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! , c r \ i t i i , ~ , i , "  ;!;>~>.~:.i,!ltl? ;111nost n s  though Jiiinncth's antitheses did no t  really 
,!;>pv;ir- j!, \ l~~cr- ic . i r~ Li~thcranism to any  dcgrcc. I wish I coultl IIC even 
1.c!nc,tc~!\. 30 ~ < ~ ! ~ Z L I ~ I I C !  

19. 1 \ \  i l l l  I!, c l ~ i ; ~ ! ~ , i \ j / ~  t l i i ~ t  thcbc (lc~sc~ril>tiolls arc I)!. n o  Incans theoretical, 
I I O ~  ,. \ ir-irl:in .\nic,rican Lutheranism, and ~ v i t h  rcspcct to 110th c ~ l l c ~ ~ c s  
;inti x ~ ~ ~ : i n ; ~ ! - i c s .  711r sentiment is also \videspread that thc "n-ave of the 
t'~1tllrc~' is  tile ~~ltiniatc.  ~Iisappcarancc of denominational scminarics, 
Ic;~\jnl:  ,!t inost .I chair or t\vc) at ~~nivcrs i ty  divinity schools to  deal with 
jntli\ i1iu;li 11critagc.s and politics. T h e  LC31S probabIy was ilnpovcrisl~ed 
\onic\\ h,lt i n  c.1riicr-yc,ars b!- thr. un\vritten law that  future teachers s l~ould 
sc,;!l-c.c~Iy c\.cn c~posc.  thrlnscl\-es to the thcolog!- o r  ideology of other insti- 
t u t i o ~ ~ \  of' highcr Ic;~rning, b u t  the solution i s  no t  to drop all scrutiny and 
Ic;!\c each nc.11. 1'11.13. "frcc" t o  echo llncriticnlly all the grcat ideas of his 
~~lcn to l - .  

20 .  . \ T I  c-,c.c!lcwt .~ilnlission (ant1 some\\-hat agonizing rcnppraisa1) that the 
"c)!,ic,cti\it!" of Inan!. colIcge religion departments is rc,nll!- a countcr- 
fait11 ; ~ l ~ ~ > c a r c t l  reccntl!. in :  13. S.  Hellall, "Confessions of ;I Former 
I : s t ;~ l ) I i sh~nc~~ t  Funda~ncntalist ," Uullc t i j~  of thr  Cotr~lcil O H  tlzc Strill?. of 
I(c~ljLciorl, 1 .  3 :Dr.c.. 1970) pp. 3-6,  Just onc  choice quote: "The cstab- 
lishmcnt lie\\. o f  religion j n  _-lmcrican uni\.ersities today is \\.hat I have 
c;~llctl ' c ~ ~ l i g h t n ~ c n t  fu i ldan~cnta l i sn~ . '  This  is thc view that science i ~ n d  
histot-ical scl~ol . r l -~hi ;~ ha\-c effcctivcl! disposed of fallacious beliefs. Jf 
t l ~ c  stiltl\ uf rcligion has any  place in  thc university at ;ill, 11-hich is 
t lo~~l , t ful  to cs~~lightmcnt fundanlcntalists, it i s  to  clisclosc the t ruc reasons 
\\-ti!. 1.c1igiou.s 1)cIicvers have been s o  misguided." Of course, the c o n t c ~ t  
oC thc. ;~r t ic lc  is t11~t par t  of recent student disturhanccs which have hecn 
rlirc.ctcc1 i~galnst  thc university itself, cspccially its failure to inculcate cven 
I~um,~~~ i s t i c - I c t  ;~lonc metaphysical-1-alues. Comparable to 2lcllal1's 
lang~~agcn, sunlt: hnvc spoken of an "inverse fundamentalism" \vhich seems 
to ;issLrlnc. that.  gi\.etl enough time and money, a11 scholars n-ill eventually 
;~crcc.! 

Theological Refractions 
DO \\'E SEED BISHOPS SO\\'? 

14'01 ~ O ! I I ( ~  I.c.:1>nll 01 .  other .  t h e  thoughts  o f  liavillg bishops quickens 
rllc ] ) u l > t a  o f  nIar1y Ll~thel 'ans.  T h r  X , r c t h r ~ ~ r ~ ~ ~  I \ - o ~ l l l .  t h e  officially en- 
dol.st:tl thc~) log~c~: r l  periodical of thct Lutheran  \Yorld Federa t ion ,  cleroted 
a n  cbntirt. sc* l - i t t s  o f  issties t o  t h i s  cluestion i n  connectioli with negot iat ions 
with rht.  -111~1 ic:111 Church. I<'; l~isc.ol~~cy i i ~  t11 v L l c  t ? ~  er.n?l ('li r r i . r - . l r  (Fo r t r e s s  
I'rt!ss. 1!,7('I) got',.; over 111uch of t h e  sanlc ground wi thout  t u r n i n g  111) any- 
t h ing  tosst11itially ~ ~ c l w .  T h e r e  a r e  the a rguluents  from t h e  histol-y oi t he  
vhurch n ~ l t l  iron1 certaill L u t h e r a n  S t a t e  churches  where tlle church  is 
s t i l l  su[)t.~.\.ist?d b y  hisho1)s. T h e n  there is a genera l  type of d i sc r~ss ion  on 
what  n bishop should do. ( T h i s  might  be a s i ~ n l ~ l e  quest ion,  hu t  i t  is 
hard ly  c l f ! a~  s ince  bishops in  different churches  haye  different t a sks . )  

1:nt h a s  anybody really answered  the. cluestion of whe the r  anyone 
reall?. wan t s  bishops today? T h e  opinion of t h r  clergy is s o m e ~ v h a t  un- 
iniportallt sirlcc ~ l u ~ n e r i c a l l y  t h e  pastors  account  for only .0001 of t h e  
n l e~ i ibc r sh i~ , .  ( T h i s  figure i s  open  to niathematical  correct ion.)  Unless 
sonleor~e is g r ea t l y  deceir ing us, t he  grea t  t h r u s t  today is against t h e  

~s t ab I i shn i cn t .  A n d  the  ecclesiastical es tab l i shment  is t a k i n g  i t  on t h e  
chin alvrlg ~ ~ i t h  t h e  ~ o l i t i c a l  es tabl ishment .  Wouldn ' t  the  c u r r e n t  prob- 



leu1 be worsened by giviiig district and syliodio:~i i ~ ~ ; , ~ ! ~  ! i . . , ! ' - ' .  .,!<1:1(,1lt 
. . 

tenure with a n  oflicia; c~c:clrsiast.ic:~l blcssirig? f ' i l t  I i l k ,  ( \ : i ! ,- ! . i ,) i~ I ri!: .  . \ - ; ry :  

\\:hat \vould the  ~~~~~irge Alissouri Synod \,asto!' S:I>. I I I ' !~ . . ' ; ! :  I ! : , ,  :,!il.:.i.!,: 
presidents of synod and  clistl.icts nrc;libis?io~) ; I ! ,( [  I!i.!!i;;1.: r . 1 . \ ; 1 9  . . ! . % i . ] x ' :  
Supposedly t h e  hishol) is tllc syrl~hol of t~rl i t>- .  ? i i i !  ; I !  : i t g .  \ T i . . - i ' : ~ ! . i  ;<!.!1,~!1 
under today's oirctul?istancc~s. lie vol~ld  il!~ii,kl?- i ) ( . c . i ~ ! t i ~ a  : i ! ,  : - > . : I I \ \ ( , ~  

disunity. 

Of the  major  Lutheran syrlods in Anierica, t l : ~  ~ I ~ S Y ~ J ~ I I . !  Syrio(l i)ott1 
historically and  d o c t r i ~ ~ a l l y  has had a greater  t1e::rt.c: oi' ( ~ I ~ ! ~ . C ~ ~ ~ ~ , C ; ~ I ~ ~ : ~ I I ~ ~ ~  

aatorlor~ly a n d  polity. At least superficially, this  hias 11t5(::1 511. ;\i'tu:llly 
the Jlissouri Synod has co~nhined  a monarchin1 c,;>i>r.o:!;~ t c: \v i t  I! ~ . O I I , : I . ~ -  

gntional autonomy. Leaving t h e  Church of Rn111r. o!i t  nt' t l ? ~ .  d i s c ~ ~ i s s i o ~ ~ .  
the president of tlic 3Iissoui.i Synod has  had 1ilo1.c c.aritn11 () \ . ( , I .  t1!(~ chri!,c?li 
than  his counterparts  in o ther  de1iomination;ll ~ ~ ' g a l i i z a t  iorix. I)istrict 

presidents a r e  not like othel- Protestant  bishops. In thb) 3lix~c-)i1ri S y ~ i ~ d ,  
district presidents a re  chosen by t h ~  clergy a :~d  C O I I , C , I ~ I ~ C ~  t i 1 ) 1 1 i  i l l  their 
jnrisdictions, but  they a r e  resl)onsil)le to thc  s)-i~c~dic:~l ~~rc..qil!c-rlt. They 
a rc  his representatives. This  is not even i r ~  thc case i l l  t l ~ c s  .A~lgli(:i~l~ 
Co~nmuiiion o r  those Ln the ran  Churches which have 1)ishol)s. In t.hr 
Protestant Episcopal Church there is a l)rtrsirling I~ ishop ! ) l i t  wit li no 
authori ty to  exercise au thor i ty  o r  discipline ill tlie local t1 i c~c : r~s t . i .  t-x(:el>t 
through personal persuasion. The Archbishol) of C a r l ~ c . ~ . t ) l ~ p  l iol t l~ 
prinincy of honor but not of authority. In  nennrark ,  thtb bisllol) o f  ('open- 
hagen consecrates other hishol)s to the i r  offices. hut Il;is rln ~l\~tlic>l.iiy 
over their sees. S o t  so in t he  3Iissour.i Synod!  l'ht- 111.(,sid6-ilt of t 1 1 ~  

RIissouri Synod could reniove a district presidtnt .  'The. 1.oaso11s for such 
possible action is not par t  of this  discussion. I iu t  i t  i-ould I) t>  t l o~~r !  ; ~ n d  
has been done in  a t  least one casf>. 

The  niove towards bishops, a t  least in the  3Iissou1.i Syrrod, conld be 
a I-eaction against  this  s t rong concentratio11 of porrc'r in t he  3lissol1ri 
Synod. The  nlove to the episcopacy, contrary to  the ol)i~iion of' 1)otli those  
who support and  oppose it. is a move toward  the  clcceritralizntinrl nf  church 
power. Whe the r  anyone is willing to iicknowledgc th is  inotivc~ is anothcr- 
q ~ ~ ~ s t i o i i .  Bishops in the Lutheran  tradi t ion have been autoliolliorls. The 
sarlle cor~ld possibly btl sa id  for  Anglican a n d  Or t l~odos  t i.aditions. 

Several years  ago there  was a s t rong move in the JIissoul-i Synod 
to  c.entralize all authori ty for  the  sake  of what  was callcd efficienr:y. The 
synod was to he divided into just a f m -  areas ,  r;ich sul)ri,vised by n 
syriodical official , in  St .  Louis. District presidents \vould have  become 
his funct ionaries  more o r  less. Sotl i ing happened with th i s  suggestion 
and  it seerns safely buried. As a reaction, a strong n~ovenient  a t  de- 
centralization has  set in. T h e  Council of Distr ict  Pr rs idents  has grown 
in s t a tu re ,  even thongh i t s  constitutional mandates  a r e  l imited and sollie- 
w h a t  undefined. Still the i r  voices rival a n d  sonlotinles surpass  those 
of t he  synodical president,  t h e  praesidiuni a n d  board of directors. I f  the 

Council of Dis t r ic t  Presidents  have expressed themselves. it is very difficult 
to counterinand their  decisions. On t h e  distr ict  level, t h e  influenccl of the 
individual presidents  is growing.  Congregations are more  a p t  now to calI 

as pastors  nien specifically recommended by the office of t h e  district 
president. They fornlally co11troI the flo\tV of r~as to r s  in  a n d  orit of their 



11isir.i::ts. ; ! . , , i i  tllo1,lgli 1.(!;!1 :r.:itl~ority t o  do t.111~ in  cvery case nliglit be 
C ~ I I I ~ ~ ~ I I ~ I  I ( 1  ; I Y O \ , C >  t~o:!:=l.it 11tir111:11ly. 

' f ! ~ i ,  \.c.i.~- l i t ! ( :  of '1)ishop' suggests n su1)erilnl)osed au thor i ty .  In  
t hi. 3!i:;:-l ~ ~ i r i  :+-il ~ ( i .  tvv  11x1-cb suyerir~l  j~oscd au tho r i t y  h11t withoot  the 

. . I I I I ~ ~ : I : ~ I  : :  'r11;. 111ontl o f  t illrcs i s  runn ing  against  such  nutliol.ity. 
'I'hi:; is i i o !  i !  ! l : i c . > i i c , l :  ot' c racks  in dcrlominational s t ructure.  th i s  is  a 
c l ~ i c , ~ ( i o ~ l  oi 1 1 c i ~  ivitit. rhc c.r.;icks a rc  going to be. Inst i tut ing the  office of 
t l i t .  I ) is i :~~; l  ; I ;  r i ~ i .  t i l l ! ( .  .-;t,(Iriis to 1)t: a sr~pc~riicinl remedy for a more  pro- 
found d is t~ ;~sc .  Jn sn1:ic c.nsos. i t  could bc t.llat final s t r aw  on the  ecclesias- 
t ical 1~ai:i;. 11 1 1 1 ~  Cli i~r(:li 01' lCo111(~ 11;~s ~ l~e i i i I )~r . ' ;  suggesting tha t  i ts 
l,islioj),s cc.crnlc. 1i11 1'07 ~wr iod ic  ~'evie\v by the diocc?se. we should not he 
surp!'isc>d ii solncs O I  0111. congregatioris would l ike to do the  sarlie with 
i ts  p;!stors. 

Illt ~ I , ; ; L L I , ; >  t!:(~ I)a.-;i(: cl1112stion is \\-lint :he real  bcrlefit of having  bishops 
l v i l !  l ~ c .  Is rllt. rnsli of' 1 1 1 ~  church going to  bc a n y  different on the 
c!n~. i~ft.c,r \ s - c L  have: i)ishn;)s t l i a ~ i  on tlic: day beforc? Thc  (;ospel will stil l  
I j u  1)l'c.at'llcd. T!i!> sick ; ~ n d  dying  visited. T h e  faithful communed. This  
has I~al)pc.r~c.d  rid \riI1 11:1l)l)rr11 \\'it11 or  \\.ithour t h e  bisliol). If the  preach- 
~ I I X  :.11i(1 S : I ~ I . ; ! I I : ~ : ! I ~ ~ ~  iasks o f  tlic cliurcll will be the  same with or. without 
r l 1 1 1  I)isliol~, t hc  orily r.c.:ll questiorr is the 1)ractir:al one. Do churches 
\i-ith 1~ishoi)- I ~ ; L \ - e  11!or.(! inner  harnlony and g rea t e r  impact t h a n  tliosc 
\vho dori't'.' Stat is t ical ly.  t he  Anglican iind 1Iethodist Cllurches have not 
bcc.11 poivcbrlronscs o f  mission activity. Theologically, they have  had a 
history o f  s t ~ r . i l i t y .  \\'c can 111-oniise tha t  the whole issue will bu rn  u p  iI 

lot of tticolo,qic~:il activity t h a t  could be put to  bet ter  use in o the r  l~laces.  
Tiit* c.ht~r.c.ht!s in Great l3rit.ain a n d  their  descendants have  spent  n 

lo1 o f  good t in ie  a rgu ing  the mer i t s  of episco1)al. presbyterian a n d  con- 
gregational fo rms  of government. Unfortunately, this  had habit  has  
cauxht  on irl -1lileric.a with present plans of Protestant  Church  Vnion. 

1,utli~r:~ris h ; ~ v o  rs i s tcd  unde r  virtually a l l  forins of c h r ~ r c h  govern- 
111crit :~rld thtsy Iiavt- not. a rgued  aniong themsclves who has a m o r e  valid 
n1inistl.y. I (  h a s  ~ i o ~  been a n  obstacle to church  unity. W e  have  riot 
fallt.11 irrto thi. t i s n ~ ~ t n t i o n  of canonizing r h u r c h  history o r  t radi t ion,  
1)ecausc: fro111 t h i s  \vtb ivould l,ro\'e most anyth ing .  I t  would 1)e n slianle 
i f  tli:~t ; ~ t  t ! l i b  j i i~i t . t l l l .~,  we \voald let out theological disrussions w i th  each 
otlit!r t i t~gcller:~tc~ into th i s  nnfr.uitfu1 topic.. Fro111 th i s  point of view, th i s  
c11tir.t. papcl. ~ i i i g h t  I I P  out of  order .  Maybe t h e  words  of S t .  P n u l  that. he 
h:ls 110 c:ol~~nlarirl fr*olil t he  Lord might  bc a ve ry  appropriate  end ing  to n 
Vl ' l 'y  1 1 l ; I ~ l i ~ ~ ~ ) ~ ~ ~ i : l t C '  t c)l)ic. 

f i  1,s 

\\ 'III\T .IlOES IT h'IEAS TO BE ]E\VISH? 
question \vliic.h is f requently battered a round ,  but ra re ly  adequately 

ans\vc:rc~tl is:  "\\'hat does it m e a n  to he .Je\\-ish?" You do not  have  to  be 
branded a s  "anti-Seriiitic" tu r a i s e  the qucstiorl as t h e  question i s  probably 
more  f requent ly  asked by t h e  J ew than  the  non-Jews. I n  most a n y  religious 
dialogur~ with J r ~ v s  thr: quest ion is  almost bound to come ug. E rnes t  van 
den Haag, ;L 11011-Jew-, niakes a probing escnrsion in to  t h e  quest ion in h is  
recently published book, l ' h e  Jelcish Jllystic (S t e in  a n d  Day, 1969; Dell 
1'ul)lishing Company, 1971) .  The mystique of Jewisllrless can ha rd ly  be 
aroided by t h e  Chr is t ian  church  since t he  Jews ,  a t  least accord ing  t o  t he  



. - Sew Testanlent,  arcx singled o u :  I)y God :IS ~ ) r i ~ ~ : t !  !'i.c.i;!i* : ; - ! ; : -  I.(:\ (,!a- 
tion and a s  n n i c a ~ i s  c ~ f  s a l ~ a t  ion t i )  t.hc ~ ~ u ~ i - . l e ~ v i s l i  l , ~ l i ! ~ l : i r  r i l ; .  \\ t ~ ~ . l ( l .  
Paul's thought "to the .Jew :Ira[ ;\nd t.hc.11 r i - )  tht ,  il~.,c,>:" 1 -  I : r . :  ! i t , ; . .  01. 
original with hi111, but can be tl.ac.cd hack to tllr  p~.t?:l,iit, : : ; ; : I ! ( ,  : ,  .Ii;i.;::s!ln 
(Genesis 12)  a n d  is t h e ~ l e  t h a t  ket:p~ poppi!~g L::: i!i - i : !  ! ' - :~: : : : . -  ::lid 

!::.',,:'>. 1,: ;t;iy Prophets. T h e  Christian rl!coIoginn ca11 s;lfel!- fr~rgi.r r i i , .  ' ' 

people ant1 still  he t i ieoi t)gia~~.  h u t  ht. ~ t iu s t  t a l i ( ,  i ! l r o >  ; : .  t : r l l i ! : r  i ; . .  .fc.u.s, 
,Jesus was one. E ~ I I I ? ~ ~  V ; I I ~  cli!~! I~I:t:~,g's ,stll(iy is < , ~ , ~ i t ~ i < ~ ~ i < ~ : : :  i ;) T;::: I!I ,( . ,  

but this liardly niakes i :  ariy i r s s  rc~vnrtlin:: fo r  T i : , ,  ( ' l : . ; . i - ; i ; i ! l  ; \ . i i!j  - ! ; I :  

\\-ants to tackle the  l)l'~~~lt'l!l. tri .Jc\vi~hnt'ss. Son!(e rt.iiiLi~ i r ;  i i i  ~ T I I ( : !  ; L I . C  

s o  astounding tha t  sor~le wit!: dognlnticnlly liberal i ) i . l . > i ~ ; i i ~ ~ ~ :  i!:\ \ .~.  i . ; ! t t . -  

gorically denied the possibility of \\-hat they (.all " ~ . , : l , i : : :  tli f t ,  :., :::.*,-" :111(1 
disniissed these lindings out o f  !laritf. 

Firs t  of aL1, .Jewish 1)~ol)Ie : I ~ P  ~n larLer :  .Je\vish ! . ! ! I : ( ~ ~ ~ . I I  Z ~ , : ; I , : . : I : ! ) -  di) 
better than o ther  jiroui)s on I.Q. tests,  t.sl)eciail~- :!I - i . : l s  :!rt.;: 18: -,. j.:,?);~! : k ~ i 2  
reasoning ahiIities. rhc. \vny snnlc. .le\vish ~ ! . ~ ! ) . : i ; <  :I;'-. .i::::!,r+ :' r t ~ : : ! ~  
o thers .)  For thosc who do not find thgb 7 . Q .  to be t11t. !;IS! \\-t):.d, rlic.:-t. :I!.(& 

other  statistics which ore liard to gt.1 around. 2;':' 11; '  ;,li .i~l~c.ric:il:s ti, 

receive the Sobel  Peace P17iztr for. s c i r ~ ~ c e  art. Jc~\ - iah  t . \ . t S ~ 1  : I l ~ ~ u c l l  t l i t~~y 
;tccount for only 3% of rlie to ta l  yo~uIn t ion .  Tllar, i.; 9 i J l ~ ' :  s r t . ; ~ t t \ r  :ha!: 
what could statisticalIy hr crpectecl. 7 5 5  of J e ~ v i s h  h ick  ~c.l!trc~l . - ~ ~ i ( ! t ' l i t . -  

plan to go to college in compar iso~;  wi th  30:; of cht! ~ : :~ t io :~ ; ! !  ;;v:,~,;tgc. 
They a re  overrepresented in college by  bout '7t;O:;. in ! , l i t i  i~: i?i t [ i t lnns 
by  3 6 5 5 ,  i n  nledicine by '7315, in ~nedical  sl)t.ciairie.; t ;y :i)\' : . in :~sy-  
ch ia t ry  by 4 7 5 5 .  in  dentistry by 2 9 9 5 ,  and  on a n d  O I I  ; :nd  o r ! .  t'l'!lt.y ::IT 
not  overrepresented in the n~in ix ter ionl  of t h e  1\Iis.;1)u:.i S F I I I ? ~ .  I l'i!i.i.c 
a r e  many reasons for this ,  ant. of  ivhich is tha t  inariy .l(.\\-s :1r.tx dt~scc:!lrlcrI 
fro111 Rahhis. The  rabbi funciio11t.d not only as tlli* rclicioa.< !cadi r brit 
as  the  civil head  of the Jewish gtictto ill the 3IiddIc Act . i .  11(,  IS ct.11- 
ernlly one of t he  hrightc;;t. if not the brightest.  y o u n ~ :  I l i ; i r l  i ! ~  t l l ~ ,  c,~,ln- 
niunity. Married to a (laughter of one of t he  \vt_althir,sr fn:!liiii, .<, I!? 
n larr icd young and  w;is c.!lcournged to have as Inan>- c.hi1drc.11 i1.q 11oisib;c. 
IVhat were the  best Chrisri::!i ~ : l inds  of non-noblca I)il.rIi (litin:..' l . :~ i : t~~~i~l ,c  
chu r rh  \vork. Celibacy ~ 2 . s  si~)liorlillg off so~ i i e  (if the i)t,st ~ t i i l ~ d ~ .  

I j r .  van den Hnag does oiYer n definition of \vh:lt i t  r lr t : i t1is  ::) Iw 
Jewisli. Th i s  he  offers tetitatively. Threr. characteristic,:, art: folind 11:orc 
frerliierltly i n  t he  Jewish T lian in t h e  non-Jewish pc~puliit io11 : I I ~ ( ~ S S ~ ~ ~ I ~ S I I I .  

jn te l lec tua l i s~t~ .  aiid ~ . i ~ u a l i s t i c  iegalism. S o t  a11 .Jew> 1 t t . l i c . 1 - t t  i n  ( ;od 
a n d  even Jeivish theists freyueritly do not. hiire ;t co~ill)!t.tely fo!~liicd toll- 

cept of God, but they ca!lliot s h a k e  the  idea tha t  the!- a r c  011 c*ar[ll ior  :I 
purpose. Van den Hang goes to al l  kinds of corners  'in t i i t .  .Jc~\visli l i t ' $ > :  a 
desire  to help t h e  underdog; sex life; the i r  a t t i t ~ ~ d c  1 1 )  tht. S t s j i ~ . ~ ,  \\-I10 

is in t.he same place in Illan>- ways tha t  Jew was about ha i t  n century  ago; 
what  they t h i n k  of Palestine. \-an den Haag buys Frcucl's concbel)t t ha t  
Juda i s~ i i  is tho religion c ~ f  the 'Fa ther '  and  Christ iani ty tlic: rixligion of 
the 'Son.' 

The Jews have hardly received n fa i r  shake  frnni thcx (~;t>ntile ivorld. 
Genocide is connected wi th  be ing  Jewish. Hit ler!  A11 Christ ians have 

t o  feel sorile gu i l t  in  reading history.  If the  church  still  llas n nlirlistry 
to these people. learn i r~g  something  about them might ht? :i l i t t l p  helpful. 



13csidiss, il's f a s c i r ~ a t l n r ,  1,cnding. Urlless you have already made your rnind 
up a ~ i d  cknnic lo thc  coilclusion tha t  therc are 110 typical Jewish character- 
istics. yo11 oa11 ?:rratly profit from this  study. 

(111s 

LVIAS 
(EI)TTOI:'S X O J  I:: S C  I ~'rilL 11crTorIs 11 110 I ~ ~ ~ L ' P I ~ C I ~  t l ~ c  Fiftlr A s s e ~ r l r l ~  of the I.utJ~ernn 
Irurld Ft,~i~,rntior~ ,rt Eii i~ lr ,  Frrrrrcr irr Jttly 1970 Ilave beerr nsked to  write for 
1 ~ t c  %i.n~>c, i  ~t I 111 t i ,  111.. ] 0 1 r v f  SCIIIL'IIL, of C;crnrn~t> provided I&\ iciih uur first 
c l . [ i t~rnt io~~.  Orrr zt,col~rl r~~~ltribiti iorr i s  17,~ n former vice-president nrtd Emccutir:e 
C:rrrrrt~tittci. ,rrdr~rlrcr, 13iqIrol) Jio C;icrtz uf Su'c-den. Wtis report was put  into English 
I,\. I'r11ferrr)r Otto S t i ~ l ? l k c . . )  

The E\-inn Asst.rubly of the  LKF has hardly enjoyed uncritical prtiise. 
3Inny havct been disappointed because they expected illore than what a 
general c~onventioii of this type could ever produce. The press, the  public 
arid ~nnriy delegates participated in the Evian Assenibly somewhat in the 
style of Taticari l I .  They acted a s  if they were plenipotentiaries for the 
future  of Lutherariisni They spoke and acted a s  though they all had 
full authority ro >peak and consult with each other. 

lJut this was hardly the case a t  all. The delegates had no authority 
except to decide matters involving the LWF itself. The L W F  is not a 
"superchurch"; it has no powers to pass resolutions governing the  affairs 
of the xi~erither churclies. 

But it was just this type of impression that  the Assenlbly made. In 
tlie various open hearing rooms, special interest groups n-aited in hope 
of being given n hearing. ,411 age groups, from the youth to t h e  aged, 
had come to express thenlselves on a host of issues. which splintered in 
every direction. The broad spectrunl included ecclesiastical, social and 
political issues. They all clamored to be heard. The biggest problem 
\%-as that there liad been no preparation for such a multitude of opinions 
arid presentations. The result was a picture of various vague and com- 
1)ronlising testimonies. The representatives from the  200 churches 
listened respectfully to what these various interest groups had to say; 
hut. of course, t h e  representatives did not have the  authority to coninlit 
their churches o n  these issues. T h e  delegates could only express their own 
opinions. 

The LIVF has  a n  Executive Committee just for t h e  purpose of giving 
leadership to the  ~nenlber churches. I t s  service organizations a r e  the  ones 
to give aid to t h e  riienlber churches with projects they want t o  carry out. 
Aridre Xppel. t h e  General Secretary of the LWF, courageously took on 
the many  problenls presented by the  Assembly, but a t  times he  vacilated 
in liis opinions. 

If  the Evian Xssehlbly is t o  be productive in the future life of the 
ellurch, then the  members of t h e  L W F  churches will need to  consider the 
~)roblems raised therc. The warning of Evian is tha t  t h e  questions posed b y  
the Xssenlbly a r c  serious. 

Bo Giertz 

"GOD 1s SOT FEELILUG VERY WELL" (ON CAMPUS) 
Under this title, a riational magazine presented t h e  results of a poll 

taken at a. dozen universities and colleges. Included in the schools were 
institutions of diverse attitudes and  philosophies of life: Sarah Lawrence, 



Williams, Tale. Marquette. Bostor~ l ; ~ ~ i ~ t > ~ . s i i ? - ,  i ! : t l i ; ~ ~ i ; .  5~3:i:I: ( ~ : ~ ~ , o i i n a ,  
Howard, Heed, Davidson. I%randeis. a n d  Stnlii'o~.cl. 'T i~c ,  Y ~ . i 1 ~ 1 ~ ~ ! 1 ' ?  \Yere 

questioned on their secondary  cdllcation: l)oliri~,:t': i ( i t , ; l ~  : : ! ! I S  !.:!.i(i'iri of 
their political ideas; what they tho!lpht :ihi)11' + I : i .  !,i17;::: r.;: ; : r ; d  ('0111- 

. . 
n iun i sn~ ;  s tudent  gon-itr; nritl religion. Tht: rli;;,s!~:,::-!.- : ( I : '  : ' I ( .  !.i.iigiotis 
survey is  t,hat "God is not feeling very \vei:," Ir! t i , , .  ,.LC!:: y i : : ~ ' ~  t h a t  
have Ial)sed sincc: the previous ~ o l i  rt.lig;ii>~is i!or!-;1r!!ii;iii;:!1 i! : \~ !'isc?? 

frotli 255-  to 3-17 .  '.Three-r1uartrrs said thc-l-t h;id i : i ' ~ s 1 1  :I ; ~ r ~ ~ i c ~ t l  i l l  their 
lives when they 'reacted e i ther  garti;illy or  \vht.)il\- ; ; g n i ~ i ~ i '  ! ! ; i .  t,if:igious 
tradit.ion in  which t l ~ c p  \ver.t3 raised." S l ~ r ~ ) r i s i ~ ~ n i ~ -  t , l t i ~ l : q l i  i ! i  1!(::;:.1y T.55 
of those who reacted against  their  F P \ Y I ~  religiori, :!I:S r q ~ i ~ ~ ~ l i ~ r t i  rrlok p l a ~ e  
before they \vent to colltlge. - \bout  half of ;I:; \v!:~I : : : ~ c l  ;!~!tit.i~!ie;ious 

feelings experienced a revival of rthli~ion la ter .  "-15kcd t'!::,i~' (.:111!.1:;)ticln r ~ f  
the Deity o ~ i l y  17:; of o u r  s tudents  took t h e  positio~l !h;lt i ; c l i ?  i s  o!l~!li<cf'!~t. 
omnipotent, three-gersonned a n d  inaintains 'an ni.t,ivt> Ccrac7;.rI: 10r h111!1n!i 
affairs." "2.57:- esl~ressed belief in n God 'about \\.~!uIII :111r h i  clt,tinit (1 
can be affirmed.' " Another. 2 3 7 r  were eithc.1. aq!losr.ir. or  ;~ th : , i s t .  

Half of those \vho identified t h e m s ~ l ~ ~ s  a s  c : i t ? i ~ r .  .Jf!\vis?i nl. ('hrlsrian 
ivould call Jesus a great  teacher. Of t h e  Christinris 2 0 ' ;  l)i~lit:\-~d i r i  t h c  
"literal t ru th  of the Apostles ('reed." 2 5 5  ; ~~ t r c j> t r i t l  .Jt:s~~s' rc:slln-cctiorlorl 
a n d  35% held to sorile type  of belief in incar~l; i t inn.  * i t  G)rit! prn~llinent 
Catholic n~ii \-ersi ty 91% eight  years ago n f f i rn~rd  t h c  rlcity 13:' Christ cc?m- 
pared with 6 5 5  in the  more  recent  survey. Of ail s r u d ~ ~ ~ t s  n11iy ;~hou t  
2 or  3%. doubted that Christ ever lived. ( E d . :  \I'h;lt a conlfor-t ' 0 : - t h n d n s y  
is not dead! ) 

T h e  religious situatiori in our country ha s  bern  st^^ c,oiilples t h a t  n 
fern- censuring sentences describing the causes \vould I N  xlil). Onc eo:~ld 
possibly hazard the  opi~iion tha t  t he  rhi irrh 's  rhildrctn hnvr  h c n ~ d  the 
charch's preachers of t he  last decade protrlai~ii that r.1-iigion was out- 
nioded a n d  tha t  'God is dead! . . .' and they  h ~ l i ~ v c r l !  C(1rtninly ill! tliose 
pastors who work with high school and c o l l e g ~  s t l~dr l i t s  will hay? to give 
a few moments of serious thought to these s tn t i s t ic*~.  111 tlic I I ~ I I I P  of 
coinl>atibility, milch of supernatura l  Christ ianity has 11re1~ j~itistriled to 
save the  sh ip  of the church. T h e  ship's deck is ~)r -e t ty  l)nri5 and a ship 
without a cargo rrnllv has n o  purpose. The probl r l~ i  of .sro\vilig- irreligion 
on the  campuses is not a n  isolated problem. "Today's cctllege l.eligiori 
dropouts a r e  ton~orr-ow's tn lp ty  pews." ( S o t  to i l ~ r ~ i t i o l ~  enipty offering 
envelopes. i 

Book Reviews 

SEW PERSPECTIYE O X  THE OLD TESTA3IEST. By J .  Uarton Payne,  
editor. 11-ord I3ooks, Publisher,  JVaco, Texas ,  1970. 305 pages. Cloth. 
$6.9,5. 

If P i la te  was in search  of a simple answer  t o  his rxetal)hysical 
inquiry regarding truth.  h e  turned to an appropriate source for  a reply. 

If a student of the Old Testament were to ask the .same cluestion of the 
"Fathers" of OId Testanlent scholarship today, they \vould have to care- 


