


Theological Refractions 

011 October 6 arid 7.  the conservaii\-e and pii?iistic "Confessin? 
Jlo\-enient: S o  Other Gospel" nlet in Frankfur t  Germsny rrr:der :he 
Ieadership of Professor Dr. I):-. Waiter  Iiunne1.h. P r c j f i . ~ ~ ~ ~  Dr. E ~ l d .  the  
main essayist for t he  occasion, openly stated his opl;osiiio:i t o  ~11e Pseget- 
ical nietliods of Professors Ernst  I<ascmann and TVa1tc;r Sch~ziithala for 
separat ing tlle gre-Easter  Jesus fro111 the  post-Eiister Christ.  Tlisse two 
disciples of Rudolf Wnltnlann were scored for teaching that  Jesus is  only 
the  proclaiuier of salvation and not the bringer of saIvation. Jesus is 
more than  R teacher af ~visdor~l  (TVeisheitslchrer) as Eiasemnnn contends. 
According to  the S e w  Testament, H i s  person i n  itseif has dii-ine va!ue. 
F'rofessor Rold to ndvanee the concept that Jesus is God Hi :~~se i f  con- 
centrated on :he "I s111" sections not only in J o h ~  brri n!so i11 [he synoptic 
G o s ~ e l s .  T h e  origin for  these ~ ~ l i r a s e s  a r c  not Gnostic, as Hu!tlnar!~~ asserts.  
but Isaiah -13: 111. 

Prof. 111.. SchoId delivered a n  essayist on the  crisis in reIigious instrac-  
tion. Another essay 011 the  battle for conservative theology i n  Berlin \\-as 
delivered by Prof. DI-. Winterhager. fornlerly assis tant  t o  Bishop Dibelius. 
Prof. Kunnetll gave a general o ~ e r v i e w  of the church situation arid Prof. 
Dr. Peter  Heyerhaus spoke on react ions to the  "Frankfur t  Declaration." 
Other  participants \\-ere Superintendent W. Thie! from Berlin, Prof. Dr. 
vice don^. Prof. Ifr. Heubach, and  Dekan Dr. Reissinger. 

The  '-Confessing JIo~enient ,"  a s  we h a w  previously reported. is  a 
c:onservati\-e group of  clergymen a n d  theoiogians in the  s ta te  related 
c:hurches oi' Germany protesting the denial of traditiona! Christianity. 
Thei r  1n:ijor concerns a r e  the so-called historical critical ~i lethod and  
o ther  rt.latcd systeins with their  denial of t he  bodily ressurection of 
.Iesus a n d  universalisni. with its denial of eternal perdition of unbelie\-ers. 

llI:EAIES 
The r)rc:e~~il)er 1970 issue of Tlie spr ing f i e lder  had  a two page editorial 

~ t n d e r  t h e  heading Confessional "Reawakening" in Germany. In  wri t ing 
of the "1-en1vakeni11g" in  the established churches of Germany the  editor 
nientions tht: nlovement called Kii.chlichc A\'a?,i.?,l.lz~n{/en (K.S.) and  char-  
acterizes this  movement a s  being closer to t he  Gernian Lutheran  F ree  
c h ~ ~ r c h e s  than sonle of thc: other movements. 

I t  was the privilege of t he  undersigned to a t tend  the annual  meeting 
of t.hc "ICirohliche Sanlrnlung llnl nibel und Bekenntnis" (Churches rally- 
i ng  a round  Cible a n d  Confession) in B r e n ~ e n ,  Germany,  So\-ember 6-8, 
1970. 

Tlie meeting gave those at tending it a general idea of the  position 
tha t  th is  certain group of pastors, professors, a n d  lay people of t he  
Gernlan churcrhes a r e  taking against the overwhelming nlajority of 
liberals. To  such a s  have  for many years  hoped for  a s ign  tha t  the  proper 

s tance  toward Scr ip ture  a n d  Confession is viable in  t h e  European churches 



in spi:e o i  the  almost  unanimous defection from the position of the men 
of the  Reformation, this  meeting gave a spark of hope. 

-4t this meeting there were 110 theological debates. because its charac- 
ter was to be that  of a n  evangelization. In a suburb of Bremen, Vahr, the 
beautiful and new facilities of the Epiphany congregation were placed a t  
the  disposal of the  K. S.. and the pastor of the congregation was a most 
gracious and interesting host. Dr. I)r. Georg Hul i t e~nan l~  dolninated the 
gathering both wi th  his genial hospitality and with his ready wit. (One 
beco~lles still better acquainted with hill1 by reading his  book "In Spannung 
Leben" LLiving in  Tension] in which he describes his conflicts a s  boy, 
youth, young pastor' and Doctor of Theology and Philoso1)hy.) 

Whoever at tended the meeting learned of the short history of the 
mo\-enlent of which Pastor Hart ig gave an  account. Pastor Hart ig,  him- 
self in  serious conflict with the officials of the established church, dated 
the beginning from a meeting on October 1 2 ,  1964, when in a clash between 
Kunneth  and Fuchs  the church leaders were either unable or unwilling 
to decide between t rue  and false doctrine. From that  time on it was 
clear to sonle of these  c o n s c r r a t i ~ e  Inen that they had to seek cooperation 
and contact with o ther  men of similar persuasion. T h e  rarious conventions 
and  gatherings of o ther  nlovelnents toward a Biblical position did not fully 
sat isfy the Inen t h a t  nlet later under Pastor Hartig's leadership in  Sit- 
tensen (near  Bremen) to establish themselves as a l-e?-ei?~ o r  Society with 
legal character within the city of Bremen. Since that  time an informa- 
tional periodical was  published and  contact with men of other churches 
of a confessional character was sought. These contacts have led to rela- 
tions also with m e n  of the Scandinavian churches, nlairlly with men who 
have been protesting the advanced state of decay of the established so- 
called Lutheran churches of those countries. Among rncn attending the 
meeting in Urenlen were Lic. Jorgell (:lenthoz of 1)enlnark. Dr. Gustav 
Adolf Dane11 of Sweden, Pastor Wagner of Juetlacd, Denmark; also 
several pastors of t h e  Lutheran Freechurches were guests: e.g. Pastor Hans- 
Lutz Poetsch of Brelnen who was well acquainted with the men of the 
n~o \~emen t ,  and o thers  of the Independent Freechurch which had recently 
called Pastor H a r t i g  to one of i ts  parishes. a proof of the close relations 
established between the Inen interested in the battle for the Lutheran 
Confessions. 

As it happened two nlelnbers of the  Springfield seminary faculty could 
be present, Prof. Eugene Klug who had received the  invitation through 
Pastor  Poetsch a n d  Dr. Saumann.  Prof. Klug i s  a t  present living in 
Amsterdam where h e  is doing his  doctoral work. Both Prof. Klug and 
Dr. Xaumann were  asked to address the meeting. 

Prominent nlernbers of the Kirchliche Sammlung mere Prof. Dr. 
Heubach a t  present La'~~des .~zbl)er i?~tendent  (Bishop) of Schlesu-ig who was 
elected chairnlarl of the K. S.; Pastor  W. Euescher, who recently pub- 
lished a pamphlet against the ordination of women; Pastor Steindor of 
Muenster and others. 

The  meetings and  the services in connection w i t h  the assembly were 
particularly directed to members of the congregation. A special meeting 

for the  young p e o ~ l e  with presentations by what was  called an evangelical 



"beat" group united youngsters from surrounding coiigregations for 
"intervie\vs" on questions of faith and confession. 

For the undersigned the nieetings of the K. S. nrcre a witness to the 
fact. t ha t  tlie heritage of the Reforlnation is not preserved by organizations 
or by church establishments. In  fact. the  more power the structure and 
anatomy of the church as  an organization seems to have,  the harder i t  is 
to preserve the confessional character of the church. Where  the need for 
reforin o r  gathering about Cible and confession is felt the so-cal!ed 
"Kirchenleitung" (leaders of tlie church) as officials a re  inclined to  
consider the preservation of the outward structure of greater i~l lportance 
thail rcktention of t rue  fai th and obedience to the Word. This was evident 
in the reports of the attending churchinen. 

The  Illany years of neglect of indoctrination and i~lstruct ion of the 
g e o p l ~  of t h ~  church has  iliade the term people's church (J'olkski?.c7~c) no 
more significant than speaking of a Volh-stl~etrter (ibiuniuipal thea t re)  o r  
other  -111stcllt open to the  public. The  concept that  the people. the  believers. 
a r e  the  Church is lost to the nlerubers themselves. This  nlovenieilt of 
K. S. can look forward to  Iiiore conflict and bitter disappoint:lients till the  
confessillg i)astors have succeeded in building congregations of nleiilhers 
who a r e  well founded in Luther's Catechism and acquainted with the  
Lutheran Confessions. As the inen of the K. S. work toward this  goal 
our pra]*crs go with them. IVould to God that there could be a revival of 
Bi1)lical and c.onfessiona1 faithfulness! 

M. J .  Ktr 1ma?1)1 
- 

B'iSEI- 
,\CAUE;3IIA LIRERA EVASGELICA 

THEOLOGICA B-%SILIESSIS 

\Ve have the catalog of the "Free Evangelical-Theological Academy of 
1:asel" of Switzerland listing the  courses and the  instructors for  the first 
two semesters of the acadeniy's existence. 

The character of the  academy is described a s  being essentially different 
than tha t  of csisting theological faculties a t  other universities. The  
statement clainis that i t  is a inatter of fai th proceeding froin the conviction 
of the  t r u t h  of the Holy Scriptures. A11 m-ork is to be done by scientifically 
thorough lilethod but in fir111 obligation ( B i n d v i ~ g )  to t h e  Bible of the  Old 
and Xcw Testaments. F ree  research is not to be hanipered by this  stance. 
The  statelllent of objectives of this new academy coxlles to  a noteworthy 
conclusion when it proposes to deriionstrate to the  theological faculties of 
other universities that  "thorough theological work can  be done without 
(negative)  Biblical criticisnl." 

T h e  first semester started i n  October 1970, the  second January  4, 
1971. 

Most interesting i s  the list of professors and instructors. To those 
some\'hat fanliiiar wi th  the  names particularly of conservative men i n  
theology i n  Europe the  list will show the theological character  of the  
academy. 

Dr. Sailluel Kuelling, Old Testament, (Dr. Aulsterdam 1964) 



Dr. Theophil Fluegee. Old Testament (1961 he resigned his position 
as professor at the Kirchliche Hochschule in Zehlendorf because of 
the  rise of Bible criticism there) 
Dr. Theodore Stanley. S e w  Testament. (Ph.D. Chicago U. 1963) 
Dr. Harold Ogden Rrown. Historic Theology (Th.D. Harvard 1957) 
Dr. Arthur H. Hoffmann. Psychology. Philosophy etc. 
Dr. Dr. Georg Huntemann. Systematic Theology (Ph.D. tP53 in 
Erlangen (summa cum Iaude) . 
nr. Huntemann is one of the leading men in the movemc-:!r -1Ci~:n- 
liche Sanlmlung" (see report on the Xorember meetir~g u r  tLat 
society). 
Dr. Burkhard Krug, Church History and Practical Theology. 
Dr. Francis Schaeft'er. lectures on rntellectual and cultural ~lrc?hl~:ns 
of the  20th century. He is a rllernber of the ET-angeii1,al 3y-aod 
(Presbyterian). I-.S.X. 
Dr. Alfred Stueckelbtlrger, Pedagogy, Philosophy, psycho lo^:. 
Dr. HeIniut Saake. Greek 

If there are a n r  theoioyical students looking for overseas exlisrlen.:e 
the>- can be assured of an interesting and enriching tinle of stud? at this 
academy. 

Write to "Freie ET-angelisch-Theologische Akademie Basel" 
Chrishonarain 201, C H (Switzerland) 

4i26 - Bettingen 
X. J .  J - a ~ t n ~ u ? ~  

- 

ESCLUSI'I'E PARTICLES - 
FOUSJI.-ITIOX OF REFORJIATIOS F-AITH 

"When thou passest through the  waters, I will be with thee; and 
through the rivers, they shall not o~erflolv thee: when thou xvalkest 
through the fire, thou shalt not be burned; neither shall the flame kindle 
upon thee." "Sothing shall by any means hurt you." 

Two promises of God. one from each Testament, which promises 
would prove to I>e ridiculous unless rightly understood. -Ask the t r u l y  
spiritual man for an esplanation. He will tell you that these words are 
no guarantee against snake-bite, drowning, burning to  death or a lingering 
disease. Such promises applied to the apostles in spite of the facr, thot 
these men died a martyr's death. They applied to the prophets who were 
put to death by their  own people. 

Lutheran Christians are grateful for a heritage which has lrlade the 
proper understanding, under God, of such passages possible. Lutheran 
Christians are  thankful that God in His mercy through Christ %rants His 
children the knowledge to understand such promises as He inrended them 
to be believed and understood. 

Luther, Llelanchthon and their co-workers founC the Gos;!?i cr-:;mises 
. . .  everywhere in boll; Teetaxze~?ts. Tlie:; h ~ d  re21 ~c~i . : i i i ; , : l> 2i>o~i: kow a 

Inan becomes and remaips to bc God's chill?. They ?sic? zg:Lin anti >gain 
that,  lien i t  collies to justifi.:ation byfort: Gc?ci, t3e grzec of GL)d i:1 i :I.: ist 

and the works of man are ~r,ukrra!!y axe!usirr:-. The!- didil't d r x m  rliis 



up. They found it especially in the New Testanlen~. especially in the 
epistles to the Romans and to the Gaiatians. 

X glance at  the Index of the Concordia Triglotta reveals that  the 
Confessions speak of the  so-called Exclusive Particles six cimes. This is 
the ilaine g iwn  to certain phrases and expressions in Scripture involving 
prepositions, adverbs. specific case uses and, in some cast:s, the volce of 
verbs, whereby it is made clear that the salvation of nlan is based solely 
on the grace of God, the  merit of Christ and faith as a means of reception 
These are  the little words and expressions which make it quite clear that 
s a l ~ a t i o n  by grace and salvation by man's efforts a re  m~i tual ly  exclusive 
Thc. Confessions quote seven passages to  exemplify this  point: Roni. 1 :I;; 
3 . 2 4 . 2 s :  4 : 3 . 6 ;  Gal. 3:11;  Eph. 2:s. Of course these references art? onl3- 
typical and a re  by no means exhaustive. Others can be quoted in \\-\-hich 
thr  particles are stated explicitly or a re  felt to be implicit. Before quoting 
thest, passages we make several observations about all of these references: 

1. In all passages where the exclusive particles are  found the Greek is 
si lnl~le and unn~istakably clear. And this colnes through clearly in 
all the translations. even the Vulgate. 

2. Luther \bras accused of adding to the test  of Rom. 3:28 when he 
translated: "So halten wir es nun,  dasz der JIensch gerecht JVerde 
ohne des Gesetzes If-erke, cillein durch den Glauben." The Apology 
(Article IV) coriles to Luther's defense: "If the exclusi\.e cllolle dis- 
~ ~ l u a s o s ,  let them remove froni Paul also the exclusives f?.eelv. 7 1 o t  OJ 

I(-o1.k.s. it is tile cjift. etc. For these also arc  (very- strong) exclusives.'' 
S o w  it is interesting to note that  several times the XEI: translates 
a s  did Luther in the case of Ron]. 2:28. The translators in such 
cases did not expand the test. They uiiderstood the principle of the 
exclusive particles. 

5. X study of the ljassages in which the exclusive particles are found 
I)rings out the fact that the nlethod of salvation 111-oclaimed in the 
Sen- 'Testanlent is the  same a s  that  taught in the Old. 

4. Finally, the exclusive particles a re  involved with the  teachings of 
t h e  atoncmeiit of Christ, eternal election ( a  forgotten doctrine in 
t h e  LC-AIS) and the  ~ u ~ i t p  of the Testanients. 

According to the RSV we quote several passages which exemplify 
these points. If the reader ran l ~ a n d l e  the Greek he ought studv these 
passages in that language. The exclusive gartic!es nrr .italir.i:rrl in our 
quotations. 

To exeml~lify the clarity of these passages we quote the well-known 
reterence in Rom. 3:": '-For we hold that  a man is justified Oy jtritlr clptrrl 
frorrr tc-or-1;s of la\\..'' The  first particle is the dative case and  the second a 
preposition. By- means of these particles faith and works, as  a basis for 
justification, are inutuall y esclusive. 

To exeniplify what has been called a n  expansion of the test  owing 
to the  fact that  the translacor understood the  principle of the exclusive 
particles we quote Rom. 4:16 from the  N E B :  "The promise was made 
ott t71e yro l~? ld  of faith, i n  order that  i t  might be a matter  of sheer grace." 

So word for the adjective "sheer" appears in the Greek test. But the 



t ranslator  clc;rret.tly realized tha t  eter~ial  iuiieritance is by fai th (as 
opposed ti) v:.-orks i and therefare b y  shcc,- grace (literally "according to 
-race" j , 'This r e n ~ i n d s  onc c j f  Luther's trnnsiation of Rom. 3 :  2s. Other 
S 

e ~ a r n l ~ l e s  cjf such esgr.,nsion ill [lie T E R  are f o : i ~ d  in Ro:ll. 3:21.%3.23 and 
Gal. 2:lf;. The preachcr shfjuld preach this -,\-a?-. EIe should stress these 
excltlsive ~ay t i c l e s .  as diil Lu!her. and in  his way leave 110 doubt in tlie 
1l:illfi of ilis hcart:rs cor~er1iil:g tlii?se Yrry iliiportnnt truths. 

To exeui;>!ify !he  pi-incip!~ t h a t  the i~lr~!iod of salvation prodaimed 
in the S e w  TG.s?anlent is the sznit' as  that  tanght  ir! the Old \\-e quote 
Ram. 3:21: "Cut  Eon- the righteousness of God has bee11 manifested irp:i?-t 
fi-oiji t f l ~  71.111.. XLTHOTGH TflE L-AIV &ST) THE PROPHETS GEAR 
IYITSESS TO IT. the righteousness of (;od i r : . o : rg? r  f l ~ i t i r  i ~ i  Jeslis Cl~r i s t  
fo r  all bt.iieri-:.'' Other esa1:11)Ics zrc- fo:~lici in Rum. 4:  6.10.11.1'3 and 
Gal. 3: 11. 

To esen:p:ify the in\-olvement oc' the aro!iement o f  Christ in passages 
the esc lns i re   articles are found if-e offer Iioni. 3 : 2 4 :  "They (all 

n l ec )  a rc  justified 5 g  i:Ls I/i.(lcc a s  a gift. thi-o.~c!lh the i-etlen~ption wliich 
is in Christ Jesus." -\nil, tinallp. that rile teaching of eternal election is 
invol\-ed with :he esciu;i\-euess of salvation by grace is exemplified in 2 
Tim. 1:9 "who (God) s a w d  us and called 11s wi th  a holy ca l l i~ ig  not in 
vir tue of ot!i- ~i.-o,-ks but in i-irrue of his o w n  p1trpo.i.c gi ld  t h e  yrcrce which 
h e  gave us I k i  ('11 r-ist .Jesus ages ago." 

The rediscovery of the imgortancc of the exclusive particles i s  one 
of the  glories of the  Lutheran Reformation. IiTe note the observation 
made ill the Fol.nrula of Concord, Epitome, TTI: "?Ve believe, teach, and 
confess that  for the preservation of the pure doctrine concerning the 
righteousness of fai th before God it is necessary to urge \vitli special 
diligence the  pcu-tic~~lrrc e.rc.llisiz'crr. that is. tlie exclusive particles." 

Other esacil)les of the ~ s c l u s i v e  particles. not quoted in this  article. 
a r e  found in Rorn. .I:l(i; 11: ti: Gal. 5:4: Phil. 3 : 9 ;  and Gal. 2:16,  a loclcs 

r.lrrssicus which bristles with exclusive particles. The  devices used in a11 
these passages to rnake these inatters of grace versus works clear are 
pririiarily the dat ive case and the follo\t7ing p re~~os i t ions  and adverbs: ek. 
ouk es, ouketi ex. choris. dia, kala, ou kata, en and  epi. 

\Ire iive in a n  age which has little tirue fo r  humble prepositions. 
adverbs and case uses. I3ut such a re  the sninli itcllls which the Holy Spirit 
elllgkoys ro strengthen tlie Christian's conviction i n  such a rich l ~ r o ~ n i s e  
as in found in  Luke 10: "Sothing shall by any iileans hur t  you." S o  
exclusive particle i s  used here bu t  the Christ-ian understands th i s  passage 
as purest Gospel which is addressed to faith and  is therefore a matter  of 
shecr  grace. 

Harold H .  Bzils 

JESCS CHRIST SUPERSTriH 
d theological journal might  not be the best place to dlscuss the  merits 

of recent rock music, but in this case tlie rock record is Jcsl is  Chr i s t  
dziye~.stcl~-. Recorded i n  Great Britain, i t  has  caught  fire in t h e  United 

States and has been the subject of discussion in T131E magazine and on 



M.ike Il'crll(rc.c ;It IJrrrcle on CES radio. The  writer of the lyrics. T im Rice, 

and t h e  conlyoser of the score, X n d r e ~  TVebber. a r e  not theoiogians. 
They're not even confessing Christians, but they a r e  a current  religious 
sensation and have become . '~reachers ."  If the theological task is directing 
tile eternal TVord of God to new and diKerent sitnations, tllc11 a theological 
evalllation of Jrcslls C h ~ . i s t  k i ' ~ ~ p e ) . s t t ~ , -  is not only permitted but absolutely 

demanded. 
The  first l istening of .Je.s~ts C:h?.i.~t S~ipr?-afrr?- will be totally jarring. 

1)ordering on the sacrilegious for the  nlorc sensitive or  traditionally 
oriented Christian. For  the lnore radical,  xvho is always looking for some- 
th ing  new to startle,  i t  wiil inevitably he gobbled up without a n y  discre- 
tion. It 's the old business of s training a t  the gnat and  swallowirig whole 
live can~els .  I \fTant to speak to the question of whether there is anyth ing  
cap;ihle of being theologic:~lly digested. 

.Ic.slr.s ( 'h  ri.st Slr~c*t-.sln,. is really piu-t of thc  "historical lives of Jesns 
tradition" \frhich A o u r i s h ~ d  in the last century and creeps 111) a s  a weed in 
S e w  Testament studies today where the  right alnouut of t heo lo~ ica l  
fertilizer is applied. -1lbert Schwc3itzer gathered up in his  C)~rcsf f o r  t h e  
Hi.sto,.ic'trl dc.s!rs the c:holc:e ~ r o d u c t s  of the 19th century search for t he  
historical Jesus and called the whole enterprise useless. IIe was right.  
A11 tha t  1lal)pcned is t ha t  all the historical researchers came 1111 wi th  a 
1)ictlrre of J ~ s u s  which tit the inlagination or  their  o\f711 l~reconceived 
notions. Tlie studies were either mir rors  of their ininds or portrai ts  of 
what they tllought .Jesus should he. 

T h e  writers of J r s ! r s  ('hi-is1 S!rpo-sto,- are  without senlinary education 
but they  have left the i r  religious itnprint on the nlusic. This i s  cni)able 
of thrologicill deciphering. The figure of Jesus Christ resembles Inore a 
contemporary po1)ular leader. The tragedy is that  t h e  leader J e s r ~ s  Christ 
1)ecolnes a vict i~n or  a 1111~1)et of His  nlovement. People actually believe 
tIo is (iod. Since He cannot live np t.o these d i ~ i n e  expectations. l l ~  opts 
for thc. rilartyr's death. If  anything. .Jesus is n pathetic figure hanging on 
the raross. l i o ~ ~ i n g  tha t  soniehow and sollle way there will he n life af ter  
death. The  xvonlen asuociatt!d with Jesus  a re  called the "~iyost les '  Wonlen" 
suggesting that  they a r e  the apostolic or solnething likc that .  Any- 
one can go through the  score and find disturbing discrel)ancies of th is  
kind. It gives t h e  critic a self-righteous feeling to find such mistakes. 
bnt i t  o\-erlooks tllc lnain thrust o f  t he  con~posi t io~i .  Hence, such n pro- 
cedure i s  w i t h o ~ ~ t  much value. I11 111-esenting an opera of this lyl)e, the 
wri ters  a r e  allo\vrd poetic lic:erise fo r  their own convenience and for 
deliveriliji their own Inc,ssage. Ail nlusical and ar t i s t ic  portrai ts  of 
F3ihlic:al episodes arc. interpretative and  reflect the  ar t is t ' s  own feelings. 
Tlicrefore it would be in extreniely had  taste to subject Rice and TVebber 
to this  kind of a criticism. 

The  follow-ing verdict lnight be too si:uple and  not based on silfficient 
eviucl;;.~. I:ut in general illis nlodern -'passion" reflects their  own t:sisten- 
t iai is~i!  a:ld maybe even their own agnosticism. I t  is existential in the 
sc?llsc: :li:it Jesus has guided IIis popular movellient hy H i s  own interprets- 

tlu.1 of tile I I I O G ~ !  a l  tiie 11et31j1.2 x!;c: ;ig:;ozti;: br;.~rzuse tl:~: jjilri2l si.!;:ie closes 

t h p  score :,ei:i;~ut any !:ope ii',cj.ut iht .  f:j:ur.e. ' i x o  cs~rtilrie:! tc!fore, Ijach 



wrote his passions also ending with the  bnrial scenes. but there was no 

dotlbt that for hi111 Jesus would rise fro111 the dead. There is nothing 
even nearly resembling this in Jesrrs ('71?'ist S~rl)el-st([?.: but the composers' 

groaning for genuine inessianic intervention is easily detected. 

With this said, i t  can be questioned whether there is any valuc a t  all 
in Jesirs ( 'h?-ist  Snpe?'strr~. I think there is. The writers have cal~tured 
feelings of the l~eople associated with Jesus during Holy Week. The 
reader might. have another opinion, but lie niust remwnber that we always 
read the story of Jesus' suffering trftel- E'n.stt:~-. I t  is soiiie~vhat easier to 
be a saint after Easter  tlian before. Let's eoiisider how sollie of' the 
characters are  portrayed. 

The role of Judas  is similar to that  of the Evangelist in Each's St. 
John's and St. Matthew's Passion. Judas  is the oficial interpretative voice 
for the  writers. 3Iikc Wallace on CBS radio stated that  Judas does not 
have the traditional evil role, but sees things even clearer than Jesus. 
This  niight be disturbing, hut is realistic from Jndas' point of view. He 
had viewed the kingdom o i  God as a political structure and wanted to deter 
Jesus fro111 1-a~or iz ing his rather s~~ccessful  ~ o p u l a r  program into a 
s l~ i r i tua l  nlovement. I n  the end Judas is nlore rragic than Jesus, because 
Jesus plotted His own downfall, while Judas becanle trapped in a si tuntio~i 
not of his own making. Xary 3Iagdalene is the voice of reason and 
comfort. 

l'ilate conic?s across as a non-conlmitted Rollla11 patrician who grad- 
ually loses his "cool" when he mnst pass the fiilaI sentence of death. The 
nlusic for Herod is of the circus type. S o  matter how distasteful the 
thought, ~t probably captures the  mood better than the traditional cantatas 
and passions. Ilerod was nlorc interested in the lliiracle for the niiracle's 
sake  than for what it signified. The folio\\-ing line is a classic: 

So you a re  the  Christ you're the great Jesus Christ. 
Prove to lne that  you're no fool, walk across my swiniming pool 

Don't let the reader get offended here, this is just the way it really 
was! 

The  priests a re  l~ictured as  party politicians who for their own 
benefit do not want to disturb the status qno of a near inflan~nlable situa- 
tion. The words of Caial)Iias concerning the expediency of putting one 
nian to death for the  people colne across like this: 

I see bad things arising-the erowd crown him king 
Which the Rolnans would ban 
I see blood and destruction, our elimination because of one man. 

The  crowd is fickle, cheering Jesus a t  one nlonicnt and jeering Kin1 a t  the 
nest .  The disciples a r e  in a total s tate of confusion. They see things hap- 
pening for which there  is no explanation. Their refrain is, "What's the 
buzz? Tell Ine what's happening." 

Much niore could be said about Jesus Chrlst Sul~er-stcr?. as  it porirays 
the characters of t h e  Last Week of Jesus' life. You al~liost owe i t  to your- 

self to listen to it several times rhrough, if ) ou haven't already. 



As mciiticjried t)c:fr,re, the  really i i i ter~st inj i  ia5.k is T r )  tirtt:l.r~?ine tllc. 

wri ters '  own lliilld set .  They are nut c.uni:i:irted Ci!1'jsti:1:1s ill 2111- st3nSe of 
the \vord, but  they a r e  co i~ f ro l~ t ed  with \\-hat ihey  cansidel- a f:iiltas~i(: 
s t~ ry - -L l lo  death of Jesus. 17iilik(? r l i ~  co1iteniy)orary Kc\\- T C F T ; I I I ~ P I I ~  
s(;llolars \vitli tfieir f0rn1 criticis111 :!IILI I ~ ~ f 7 1 1 k t i o j i . ~ ~ l f . ~ ~ ! l i ~ ; ! ! + ~ .  :11e:y :L;)- 

preach the tes t  a s  is. This  is a i,cnl s:ory for then1 arid 11ot Il l i :  ffbric';iti~ll 
of t11p later church or  sollie u i ~  kilo\vn editor. Sc\-cbrai I.inies ciuriiig tlip 

scorel t he  thougllt does creep t l l r c ~ ~ ~ g h  thai nlxybe 3 e ~ n r ;  is really (:od. Ti.,py 
pan't avoid it. The  word..: of institution are virtLuliy liir-,~.ni in  n Luthel-an 
senst.. T h e  thougilt is also clear t h a t  a t  t l e  tizile of tlie sufl'cri~ig of Jesus 
the  disciples belie\-ed tha t  :hry wo~ i ld  ilave a greai ro!c t o  p!;:y !ator o!:. 

bur \vhicIl was now being dest~'oyc!d by the unnei:c.ssary di:rlth o i  .Je~:ls. 

511(.11 ;i thought xvnuld t)c a n a t l ~ e ~ ~ i n  to a good 1)ana r idc c~il i i . :~!  S:.\\- 
'restarlrc\nt sc.hular. T h r r c ~  times [he  discli~)!es s l ~ i g  in dt-lu:;io!~ nt ti:? I.;ist 

' ' ) t \ I . .  s Ll L), 

_il\vays hoped tha t  I'd 11e a n  ayostlr 
lil~'\v tha t  1 \vonl~l  in:tke ~t if I t r ied 
T l i e~ i  wi~cw \vtb re t i re  wt. $,an \\-rite the  gospels 
So tIiey'I1 st111 tiilk about us  \rillen we've died. 

l'astors \vho a r e  looking for the record .lc.vcl.s ( ' l r  r i s t  . Y l r i ; f * t ' s f f / :  to  ~ l l ; ~ k r  
111oi.i' (-'hristii~ns ilre SO~II: to  I)t) grrar ly  disillusiunk~d. A \vanling is ;llso 
in ol-dt.~. f o r  thost, who seek af ter  t h c  novel. Cut  fur  a iook into ilie sc~iil.: 
of r ~ ~ c ~ n  \\-ho have confrolited the l jerso~i  of Jesus 2nd  have nor know11 \ \ - l ~ n t  
to (11) \\-it11 Eli~n.  J ( ~ . s I [ . s  ( * ? i r i . ~ t  SII~)('/..S~III. will provide a \~-i l~do\v.  Oiic; s tu-  
clerit ~ - e i ~ i a r k e d  tha t  it was too had tllat ;I CIiristian had  not wri t ten this 
con te111l)oral.y i.c~li_~-ious scnsat ioii. That ' s  riglit, it is too had.  blit the11 \v(, 
\vouId riot know how tlie unbclicver feels. Of course. doii't gct ofi'clldrd by  
t he  a t t i l u d i ~  of col~fusion of the disc.iplcs. the s c h e ~ ~ i n g  o f  Judas .  tlie 
politic :~lant.rlvct~*iiig of the  priests, v1.c. This  is just the  way \Ye a i l  \vould 
have ar:t::d. if (;od had  placed us i l l  tha t  history illstead o f  the presenl .  
I gttt ttin i~iigrc~ssion tha t  the ooinposc>rs would have pref (~r red  tlirlt JLJSI IS  
\vould have ilc~vr~r esis ted.  They can't  and don't want  to  1)eliel-e in l ~ i i i i - ~  

hu t  t liry can't get r id  of h i i i~ .  
111)s 

On a rccent t r i l )  t o  S e w  York City. I carr ied with nie two volunies 
011 tile (;osj)el of 3Iattllt.w. i ha\-c a iways  enjoyed th is  particulai, Gosl)cl 
a n d  :;~-al)l)ed volu~iles  by two 31 issonri Synod nut hors. The  f i r s t  one. 
k'ollori- -Ilia. \\-as wri t ten  t ~ y  Jlartiii F r a ~ l z m a n n ,  long-tiiiie cllail.ni:-rn of the 
esegetical dr:)art~llent of thc St. Lollis Se~i l inary  a n d  thc  other n a s  a niort. 
recent ly l>~il~l is l ied s tudy .  I l '7 :c .  Pa?.trbTcs o j  ,Jt>sz~.s in. -Il(rtthc~li I.,'. by .Jack 
1). I<iiigsbury. The re  a r e  sollie obvions siiiiilarities a n d  dissimilarities.  
coincidence both iilrii \\-ere a t  rlie seni inary a s  teacher  and  student  for at 
least four  years a n d  now both a re  in  t he  cml)loy of churches in f t t l l ~ \ ~ s h i ~ )  
with her. Franzniann  is in England ill the  t ra in ing  prograln of the  

Evangelical Lutheran Church of England  and  ICingsbury is at the -4LC 



selllinary in St. 1';:111. Fr:111~111n1111 gives :I versc and chapter exposition 
of t h e  entire Gospel, \vrhi;e Kingsbury focuscs h i s  rrttentio~l on chapter  
thir teen.  kiin.~.sbur.y's work was originally his doctoral dissertation and 
is in l h e  scholarly itljparatus. Franzninnn is more concerned 
i n  ge t t ing  into t h e  heart  of the Gospel's mt,ssage and  esyLaining i t .  The  

flowery language I'or t ~ h i c h  the former St. Louis ~ r o f e s s o r  is 
kno\\-n l j l~ol l ls  on every  page. The  Luther  Scininary professol' lays out  his  
nrgul I len t~  wit11 (:.old precision. Of course, considt?ring the na ture  of his 
wri t ing,  u.e woulc! not  expect or wan t  anyrhing else. Enough for  intro- 
ductory details. All this is incidental, but not too helpful. 

Lnying these t\vo works side by side and after disposing of the 
insignificant differences, we call see the inlpnsse t ha t  has been reached 
in l3iblical studics i n  the JIissouri Synod. This  is not to offer a premature 

judgrllent, 1)ut t h e  differences l~etwreen 17ranzlnann and Kingsbury ill 

handling the Gospel of Matthew ;Ire little deepel- than thc proble~ns  of 
i r r i ta ted  skin. 

Franzniann adopts  \vli;~t we can  conlfartahIy call the  "older al~proach." 
True .  lie has  no  use for traditional Lutheran dogmatical terniinology and 
obviously had no difficulty keeping i t  out of h i s  manuscriljt. Still  his 
prejudices a r e  traditional.  13e assumes that  Jesus sl)oke the words ascribed 
to  Hi111 by tlle Gospel writer and  t h a t  Natthew, a disciple of t h e  Lord, 
penned tliern. IT'liat Franz~l lann  has  produced is a Eiblical theology. The 
only cross references of significance are those to other sections of the 
Bible. He accepts t h e  virgin birth, Xessianic prophecies, ~niracIes ,  etc.. the 
h a l l ~ l ~ a r k s  of a n  "orthodox" approach. Franzmann's contributions a r e  
twofold: (1) his phraseology and  ( 2 )  his deepening of the traditionally 
accepted theology wi th  further  Biblical study. Fo r  F r a n z l ~ ~ a n n  the re  is  no 
doubt tha t  what is  recorded as happening in the C;osl)el of Matthew did 
hapgen.  

Kingsbury's al)l)roach is different. After ou t l i~ i ing  several approaches 
to  AIatthew and in  articular to t h e  parables of Jesus, all of which a r e  
very  interesting a n d  clearly laid out ,  Kingsbury opts  for the  more recent 
niethod of Redaction-Criticism. The  questions of authorship and of whether  
wha t  is recorded as taking place really did take place a r e  hard ly  con- 
sequential.  Franzniann uses the t e rm "Afatthew" t o  refer to  the  d isc i l~ le  
of t h e  Lord, \\-hile Kingsbury uses t he  satlie designation to refclr to  the 
per-son who is responsi1)le for the final draf t  of t h e  G o s ~ e l  a s  we have it  
now--whoever t ha t  was. Also assunled is tha t  the Gospel was wr i t t en  in 
Syro-Phoenicia a s  t h e  church there mas struggling for i ts  existence aga ins t  
Phar i sa ic  Judaism. The  hypotheses of Redaction-Criticis111 and a Syro- 

Phoenician place f o r  authorship a r e  nevertheless only hypotheses. Le t ' s  
forge t  about verbal inspiration and  t h e  baggage t h a t  gocs along wit11 it ,  
both concepts employed by  Kingsbury a re  only theories. Even without  
prophetic insight,  i t  can be predicted tha t  each \%-ill eventually rcccive 
the  critics '  dagger. Redaction-Criticism sees the  early church pa in t ing  

a picture of Jesus a n d  placing it  i n  t h e  Gospels. (Bu t  why could not  the 
reverse be t r u e  t ha t  the figure of J e sus  was so forceful tha t  EIe engraved 
it  o n  the minds of the  agostles?) Syro-Phoenicia has  no outstanding 

place in  t h e  early church and seems an  ~lrllikely locale for \\-hat sonltl 



have jusly considered io he the greatest book e w r  \vritrrn. ~ I r g ~ ~ i ~ ~ e n t s  

on th is  point will aI! prove inconc!usi~e and they  a r e  the:-efo:-e 7 0  be 
corlsidered wasted. Bur i t  is on such inconclus i~e  theories that  Iiingsbury 

set  forth  he parables in JIatthew 1:;. Kinjishury also uses t he  theories 

of yriniacy of J lark 's  Gospei and esistcnce of "Q". but  h is  colllmitl~lrnt to 

then1 is weak at best. ns he sees a definite indel~endent  sp i r i t  i:l "Xlatthe\\-." 

In readinq through Franznian~; .  For1 cannot t.sc.al:e the inlpression that  
Jesus  did and said 7he things at t r ibnted to Hi111 This  ir:lpression is totally 

missinl;. fro111 Kingsbury's approach. 1-le uses the  ~vor'd "crertte" i n  a n  
ar t i s t ic  or  Iiterary sensc. For rssml)Ie. and thls can be nlultiplied. "Once 

.Itbsos 1s in the open, JIatthc\\-, in general dependence on Mark. creates 

the  grctat crowd sce:lt\ . . ." Does this  mean tha t  Jesus realiy spoke to 
a i,!'(>\vd. that JIa:rh~\v created z!lt. picture of Jesus speilking to a cro\s\-tf. 

or that  \\-tL clon't knoiv what J e s r ~ s  d id?  -It t h c  c o t l c l u s ~ c ~ ~ ~  of liis work. 

E;ir~gsb~:~.y rsyiains tilui Matthe\\- adopted Je>us' parables ior  Cis congre- 

gation as  [)re:~uhrrs do today. This  leaves unans\vered the  hi7 quwl ion  
o f  ivhether Matthe\-\- ndaptetl them in the  wa>- tha t  J ~ s o s  intenrled. Does 

this  gi\.t: 1ic.ensr~ to ariv preacher in contemporary adaption? To be fair.  

this  is not a11 horiest tluestion for Kedacticm-Criricisnl, a s  they rule out 

the ~ ) o s s i h ~ l ~ t y  of detrr.nl~n~n:i.  \+hetllcr the \vo rd~  of t he  Gosgel adequately 

and  arcriratelv reflect whur really hnl~pened in the  Iiic of  Jesus in a n y  

\v;ty. A11 \ye have ill the  t;c~sl)eI is the adaptation of the early church. 

(1  t rus t  that  1 have not misrr[)rest.nted the l)!atform of the Redaction 

Critics! ) If Franzniann is "dogi1:atir." in  the sense that what is recorded 

as  t re i l~r  said and happc~ning really did. 111crl I i i t~gsbury  is also -'dogxnatic" 

in h a \  il:g dcfinire ideas about \vhrrt the  Gospel of JIatthe\\- teaches. -4 

monolithic ap1)roach in doctrrne and practice is not a s  i m ~ ~ o r t n n t  a s  doing 

thrh \\-ill of God. Hat red ,  Iove!cssness and  spiritual slothfulness a r e  the  real 

I ) I ' O ~ J ~ P I H S  in "JIatthew's" c'ongregntion. I sup[>ose t h a t  i f  Iiingsbury's as- 
snl111)riuns are  totally nrrepted. we could also come t o  these co~lclusions 

but  they a re  certainly not self-evident in  reading JIatthen-li's Gospel without 

tile 11rtlt:tit of these a s su r~p t iuns .  

Let  this not i)e interpreted tha t  Kingsbury h a s  not made soine very 

pos i t iw  contrihutiorls. For csunlpIe, he identified the "Son of Xan" with 

.Iesns Hirnself. sonicbthing that  Bnltmann could never do. The  cluestions 
which facces the church  is r a n  we t ake  the Scriptures a t  their face value. 

interpret ing then1 a s  they cleariy s t and  and in  connection with other  

pa r t s  of the Biblt.? Or do me have to read tllerll in t he  light of a -nlethod," 

whether  this inethod bc Form C'rltic~sm or Redactiori-Criticis~xl? If t he  

Iut tcr  is the case, the11 the  scholars of the present have taken the place 

of medieval pt~tryistet-inrti of the  church. Let  the reader  decide for himself. 
Franznlann's  work is ava~ lah le  fro111 Concordla Publishing House, 1961. 
Kixtgsburv's work was 1)uhiished try Jollrl Knor  Press, 1969. So~newhere  in 

between we will f ind where the  real llaltle lines of t he  church a r e  dra\vn 

UP * 
cl1,s 



\\'hen Dr. 0. 1'. Kretzmn~ln of Valparaiso University heard last  
sluiiiiier that  the S o v e ~ n b c r  1!470 issue of t h e  Cfj~tcorrlirl Nistorictzl Vlltr;.- 
tc.)-ly wolild he dedicated to the r.n-enty-fifth anniversary of the "Statenlent 
of t he  Forty-Four," lle wrote a personal letter to the journal's editor Dr. 
c a r ]  S. 3;Ieyrr for tw-enty additional copies. As I stepped into tlie thro- 
logical a rena  a t  least s haIf a generatioil after the Sfrlte?;~e)it  was 11rel)ared 
and discussed, 1 had heard a lot about i t ,  hut  never knew exactly lvliat it 
was all  about. The Soi-ember 1970 issue of the Cowcordirr I-li.vfoi.ic.tr7 
Qz~rri-tc!.Zy contains a (:OD!: of the faluous Slrr te~ lr~ t l f .  a let ter  froi:l   he late  
D r .  Jol ln 1:ehnken i ~ i  which the mat te r  is ;~djucated.  arid renliniscir~g 
essays by so111e of t h e  signers. Dr. ?rItxyer 1)rovides seine introductory 
re:iiarks arid a 1)apcr written by Prof. E. TI-. A. Koehler, opposing the  
St ir tr~~leTt t  and the grucedure in which the +St!~fer,teilt was handled is also 
included. As the C'o,ic*ordI<: Hislo)-icnl C)llci?- ter:~ does not have a near  
total coverage in  t he  clergy of the 3lissouri Synod, i t  is recomniended 
that  ill1 those under 44 send for a col~y.  (This is hoping that Dr. Kretz- 
nlalin has not aiready bought out t h e  elitire sul)ply.) The S ' f ( i t t n l t ~  t was 
officially withdrnwn a n d  the signers kept their word in never reviving 
it  or theniselves a s  a groul). But the  past cannot be retracted or with- 
drawn,  officially or  unofficially. The issue is worth every penny of t he  
$1.50 needed to  buy a copy. Address yonr requests to  the Concordia 
Historical Institute, SO De3lun Aye., St. Louis, 310. 63105. This is not a 
paid advertisenlent a n d  is done without forekno\r.ledge of anyone, hut it 's 
worth a. try. 


