's 
doctr ine  -- t h i s  should be a t tended to, D r ,  Stub 
said he thought it b e s t  to leave i t  to t h e  United 
Church to express i t s e l f  about this, thealsglz many 
i n  the United Church had been of the  opin ion  that 
the electiaa of t h e  new c o r n i t t e e  and especially 
t h e  acceptance of should be viewed as an 
annulment of that judgment; and Dr, Stub s a i d  
that not one of the m n y  i n  t h e  United Church wi th  
bJ4hsm he had conferred agreed w i t h  that judgment, 
h d  he had every reason to b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  con- 
seiousness that the United Churek oLges the  S p o d  
a direct disavowal of that  judgment w w l d  f i n d  
expression in a declaration af one kind or another, 

P r e s s  Stub closed his presentation sf the Union 
Matter with these words: 

Let US d i l i g e n t l y  and earnestly br ing  this g r e a t  
matteais which i s  o f  extrene importance t o  oar  
people before the Lard i n  our prayers  and inter- 
cessions. May H e  give us wisdom and good counsel 
and r u l e  the  thoughts of our hearts s o  t ha t  we 
may look away from a l l  s e l f i s h  interests and only 
seek to f u r t h e r  that which we are convinced will 
be f a r  t he  great b e n e f i t  of our church and our  
people, and $bus further the  Kingdom of God on 
e a r t h  i n  the  best manner, 
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ACTION OF THE SYNOD I N  

The f l o o r  committee sf f ive  men broughe i n  -- 
f i r s t ,  a common r e p o r t ,  consis t ing of four  po in t s ;  
then ,  a ma jo r i t y  r e p o r t ;  and f i n a l l y ,  a minor i ty  
r e p o r t ,  

A,  The Cornon Report 

1. The Synod expresses i t s  joy over t he  r e s u l t  
t h a t  has  been a t t a i n e d  i n  the work %o$rard 
u n i t y  between the United Church, Hauge's Synod 
and t h e  Nomegian Synod, 

2.  J u s t  a s  t h e  United Church a% i ts  meeting t h i s  
year resolved t o  s t r i k e  the  parentheses i n  
Paragraph 1 of s o  the  Synod l i k e w i s e  
resolves t o  s t r i k e  them, 

Since t h e  d i s t r i c t  synods last year es tabl ished 
a eoxmittee to d e a l  with t h e  union matter, con- 
s i s t i n g  of t h e  Synod's pres ident  and a member of 
each af t h e  f o u r  d i s t r i c t s  i n  the e a s t ,  and 
s ince the Minnesota D i s t r i c t  i s  not  represented 
an account  of P a s t o r  D.  6. ~ordahl's d e p a r t u r e  
from the  d i s t r i c t ,  a member of this district 
shall be elected to replace h i m ,  

4 .  The cornittee s h a l l  continue the  work together 
with t h e  c o w i t t e e  of the  United Church and t h e  
Mauge ' s Synod. 

E ,  Hove, He Halvsrsen, The Nilsson. J, Hegg, 
Martin Austin. 

B ,  The MajorEey Report 

1. The Synod resolves: a) That the  manner of pro- 
cedure proposed by the  j o i n t  committee s h a l l  
cont inue  EQ be followed in the  hope thae we  
thereby may learn t o  know each other  better and 
also remove poss ib l e  misunderstandings. b )  That 

t"l:t2 I'PC:V,?~.- ~f t i l e  cornittee be enlarged  so t h a t  
t k i e  ec.a;xcj i a l s o  take up f o r  conside-. cation 
wi.tJk the c.c.~;n~nitteess a$ t he  o t t e r  church bbodies 
t h e  qu.ecCf-cin e f  p o s s i b l e  ftzture merger,  e ieher  
i n t o  Qai? ;scdy o r  a f edera t i an ,  S O  t h a t  we may 

* - rn.ea;-!r e: tjf cancern%ng how they in the  d i f -  
f r r - eo i  bodies have thought such  z. union m i g h t  
be eZE~;r,%ed a:~d a l so  what reql-ai.re~;en~s and what 
ca~oZit  bans wrazkld be pas i t e d  , 

2, The ~ ~ s a - k t  sf  these d e l i b e r a t i o n s  s h a l l  be 
reyo;  tr:d Po ake Synod by 5te.s csnmlttee, 

C ,  The Minori ty  Reptart 

Ctaiee if has appeared t h a t  there are d i f f e r e n t  
$ . - -  L ~ ~ i d e r ~ s t a n d l n g s  s f  eereairra. p o i n t s  in ti're accepted 

theses, t h e  committee is  exhorted to de l ibera te  
w%tta, the  cornittees o f  the  sther bod$-es a b o u t  
t-'al%a, and seek t o  es tab l i sh  the  s i g h t  under-  
s tanding  QE such po in t s ,  so it may be evident 
 hat f u l l  agreement has been reached, o r  o ther -  
w i s e  work t o  the  end o f  removing every th ing  
that. might b inde r  t r u e  j o i n t  church work, 

2 .  The Synod expresses the  e a r n e s t  hope t h a t  God 
would  bless the work s f  t h e  committees s o  t h a t  
i t  might have t h e  r e s u l t  tha t  t h e  three church 
bodies  n igh t  be able t o  work together i n  u n i t y  
of s p i r i t  and i n  the  bmd  of peace ts, t h e  ed i -  
f i c a t f o n  sf  the  body s f  C h r i s t ,  

E ,  Hove, 

A c t i o n  of t h e  Synod: A l l  of the Po in t s  of t h e  
Comon Report  and the two Points  of t h e  Ma jo r i t y  
Report were adopted. Both Po in t s  of t h e  Minority 
Report  were rejected,  The count: 39' vo tes  f a r  
the Major i ty  Report; 106 f o r  t h e  Minority Report .  
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the  work o f  union, we  declare The following: 

Recommendat i o n s  c c k ~ c c r n l ~ g  rLL 
Commeznieatiotz of the S y n o d i c a l  I:oni_er e n c e  - - ---____-d---l_I -- 

t o  t h e  Syrai;d , 

1. The Church Coun*:il had &!re r j g h t  La a u r e l f m i -  
nary cons idera t  ion of the c c r ~ ~ ~ m a i n i c a t  i t 3 1 1  o l  t h e  
Synodical Conference and t o  mske knovm i t s  
 pinion of it t h e  Syr~sd i  caP Conference. 

2 .  T h e  Synod expresses tb2nks Eo t h e  Synodical 
Conference f o r  t h e  fraternal i - ?%~- .~sn ica t i~n  and 
the  s o l i c i t u d e  that i t  shews cf-tc-re in f o r  the  
p r e s e r v a t i o n  sf t h e  uni~y 02 i-z! i t i .  that has 
e x i s t e d  $etwa.,e~-r_ these C ~ I U . E - C ~ ~  SkPi:i:$cs 

3. The Synod sanctions t h e  a c t i o n  c P  the  Church 
Council. i n  t h e  matter and the  c j e c t i a n  sf a 
committee t o  d e a l  w i t h  t h e  cammiixee o t  t h e  
Synodical Conference* 

4 .  The Synod expresses i t s  hope t h a t  t he  Committee 
of the Synodical Conference might be able i n  t h e  
near f u t u r e  t o  de l ibera te  w i t h  t h e  Synod's c s m -  
 nitt tee and t h a t  t h e  L o ~ d  w i l l .  b l e ss  these d e l i $ -  
e r a t i n n s  so t h e  fellowship of f a i t h  between 
these church bod i e s  might  be pl -eserved,  

Minneapolis, Minnesota, .June 1 6 ,  191.3, 
E ,  Hove, 8 ,  Walvsrsen, %he NJlsson, 

3 ,  Hegg, M a r t i n  Aust in,  

Action: A1 l sf these  r eco i~x~enda t ions  were adopted, 

Word f rom t h e  Uu%i@ed Chuxcit. 

I. The United Church ' s  annual convention r e so lves  
t h a t  the pareattlcses i n  Paragraph % of  
be removed, provided t h a ~  t h i s  change i s  rati- 
f i e d  by Che o t h e r  confe r r ing  bod ie s ,  

T I  He Dahl 

The theses concerning Elec t ion  bzhieh were p r e s e n t e d  
by the  Synod's Union Cornittee before t h e  j o i n t  
meeting of t h e  Union C e m i E t g e s ,  and concemhg 
which our church body's Uniisn Cornittee declared 
I s t ha t  they contained certain teachings concerning 

Elect ion which i t  c o u u  ne t  accept as B i b l i c a l  
and Lutheran doctr ine" (See the Annual Report  
of 9910, p. 4 7 )  -- these eheses have never been 
placed before the  Wited Church far  cons idera t ion  
a t  any annual meeting; they have never been publi-  
cized in OUT chrch  body's paperse and are the re fo re  
unknown t o  t h e  comparatively great majority of our 
people, Consequently, i t  is  not  requi red  that our 
church body should take up these eheses f o r  consid- 
e r a t i o n  and express an oflaion concerning them 
since w e  have obEained a satisfactory expression 
of our doct r ine  of Elect ion in whi& has been 
accepted by all three conferring bodies. And j u s t  
as the church body as such has not  expressed i t s e l f  
earlier concerning the mentioned theses, so i t  has ,  
as a matter of course, never passed any judgment 
concerning the  same. 

T *  Ha Bahl,  

Pres, Dr, M, G e  Stub, St, Paul, 'k"dinnesota, 
~od's peace! Your communication to the Hauge Synod 
through Pres, M a  H ,  Banson was referred to the Csm- 
mittee an Union, This committee presented the  fo l -  
lowing recommendation concerning i t :  

0x1. the occasion s f  Pres .  D r ,  S tub ' s  letter t o  the  
Synod with the request f o r  i t s  declara t ion concern- 
ing Poin t  5b in i n  p a r t i c u l a r  concerning a 
supplementary reso lu t ion  of the Norwegian Synod to 
this Poia6, the e ~ m i r t c i t e  moves t ha t ,  since t he  
Wauge Synod was not a parttebpant when was 
dram up, the Synod does not find t h a t  i t  i s  required 

11, In  order  to avotd misunderstanding and if possi- 
bPe t o  remove h indrances  t o  t h e  fur therance  sf 
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o r  that it is proper f o r  it t o  express i t s e l f  
concerning any advance re-editing or  change of 
same, 

This recornendation was accepted without  change by 
our  Synod, 

With fraternal gree t ings ,  M e  0 ,  Wee, 
Secretary of t he  Union Camittee, 

on the Floor of t h e  Svnsd 

P r o f ,  0 ,  E ,  Brandt read : 
"Petition in t h e  Interest of True Unity of Fai th" 

(R8nskrif $1 : 
As children a f  the Nomegian Synod the under- 
signed heartily wish that Lutherans in our 
country, and that first and foremost the Norwe- 
gian Lutheran church bodies ,  should come t o  
unity of faith on t h e  fomd$a,ti&an of the Scrip- 
tures and the Confessions, Such unity sf spirit 
our church body by ~od's grace has always wanted, 
and we nourish the earnest hope unto God that 
it may be reached, 

But exactly i n  order  t h a t  t h i s  hope should not 
be disappointed, we are respectfully and urgently 
compelled to ask the Synod not to take decisive 
steps yet toward union with the United Church, 
W e  have several reasons for fearing that the 
unity of faith has not been attained which alone 
can make t he  right foundation for Christ ian co- 
operation. This our fear is built on the foESaw- 
kng facts: 

1. The misleading first paragraph of was 
accepted by t h e  majority af t h e  Synod pursuant 
to certain defi%lite explanations concerning 
its meaning, But these explanations are not 
accepted by the United Church, 

[Jrt j&ee"_ {;.:ji~c'ii. %?,as yer: recr.l:ed the 
. - 
,j*.xigmenf-, +a hizh . t s f csrmer aznicm cona~f t tee  
;3353sty j  0 ~ 2  do@tr lzz  o$ r 1  9d__.-L-2ioa ~ h i c h  
.s.ra>s *pt ,~p:? te . i  by  he S~yned ia 19$0, Accord- 
iA~ rrj J 5 c c l e s l a s t f c a l  3-1-d secgBax l a w  
a E - ~ ~ Y  t r;ik body be respt-_3g:gf Pt1e f o r  a 
. ; *>4 .lc*c31_ l i fpQv-  r - x l b l  + ccncerning t h e  d u c t c n n e  0 %  Gcd8 s 
~ ~ $ c ~ ~  ;,rrz c4,b++ par$ of tkiie 2+~u2ck1 h 0 d - y ' ~  l i g h e -  
f uJ -~y  elceted cornittee c o n s l s ~ i n g  sf i t s  
& a  v-. -e,i..deat, t h e  d f  r ~ c e o r  of J&s col lege  and 
bnc ::ea~i?e.-rs 8k 1 % ~  seminaryI^) ~ h ~ c h ,  j11dg- 
IF-2xI 1- .ids *- been publicized in t l ~ -  cehbrch 
b, ,e".; f 5 d:anuaP repor t  and affi.chai o;rgan, 
-. 
t.2 c ~ n i e s t  acknowledge   hat k h e  U n l t e a 4  Ch:lrch 
has .rexracted t h i s  j u d p ~ e n t  by accepting 
!&!-g~cg because the men who pssseti t h i s  jrtdg- 
*.-* r~teat have a l l ,  with one exception, a l s o  

; and nevertheless  here have 
came from t h e i r  m i d s t  szatements which shok 
rkac they have not changed t h e t r  opinion con- 
c e ~ n i r l g  t h e  Synod's doc t r ine ,  

3, Tnere -is 118ueh t h a t  goes ts show that  
$as ~ o t  Seen accepted i n  the same und 
s~anding i n  the  t w o  bodies ,  From leading 
qz~arters i n  t h e  Synod i t  i s  declared t h a t  
OpgiBr represents our doc t r ine  of Elec t ion  - % - 
3s it is presented i n  "h Acceunting" of 
1386 asrd f n  t h e  theses frozn 1918, From 
leading quarters f n  the United Church t h i s  
i s  den i ed ,  SUG~I,  and o the r  t h i n g s ,  t e s t i f y  
t h s ~  c does n o t ,  w i t h  t h e  d e s i r e d  clear- 
ness, confess the truth and ward off error,  

4 ,  I? is a well-know f a c t  t h a ~  in cer ta in 
arcas s f  the Uni ted  Church they s t i l l  prae- 
t i c e  church fellowship and, caoperation w i t h  
those  b~ham C t k e  Momegian Synod m r l s t  coune 
among i e s  eecIesiasti43al oppsnepmts, 
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~y c a l l i n g  a t t e n t  l o r  ::tz a i ~ v e  mii.t-;:,r.t:d 
Etzc;s, we hcsnord5:y m e m  to fr-krthctr ttde :( ~;.gl-if- 
work coward ~ ~ x - i t y ~  and W? h ~ i ~ ~ b t  k h ~  carat5 dm.ce 
in our brethl-en; i r r  the cfii.~rc!-i b~)~ ,y  cha t  ?+hey 
do nut wish %Q l a y  a burden upsn ehe c m -  
science af zny by  dec id ing  upon a 2o~~13on organ- 
i z a t i o n  be fo re  i t  has been n a d p  evf&erLt ehat 
God Himself has l a i d  she s o l i d  fasuradation f o r  
it i n  t r u e  u n i f y  of  fa%z!x, 

P r o f ,  0 ,  E ,  Brandt cclneixu.~ei',: 

T h i s  P e t i t i o n  came i n t o  betrig irycn reqxesfi. from 
many round abo.cat i n  the cnui-tl: -l~,oiz, It was 

sent t o  pastors and professor..- l~llo .;.re had 
reason to t h i n k  were sf t h i s  pe~-suas%c;n ,  

The document was a pri:~ate matter, bu t  it wes -. 
no t  an i - r ny~o~ss~  e ~ r y o x l e  who would &;-% t c ~  see 
it should at t h e  same Qime gee t o  know w e s  
r e s p o n s i b l e  f a r  It, Xf we d i d  ;10t ~ r f " 9  c m  
name under every c t j p ~  02 %I:, XG{-- .lilways sent 
along a l e t t e e  wiiiih-l t o l d  who 1 dd  thored red i.tr 
1 9  Petiticn" acceatu;;"es C ~ E  Synod a s o l d  pr inci -  
ple t h ~ t  the re  should not be :i3it of Common 
work ~r union where there is c ~ c  r radent  u n i t y  
o f  f a i c l ~ ,  Me wanted to spare che ~Sxrrch body 
diseeni ty  and assure an open and ~ t -v~pera te  d i s -  
cuss ion  of the  union T T T E I C ~ T - ~ X  22 the  S ~ P O $  meet- 
i n g ,  We have 2 g s ~ d  ccnsciencz s-$& ~klis mat ter .  

P r e s ,  S tub  then  said thar be had t~ have an sppor- 
t u n i t y  t o  answer P r o f ,  Brasd t  before  sne  depar ted  
from the matter, ( T h i s  comes l a t e r , )  

Under the  word "WAP&lNG8' there a2g->~axed in Kirketi- 
dende of April. 3 0 ,  1913,  p, 4 8 3 ,  a serong warning 
against  "BPetitionB' under the  names o f  IdaurB Larsen) 
H. 6 ,  Stub ,  ajPd the e d i t o r  (Th. N f  ESSOF.) , The 

ar t i c le  says ttra.t t h i s  docuraent has no signature 
and Dr. Laur. Larsen writes t h a t  he would earnestly 
warn against giving it any, 

Pastor J, A,  Thorsen: 

The reason why they want the parentheses s t r i c k e n  
i s  because they do not want the two F o r m s  to be 
counted equal  the one t o  $he ather, But I under- 
stand it se tha t  the two fo ras  are placed on an 
q u a %  plane  ~ ~ h e t h e r  one strikes the  parentheses 
0%: not,  

It sta tes  here that  the  doct r ine  of Election 
according ts the F i r s t  Form and t h e  Second Form 
are without seservatisn placed s i d e  by s i d e  as 
equa l ,  The F i r s t  i s  Godws %;ford's docerine, The 
Second i s  not. I th ink it b e s t  that w e  say why 
we cannot place t h e  F i r s t  on t h e  same plane 
with the Second, 1 am sure  ehat if we s t r ike  
the  parentheses the  t w o  are nevertheless placed 
on the  same plane,  

T h a t  which especia l ly  m a d e  i t  elear t o  us tha t  
f u l l  uni ty  sf f a i t h  had not  been attained be- 
tween the  Synod and t h e  United Church i s  t h i s  
tha t  leading men of the United Ch~lrch have ex- 
pressed themselves in t he i r  church paper t o  
the effect  that they had a d i f f e r e n t  under- 
standing of than we,  

A man o f  s tanding  in the United Church says i n  
Lutheraneren of A p r i l  30th: "It i s  not agains t  
the doc t r ine  ehat  is found i n  
Schmidt and certain sthers who have an occasi~n 
s a i d  a word during all khese years have carried 
on t h e  b a t t l e ,  The doc t r ine  which has been 
expressed by men in t h e  Missouri Synod, f o r  
example In t h e  Report af the  Western D i s t r i c t  
in I 8 7 7  and 1879 i s  not the doctrine t ha t  I f i n d  
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in I 8 7 7  and 1879 i s  not the doctrine t ha t  I f i n d  



and I am g l a d  s f  t h a t * , ,  , The t r u t h  
and thae is the main 

t h i n g .  It may ~2re lP  be t h a t  nor call understarrd 
it in kbe same way, D r ,  Stub f i n d s  WaPther's 
doc t r ine  In  i t ,  1 don ' t  find. i t  there* ' A n d  t o  
this is  added t h a t  Revs S ,  Gunderson a f  the  
United Church and a member s f  t h e i r  Union Com- 
mittee that drew up declared before our  
conference (Madison-Chicag~ S p e c i a l  Conference) 
that t he  Un i ted  Church had nst changed one 
tittle of i t s  d o c t r i n e ,  n e i t h e r  had t h e  % p o d ,  
and t h a t  is a esmpromise, The members 
of o u r  csnference who are present can t e s t i f y  
t ha t  this is  t r u e *  

Since there  are such e n t i r e l y  different under- 
standings o f  it has t o  be c.l.eaued up 
before  one can del iberate  about merger o r  even 
f o m i n g  a confederation, Therefore I am i n  
favor o f  the Nknariky Report which makes i t  
t h e  du ty  o f  $he Union Cornittee t o  es tab l i sh  
what t h e  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  of i s ,  I a m  not  
w i l l i n g  t o  go along w i t h  t h i s  t h a t  the  o l d  
Norwegian Synod is d i s so lved  and b e ~ o n e  j u s t  
a sagao 

Here the speaker w a s  intesrapted by one who declared 
t h a t  t h i s  maeter was not  before t h e  meeting, And 
Pas to r  Brandt said:  

Yes, it is, because the  Major i ty  Report author- 
i z e s  our  Union Cornittee ts deliberate about 
union, and union means t h a t  the  Nscwegian Synod 
must be d i s s o l v e d ,  I will not  go along on t h i s .  
I f  f u l l  u n i t y  o f  f a i t h  i s  reached 1 s h a l l  be 
along i n  forming a confederat ion,  bu t  I will 
not  v o t e  $laat t h e  Momegian Synod sha l l  l i e  
down and dies 

P r o f ,  9 ,  E ,  Brxj5t*:: 
i$p8%t ehe Cntted Church shoul6. hzve $ m e  i s  
f. 1- T z  -- es - i t -  2:hg~a$d have aakn:ft ted 2i5 "dbe f3;rmer 

T T i " 4 3 x p  C ~ m z : ~ i t g e e  %hat, i t  refracted I t s  *judgment 
Q+,- %P?i.= Syppod's do~ tx j .ne  a% 6Iect:~i-n, 

-% 

G n ,  &"jt>h, Pi-vfsaker: 
Pa~egzaph  4 of' says %hat ane 5hal.l. noz 
weaken %an% sense o f  responsibi$%ky i n  re3a-a 
giox; $0  he aceepeance o r  rejection o f  grace, 

* 
2 h..i3 paragraph 1s very misleading  (w?-thout 
s p ~ a i c i n g  o f  i e  that i t  i s  r ea l ly  m s n g ) .  It 
seems izs wan& t o  give roan f o r  a soad deal  of 
s y n e s ~ i s m ,  

Xev. G -  A*  G11ll lxson: 
7 RE; one o f  those who are worr ied When our  
conuca-; t tee  recosmends that  there i s  nothing 
- l e f t  $0 ~ 6 r r e ~ t  w i t h  regard ts doctr ine ,  then 
i e  makes mk worried, men it. i s  here moved 
chat the committee s h a l l  coneinue t h e  work 
an2 get  a w$dew mandate, then I s m  worried,  
&I t h e  o ther  hand, I would rejoice over P ro f ,  
Bove's ~ ~ o t i a n ,  i f  gt could be accepted. Then 
wc yo~~.2.2 k~l'xaw \$%Bat we are doing before we gcs 
%,aZ:c  =c;:'~L an outward union, We hsve good 
r62asca ts doubt t h a t  there is u n i t y  of doctrine, 
1 T A ~ C L ~  to beg both l a y  people and pas tors  t o  
be thg-~k themselves we11 before  %hey bind them- 
selves t o  t h i s  g r o g r m ,  T am against delegat-  
i ng  %L to any conamlttee $o Gome w i t h  plans f o r  
an outward union under these conditions, But 
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if we can came t o  un i t y  ir, ti,? d n s c r i ~ j g - ,  ' * - $ L T ~  X 

would w i t h .  joy awa i t  rh-. clay :&ec i ~ 2  ~ i . i i l a  lie 

un i t ed  w i t h  these othe?: I.uthrrbc bodies ,  BuC 
because I fear- rhac w.ie fray be u i l t r ue  to t ! ie c a l l  
God has given us, ~ h e r c f n r e  I h i l l  :rate f o r  the 
MinoriJzy 3epoi-2. 3 ; ;  g : ~ ?  !3cz &!.oi:g i n  
g iv ing  aiore ;11;-hor.i,-y r o  :uLy P O ~ C ~ ~ L ~ ~ P  as i t now 

, - 
is. Tk1ex-e i s  nci u.-niie iairziant: :?r,: w e  now s h a l l  
go ahead with r n i s .  11-9 us  b~thin!: ourselves. 

P r o f ,  C,  K ,  P3-cus: 
One speaker ask*" 1Wha~ -%tail len;:.e say i f  we 

a - 
do no t  g : I ;  rei:.im4tn21tion of' the 

m a j o r i t y .  R u t  t h e  majn th iv : ;  certainly i s  n o t ,  
what w i l i  p e c p l e  s a y ;  but  whai. i#~i.ii i)i,c! say? 
And God s a y s  i n  His Word, a;ld l e  c ~ y s  i t  i n  t h a t  
very w o r J  which j u s t  nocr was read a? t he  devotion 
here t o d a y ,  t h a i  we siiall. be " jo ined  t o g e t h e r  i n  
the  same mind and in c i l c  same judgrne~;~. ' '  ( I  Cor. 
1 0 )  1; i s  i l o t  sufficient for uni.on that we 
have the  same words; we s h a l l  haw~e the  same mean- 
ing ,  "_he s a n i i  k a i r h .  A n i  t h i s  ii i s  tiiiit coimte 
for us, Oa-c :unsr:iex~cc I s  h e r e  i n  t r o u b l e ,  God 
requires  1 1  we s h a l ?  have t h e  sane mind,  and 
that we $0 b ~ v e ,  W c  do n o t  mean t h e  same 
t h i n g  w i t h  i:hc v;ic;rds of SruK and KiLdahP 
do nat hold t h e  sasw me2n i t h  ragard  ta 

r e  Stub f i n d s  \Zalt.hprk ddoctr ine i n  - 
bu t  Mildah] does n o t  f i n d  \~~al.&her's %srerine zn 
it K i l d a h H ~ i m n e l f '  w r i t e s  this,  Can they then 
have t h e  sEme m i n d ,  t h e  same doctr in t?? 

The judgmei~t  of Pres. Dahi and thc- U n i t e d  Church's 
Committee concerning S t a b  BoiJ ing  r o  un-Bib l ica l  
and un-Lutheran doctr211e is reported t o  t h e i r  
annual convention, s t a n d s  i n  the i r  Report  and 
in Lutheraneren, i.s s e n t  out free t o  d a t e  from 
t h e i r  p u b l i s h i n g  house, and i s  not  retracted. 
How i n  a l l  fhe world can i t  b e  sa id  %hat they 

mean the  same, teach ,the same a s  we? Dear 
brethren: T h i s  we t h ink  is wrong. We cannot 
begin to work together w i t h  them as Long as the  
situation is such. And we beg you: Give time: 
The love t h a t  has been talked about  here should 
cer ta inly extend i tself  not only t o  t h e  young, 
bu t  also t o  the  o l d ,  t r i e d  f r iends .  For u s  it 
i s  a matter o f  conscience t o  get t h i s  cleared 
up. Bat ft cannot be any mattee o f  conscience 
to yore ta hurry this .way, 

Rev. Ma Tbsrsen: 
L wonder i f  t h i s  assembly understands what it 
has done, In it is stated t h a t  e ~ f k a t  
the Book o f  Concord presents concerning Elec t ion  
is ~od's Vord's doctrine,  and then one goes 
ahead and accepts the  Second also,  namely what 
cer ta in  teachers i n  t h e  church have come w i t h ,  
T h i s  "in view of f a i t h "  is the  doctrine of E l e c -  
t i o n  according t o  Pontoppidan. T h i s  we s h a l l  
remember. mat are we doing by acknowledging 
both? We do t h i s :  We acknowledge what God's 
word's doctrine concernhg this matter is ,  and 
in a d d i t i o n  something which some human beings 
teach, but which i s  not  found far Godss Word, 
This  has been done and is being done. I am 
dissatisfied with t h i s  presentation and will 
never accept i t  in ~ a g r  life. P do n o t  make men 
i n t o  gods. God alone ciiin def ine  what s h a l l  be 
an a r t i c l e  af fa ieh.  

(Note: T h i s  Rev. M. Thorsen d ied  i n  1917.  H i s  
o l d e r  brother ,  Rev. 3 .  A. Thorsen, became a member 
of our  re-organized Nonvegian Synod in h i s  ret ire-  
merat, Be died in $ 9 2 4 , )  

Hon. L ,  0 ,  'Thorp: 
People are t i r e d  af t h i s  unnecessary st r i fe ,  
and if there i s  anyone who wants t o  keep on 
fighting, l e t  h i m  ge t  a Place by himself where 
he can f i g h t ,  
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P-res.  S tub  c~ncrsrrning the "'Petitism" 

D r .  Stub's answer t o  P r o f ,  8 ,  E ,  ~randt" defence 
of the  so-ca l led  "Pe t i t i on"  ((~Hnskrlf  $1 reads as 
f0110ws : 

I con f ine  myself t o  t h e  f s l l o w i n g :  F i r s t ,  1 
w i l l  say t h a t  I do not  doubt tchat the  document 
was w r i t t e n  w i t h  good i n t e ~ t j ~ n ~  But one will 
neverttreless have t o  agree w i t h .  m e  t h a t  the 
procedure t h a t  h a s  been foll.crpwed Js new among 
u s ,  and thaz it is n o t  r i g h t ,  

The Synod bas e s t ab l i shed  a union conmit tee 
whose p r e s i d e n t  I a m ,  and i n  t h i s  committee's 
hands i t  has been S a i d  t o  do what it could t o  
remove what there mLght be of d i f f i c u l t i e s  as 
it s a w  them, and tzhen come wi th  a recornendation 
t o  the  Synod. The committee has t r i e d  t o  do its 
best, It has p u t  in much time and much e f f o r t  
f o r  t h i s  cause ,  

It has not been t h e  t a sk  of o ther  men to take 
t h i s  matter i n  hand and send out  a dscmenr in 
o r d e r  ta ge t  s i g n e r s  f o r  i t s  consideration with 
complete by-passing of  the cornittee elected by 
t h e  church body, , , , 

When it is s a i d  t h a t  t h e  document was sent  only 
t o  such who were worried i n  t h e i r  conscience on 
account of the union matter, J will ask: How 
could one know who had such worries  in h i s  can- 
science? No, experience shows t h a t  the document 
t r i e d  t o  g e t  as many as p o s s i b l e  t n  s i g n  i t ,  and 
t h i s  was done in a hurry  and thoughtlessly. 

I, as pres iden t  of  the  Synod, d i d  no t  know that 
such a document exis ted  u n t i l  I finally g a t  a 
copy t h a t  was sent  t s  me from a place far  o f f ,  

What would one have s a i d  i f  I haad sent  ou t  a 
documexkt t o  the  S.jsraod9s paswrs and congrega- 
t i o n s  to g e t  signers, w e n  i f  the document d i d  
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In Xi~ke%L$ea~de of February 12, 191 3, p, 3 73- and 
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172, we $ 5 ~ ~ 3  an ar t ic le  by Rev, Paul  Kctren, son of 
D;. I;, "9, Rok-en, The heading o f  it i s :  "'In the  

-.?. r ,~~zx-esC aof the Truth*"  Paul. Karen savs $hat Dr, 
Stask,, i n  several oE h i s  later art icles in -- Rirke- 
rit$-+qde, names Bres, Ksren, and h i s  presentation 

" -- 
g ives %he Lmpressfon that Pres, Koren was e n t i r e l y  
s a ~ i . s f l e d  with the  earl ier  cornittee's theses con- 
cerl-niag k%%e C a l l  and Conversion, RevB Paul Kssren 
gays f i t s  -2 ,.;, r-. not correct, And he b r i ags  t he  quo- 
ea t ion  from k2.s fsther thae is found in t h i s  
series s f  ar t ic les  under fib.. heading o f  "The Synod 
i.3 11g12c" ( V c l ,  KX, # 4 ,  Dec, 1 9 ,  p, 5%) 

Rev,  pat^^ Karen found it necessary t o  write ansther 
a r t i c le  under d a z e  af May 7, 1913, under t h e  head- 
ing "Wgala 2.11 ehe Interest of the Truth,&" 

Adolph M e  H a r s t a d  

---- em-- - 
( T o  be continued in Val ,YXIp  # 3 )  
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l ~ ~ 3 e l ~ : -  r-kx3 c~z:-,, :;:..:$ T:fh"t:re cI-k+2 has E qrea8-e1~ 
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.- t-x. : f a ~ t  i;.~ dnd C~I::C'L~P O U . ~  OppOrt:ib;;i$ t " 7  -3g.r ;, !.;> q .- $- 
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t h e  9-a;~:: 
4Le :;2n, and o f  

the  ",-;'*- " ,y I z ( i < >  

A great reward (reward of grace)  ~ ~ w a i t s  the  
f a f ~ h f u l  servant with the 9,ord" tsiqm " Ie lP  done, 
good and f a i t h f d  servant," Matt, 25:21, m d  
f r o m  t h e  book of D a ~ i e l ,  '%nd they thae be w i s e  
shall shine as the brigheness of t h e  firmament: 
and they that  t u r n  many ts righteousness as the  
szars f o r  ever and ever," Pan, 12~3- 

Nuch sE our life's work is Involved in our 
pr imary task of preaching, 1 scppose ~ k e  average 
pastor  who serves fo r t y  years in &he ministry 
prepazes and delivers nore than 2,000 regular  
Sunday sermons* Then add the  specials,  the wed- 
ding,  funera l ,  and sccasienal semons and you 
add another 1,068 rsr so \ h i e& means he Is "'on 
64eekVa 3,600 tines o r  more dur ing  an average m i n -  
istry, Qui$e a bunch BE sermons! A l o s  of hard 
work and prepara~ionl No matter hsv experienced 
we get  i n  the art o f  semon making we can never 
%eel tha t  we have arrived at t h e  pain$ when we do 
not need improvemenk men t h a t  time comes we 
won't have ts wrry any more aboue serrnoql prepara- 
t i on :  We will be enjeying our eternal  rest and 
participating 3-11 the  heavenly scene, 

It wsuld  be prepos te rous  a f  m e  ta t h ink  t ha t  
I could cantribuee much ts this group By way s f  
help i n  sermon prepa ra t i nn ,  1 e l a h m  no expertise 
in t h i s  f i e l d ,  A 1 1  of you had seainary t sg in ing 
i n  Homile t%r_ . , s ,  Ysln a11 know Inow t o  preach or you 
wouldn't be here today, 

I sGppose it's t r u e  tha% each one o f  us was 
g r e a t l y  i n f l uenced  by h i s  om. Homiletics grsfe ;  ‘z so r  
i n  the  seminary, I n  my ease it was D r =  N, Xads~n.,  
whom 1 consider one of the bes-preachess i n  011~ 
Ludshesarl circles o f  our day, Me had h i s  o m  s t y l e  
and del ivery  that was decidedly un ique ,  I n  his 
MsmiLetPcs class he l a i d  d o m  certain basic I iami-  
letfc r v l e s  that 9: believe b7erz wund and h e l p f u l  
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t o  both preacher and hearer .  I see no reason t o  
abandon them. Let  me b r i e f l y  review h i s  simple 
r u l e s  t h a t  go something l i k e  t h i s :  The f i r s t  
s t e p  i n  sermon p repa ra t ion  i s  prayer .  Every 
preacher  r e a l i z i n g  h i s  human i n su f f i c i ency  knows 
t h a t  he  needs d iv ine  b l e s s ing  upon the work of 
sermon prepara t ion .  H e  needs t h e  enlightenment 
of t h e  Holy S p i r i t  f o r  t h e  r i g h t  understanding 
and a p p l i c a t i o n  of t h e  Word of God. He needs t o  
pray wi th  t h e  Psa lmis t ,  "Give me understanding 
t h a t  I may know thy test imonies."  Psalm 119:25. 
H e  needs furthermore t o  pray wi th  Peeex and John, 
"Lord, grant  unto they se rvan t s  tha t  with a l l  
boldness they may speak thy word. " A c t s  4 ~ 2 9 .  
Our S a v i ~ r  H i m s e l f  i s  our  gseatest example s f  
prayer ,  " ~ u t  Jesus o f t e n  withdrew t o  lonely  p l aces  
and prayed." Luke 5 ~ 1 6 .  Again, Jesus says, "Ask, 
and i t  sha l l  be  given you." Luke 11:9. I t ' s  
t r u e  he re  a l s o ,  'sYou have not  because ye ask  no^ 

0 1  

James 4 : 2 ,  Di l igen t  prayer  i s  a must f a r  s e m o n  
prepara t ion .  Hoyt , i n  h i s  book, "The Preacher ," 
s a y s ,  "Take t h e  work w e  have t o  do -- worth less  
withatl t  t h e  cease l e s s  aid of t h e  Holy s p i r i t . "  
And, "The argument f o r  prayer is  unanswerable." 
P ,  148. 

Vrofesssr Madson, 1 recall,  used two words 
again and again -- tekstgemaesz and zeitgemaesz -- 
t ex tua l  and t i m e l y  -- i n  semsn p repa ra t ion ,  H e  
i n s i s r e d  on preaeKing t h e  text and not sqandering 
a l l  over, Of course, t h e  groper  d i s t i nc t i on  be- 
tween Law and Gospel was stressed constantly, 
Preaching or moralizing about: the  Law worlld nee 
do ,  h u t  the Law was t o  be preached in such a way 
" t h a t  every mouth be s topped ,  and a l l  the  wor ld  
nay he::ome g u i l t y  before  God." Ron, 3:19. Many 
times he quoted Dr. Wabther, "so ts preach the  
Idaw that  i t  drives the g r e a t e s t  s a in t  t o  despa i r ;  
so t o  preach t h e  Gospel t h a t  i t  glvss t h e  greatest 
s i n n e r  hope." Besides the  Holy S c r i p t u r e s ,  o t h e r  
t o o l s  sr m a t e r i a l s  close by should be the Lutheran 
Confessions, the  hym book, Luther's works and 
B ib l e  commentaries. Works of Walther, Koren, and 
Seoekkardt were h igh ly  recomentded, Also recorn- 
mended was t h e  reading o f  secular l i t e r a t u r e  -- 
Shakespeare, Milton, John Banyan, b ~ o k s  of poe t ry ,  
B a r t % e t t t s  Quotations, etc. Professor  Madso~n 
urged the  reading of cu r ren t  l i t e r a t u r e ,  H e  l i ked  
a "pithy" s tatement  t o  arrest a t t e n t i o n  f o r  next  
sunday's sermon i n  his weekly announcement i n  t h e  
loca l  paper ,  if poss ib l e ,  

It goes without saying,  a  thorough s tudy of Now we a l l  know i t  i s  e a s i e r  t o  l e a r n  how to 
t h e  t e x t  i s  e s s e n t i a l ,  A study of the o r i g i n a l  do something i n  a  classroom setting than i t  i s  t o  Greek and Hebrew is  very much worthwhile, The 

actually do it yourse l f .  T h i s  is e s p e c i a l l y  t r u e  s tudy of p a r a l l e l  passages is important.  By a with sermonizing. We pray, s tudy,  work, sweat,  thorough study you a r r i v e  a t  t h e  nub of the text- and sometimes agonize t o  come up wi th  a theme, 
and from i t  you t r y  t o  s t a t e  the  theme i n  a "catchy" P a p e r  introduction, g o ~ d  d i v i s i o n s ,  and a con- 
way -- catchy i n  t h e  sense  t h a t  i t  arrests t h e  elusion. That 's  j u s t  p a r t  of i t .  TO put  it o u t ,  
a t t e n t i o n  of t h e  hea re r  and s t i c k s  i n  h i s  mind, 
My Homiletics teacher  i n s i s t e d  on a s h o r t  i n t r o -  

de4iver it w e l l ,  pu t  i t  ac ross  i n  an e f f e c t i v e  
manner i% s t i l l  another  mat te r ,  

duc t ion  t h a t  l eads  d i r e c t l y  t o  t h e  theme, With 
proper d i v i s i o n s  and a conclusion the 
c e  - - - -  3 - % - - A 1  #. -2 .LL -vL4'fi'L +* ,.,ew.+pxp 
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actually do it yourse l f .  T h i s  is e s p e c i a l l y  t r u e  s tudy of p a r a l l e l  passages is important.  By a with sermonizing. We pray, s tudy,  work, sweat,  thorough study you a r r i v e  a t  t h e  nub of the text- and sometimes agonize t o  come up wi th  a theme, 
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be l i eve  i n  Jesus  C h r i s t ,  my Lord ,  o r  corne t o  Hi-m, 
but  the Holy Ghost tras called m e  by the  Gospel. 
enlightened m e  with H i s  g i f t s ,  s a n c t i f i e d  ar-d kep t  
m e  i n  the t r u e  f a i t h , "  F r i t z ,  in h i s  book, 
Preachers  Manual, reminds us  t ha t  only Cod the  
Holy S p i r i t  can convert s i ~ ~ e r s  and keep them i n  " - 
f a i t h .  This He does through the  Word and Sacra- 
ments. According t o  t h e  parable  s f  t h e  Sower, 
a s  n a t u r a l  seed does n o t  produce t h e  same results ,  
even s o  t h e  s e e d  of t h e  Word of God, when preached,  
does not have the  same res~nlts, Ssne do n o t  'be- 

l i e v e  a t  a l l ;  some believe f o r  a w h i l e ,  some be- 
l i e v e  and a r e  saved. Even among those who a r e  
f i n a l l y  saved, t he  Word does not  b r ing  f o r t h  f r u i t  
i n  t h e  same measure; some an hundredfold, some 
s i x t y ,  and some t h i r t y .  (P. 81) 

You and I can preach u n t i l  we ' re  blue  and 
c a n ' t  produce one conversion;  t h e  Holy  S p i r i t  has  
t o  do t h a t  work. A s  preachers  w e  a r e  no t  resgon- 
s i b l e  f o r  s o  many conversions; we are he ld  re- 
spons ib l e  f o r  preaching the Word f a i t h f u l l y ,  both 
Law and Gospel ,  i n  an i n t e r e s t i ng ,  e n t h u s i a s t i c ,  
imaginat ive,  and product ive manner. W e  a s  prea- 
c h e r s  should no t  a t tempt  ts u s e  any a t h e r  means 
than t h a t  which God has g i v e n  t o  b r i n g  s o u l s  t o  
Chr i s t  and keep them w i t h  Chr i s t .  The preacher  
cannot add anyth ing  ta t h e  power of the Word. 
Both Law and Gospel, being t h e  Word of God, have 
inhe ren t  d iv ine  power. The preacher should not  
f a l l  a p a r t  when he learns by experience t h a t  t h e  
Word he preaches i s  n o t  accepted by everyone who 
hears  i t .  The preacher  has t h i s  promise and 
encouragement, t h a t  God's Word w i l l  not  r e t u r n  
void and t h a t  h i s  preaching will no t  be i n  va in .  

Having s a i d  t h i s  so w e l l ,  F r i t z  goes on t o  
add t h a t  beside t h i s  d iv ine  s i d e  t h e r e  i s  a l s o  
t h e  human s i d e ,  and it i s  t h i s  t h a t  2s sometimes 

so r ry ,  and th ings  which the preacher  does o r  does,  
not  do t h a t  h inders  t h e  work sf the Holy S p i r i t .  
And who of us  is no t  sometfmes gurblty of doing 
t h i s ?  Hindering the work of t h e  Holy S p i r i t  due 
to our miserable humanity can prevent t h e  Word of 
God from s t r i k i n g  t h e  inne r  ear and so  h inder  t h e  
work of t h e  Holy S p i r i t .  To quote F r i t z :  "'This 
can be done by no t  s tudying and not  supplying t h e  
s p i r i t u a l  needs of his people; by not  g iv ing  due 
time and a t t e n t i o n  t o  the  p repa ra t ion  s f  h i s  ser- 
mons; by f a i l i n g  c l e a r l y  t o  present  t he  s u b j e c t  
ma t t e r  of h i s  t e x t ;  by a poor d e l i v e r y ;  and by no t  
p r a c t i c i n g  what he preaches." (P. 82) 

"How much more would a few good and f e rven t  
men e f f e c t  i n  t h e  min i s t ry  than a mul t i tude  o 
lukewarm ones." (~ecolampadius)  (P. 84) 

had t h i s  humn s i d e  i n  mind when they a s s i  
t h i s  papar on Product ive Preachi  

the  he lp  of some fay+= and women, mostly .f  
synod, people who i n  my judgment were mature 
Chr i s t i ans  who would recognize a good p ~ o d u c t i v e  
semon  when they heard one. A few s e l e c t e d  s t u -  
d e n t s  a t  Bethasky were chosen t o  t ake  p a r t  i n  t h e  
survey along wi th  a Homiletics p ro fes sa r  and a 
few p a s t s r s ,  1 was g r a t i f i e d  by t h e  z s p o n s e  -- 
35 of 50 a c t u a l l y  responded t o  t h e  g u w t i o n :  
"What, i n  your opinion, i s  a good product ive 
sermon?" MosL answers were ve ry  thoughtful .  I 
be l ieve  krowledgeable and i n t e l l i g e n t  l a y  -men and 
women can judge a product ive s e m o n  and can o f f e r  
some good. i n s i g h t s  and he lp  t o  u s ,  and t h a t  can 
mean b e t t e r  preaching on our p a r t .  

To prove my po in t ,  I w ~ u l d  l i ke  t o  read and 
a c t u a l l y  use as my o u t l i n e  f o r  t h i s  paper t h e  
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following response from a woman who had been a  
member of one of my mission churches -- a wonder- 
f u l  and f a i t h f u l  Chr i s t i an  whom 1 learned t o  
admire and apprec ia t e  and who had a good handle 
on Chr i s t i an  d o c t r i n e  and l i f e ,  She w r i t e s  in 
one s h o r t  paragraph, "A good product ive sermon 
i s  a message based on S c r i p t u r e ,  presented i n  ac- 
cu ra t e  context ,  reminding m e  t h a t  I am a s inne r  
and i n  need of Godlf.s grace and mercy, he lps  me t o  
grow a s  a  Chr i s t i an ,  he lps  me t o  r e s i s t  tempta- 
t i o n ,  prepares me t o  be  a  w i l l i n g  and f a i t h f u l  
wi tness ,  he lps  me t o  pray,  not  only f o r  myself 
but  o t h e r s ,  l e a d s  me t o  sha re  my God-given t a l e n t s  
and b le s s ings  i n  s e r v i c e  t o  o t h e r s ,  and most i m -  
po r t an t  of a l l ,  l eaves  me wi th  renewed hope and 
assurance of e v e r l a s t i n g  l i f e  w i th  my Savior who 
died f o r  my s i n s , ' "  

She says i t  a l l  without  t h e  theo log ica l  t e m -  
inology we might use. 

I n  c o n t r a s t ,  a  theologian named F a r r i s  
Whitewell i n  h i s  book, 
i ng ,  put  it t h i s  way: "An expos i tory  sermon is 
based on a  Bible passage, u sua l ly  longer  than t h e  
ve r se  o r  two, t h e  theme, t h e  t h e s i s  and t h e  major 
and minor d i v i s i o n s  from t h e  passage; t h e  whole 
sermon being an honest attennpt t o  unfold t h e  
gramatical-his tor ical-csntexW meaning of t h e  
passage, making i t  re l evan t  t o  today by proper  
organiza t ion ,  argument, i l l u s t r a t i o n ,  app l i ca t ion ,  
and appeal .  " (Pref . , P . v i )  

For t h e  most p a r t ,  t h e  people who responded 
d id  s o  wi th  thought fu l  and meaningful answers. 
Some thanked me f o r  ask ing  them as they were very 
i n t e r e s t e d  i n  t h i s  s u b j e c t ;  s o m e  had th ings  t o  
ge t  o f f  t h e i r  ches t .  The names are eonf lden t f a l ,  
The f a c t  t h a t  I received 35 out sf 50 responses 

S n d i ~ - ; . ~ * e : . ,  52, gc~::ka~. Se29 o f  S r a t e r e a ~ ,  Lee ~ h e  l ay  
people  ::o~;ak i t.; 12s preachers. k,ek $ 8  l i s t e n  
th-sene, 

Oxi f3he ta;i~.s cf the  respsnse 1 just gead as  
well a s  s24- 0-;1 t h e  reponses and 9the.r ~ e s e a r c h  
.c 
L rona boc??ts Jh s~lba-TZ$t thae Product: ive Preaching 

1% ------ $ " r l k k  J--*-::-- r~':r:~s~;h~_rpig~ - -<a ---- -. Our people  want  semozas 
baaed z-m t-he Bible and only t h e  B ib l e ,  Some good 
Methnit2tc;: f r iends T had in Coborado p ~ o u d P y  t o l d  
82 l-,.~,:- ray,  u u r  pas tor  i s  going ec preach on 
t i l e  i j  t :>"I-- ,  -tar t h e  next six moxxths, '"t t,;as O'~>VIPSUS 
tg-acy *>"ere $snk-!ng farward ts t h i s  e'knangs of Dace, 

81- :is reassuring t o  note t ha t  our people 
rrndera2anci the Law-Gospel concept,  They want the  
Law preachet-1 i n  sermons --- not merely i n  a general 
W ~ V ,  "EE are a11 sinners," "we all come short"  -- 
b ~ i :  s p e c i f i c  s i n s  tha t  "caeeh m e  in %nt,y s i n s  in my 
hm,.e, i n  my marriage3 i n  my r e l a t i o n s h i p  w i t h  my 
k f d s ,  ray deal ings  i n  t h e  markee place, at the bank, 
a-he gas s t a t i on ,  Catch m e  in my unfa i th f~a lness  
with the  Word, nay unwillingness t o  forgive s t h e r s ,  
m y  sanlylain.iing, my l u s t i n g , "  as one brother put it, 
" T h s  k ind  o f  Saw preach$ng," he continues, "unmasks 
me, gets beh.%nd my pre"kentisns, diagnoses t h e  t e r m -  
5nal d l s e a ~ e  of the  sou% w i t h  esB%ich I ' m  a f f l i c t e d ,  
l h i s  i s  whae Spurgeon ca l l s  k s t rong ,  s t i f f  use  
a f  t he  pu%p5te "' Ansther w r i t e s ,  a'Breaeh t h e  l a w  
so g-h-,a& i t  s e i n g s  the conscience, '' S t i l l  ansther: :  
I O  It se~:::"s our pas to r s  generally seem unwi l l ing  t o  

g e t  vel--1 specif ic  i n  t h e  matter of s i n , "  h o t h e r  
said, ' ' ~ o : ~ ' t  fo rge t  there are s in s  of crsmission as 
w e l l  >IF ~samission." Again, on specif ic  law preach- 
i n g ,  CA layfixan w.si%es:: d m ' t  th ink  a pastor  
shou%d hedge sn a s u b p c t  because s f  perhaps skep-  
ping o n  samebody's toes. Qe know our  pas to r  
doesn't pxck a subject  to ' g e t  a t '  one person, 
but  if t h e  s h ~ e  fits, w e  can put  it onePP My re- 
search e l i c i t ed  t h i s  remark from one:: "bast has 
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said, ' ' ~ o : ~ ' t  fo rge t  there are s in s  of crsmission as 
w e l l  >IF ~samission." Again, on specif ic  law preach- 
i n g ,  CA layfixan w.si%es:: d m ' t  th ink  a pastor  
shou%d hedge sn a s u b p c t  because s f  perhaps skep-  
ping o n  samebody's toes. Qe know our  pas to r  
doesn't pxck a subject  to ' g e t  a t '  one person, 
but  if t h e  s h ~ e  fits, w e  can put  it onePP My re- 
search e l i c i t ed  t h i s  remark from one:: "bast has 



eve r  happe-ned t o  he l l ' ?  W e  d o n s t  hezr ir #l~a..rrticsned 
much any more, " 'Al l  ray su$j ec ts  understood t h e r e  
must be the  praper  mix sr  balance w i t h  t h e  Gospel .  
One con t inues ,  "After having 1n-y s i n s  --- my inner -  
most, personal s i n s  -- pointed a u t  t o  m e ,  then 
what 1 need i s  &o hsve my ears f i l l c d  w i t h  my 
Savior ,  I need t o  hear absut  t h a t  t r emendous  event 
a t  t h e  Cross ,  of God dying i n  hol iness  f o r  m e  i n  
my f i l t h .  I need t o  be t o l d  t h a t  a l l  of my exnbar- 
r a s s i n g  meniories, the sordi.dnesr; of my own words 
and a c t i o n s ,  the shames of my g u i l t y  conscience 
t h a t  I carry inwardly, have heen set right, tlave 
been expunged from Godss r e c o l l e c t i n n  by the  he ro i c  
work of J e s u s ,  When Chr i s t  i s  preached 60 m e  like 
t h i s ,  i n  a s e t t i n g  s f  l i fe-af ter-death,  of heaven, 
of e t e r n a l  joy and peace, only then am 3. comforted.  
Then the  preaching i s  ' g e t t i n g  through, '  and I mst 
have t h a t  kind of preaching.  Nothing less w i l l  do." 
"No sermon dare be without  the GsspeleP$ '"We nee< 
t o  know t h a t  all our  s i n s  have been forg iven  i n  
J e sus  Chr i s t  ," The w a y  of s a l v a t i o n  should b e  
pointed out  in every serlnon. You never  know &en 
t h i s  opgs r tun i ty  w i l l  b e  gone forever.  

.A Christian needs  to i n  grace znd i n  t h e  
knowledge of h i s  ?i,ord and Savior ,  That growth 
should be an ongoing t h i n g ,  The sermon can he lp  
t h e  h e a r e r  grow by clear preachtag  of the  t e x t ,  
us ing  suppor t  passages, Bib le  h i s t o r y ,  and B i b l e  
i l l u s t r a t i o n s .  The product ive  serrno~~ will fur -  
t h e m o r e  encourage t h e  hearer t o  conduct mare 
p r i v a t e  B i b l e  s tudy ,  W e  o f t en  dep lo re  the  lack 
of B ib l e  knowledge among some o f  our  people ,  
The joke goes,  "You can always t e l l  a Lutheran 
because he goes t o  Bible class without a Bible." 
Dean Madson used t o  t a l k  about geteing past the 
'k iddy car '  s t a g e  i n  Bible knowledge* There is 
a P u r i t a n  say ing ,  "You cannot g ive  God's c h i l d r e n  
too much of the  F a t h e r ' s  bxeade8 '  

A productive sermon shauld he lp  the l i s t e n e r  
t o  resist There is ns end to tempta- 
t i o n s  tha t  come t o  us c o n s t a n t l y ,  Each one has 
h i s  o m  p e c u l i a r  temptations i n  one way or ano the r ,  
Our Lord knew temptation. H e  w a s  severely tempted 
in His e a r t h l y  l i f e .  How d i d  We handle tempta t ion?  
'Ehipcrblgla the FSard arxd prayer ,  @fasay of t h e  peopZe 
who sit before us  an Sunday msrninff are people who 
have t o  s t rugg le  w i t h  temptation in many different 
ways, The Ward of God as it i s  preached is  help-  
ful in r e s i s t i ng  Satan's onslaughts. Many Chris- 
tians are searehfng for he lp  t o  overcame tempta- 
tion, W e  need t o  help them, Our semons can be 
a b i g  help ,  

A productive semon prepares one f o r  
and f a i t h f u l  witness. I was pleased to hear t h i s  -- -- 
pa in t  m d e  by our  f r i end  i n  he r  appraisa l  of a 
productive semsn, It is abundantly clear our  
Lord desires that  we be His witnesses, H e  corn- 
mands, "Ye s h a l l  be wi tnes se s  unto me,"  and t h e  
Great Camisslan comes t o  mind, People know they 
should witness more. They f e e l  g u i l t y  t h a t  they  
do not  w i tnes s  more and use o p p o r t u n i t i e s  that 
come t o  them i n  the family, with friends and 
neighbors ,  Ee%%ow workers, bus ines s  a s s o e l a t e s ,  
ets, Often they fall t o  do so because of fear,  
They b o w  what they believe, htnt f i n d  it d i f f i c u l t  
t o  articulate. The sermon can be h e l p f u l  and pro- 
d u c t i v e  i n  increasing t h e i r  knowledge of the 
claims of C h r i s t .  It wills howevers take another 
f o r m  ac tua l ly  t o  show them how to do this and 
equip them by t r a in ing  f o r  a one-to-one encounter  
o f  Evangelism, but  t h e  semon can provide knowl- 
edge, encouragement, and challenge to do so ,  

Many people  need and wan t  help and encourage- 
ment i n  t h e i r  lif?, The serman can provide 
valuable he lp  t o  people by way of encouragement 
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and i n s t r u c t i o n  i n  t h i s  great and poraerful a c t i v i t y  
of f a i t h ,  Also t o  be noted i s  t h a t  people  need t o  . 

pray f o r  t h e i r  pas to r  and should be encouraged t o  
do so. This  a c t i v i t y  a l s o  can be product ive i n  
sermon making, 

A product ive sermon i s  one t h a t  encourages and 
i n s t r u c t s  i n  t h e  of life, P was very 
pleased t o  no te  my f r i e n d ' s  mention of t h i s  a s  a6 
important a r e a  of Chr i s t i an  s a n c t i f i c a t i o n  t h a t  
needs t o  be s t r e s s e d ,  She m i t e s :  "to share  my 
God-given t a l e n t s  and b le s s ings  i n  s e r v i c e  t o  
o thers . ' '  m a t  a beautiful expression: 1 be l i eve  
t h a t  t h e  s i n c e r e ,  ded ica ted  Chr is t ian  wants t o  
express  t h i s  response t o  God out  of g ra t i t ude .  
It seems that stewardship has received a bad name 
and is  even bad-mouthed by some, It c e r t a i n l y  
need not  be a sub jec t  to be ignored completely 
from t h e  p u l p i t .  To  $0 kh fs  wou ld  mean f a i l i n g  
t o  preach t h e  f u l l  counsel  of God. When I speak 
of stewardship I mean the stewardship o f  l i f e  -- 
stewardship i n  i t s  broad sense.  That is,  steward- 
s h i p  of every th ing  we a r e  and have. Yes, steward- 
s h i p  of l i f e  i t s e l f .  It inc ludes  something we 
probably haven't  encouraged enough -- t h e  steward- 
s h i p  of t a l e n t s .  Many Chr i s t i ans  want t o  use t h e i r  
t a l e n t s  f o r  t h e  Lord, but  have never been asked o r  
permit ted t o  do so. It is  one th ing  t o  chal lenge 
people and t e l l  them t o  be good stewards;  i t  i s  
another  th ing  t o  show them bow they can be  b e t t e r  
s tewards,  It goes without  saying t h a t  w e  sur- 
s e l v e s  must p r a c t i c e  good stewardship before  w e  
a sk  o t h e r s  t o  do so ,  Don't ask your people t o  do 
what you a r e  not  w i l l i n g  t o  do, 

It seems t o  me we have been long on motiva- 
t i o n  and i n s p i r a t i o n  i n  our  s e m o n s ,  but  1 f e e l  
t h e r e  is room f o r  imgrovelnaent in ac tua l ly  preaeh- 
ing  stewardship. I wonder how many of our  p a s t o r s  

g~redrli ,~~zt~:~_rn.dshi'fi semona ,  M e  need t o  p-s~ezch 
s t e ~ i r a r d ~ h i g  GE zianey a l s o .  God has b lessed  our  
ELS over ehc years, H e  h a s  permitted u s  t o  
s t  W e  have :ii pare Word, Opparkuti%ies 
galt3re, 2vz2;~ i n  these troublesome days o f  runaway 
i n f  :.st ion, ; +~a i t  us, opportunities f o r  working, 
p r a y i n g ,  z rov id lng  rhe financial support to do 
t h e  work zrtr i.rird would have us  do. Gcd give 
c.c- ths  ~ $ 1 1  ~ , n d  the enthusiasm $0 ge t  on w i t h  
an2 i .c l t r2si f-y our  e f fo r t s  du-ring these I.atter 
d -  $ 2  T g r a t i f i e d  t o  note  several BE GUT 

p ,,.r3*snrs r c s  ?re s t r e s s i n g  atewardskip of Talents ,  
r ?  2 2~1~1 'rreasure with t h e i r  c o n g r e g ~ t i o n s  more. 
by  rili2.inF o: Personal Stewardship inter~iews w i t h  
everv f a ~ ~ ~ i l y  u n i t  i n  the  congregation. ]?wring 
f i e  si.rsr?nd % g e e &  i n  Decenber, while 1 WMS on the  
road For Bethany, I stopped t o  v i s i t  a young pas- 
to r  o f  one of our r u r a l  pa r i shes .  N t  w a s  doing 
Psx-slsnal. Stewardship Interv%ews -- one after  
ariothcr, w i t h  members of h i s  congregation. Bless- 
i n q  w i l l  come f rom this type o f  activity, I believe. 
T h i s ,  in a congregation where to my knowledge they 
have never had a stewardship prograa o r  even a 
budget in t h e i r  entire h i s t o r y  o f  almost a hundred 
years,  Saactification needs to be preached also 
i n  its rightful place. A purpose o f  redemption 
3s t~ produce f ram "new ~rea tu res"  zea l~n~snes s  of 
gssd works, 

There are o the r  areas of concern regarding 
serlaons froii~~ lay-men and women. Pattison des- 
c r ibed  "preaching as t h e  spoken commdnication of 
d iv ine  t r u t h  wi th  a  view of persuasion." (P. 15)  

Too of ten ,  I f e a r ,  our  sermons are less than 
persuasive. Words l i k e  "dul l ,"  "drab," "hack- 
neyed," and "threadbare" turned up i n  my survey 
t o  describe sermons. Some preachers, according 
t o  one response, "never g e t  beyond about a dozen 
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"- 
stock Bible passages. :hey are s- ov tc i i s ed ,  L ;I<, 

longer  hear them." 

Some sermox:s s e e m  to lack  r e a l  e f f o r t  La prep-  
ara t ion.  They are uniinaginetive,  sta ' le,  s t i l t e d ,  
say the same o l d  things i n  the $ m e  013 way. T o  

be  su re ,  the-re w i l l  be t i m e s  ;lien r e  gc+C caught, 
due to press of d u t - i e s ,  t h a t  s imply  make sermon 
preparation time short. Duc t h a t  iriii be rhe ex- 

c2p:ion rather than the  rule.  W e  will n o t  f o o l  

our  people  w i t h  shoddy p r e p a r a t i o n  and h a s t i l y  
thrown toge the r  sermons f ox  Long. 3b th ing  endears 

a p a s t o r  t o  the  congregatiorl  130re .;ban good sermons. 
Our people  know a good produicive sermon when they  
h e a r  one. 

T o  preach a f resh,  imaginaf i v e  , i.n terest ing ,  
timely, textual, helpful, r e l e v a n t  sermon, saying 
t h e  same o l d  t h i n g s  i.rr new ways, does  no t  came 
easy. Good sermon prepara t ion  comes ilard. It 
always has; it always w i l l .  

W e  will attenrpt (lo do bet ter  i f  we remember 
what B r m z  a contempor;;ry o f  Z.uther, knom as 
being a good preacher, once remarked: "I never 

mount- the pulpit without  being stirred with a 
new and greater awe an? concern s ince  I real ize 
I am prsaching before  Cod and trae arlgels." Oh, 
that: we would t h i n k  of t h i s  every time we entered 
the pulpit: 

The group I s o l i c i t e d  f o r  he lp  i n  p repa r i~xg  
this paper  suggested thar productive preaching 
means using plain but dignified language that 
keeps the audience in mind and i s  not preached 
over their heads. "While people may be flattered 
to be preached to in deep, theological proyosi- 
tions, they get little out  of it but frustration," 
wrote one of our cor responden ts .  Luther  has 

something to say about t h i s :  "Osiander possesses 

eloquence, follows an outline, and adheres to the 
rules of rhetoric, but he doesn't instruct the 
people. On the other hand, Dr. Link and Master 
Veit instruct them. Today, Master ~8rlin pleased 
me very much when he preached. He instructed the 
comon people about the duties of wives and maid- 
servants . . . The people can take this home with 
them, but nobody understands a sermon that is 
turgid, deep, removed from life. I spoke about 
this to Bucer in Gotha and suggested that he and 
Osiander should refrain from erudite preaching. 
Philip doesn't need to be instructed, and I don't 
teach or lecture for his sake, but we preach pub- 
licly for the sake of plain people. Christ could 
have taught in a profound way but he wished to 
deliver his message with the utmost simplicity 
in order that the common people might understand. 
Good God, there are sixteen-year-old girls, women, 
old men and farmers in church and they don ' t  
understand lofty matters: If one can present 
fitting and familiar comparisons (illustrations), 
as Link can do in masterful fashion, the people 
will understand and remember. Accordingly he's 
the best preacher who can teach in a plain, 
childlike, popular, and simple way. I prefer to 
preach in an easy and comprehensible fashion, 
but when it comes to academic disputations watch 
me in the University; there I'll make it sharp 
enough for anybody and will reply, no matter how 
complicated he wants to bes Some day 1'11 have 
to write a book against artful preachers." 
(Luther's Works, Vol. 54, pages 283-284) 

Again, we quote from Luther, "~ector Bernard 
von Dolen, minister in Herzberg, compleined bit- 
terly about his arrogant auditors who despised 
the reading of the catechism. Dr. Martin (~uther) 
was greatly disturbed and fell silent. Then he 
said, 'Cursed be every preacher who aims at lofty 
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t o p i c s  in the church, looking  for h i s  own glory  
and s e l f i s h l y  d e s i r i n g  t o  please one indiv idual  
o r  another .  When Z preach here I adapt myself t o  
t he  circumstances of the  common pclople. I don' t  
Look a t  t h e  doc to r s  and masters, of whom scarcely 
f o r t y  are p r e s e n t ,  b u t  at t h e  hundred o r  the  
tbousand young people  and children.  It% sto them 
t h a t  I preach, t o  them t h a t  L devote myself ,  f o r  
they, zoo, need t o  understald. I f  the others 
d o n ' t  want to listen they can leave. Therefore, 
my dear Bernard, take pa ins  to be s imple  and 
direct; don't consi.der those who elaim t o  be 
learned  bu t  be a preacher t o  unschooled youth 
and sack l ings  a "' (--- * i b i d .  , pp, 235-236) 

Once again from Luther ,  "1 esteem those to 
be t h e  b e s t  preachers, which ileach the common 
people  and youth m o s t  p l a i n l y  and s imply ,  without  
s u b t i l t y  o r  enlargements. Christ  taught the 
people  by p l a i n  and simple parables." (Five 

p *  1-0 

S t .  Pau l  gives preachers good advice when 
he writes i n  1 Car, 2:4-5,  hen I came to you, 
bre thren ,  I d i d  not come proclaiming t o  you the 
testimony o f  Cod in l o f t y  words o r  wisdom. For 
I dec4ded to know nothing among you except Jesus 
Chris: and him c r u c i f i e d .  h d  I w a s  %zith you i n  
7~eakness and in much fear and trembling; and my 
speech and my message were not in p laus ib le  
words of wisdom, bu t  i n  demonstration o f  the 
S p i r i t  and power, t h a t  your f a i t h  might not rest 
in t h e  wisdonl of men but  i n  t h e  power o f  God." 

When we g e t  i n t o  the  p u l p i t  we are not  ord i -  
n a r i l y  preaching to our peers. They may under- 
s tand theologica l  propositions and de ta i l ed  ex- 
p lana t ions ,  bu t  how aboct the average hearer? 
We n r l i  not  be effective and ge t  through t o  people  

'f S-f .-  ' X J . : ~  L,, preacher knows c;~*z- i-$$ll s of 
W e  ;r:jii s.cR;:~., - <i ldl;c8& t ~ ~ n ,  " f s , he 1qi.l.3 ~s -jlor 

$ 3  ,- vi? v i-:it5 : 2 -J:; n:sssage t o  h i s  hearers and ~Fhi?ir 

: F -  Iba4-h-fi-krations and good a t o r i - 3  rgn tie 
4 , .  - i-o enable them "to t zke  the  I O P S Y ~ ~ Z  home 
with ~g~es :~ ,  " Study Jesus ' om- methods of Esarrk- 
-p .c~.;j, .. &?a - s t o r y    el ling, Eigurat  i v e  l a n g u ~ g e  ~ m t u r e  
S ~ B L L * ~  :3r1E pxegifsbon, L i s t e n  t o  the Master con- 
. ~es-re? - - & t i a  t h e  woaan at Jacobs Well in John 4 ,  
5i- i?;?al l i t s  h i s  message a t  Antioch at P i s i d i a ,  
u s ing  3Ld Testament references ts the  audience. 
Oa ehe n t h e r  laand, S t .  Pau l  at !jars B i l l  took a 
dif9exri:it- approach t o  match h i s  message wi th  h i s  
 ad ience - 

Sermon9 t h a t  relate well t o  people "lean on 
rbara?i;ers o f  the Bible  r e l a t i n g  t h e i r  sins t o  
my s i n s ,  r he i r  forgiveness t o  my forgiveness, 
t h e i r  Gealing w i C h  God to my dea l ing  w i t h  God," 
as one pui. it, S t i l l  another w r i t e s :  "It i s  

also Isrte:--..s.h: 3ng t o  t h e  hearer to touch base w i t h  
t he  ycdwerfal underlying emotions o f  t h e  people  
of ~ L u  Bib le ,  such as anger, fear ,  g u i l t ,  d e s p a i r ,  
s o ~ r o w ,  joy, love, peace, the destructive anger 
o f  Czin,  t h e  g u i l t  of David, the agony o f  t h e  
Cross,  %he joy of the  Resurrection,'' 

Product ive preaching has ta be centered 
i n  the  hearer's a b i l i t y  t o  re ta in  what is said. 
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To h e l p  t h e  l i s t ene r  r e t a i n  what vas sntd, one 
young p a s t o r  w r o t e :  "I l i k e  t o  p r o ~ l d e  an out-  
l i n e  to be fo l lowed ,  and t o  prov ide  t h e  sermon1 
t e x t  i n  ehe hands of the  S^listener ( e i t h e r  pr:i~ii;ed 
i n  the  b u l l e t i n  o r  found in the Eib ie  in the p e w ) .  
I don't. t h i n k  we read t h e  Word enough, and i t  is 
good f o r  u s  t o  see t h e  p r i n t e d  Word o t  S c r i p t u r e  
be fo re  u s .  Ply assiimption i s  tl-rat w i t h  t h e  added 
v i s u a l  a i d s  ( o u s l i n e  and text prov ided) ,  retention 
o f  major thoughts  is  enhanced," That's a good 
p rac t i ca l  and helpful suggest  ion.  

Appl ica t ion  in a sernlon i s  important.  People 
want a sermon that i s  l i f e  r e i a ~ e d .  We hawe t h e  
example of o u r  ~ o r d ' s  sermons. Note how Jesus 
a p p l i e s  t h e  Word i n  H i s  d i s c u s s i o n  w i t h  the  p a i r  
of  d i s c i p l e s  on t h e  way to E n m u s ,  F i r s t ,  We 
expla ined  the  meaning of the  wards of  Moses and 
t h e  prophe ts .  Secondly,  He a p p l i e d  the %lords of 
Himself.  The r e s u l t  t o  H i s  hearers: " D Z ~  not  
our  h e a r t  burn  within us?" ('Luke 24 : 3 2 )  

One wrote:  "A good p r o d u c t i v e  sermon is  one 
t h a t  i s  w e l l  p repared ,  cha t  i s ,  proper  exposition 
t o  t h e  text  w i t h  a p p l i c a t i o n  t o  l i f e  i n  o u r  t i m e s  
and well delivered, that is, i.L shi3uld be preached 
-- not  read ," bd'e were taught  i n  E o ~ ~ i L e t i e s  class 
t h a t  a sermon should te preached, 113t read. "Eye 
c o n t a c t ' h i t h  the  audience is very impor tan t ;  not 
j u s t  a pas s ing  glance, but preaeliing t o  them as  
i n d i v i d u a l s ,  There was  no ob jec t ion  $L) having 
a f e w  n o t e s  on a page o r  even a m a n u s c r i p t ,  i f  
w e  d i d n ' t  r e a d  i t ,  

Delivery should be l i v e l y  -- f o r c e f u l ,  enthu- 
s i a s t i c .  It should g ive  evidence of t h e  preacher's 
own persona l  conv ic t i on .  Regarding t h i s  po in t  my 
survey po in ted  o u t :  "For p reach i r~g  t o  be effective, 
t h e  Word's impact on t h e  preacher should be evident. 

The m a i n  zaal of" t h e  Word i s ,  s f  course, co create 
and sustain f a i t h ,  I f  the  listener aaes not see 
t h e  d i f ference she Word is making in the  l i f e  of 
t h e  preacher, t h e  Wsrd n i l1  appeer t c ~  be s te r i l e  
and %ife%ess,  The listener - w i l l  then see no uea- 
son why he should be affected by  the Word s ince  
t h e  preacher does not  appear to be moved hy it, 
Preaching can have a personal touch w4-tkhol;pt be ing  
s u h j e c t i y ~ . "  I s n ' t  kt t h a t  which makes preaching 
different from sther t y p e s  o f  co~aunicatioa? 
"Preaching i s  a groclam;atic~m of Cod" W~o.srd as it 
a f f e c t s  the l ives s f  both preacher and he:3rer," 
Certainly a sermon should refleet a personzal 
c o ~ z ~ f i c t i o n  o f  the preacher with t h e  t ex t ,  We 
should show an eager desire t o  share the t e x t  
and theme w i t h  our hearers* 

One t h i ~ a g  o u r  people  wJPB no t  have is any 
sembl.zncfrri o f  phoniaess 0x1 the part sf the preacher. 
That poin t  came through loud  and c P e a ~ ,  Nothing 
p u t  on, af fec ted ,  sr theatr ical  i s  produe&ive,  
Thei r  message t o  preachers: Be n a t u r a l ,  be  yaur- 
s e l f ,  The heart s f  eke preacher Z P P U ~ ~  be inx~olved~ 

-->.--*-- 

Longfellow wrote: "A sermon is no seraon i n  which 
I cannot hear t he  heart  beat*' '  

h%iLe relevance i s  a f ~ e n  an overworked word ,  
there is aeed f o r  being relevant, One wro te :  
" @ a d a s  t r u t h s  are timeless, buk ehe wor ld  i n  which 
w e  l i v e  changes c a ~ ~ s t a n t l y ,  We can ~bserve, Ear 
example, bow the Apos t le  P a u l  in h i s  Betters 
always taught the  central  doctrines a f  Christian- 
P $ y g  but  d i d  ss in a manner that. took Lnts account 
the  particular szrengths, weaknesses, and needs 
o f  h i s  irmnediatre audience. Relevant preaching 
strlves t a  proclaim t he  changeless Gaspel to s in -  
ners ,  ind i -v idua l  human beings so t h a t  t h i s  Gospel 
relates  t o  t h e i r  attitudes, t he i r  knowledge, t h e i r  
needs, and t h e i r  a sp i ra t ions .  Relevance car., of 
course, be sverempBrasized, B u t  t h e  Xord, I ~ s e l f ,  
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-->.--*-- 
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could no t  be more relevan"%to our  kiTres than what i ncu rab le  disease,  t he  feebleness of old age, t h e  
it ise The p reache r ' s  task  IS to t ha t  a 2 p b i -  terrors o f  zspproachhg d e a t h  shake the foundat ion 
c a t i o n  knom . '" upon whi..Cth L i f e  Z t s n ? f  rests; your:. Saviorts s t a b i l -  

16 w a s  n o t  s u r ~ r i s i n g  t o  note  tha t  ogr people  
exp re s s  cisrncern aver the  youth of t h e  r%~varch, Some 
fee l  our  sermons should help them mare than they  
do. The  Reformed are making inroads  w i t h  our young 
p e o p l e  w i th  t h e i r  infeuj-or and ssmeti~es d i s a s t r o u s  
message. How can w e  suppo r t  them more? Our young 
people  .at home o r  a t  Bethany w i l l  soon be s la t  i n  
t h e  world exposed sirnost fulltine t o  secu la r i sm,  
humanism, atheism,  and 21x1 t h e  rest of i t ,  They 
need t o  be f o r t i f i e d  i n  t h e i r  f a i t h ,  W e  have 
what you might say ,  ' the  l a s t  shot  a t  it' f o r  a 
ma jo r i t y  af our  young* 

Most impor tan t  of a l l ,  and t h i s  paint was 
brought ou t  abundantly by many, "Christ-centered" 
sermons a r e  what our  people  want t s  h e a r ,  The 
Law mast be  preached in a l l  of its thunder and 
l i g h t n i n g ,  but  the Gospel must shine through i n  
all i t s  g l o r y  and brfllianee, as another  great 
modern-day Lutheran preacher knew how t o  do ,  
L e t ' s  l i s t e n  to D r ,  Wal te r  A ,  Haler s f  Lutheran 
Hour fame: ""Onee you regard  Jesus as the  a p o s t l e  
d i d ,  i n  that in tensive  focus which beholds  on ly  
'Christ and Him c r u c i f i e d , '  yosa need nothing 
else to h e l p  you d i scove r  a chee r ing ,  sus t a in ing  
answer t o  every problem s f  l i f e ,  %&en your soul 
is c leansed ,  your conscience s t i l l e d ,  your hea- 
venly Father r econc i l ed ,  &ken are you prepared t o  
meet t h e  best o r  t h e  wors t  t h a t  life may hold f o r  
you. Le t  t h e  a v a ~ a n c h c ~  human m i s e r i e s  sweep 
over you; i f  y ~ u  kzraow t h e  Crucified, you will hear 
H i s  s u s t a i n i n g  'Let  no t  your heart be troubled.' 
Let whirlwinds s f  d i s a s t e r  blow the high  towers  
of your hopes i n t o  shape l e s s  ru ins ;  over  t h e  
wreckage C h r i s t ' s  voice wl.1: ring c l e a r :  'Behold, 
1 make d l  t h i n g s  new,' L e t  the  ravages of 

%zing  p l e d g e  declares: * ~ h o u  shalt be steadfast 
a n d  s o t  fear-.' i.et s i n  and h e l l  raise t h e i r  charges 
againsc you; i f  you have C h r i s t  as your 'Advocate 
be fo re  the? Faeiler,' you need n o t h i ~ g  else t o  assure 
you s f  God's paT(;em, '' The Best o f  1.lalker A, Maim 

v - .. . 9 
(p* 9 7 )  

O u r  friend ended her paragraph on Product ive  
Preac i~ lng  w i t h  these wnrds: ".... and mast impor- 
t a n t  of a l i  leaves m e  w i t h  renewed hope and assur-- 
ance of everlasting Life  with my Savior who d i e d  
f o r  my sins, '' 

I ' d  l i k e  to quote  again i n  full her d e s c r i p t i o n  
of a prod:lctine sermon: "A message based on S c r i p -  
tr're presented i n  accurate context ,  reminding me 
t h a t  L ara a sinner and i n  need of  ~ o d ' s  grace and 
meccjr, he lp s  me t o  grow as  a Christian, he lps  me 
resist  tempkailion, prepares me to be a w i l l i n g  
and faithful. w3.tness9 he lps  m e  t o  pray  n o t  on ly  
f o r  myself bu t  ochers, leads me t o  share my God- 
given ta lents  and b l e s s ings  i n  service t o  o t h e r s ,  
and most impor~ant of all, l e a v e s  m e  wi th  renewed 
hope and assurance of everlasting l i f e  w i t h  my 
Sasriiisr W ~ C E  d i ed  f o r  pny s i n s  .'* 

And I add,  i n  order  t o  preach t h i s  way w e  
need cons t an t ly  t o  sharpen our s k i l l s  i n  t h e  a r t  
of sermon maki~lg. We need t o  p ray  f e r v e n t l y ;  s tudy  
~od's Word; keep our  audience i n  mind so w e  a r e  on 
the  same frequency a s  they  are -- preach t imely  
an8 relevant sermons t h a t  w i l l  b e n e f i t  t h e m .  W e  
need t o  work on our  d e l i v e r y  so we do n o t  d imin ish  
an o therwise  good sermon and render  i t  less e f f ec -  
t i v e  by poor de l ivery .  It seems t o  m e  tha t  we need 
t o  p u t  i n  more time and e f f o r t  on d e l i v e r y .  It 
will be time well spent .  If an audience is  
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d i s i n t e r e s t e d  o r  l i s t l e s s  o r  i f  church a t t e n d m c e  
i s  poor ,  maybe w e  should t a k e  a look f i r s t  a t  ou r -  
s e l v e s  and a sk  why? What can I t ic :  t o  w r i t e  <:nd 
d e l i v e r  b e t t e r  sermons, t imely  and t exti.xa1 sermorrs? 
Ask, an I h inde r ing  i n  some way t h e  work of t h e  
Holy S p i r i t  by n o t  app ly ing  mysel f  t o  t h e  f u l l e s t ?  
I f  i a m  "too busy" t o  spend time or. sermons. then  
n;v time has  t o  be reordered .  We of a11 people  
sh~3uld be good s tewards  of t i v c  and t a l e n t .  We a s  
p . > - t o r s ,  above a l l ,  w i l l  be c a l l e d  i n t o  account 
o h  t h e  Last day .  

It i s  no t  easy t o  w r i t e  good e f f e c t i v e  and pro- 
d i~c , t i ve  sermons u s i n g  good language, avo id ing  words 
a!!<! phrases  which most people  do no t  unders tand.  
T(1 be s u r e ,  i t  t a k e s  time and work. There i s  such 

a  t h i n g  a s  n a t i v e  a b i l i t y ,  born p r eache r s ,  bu t  a l l  
m u . - t  work a t  t h e s e  s k i l l s  t o  improve them and 
r e  Cine them, 

A s  p a s t o r s  we too  a r e  f l e s h  of f l e s h .  We have 

t o  b a t t l e  t h e  n a t u r a l  u r g e  t o  b e  accepted and popu- 
lar; t o  s a t i s E y  t h e  " i t c h i n g  ea r "  by say ing  what 
people  want t o  h e a r ,  t o  r e f r a i n  from con f ron t ing  
popular  s i n s  and p r a c t i c e s ,  t o  b u i l d  monuments t o  
our  "ego." But J e s u s  s a i d ,  "I seek  not  mind own 
w i l l ,  bu t  t h e  w i l l  of t h e  Fa ther  which ha th  s e n t  
me." John 5 ~ 3 0 .  With John t h e  B a p t i s t  we should 
s a y ,  "He must i n c r e a s e ;  I must decrease." John 3:30. 

Let  o u r  motto be :  "Remember t h e  message -- f o r g e t  
t h e  preacher . "  The  message i s  d i v i n e ;  we are human. 

The s t ~ r y  was t o l d  of Spurgeon: "An American 

was v i s i t i n g  London a t  t h e  t ime when two of t h e  
most talked-of p reachers  i n  t h a t  world me t ropo l i s  
were Joseph Parker  and Char les  K. Spurgeon. H e  
went t o  hea r  both of them. Af t e r  hea r ing  t h e  
b r i l l i a n t  Parker  i n  h i s  p u l p i t  a t  t h e  C i t y  Temple, 
he spoke t o  one of t h e  u she r s  a s  he  l e f t  t h e  place 
of worship:  "What a  wonderful p r eache r  you have here . "  

On the Sunday fo'lowing, a f t e r  having heard Spurgeon 
i n  h i s  Tabernacle ,  he s a i d  t o  the usher on l e a v i n g ,  
"What a wonderful Saviour  you have here." (Quoted 
i.n 

It is harder t han  ever t o  b e  a preacher today. 
The r a d i o  and TV church,  a l l  kinds of c u l t u r a l  and 
soc ia l  s p p s r t u n i k k s  beckon our  people ,  when once 
the  church w a s  t he  center of life. Transpo r t a t i on  
makes running away f o r  the  weekend easy; p r o s p e r i t y  
makes i t  poss ib l e ,  A l l  t h e s e  f a c t o r s  make i t  
ha rde r  for today ' s  pa s to r .  Yet t h e  Lord c a l l s  f o r  
f a i th fu lness  on our  p a r t .  We are not r e s p o n s i b l e  
f o r  r e s u l t s .  W e  are r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  e f f o r t .  The 
p a s t o r  has the  words of C h r i s t  b e f o r e  him, "Ply 
m e a t  is t o  do t h e  w i l l  of H i m  who s e n t  m e ,  and t o  
f i n i s h  h i s  workets ( J o ~  4 ~ 3 4 )  eharistes work car -  
r i e d  Him througil Gethsemane and Calvary. H e  
s topped only $10 say,  "It i s  finished .IP "Let  a man 
so account of u s  as t h e  m i n i s t e r s  of Chr i s t ,  and 
stewards of the  mysteries of God, Moreover i t  is  
r equ i r ed  in. s t e w a r d s ,  that a man be found f a i t h -  
fd." (I Car. 4 : 1 - 2 , )  

God grant  us f a i t h f u l n e s s  and steadfastness 
i n  our work f o r  more p roduc t ive  preaching.  

I would close by quoting from Spurgeon, t h e  
B r i t i s h  preacher, r ega rd ing  the g lory  of t h e  Gospel 
ministry: " '~re thren ,  t o  me the  p u l p i t  is  a t h rone ,  
and when P a m  i n  f u l l  swing, w i t h  the  Lord Jesus 
C h r i s t  as nly s u b j e c t ,  I would not  change places 
with t h e  seraphim . . when I speak on these 
themes, my l i p s  drop p e a r l s  and diamonds. Bre thren ,  
when w e  declare un to  you t h e  Lord Jesus, we sail 
upon a sea of sweetness." (Source not  v e r i f i e d )  

To Cod d o n e  be all glory! 
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f o r  r e s u l t s .  W e  are r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  e f f o r t .  The 
p a s t o r  has the  words of C h r i s t  b e f o r e  him, "Ply 
m e a t  is t o  do t h e  w i l l  of H i m  who s e n t  m e ,  and t o  
f i n i s h  h i s  workets ( J o ~  4 ~ 3 4 )  eharistes work car -  
r i e d  Him througil Gethsemane and Calvary. H e  
s topped only $10 say,  "It i s  finished .IP "Let  a man 
so account of u s  as t h e  m i n i s t e r s  of Chr i s t ,  and 
stewards of the  mysteries of God, Moreover i t  is  
r equ i r ed  in. s t e w a r d s ,  that a man be found f a i t h -  
fd." (I Car. 4 : 1 - 2 , )  

God grant  us f a i t h f u l n e s s  and steadfastness 
i n  our work f o r  more p roduc t ive  preaching.  

I would close by quoting from Spurgeon, t h e  
B r i t i s h  preacher, r ega rd ing  the g lory  of t h e  Gospel 
ministry: " '~re thren ,  t o  me the  p u l p i t  is  a t h rone ,  
and when P a m  i n  f u l l  swing, w i t h  the  Lord Jesus 
C h r i s t  as nly s u b j e c t ,  I would not  change places 
with t h e  seraphim . . when I speak on these 
themes, my l i p s  drop p e a r l s  and diamonds. Bre thren ,  
when w e  declare un to  you t h e  Lord Jesus, we sail 
upon a sea of sweetness." (Source not  v e r i f i e d )  

To Cod d o n e  be all glory! 
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