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THEOLOGICAL OBSERVER 
UNFINISHED BUSINESS AT ANAHEIM 

At the  Fifty-first Convention of the Lu the ran  Church-&Iissoul-i s y n o d .  
Comlriittee 3 (Theology a n d  Church Relations) received 2 6 2  ~ r o ~ o s a l s  alld 
in response to them prepared thir ty-sis  resolutions. Of these. about  a tllird. 
were acted upon by the convention. -4dministrat ivc and  constitlltional 
affairs took a great  deal of t he  convention's t ime.  Previous  conyelltions 
have clearly outlined the doctr inal  position of t h e  Missou1.i Syllod iind it,s 
fu ture  direction. The  Anaheim Conventiorl s a w  s fleshing o u t  of 1)ositjons 
~ r e v i o u s l y  adopted by t h e  synod. Keverthelcss, t he re  are  a nurnllel of 
lllatters where further  doctr inal  articulation will be necessary at. f u t ~ l r e  
conventions. 

For one thing, the ma t t e r  of t he  p ro~osed  new hymna l  will loon1 large 
in  the future and not just a t  conventions. The  h y m n a l  h a s  bee11 c:?lled the 
dogmatics of the ~ c o y l e .  I t  i s  tho n1t:ans by which they  confcss the i r  faith 
arid learn theology. 

The failure of the Anaheim Convention to a c t  i n  a n y  \vay 11po1) the 

I reqnest to ordain parochial school-teachers should  not  he interpreted to 
,mean  tha t  the issue is now dead. Proposed resolut ion 3-17, wliich ditl not 
come hefore the delegates for  action, advised t h a t  f u r t h e r  s tudy  h c  under- 
taken f'l'oclny's B~usiness, Section A, 1). 61) .  T h i s  par t icu lar  questioil 
allpears on the scene when the  synod is protesting t h e  ord ina t ion  o f  felrlale 
pastors by the Anlericali Lu the ran  Church and t ry ing  to resolve the 
proi)lem of the ordination of graduates of Concordia S e n ~ i n a r y  in Exile. 
T h e  theological ramifications of one issue a r e  necessari ly related Lo !.he 
o ther  two. Only poor logic would suggest t h a t  if we  o rda in  \vomen :IS 

1)arochia.l school-teachers, w e  therefore inust o rda in  women as pastors. 
Y e t  there is the not  unwarranted fear that,  if t h e  fornler  is allowed. solne 
will use poor logic in working toward the other. 

As I am not a parochial school-teacher, 1 arn no t  fully a w a r e  of all t he  
personal concerns in the ma t t e r .  There does seen1 t o  be a general  sense of 
frustrat ion as parochial school-teachers a t tempt  t o  c la r i fy  the i r  position 
in the church. At t h e  present they  cannot be recogilized as eitller past.ol's 
or. laynleil in the voting procedures of the  synod.  T h e y  arc ,  howe\:er, 
represented on boards of control ,  various synodical boards,  ~ ~ n d  con\.entioll 
floor coni~nittees. As  I see i t ,  t he  church is under  solne k i n d  of obligation 
to give them full recognition a s  yrofessional worke r s  in t h e  churi:h. but 
a t  the same time to make i t  c lear  that their office is distinct- f rom the 
pastoral office. 

This  lat ter  obligation i s  not  fulfilled by t h e  request: f r o m  t h e  1 h ~ - d  
of. Par i sh  Education that  t h i s  s t a t u s  be recognized a n d  confirmed f l l ~ o ~ ~ h  
ordination. From a purely pragmat ic  point of view, acceding to the l'eqllest 
a t  this  tinle might increase the  confusion now exis t ing  abou t  the  pastoral 
office. (This  is not to say t h a t  those requesting ord ina t ion  for  l~arocllial 
school-teachers are responsible for  this confusion.)  More ilnl'orta*tly: 
however, le t  us consider t h e  theological iirlpliciltions Of such il IllOYt!. 

I3arochial school-teachers recognize tha t  t he i r  office, unl ike  that. of 
pastors, i s  not established b y  a specific command of J e sus  0 s  tile Allost1es. 
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The church i n  i ts  freedom has  established the office of the parochial school- 
teacher to assist the pastor in teaching children BibIical t ru ths  and i n  
nurturing theill in the t rue  faith. The Xew Testament references to 
"teacher" or "teachers" a re  t o  pastors who have been entrusted with the 
 reservation of the apostolic teaching and its proclamation. Already i n  
Xeur Testament times, ordination was practiced as  that r i te  through which 
Inen were admitted into the pastoral office. The rite consisted of the laying- 
on of hands with an  accompanying word of Scripture and was  conducted 
by a group of pastors. Paul instructs Timothy to use this rite with extreme 
care in admitting others into the office. Thus he envisages tha t  it should 
continue in the  church in his absence and after his death. 

The laying-on of hands is 11sed in many ways in the Bible. Jesus heals 
through the laying-on of hands, seven helpers are appointed in  Jerusalem 
in this way, and Paul and Barnabas, who are  already pastors, a re  sent out 
by the church in Antioch by this procedure. Paul's references in the 
pastoral epistles are to one particular kind of laying-on of hands which 
can only be done under certain restrictions. (The church has  called this  
particular r i te  "ordination," even though i t  could very well be called some- 
thing else.) We must make this point completely clear. Peter healed the 
lame man by laying on the hands, and Paul inducted Timothy into ,the 
pastoral office by the. laying-on of hands. But the intent of the  one action 
was quite different than the intent of the other. The lame nlan did not 
become a pastor, and Timothy was not healed from any disease. 

'We raise no objection, then, to parochial school-teachers being ad- 
mitted into office by the laying-on of hands as  long as this  rite is not 
confused wi th  admittance into the pastoral office and as  long as  there is 
no suggestion in this rite tha t  the office of the parochial school-teacher i s  
comnlanded by Scripture or, conversely, that  the office of the  ast tor is not 
comnianded. 

The qucstion then seems to be whether or not this ceremony of the 
laying-on of hands, if it be used to induct school teachers into their offices, 
should be called "ordination." If it is called "ordination," then many, i f  not 
almost all, will get the idea tha t  the offices of pastor and parochial school- 
teacher a r e  both divinely required and  commanded or in some sense equal. 
An "ordained" parochial school-teacher who, after certification by colloquy, 
received a pastoral call might decline what he might consider "another 
ordination" on the grounds tha t  he was already "ordained." 

Traditionally, the term orcli?.lntio?t in the Lutheran Church suggests a 
rite by which the pastoral office is committed to a man. The request of 
the Board of Parish Education would require a new definition for th is  
term. I t  would also require tha t  a new term be assigned to the  rite which 
is uniquely used for pastors. The church should, however, be very hesitant 
to assign words new meanings. This tendency is what has  made neo- 
orthodoxy so treacherous. The words no longer mean what they seem 
to say a t  face value. Take, for example, "Jesus rose from the dead." To us 
it means tha t  His corpse was resuscitated and came back to life. To 
another it may mean only tha t  Jesus is alive in the church. If "ordination" 
were applied to the rite inducting parochial teachers into their office, 
exactly what term would be used for the r i te  inducting pastors into their 
ofice? 

Something better than a handshake should be given t o  parochial 
school-teachers as they enter their God-pleasing offices. The laying-on of 



]lands would be an  agpr01)riate CerelnOnY, b u t  cal l ing i t  "ordil~atioll" 
would be f r augh t  with confusion and the  seedbed for  all kill& of false 
doctrines. The  word "ordination" a s  used of PaStOrs is clear. .lVhy muddy 
these waters? 

clps 

MISSION MESSAGES FROM ANAHEIM 
I f  I were to offer any  general illl1)ressio~ls of t h e  Anaheim Convention, 

they could all be sunlmed U P  in  this  one sentence:  Synod addressed itself 
to its ~roble l l l s  and troubles i n  a fa i r  alld firm Chr is t ian  manner ,  and at 
the  sarne time courrtgeously went  about i t s  task i n  a reniarka.bly i i l~agina-  
tive way considering the circumstances. However,  I sha l l  leave a n y  furtller 
general i n i~ res s ions  to others, arid shall concen t r a t e  niy remarks  upon 
the mission nlessages tha t  came froin Anaheim.  

One messaKe that  caliie through loud a n d  clear was  the desire? of the 
brethren and sisters to expand and increase t h e i r  involvement in God's 
niission. Syriod resolved to be holder and  m o r e  creative in expanding 
niission fields. They directed the  Board f o r  Missions to "actively seek 
new areas of nlinistry, promote and S U P P O ~ ~  expans ion  witllin and  through 
sister churches, and in coordinate lllanning wit11 o ther  Lutherans  and 
Christians s l~eedily respond to the  Lord's command." 

Synod readily implemented tha t  desire by authorizi l ig t h e  Board of 
Directors of Synod in the period between conventiorls to dccide whether  or  
not the Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod shou ld  begin rnission work i n  
either Mozambique or Angola. o r  both. Th i s  i s  t o  b e  done on the  basis of 
an extensive, in-depth study of lnission oppor tuni t ies  i n  those two einerg- 
ilig nations. Although time elapsed before i t  w a s  brought  to t he  floor of 
the convention, a resolution to expand work i n  P o r t i g a l ?  in coo~era t ion  
with the Brazil District, appeared in  "Today's Business." 

At home we resolved to enlarge our Kor th  Amer ican  Indian ininistry! 
to nlove forward in Hispanic ministry, and  t o  "exglore other models of 
ministry and mission outreach which would b e  rxlore effective, efficient 
and adaptable in  and to the  Black community." Near-neighbor evangelism 
by every baptized Christian received a t remendous  impetus  a t  Anaheim. A 
Lut.11era.n understanding of evangelism was affirmed. Renewal retreats  for 
yrofessional church workers and  their spouses  a n d  for  congregatior1a.l 
leaders and their  spouses to t ra in  them for  be t t e r  evangeIisn1 were inaugu- 
rated.  District a n d  congregatiorlal boards w e r e  g i v e n  sllecific evangelistic 
objectives as guidelines by which to establish t h e i r  own  evangelisnl objec- 
tives and progranls. Colleges a n d  selllinaries w e r e  urged to continue the 
development of the  teaching of concept a n d  pract ice of evangelisnl 
where i t  has already comlnenced and to incorpora te  i t  in  the curriculum 
where i t  has not. An additional Inan is t o  be  cal led to the staff of the 
Board of Evangelism to meet the  increased reques ts  for  evangelistic assist- 
ancc from every quarter.  Resolutions to s t r e n g t h e n  Sunday Schools for 
nur ture  and evangelism, to support elelllentary schools, to  intensify the  
gublicntion of evangelism materials, and m a n y  o t h e r  related resolutions 
arc? indicative of Synod's deep conviction t h a t  i t  i s  a l l l i ~ ~ i o n a r ~  enterprise. 
To back up words with action some three hundred delegates made evangel- 
isnl calls with surrounding congregations on  S a t u r d a y  a f t e rmXL while 
m o t h e r  eight hundred attended evangelisln workshops .  



Another Ariahein1 illission message was the reaffirnlation of solrle of 
the Scriptural l)rinciples that  undergird our Christ-given mission. I n  God's 
lnission the  Gospel must be proclaimed, both so that Christians may be 
properly motivated to do I l i s  mission and "so that by the ~ o w e r  of the  
~ 0 1 y  Spirit people may come to know and accept Jesus Christ as their 
Lord and Savior.." In other words, Synod reaffirmed that there is no lnission 

that  Message. The deeds of love a re  also indispensable in the  
lllission of Christ, but they flow from the Gospel a t  work in the  lives of 
Christians. This  relationship was once more made clear a t  Anaheim. I t  
had to be said again that  the  Scriptures and the Lutheran Confessions 
are the, "determinants and guides" for our  mission^ under which we follow 
the Mission Affirmations. 

The various nlission resolutions of Anaheim spelled out a clear 
partner relationship with sister churches and mission fields. We resolved 
to respond lovingly "to the needs and wills of our sister churches and 
mission fields" in a "genuine partnership and mutual sharing wit11 co- 
>vorkers throughout the world to foster an  aggressive, growing mission, 
in  order that  nlore people may learn the saving Word of Jesus Christ." 
Their  counsel i s  to be actively sought and carefully weighed "in formulat- 
ing and adnlinistering future policies and programs." Synodical districts 
a re  also to be consulted in the development of position statements and 
nlission work. 

"Consultative" and "coordinative," two formerly-used terms, were 
underlined a t  Anaheim with regard to  planning and implementing God's 
tnission with other Lutherans and Christians. Our Synod is not a sepa- 
ratistic sect, nor has i t  ever desired to be. But i t  definitely does not want to 
coml)romise God's Word and is still convinced that "the achievement of 
doctrinal agreement and the subsequent synodical establishment of fellow- 
ship must precede joint involvement with other ~ h r i s t i i n s  in matters 
~ ~ e r t a i n i n g  t o  the  ministry of the Word and Sacraments or directly affect- 
ing the doctrinal position of the  Synod." This guiding principle obtains 
for joint ministry in North America as well as that abroad. 

Xew ternlinology for old duties of the President of Synod in his 
relation to sister  churches was used a t  Anaheim. The President is to be 
called "chief ecumenical officer of Synod.'' His assistant in these matters 
is the Colnmission on Theology and Church Relations. 

With the exception of the  above ecumenical responsibility, the  mission 
message of Anaheim decreed unmistakably that  the Board for Missions 
is  "Synod's primary agency in mission." Duties and relationships of the 
synodical President and the CTCR and the Board for Missions in  dealing 
holistically wi th  the sister churches in a "genuine partnershi$' will have 

be brought to a head quickly and set down in writing. 
In  accord with i ts  action reaffirming the place of the Board for 

Missions as  Synod's primary agency in mission, Synod has empowered 
t h e  Board to act  on the report and recommendations of the Mission Study 
Colnmission tha t  was created by Synod's Board of Directors as a result 
of synodical mission tensions and problems. They are to do this after 
consulting with the Board of Directors once more. The Study Comlnission 
is to perform a final useful service by gathering responses to  its report and 
reconlmendations until December 31, 1975, after which i t  is to disband. 

Another needed mission message that Anaheim sounded forth was 



t h a t  "walking together" in g e r f o r ~ n i n g  God's nlissio~i "conl~nits  US to 
honor a n d  uphold the Constitution, Ryla.urs, and resolnt io~is  of Synod." 

J3ecause Christian medical work h a s  always been a par t  of Christ's 
nlissioil in  t he  conlprehensive sense, Synod  was reluctant to pass Rylaw 
changes tha t  would place administrat ive dista.nce hetween i t  and  Synod's 
l )r imary agency for  mission, the Board f o r  3Zissions. Pending fur ther  study, 
action w a s  deferred until the 1977 synodical  convention. 

Final ly,  a, clear nlission message f rom Anaheini was the  call for  
"earnest prayers" and "renewed and  Strengthened firiancial support" for  
Synod's world rnission work. Fu r the rmore ,  i t  was resolved "that the 
present rnissiorl education prograln a n d  promotion of t h e  synodical pro- 
gram a n d  services be intensified a.nd expanded to inform and inspire the  
Synod's lilelnbers for  vigorous involvement in their  Christ-given mission." 
T o  heal a kind of sclcrosis of the  g iver  the  Depa r t~nen t  o f  Stewardship 
has been urged to conduct annual regional mission conferences and  annual 
"skillshops" for ongoing training in t h e  ever-chnngi~ig nlission scene. A 
significant change in the distribution of nlission education ~na te r i a l s  came 
f r o ~ n  the  floor of the convention when Resolution 7-10 was amended to 
llavc al l  ~i l ission education nlaterials s e n t  to the  congregations instead 
of the pastors. Could they not be sent  t o  both?  

God's people a t  Anahei~lz reaffirnlcd their lnission a s  being that  of 
Christ, s tanding in,  with, and under t h e  Scriptures and in  the t r a in  of t he  
Xpostles. Rut a t  the same t i ~ n e  they were  willing to t ry new and inlagina- 
tive ;~pproaches in our ever new and changing  contest.  

O t t o  (!. Hintxe 

AUTHENTIC ENDINGS: MA'I'THEW AND MARK 
Two studies dealing with the authent ic i ty  of the last  sections in the  

first two  Gospels have by chance conle across m y  desk a t  the same  time. 
\IVilliam R. F a r m e r  of Southern Methodist  University goes against  the  
tide of common opinion in his The Last Tz.oelz;e Ye.)-.sc.s of M a ~ l c  a n d  argues 
for tlieir possible authenticity (Cambridge University Press, 1974). A 
former Missouri Synod clergyman and now Lutheran Seminary professor, 
Jack  Dean Kingsbury, does the  same  for  3Iatthew's Gospel w i th  "The 
Composition a n d  Cliristology of Mat thew 28:15-20" (.Joltma1 of Biblical 
Litel-nt?ire. December 1974) .  

Farmer ' s  job is ~ n u c h  more difficult and ,  in  spi te  of the  ~ l iass ive  ar ray  
of evidence, h i s  conclusions ~ n u c h  less conrrincing than Kingsbury's. Every 
first-year seminary  student learns t h a t  i t  is probably the  best t o  assume 
tha t  Mark's  Gospel ends with verse 8, "for t.hey were afraid" ( R S V ) .  After 
n thorough review of t he  disputed manuscr ip t  evidence, F a r m e r  gives a 
careful for111 critical s tudy of each word  in 16:9-20 to show whether the 
s tyle i s  Marcan. The presentation i s  less  than convincing. The re  a re  just 
too m a n y  words a.nd phrases t ha t  appea r  no place else in  ei ther  Mark o r  
the remainder  of the New Testament. T h i s  is not  to deny tha t  Fa rmer  has  
not isolated cer ta in  Marcan words i n  the disputed ending, bu t  even he 
asserts  noth ing  more definite t han  t h a t  t h e  question is 'still open.' Of the  
five progosed solutions for the problem, Fa rmer  himself rejects t he  view 
that  Mark was the original auther of verses 9-20;  Farmer settles for Mark's 
use of previous niaterinl. If Mark is t h e  earliest Gospel, an  opinion which 
is com~lloniy held by niodern critics, then  th is  option is f raught  with 
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dificulties. A later relative dating of the Gospel permits a borrowing from 
tf.le other Gospels. This course of action raises even Inore questions con- 
cerning Mark 1 6 :  9-20. 

Kingsbury's task is easier. and his coxlclusions are much more con- 
vincing. There are no manuscript discrepa~lcies here of the sort through 
which Farmer  had to plough in Mark. The Trinitarian ending has sug- 
gested to many that  the  ending of Matthew's Gospel had i ts  origin in 
Hellenistic Christianity (e.g., Hahn) or perhaps the liturgy (e.g., G. 
s t r e c k e r ) .  After surveying these and other options, Kingsbury does a 
word analysis of the controverted section. There are  no literary forms 
which are  not found in the  rest of the Gospel. Kingsbury then concludes 
w i t h  a study of the Christology in the  section and sees n theological unity 
h e r e  with the  rest of the Gospel. 

For the  pastor who wants to be a student of the New Testament, both 
of these studies will be a pleasure. The disputed Marcan ending contains 
t h e  references to exorcism, speaking in new tongues, picking up snakes, 
a n d  drinking ~ o i s o n ;  i t  has been used by groups who see such signs as 
necessary o r  beneficial to  the Christian life. Matthew's ending conta.ins the 
comnlission to  the nations a n d  the most explicit Trinitarian section in  
t h e  New Testament. 

WOMEN PASTORS IN THE MISSOURI SYNOD 
The Eeporte?' in its first issue reported that  a Texas congregation has 

t aken  on the  services of a woman vicar and that the district president, 
Dr. Carl Heckmann, is asking the congregation to reconsider this action. 
E v e n  before The Lutheran Church in  America and The American Lutheran 
Church officially approved women pastors, The Springfielder published a 
special issue on the  problem (March 1970) and since then additional 
art icles have been printed. One did not need to be a prophet to  know that  
sooner or later  the Missouri Synod would be confronted with the problem. 
T o  a certain extent, the Missouri Synod's problem with women pastors 
is overshadowed by a similar controversy in the Protestant Episcopal 
Church.  Some are predicting that, regardless of the final decision, there 
could very well be a rift in the  Anglican Communion. A movement work- 
ing for ordaining women priests in the Roman Catholic Church is grow- 
ing, even though Pope Pau l  V I  is outspokenly opposed to  i t .  Raymond E. 
Brown, one of the leading theologians in tha t  church, sees t h e  possibility 
as a real one that the Holy Spirit will lead the church to the  acceptance 
of women priests. (Cf, his Biblical Refleotio?is o n  Cj'ises Facing the 
Chu?.cl~: New York: Paulist Press, 1975.) Because of the general movement 
towards ordaining wonlen in all sorts of Christian groups-"evangeli- 
calism," Anglicanisnl, large liberal denominations, and even Rome-, it 
Would be impossible for The  Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod to escape 
ever  facing this problem right in i ts  own midst. 

The question of a woman vicar in a Missouri Synod congregation 
m u s t  be kept separate from the fact that  she is receiving her theological 
education a t  Seminex. Tha t  is an entirely different issue. The problem 
of women vicars in the Missouri Synod really took shape when women 
w e r e  admitted to the  regular ministerial program of Concordia Seminary, 



St.  Louis, presumably in 1973. The  problem of women 'vicars forces  ,Is to  
focus our attention on the role not only of a vicar but  also of ;X s,,lillal~. 

a n d  seminary  education. 
Though auxilliary programs can be established in  ( :onjunction ,ith 

a senlinary, the seminary's pr imary  educat.iona1 prograin is espl ic i t lv  
designed for  the preparation of Lu the ran  ministers. This  docs  n o t  lllean 
tha t  simply enrolling in a seminary class involves a n y  ~ ~ l n ~ n i t l n ~ ~ ~ ~  to 
t he  ministry,  but i t  does mean tha t  enrollment in t he  r e g u l a r  progralll 
of t he  s e ~ n i n a r y  involves this commitment. This  a two-sided c o m m i t m e n t ,  
The  seminary, upon the  recomnlendation of the home pastor and after due 
deliberation, makes a te1nPOrar~ comnlitlllent to the  enrol l ing s t u d e n t  to 
receive hirn as a possible candidate for  t he  ministry. I t  is a c o n l m i t ~ n e n t  
t ha t  is periodically reviewed by t h e  senlinary, but a c o ~ n m i t n l e ~ t  i t  is, 
W h e n  a woman was enrolled in the  regnlar  program of the  sern ina . ry ,  the  
Synod was, in effect, making this kind of coinnlitment t o  he r .  

T o  review recent history for  a moment,  th is  is t he  way i n  which 
~vomeri entered the riiinistry in the  Lu the ran  Church in A x ~ ~ e r i c a  arid ~ h c  
Aniericnn Lutheran Church. After  t he  women had enrolIed a n d  g radua ted  
frorn the seminaries, the question of wha t  to do with then1 came up. The 
answer given was to  ordain them a s  l~as to r s .  

I n  the case of the  female vicar in  the  Texas District of t h e  Missouri  
Synod, Dr. Heckinann has called the  action of a Texas congrega t ion  j ~ i  

appointing a woinan vicar "violating resolutions of the  S y n o d  beca.usc 
Joan  Lnndgren, a 24-year-old Seminex student ,  'is a woirian w h o  is per- 
forming functions reserved for t he  pastoral ministry"' (T<c!po,-tc,).. 1, 1.: 

1). 7 ) .  The  congregation's pastor claims t h a t  his  vicar is n o t  pe r fo rming  
pastoral duties because she is not pronouncing absolutiolls o r  co11scc:rating 
the  elexnents, but is only preaching. T h e  pastor claims tha t  p r e a c h i n g  can 
110 done by :my layman chosen by the  congregation under p r o p e r  pastoral  
supervision. 

The  Texas District president h a s  seen  the  issue properly. A vicarage  
is part  of the  preparation of a pastor. and  not  of a layman. A p e r s o n  is a 
laylnan by virtue of faith and baptisnl and not by pa r t i c ipa t ion  in  a 
vicarage 1)rograni. All Christians speak of their  fai th in  Chr i s t ,  b u t  only 
t.hose t rained for the  pastoral office a r e  ordinarily to preach pub l i c ly  to 
arid before the congregation. I t  is for t he  express purpose of m a k i n g  this  
public proclamation that  Inen a r c  specially trained and  then ordained .  
When a vicar l~reaches,  he does so not  because he  is a layman,  b u t  r a t h e r  
because pa r t  of the  pastoral office is delegated temporarily to  him. His 
performance in carrying out his  t e ~ n p o r a r y  duties in the  p u l p i t  i s  t aken  
into account in determining whether  the  entire pastoral office s h o ~ l l d  be 
conferred upon h im a t  the coli~pletion of his  senlinary s tudies .  

T h e  question of women pastors i n  t he  Missouri Synod s h o u l d  hal'e 
been faced squarely when women were admit ted into the  r e g u l a r  min- 
isterial program of t h e  Missouri Synod. In  retrospect, i t  can be s e e n  tha t  
t he  seminary  did not  have the  r ight  t o  ac t  independently in a d m i t t i n g  
women, a n d  the proper synodical officials should have i n t e r v e n e d  *hat 
fai lure t o  ac t  in refusing admit tance several years ago means  t o d a y  that  
the  president of one of the synod's distr icts  has  to i n t e rvene  n o w -  In  
doing so, lie is on solid theological ground. 

bps 



A SPKIhTGJ?IJ3LDER Bibliography on Miomen in the Ministry 

For nearly six years The Spri77.gfielde~ has been carrying art icles  dealing 
with the  problem of the ordination of women pastors. For  t he  convenience 
of our readers  who wonld l ike to restudy these essays again, this  brief 
bibliography i s  presented. 

Vol.  X X X I I I  (4), i l larch 19'70 
"Natural Orders" by Mar t in  J. Kaumann. 
"Twenty-Three Theses on the  Holy Scriptures, The  Woman, and The  
Office of t he  Ninistry" by 130 Giertz. 
"Regin Prenter  on the Ordination of TYomen" by Peter l3runner. 
"The Place of Woman in  the  Old Testament" by Raymond Surburg. 
"Some Thoughts on the  Role of Women i n  the Church" by  Walter A. 
Maier. 
"The S ta tus  of Women in  the BTissouri Synod i n  t h e  Twentieth 
Century" by James Weis. 

Vol. X X X I V  ( J ) ,  M c i ~ c h  1971 
"Falling from Fai th  in Christ,  of the Church, and  of t he  Lutheran 
Reformation:  An Article on the Ordination of Women" by Wolfgang 
Buscher. 

Vol.  X X X V I  (2)! Septenzbel- 197.2 
"May Women l3e Ordained as Pastors?" by T)avid P. Scaer. 

Vol.  X X X V I I I  ( 2 ) :  S e y t e n ~ b e ? .  1974 
"The Office of the  Pastor  and the Problems of Ordination of U'omen 
Pastors" by David P. Scaer.  

SOL1 DEO GLORIA 
In  the Gospel for Christmas Eve we read tha t  on the n ight  of Christ's 

birth a skyful  of angels appeared to certain shepherds nea r  Bethlehem 
praising God and saying, "Glory to God in the highest, and  on earth 
peace, good will to men." After seeing Christ in the manger,  the same 
shepherds went  away, says Luke,  "glorifying and praising God for all 
they had heard  and seen" ( 2 :  20). On the  basis of this text we  pastors a re  
accustomed to  exhort ourselves and the  people to  respond t o  t h e  Christmas 
Gospel in t h e  same manner a s  the shepherds, to give glory to God. And 
we usually point out  t ha t  t he  Christian glorifies God not  only in  the  
liturgy, but  in  his life a s  a whole. For  Paul  urges us :  "So, whether you 
eat o r  drink,  or  whatever you do, do all to t he  glory of God" ( I  Cor. 10:31). 

But  especially we pastors must  remember tha t  we must  seek to glorify 
God not only in life, but also in  doctrine. T h e  glorification of God in  life 
is called p ie ty ;  the glorification of God in doctrine is called orthodoxy. 
For to be orthodox is not merely orthos doke in ,  to think a r igh t ,  but  much 
more orthos clozcixein! to  glorify aright-that is, to give a l l  t he  glory to 
the rightful recipient, God. Heterodoxy says that  a man can decide to 
t rus t  in Christ  or not to t ru s t .  Orthodoxy responds tha t  God alone creates 
t rust  in  Christ ,  totally excluding any  cooperation by m a n  i n  conling to  
fai th.  Orthodoxy gives all  t he  glory to God. Heterodoxy feels t h a t  i t  would 
be unjust  of God to condemn to hell those who never heard  His  Gospel, 
those who "never had a chance." Orthodoxy protests that God alone shall 
decide wha t  i s  just and wha t  is unjust and has  exercised H i s  prerogative 



without needing any advice fronl His creatures. Orthodoxy gives all the 
glory to God. I-Teterodoxy th inks  that  one can admit  the  occurrence of 
lllinor liiistakes here and there in  Scripture without  denying its important  
role as  the Word of God. Orthodosy retorts t ha t  God alone sha l l  decide 
what is true a n d  what is false, denying to any  mere nlortal t he  r ight  to 
s i t  in judgment on the Word of God. Orthodoxy gives all the glory to God. 
[-Icterodosy permits all those who confess Christ a s  Lord and  Savior to 
worship together, even if there a re  a few differences anlongst them con- 
cerning the teachings of Scripture. Orthodosy answers t ha t  God alone, not 
His creatures, shall decide how H e  is to be worshipped, swee l~ ing  aside 
man's impudent decision to t rea t  a s  unimportant  things which God clearly 
teaches in TTis Word. Orthodoxy gives all the glory to God. 

Yet we rarely consider orthodox doctrine a way of praising God. 
Xndced, sometimes we think of i t  as a burden;  we resent i t s  ha rd  de- 
mands, its s t r ic t  limits. "The heterodox have al l  the  fun," we th ink .  But  
when we feel th is  way, we are  really resenting the  God who has  laid down 
these heard denlands and set  these s tr ict  l imits .  Our duty  a s  Christians 
and as l~as tors ,  however, is to glorify God, not  to glorify ourselves by 
catering to the meek and mild heterodoxy of t he  Old Adam in us. And 
we c'crtr glorify God by the power of Christ's Gospel. The child who  lay i n  
t,hc inanger on Christmas Eve l ay  dead in a tomb some thir ty-three years 
later. But  just as no swaddling clothes could hold Him, so no grave-clothes 
could hold Wini, the God-man who became by renouncing the fu l l  display 
of His glory the  Savior of all mankind. Risen and ascended to His 
Ii'ather's right hand,  H e  has now assumed the full use of all  t h e  divine 
glory which always was rightfully His .  This  is the Gospel which we 
preach. I t  is a glorious message, one which enables us to give al l  t,he glory 
t.o Cod in both life and doctrine. Sol i  / ) e o  ~jlo7,itr. 

.J7~Clici218 

"WITH COMMON CONSENT" 
In the recent controversies in  The Lutheran  Church-Missouri Synod 

(.liere has  been sorne question of how large a majori ty is necessary for a 
church convention, council, or other kind of convocation to  decide a 
doctrinal issue. What  size should the majori ty be? Is  one vote, two-thirds, 
three quarters ,  or ninety-nine per cent  of those present sufficient to 
establish a doctrine? Or, a s  some have suggested, nlust there  be total 
agreement, one hundred per cent ,  among all t he  participants? 

Before we go  into the specific question of what  kind of majori ty is 
needed, several points must  first be made. There  is no guarantee  from 
o u r  Lord tha t  I l i s  church will be free from false doctrine. Quite  to the 
contrary, he predicts t ha t  false doctrine will be taught  in  His church and 
tha t  His  faithful followers should be a ler t  to i t ,  avoid it ,  and  remove i t .  
The  lives of H i s  apostles were living evidences tha t  H i s  prediction had 
already come t r u e  then. Their epistles, now par t  of our  New Testament, 
a r e  warnings concerning false doctrine and the  correct solutions to the 
problems. Controversy is not t he  invention of the  church today.  Jesus 
Himself was t h e  center of controversy, especially concerning His person, 
The lnajority of those who heard  Him did not accept t h a t  H e  was God 
and those who accepted Him as  Messiah, the  Christ of God, almost  always 



had a false concept of what th is  meant .  Jus t  a s  the lnajority was not r ight 
then, there is no assurrsl-lce t h a t  t h e  majority must in every instance be 
right today, even a t  church conventions. Si~ni lar ly  there i s  no indication 
that  the minority has a. firmer g r i p  on the  truth in any controversy than 
the majority. Majority and in  thenlselves are not guarantees of 
the possession of the  t ru th .  

Christian churches since t h e  t ime of the apostles have convened 
church councils in order to resolve difficulties confronting them. Most of 
these difficulties were internal  problems which pitted one member or  
group within the church against  another. Matters were frequently com- 
plicated by the existence of Inore t h a n  two sides or positions. At the  t ime 
of the Protestant Reformation i n  t h e  sixteenth century there were a t  least 
four recognizable sides-the R o m a n  Catholics, the Lutherans, the  Re- 
formed, and  the Anabaptists. If one looked harder, he could find even 
more. During this time the  Lu therans ,  a t  one time or another, had contact 
with Catholics, Reformed, Anaba.ptists, Anglicans, and  even the  Greek 
Orthodox, whose churches were nowhere near the places where t h e  
Lutherans were working. Dr. Mart in  Luther, in the Sntcrlaald Articles, 
one of our official Lutheran Confessions, said that  he looked forward to  a 
truly free conference to iron o u t  difficulties with Rome. He freely ad- 
mitted, however, that  he  had l i t t le  hope for i ts  success. This did not 
prevent him from offering his confession. In 1536 an agreenlent was 
signed which temporarily ironed out some of the difficulties betweeen 
Lutherans and sonle Protestants who wanted to be Lutheran but were 
leaning heavily in the direc:f.ion of the  Reformed position. This agreement 
was short-lived. 

With these facts of ecclesiastical history in niind, we must face the 
question of how large a majori ty is needed for a group of congregations 
or larger churches to state t h e i r  doctrinal position in  a controverted 
issue. Our A.u[jsBu~g Co?zfession.. the first officially recognized confession 
of our church, says in the first sentence of the  first article, "Our Churches, 
with common consent, do teach . . ." This phraseology occurs throughout 
the rest of the confession. Lu ther  says in his Snzalcctlcl Avticlea that  they 
were "unanimously confessed." Some have used these and  similar phrases 
to suggest that, unless there is a unanimous decision by those participat- 
ing in a church council, convention, or  other Porn1 of convocation, there  
can be no confession, creed, o r  o ther  kind of doctrinal statement. 

Fi rs t  of all, we should be h a r d  pressed to find a church convocation 
in which differing opinions were represented that  ever came to a unani- 
mous decision. The Council of Nicea, where the widely recognized Nicene 
Creed was chiefly forn~ulated,  d id  not come to unaninlous agreement. 
Certainly Arius and his followers, who denied the eternal deity of the  Son, 
could not consent to the decision. The Augsburg Confession was accepted 
only by t h e  Lutheran part icipants a t  the  Diet of Augsburg and certainly 
not by t h e  Roman Catholics. Even  Luther 's  S?~zulcuZd Ar t ic les  were not  
accepted a t  Smalcald. What we learn  froin thesc and other cases is that ,  
where Christians in a majority o r  minority felt that  thei r  position was i n  
accord with the Iloly Scripture, they confessed this position as a creed. 
The question of who was in the majority and who was in the minority 
did not prevent them from s ta t ing  thei r  fai th in a confession. If we believe 
that  what we hold is true,  then we must confess i t  without looking around 



us  t o  see how nlany others agree wi th  us. Renlenlber that  at H i s  t r ia l  
Jesus  stood alone in I-lis confession t h a t  EIe was the Christ,  the  Son of the  
l iving God. If Jesus had  consulted wi th  Peter and t h e  other disciples, H e  
would have made no  confession a t  ai l .  Luther followed this exa.n~ple. H e  
did n o t  consult with the pope, the curia ,  or h i s  bishop before he told the  
meeting a t  'Worms t h a t  he would not and could not recant.  

Is not t h e  church, then, in  danger of having the  will of t h e  lnajori ty 
forced upon the  will of the nlinority? Strictly speaking, the will cannot  
be rrloved by coercion of any type. People's outward actions can be con- 
trolled through reward and threat  of punishment, but  not the i r  hea r t s  
and wills. Beginning- with the  tiine of the  Roman Emperor  Constantine, 
the Christian confessiorl was l>hysically forced upon niany of t h e  pagan 
peoples of ICuro]?e. Such a practice was  used in nlore sltbtle ways a s  la te  
a s  t he  sixteent-h and seventeenth centuries. Even as l a t e  as  t he  eighteenth 
century, exile was not  unknown. 13ecause of t he  separation of thc  church  
a.nd s ta te  in our country, there is no real danger of coe~~c ion  i n  t h a t  sense. 
This  i s  ,z real blessing for which we should continually thank God. 

How then should a majority and  a lninority regard each other  when  
there is a church controversy? Generally i t  takes a l i t t le  time for s ides to  
become clearly formulated. From Luther 's  "Ninety-Five Theses" in 1517 
to Augsbnrg in  1530 there were less than  13 years. The  history of t he  
church shows that  where there a re  two irreconcilable positions, two or  
more churches come into existence. This  happened af te r  tha Council of 
.Jerusaleru (recorded in Acts 1 5  and  Galat ians) ,  a f te r  the Council of 
Nicea. and after the Diet  of Augsburg. Thus  we see t h a t  the  phrases "with 
common consent" o r  "unanimously teach" do not mean tha t  all t h e  
churcnes engaged in t h e  controversy came to cornlnon agreement. Most 
frequeliily they did not.  Also such phraseology does not mean t h a t  t h e  
op~)onents  in a n y  controversy let the  mat te rs  hang i n  liinbo unti l  agree-  
ment could be reached. Such phrases refer only to  those churches or 
persons who have subscribed to  the positions outlined i n  the  confessional 
docunlents. Those who cannot go along with the  s ta ted  positions should 
indicate clearly where there a re  such er rors  in those docunlents a s  prevent  
t.heir subscription. Where they were not  successful in showing such  errors ,  
many felt a moral a n d  confessional obligation to  establish a. new church  
organization. as the L u t h e r a ~ l s  did. This  is not a suggestion t h a t  a new 
church should be established in the current  controversy, though i n  t h e  
opillioil of those on both1 sides of the controverted issues, a new church  
has been established. Some have said that  Evangelical Lutherans  i n  
Mission (ELIM) is, in  fact., a new church, while others have m i d  tha t  T h e  
L u t h e ~ - a ~ l  Church----Missouri Synod is a different, and  hence new, church  
t,han t h e  one (.hey knew ten or twenty years ago. 

T h e  point being he re  made is t ha t  a majority o r  a minority i n  a 
church has a r ight .  s God-given and God-required r ight ,  to nlake a con- 
fession a s  to what they consider the t r u t h  of the Gospel. The  issue of how 
large i s  the 1na.jority o r  small is the 111inol~ity does no t  really enter  i n to  
considera.tion. 
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