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11. THE CHURCH OF THE AUGSBURG CONFESSION 

AS THE TRUE ECUMENICAL MOVEMENT 

Was t h e  Reformation Ecumenical? -- 
The Ecumenical Movement of our  time i s  a mighty 
s t ream whose elemental  f o r ce  is f e l t  i n  t h e  remotes t  
provinces of Christendom. Ignoring it ,  s t i c k i n g  our 
heads i n  t h e  sand, w i l l  not  make it go away, The 
su rv iv ing  Confessional Lutheran churches o f  t h e  
world need t o  face the  i s s u e s  r a i s e d  by t h e  Ecumen- 
i c a l  Movement, and when t he se  i s sues  w i l l  have been 
faced, f u l l y  and i n  t h e  l i g h t  of  God's Word, then--  
t h i s  i s  my firm hope--we s h a l l  have a new Confession 
e n t a i  l i n g  new alignments and new d i v i s i o n s ,  

A t  the  very ou t s e t  we must n o t e  t h a t  t h e  "one Lord, 
one f a i t h ,  one baptismn of t h e  "one body" i n  Eph, 
4 9 - 5  i s  meant as a p resen t  r e a l i t y ,  no t  as an i d e a l  
s t i l l  t o  be achieved, much l e s s  one t o  be  achieved 
by human church p o l i t i c s  ! S c r i p t u r e  speaks not  of 
any "Ecumenical Movementw b u t  of the  ecumenical 
s t a t u s  of t h e  Church! The Church i s  a l r eady  one. 
This oneness is given i n  t h e  one Lord and t h e  one 
f a i t h ,  and i s  no t  an imaginary a b s t r a c t i o n ,  of a 
p iece  with "some Platonic.  r e p u b l i c u .  



This means of  course t h a t  t h e r e  i s  no c o n f l i c t  o r  
I f tens ionf t  whatever between t r u t h  and un i ty .  The 
"One Lord, One f a i t h ,  One baptism" c r e a t e  and de- 
termine t r u e  u n i t y ,  so  t h a t  any "un i ty f1  based on 
compromise i s  simply a bogus un i ty ,  a f raud.  The 
"one f a i t h t 1  i s  t r u l y  ecumenical, no mat te r  how few 
may c o n s i s t e n t l y  confess i t ,  while every depar tu re  
from t h e  "one f a i t h "  is ant i-ecumenical ,  no ma t t e r  
how numerous and i l l u s t r i o u s  the  d i g n i t a r i e s  who 
propound it! 

But d i d  the  Reformation r e a l l y  r ep re sen t  t h e  "one 
f a i t h f 1  of t h e  "one Lord" and of IIis "one baptismf1? 

The chal lenge most immediately re levant  t o  our  
Reformation J u b i l e e  observance i s  probably t h e  i d e a  
t h a t  t h e  Reformation was a one-sided r eac t ion ,  which 
mistook a p a r t  of  the  t r u t h  f o r  t h e  whole t r u t h ,  and 
t h e r e f o r e  ended i n  d i v i s i o n  and sec ta r ian i sm.  Or, 
as Archbishop Temple put i t  i n  h i s  inaugural  sermon 
a t  t h e  1937 F a i t h  and Order Conference i n  Edinburgh: 
l 1 i t  may well  be t h a t  i n  t h e  hea t  o f  c o n f l i c t ,  such 
as  tormented t h e  s i x t e e n t h  century,  men so  zealously 
upheld what seemed t o  them neglected t r u t h s  t h a t  
they became b l i n d  t o  supplementary t r u t h s  which were 
d e a r  t o  t h e i r  opponents, l f 2  The remedy of course i s  
t o  c o r r e c t  t h e  Reformation one-sidedness by means 
of a more balanced,  ecumenical approach, which would 
give  due weight t o  t he  "supplementary t r u t h s w ,  

The vulgar ,  j o u r n a l i s t i c  version of t h i s  approach 
is t h e  convic t ion t h a t  each "denomination" has i t s  
d i s t i n c t i v e  I ' ins ightn ,  and t h a t  i f  only a l l  t he se  
var ious  aspec t s  could be combined, we would have the  
one Truth and Gospel of  God i n  a l l  i t s  fu l l -o rbed  
splendour and i n t e g r i t y !  This s u p e r s t i t i o u s  b e l i e f  
i n  the  a t ta inment  of ever  f u l l e r  t r u t h  through t h e  
progress ive  r e c o n c i l i a t i o n  of opposites comes of  
course not from Sc r ip tu re  bu t  from t h e  German p h i l -  
osopher Hegel. S t ,  Paul never suggests  t h a t  t h e  



Itwhole counsel of God" which he had Itnot shunned t o  
declare" (Ac ts  2 0 9 7 )  i n  any way depended on the  
llsupplementary t r u t h s "  o f  h i s  opponents ; q u i t e  the  
contrary (Gal. 1 : 8.9) ! Jus t  as an a l g e b r a i c  expres- 
s ion o r  sum may add up t o  nought, no ma t t e r  how com- 
plex the  terms t h a t  make it up, s o  con t rad ic tory  
theological  doc t r ines  y i e l d  n o t  a "greater"  t r u t h  
but none a t  a l l .  How can t h e  den ia l  of s a lva t ion  
by grace alone, o r  of the  Real Presence, poss ib ly  
rfsupplementft these  doc t r ines?  Let Ches t e r t  on de- 
l i ve r  the coup de grace:  -- 

I mean those who get  over a l l  these  abysses and 
reconcile  a l l  t he se  wars by t a l k i n g  about "as- 
pects of t ru th"  . . I w i l l  only s a y  here  t h a t  
t h i s  seems t o  m e  an evasion which has no t  even 
had the  sense t o  d i sgu ise  i t s e l f  ingeniously i n  
words. I f  we t a l k  of a c e r t a i n  t h i n g  being an 
aspect of t r u t h ,  i t  i s  evident  t h a t  we claim t o  
know what i s  t r u t h ;  j u s t  a s ,  i f  we t a l k  of the  
hind leg  of a dog, we claim t o  know what i s  a 
dog. Unfortunately, the  phi losopher  who t a l k s  
about aspects of t r u t h  genera l ly  a l s o  a s k s ,  
"What i s  t ruth?l t  Frequently even he denies the  
existence of t r u t h  o r  says i t  i s  inconceivable 
by the human i n t e l l i g e n c e .  How then can he rec-  
ognise i t s  aspects?  I  should not  l i k e  t o  be an 
a r t i s t  who brought an a r c h i t e c t u r a l  ske tch  t o  
a bui lder ,  saying, tlThis i s  t h e  south  aspect  of 
Sea-View Cottage, Sea-View Cottage, of course, 
does not e x i s t o f f  , Nor should I l i k e  any 
b e t t e r  t o  be t h e  bungling and absurd metaphysi- 
cian who professed t o  be a b l e  t o  s ee  everywhere 
the aspects of a t r u t h  t h a t  i s  not  t h e r e  .3 

But does not the  very slogan "grace a lone ,  f a i t h  
alone, Scripture alone" prove t h e  Reformation's i m -  
balance? Insis tence on the  t h r e e f o l d  "alone" seems 
"extremf s t  ," and ltextremismtt offends our  modern 
"appalling frenzy of the  i n d i f f e r e n t f t  (which f o r  



Chesterton c o n s t i t u t e d  t h e  very d e f i n i t i o n  of b i g -  
o t ry )  ! 4 This supposed ffext.remismvf embarrasses even 
so -ca l l ed  Lutherans today: both t h e  Department of 
Theology and t h e  Commission on Theology of t he  "LU- 
theran" World Federat ion mut ter  apo loge t i ca l ly  about 
j u s t i f i c a t i o n  be ing  a f t e r  a l l  only one o f  many Bib- 

1115 l i c a l  f f p i c t u r e s  . 
From a  sober ly  S c r i p t u r a l  po in t  o f  view the re  i s  
nothing p a r t i c u l a r l y  "extremeff about t h e  t h r e e f o l d  
"alone.ff  Quite  on t h e  con t ra ry .  "By grace alone" 
and "through f a i t h  aloneu add up t o  nothing more o r  
l e s s  than "Chris t  alone," as  the  ground and means 
of our  s a l v a t i o n .  And "Scr ip ture  a l o n e , f f  as source 
and norm of theology,  again means "Chris t  aloneH as 
t h e  one a u t h e n t i c  Teacher o f  H i s  Church. But ~f 
t he  t h r e e f o l d  f fa lonef f  merely s p e l l s  ou t  and under- 
s co re s  "Christ  a lone , f t  then who w i l l  da re  t o  c a l l  
t h i s  "extremeM? O r  with what 1s f f C h r l s t  aloneu t o  
be counterbalanced? With An t i ch r i s t ?  O r  with 
B e l i a l ?  No! What Father  Congar c a l l s  Luther 's  
" u n i l a t e r a l  and exacerbated Galatlanlsm" c 1 ) 6  i s  
no t  anything unbalanced o r  p e r i p h e r a l ,  but  t he  h e a r t  
and core  of t h e  Gospel, t h e  very c e n t r e  of that one 
f a i t h  i n  t h e  one Lord i n t o  which and i n t o  Whom a l l  
C h r i s t i a n s  have been b a p t i s e d ,  In  o t h e r  words, t he  
Reformation wi th  i t s  t h r e e f o l d  f la lonef '  was t r u l y  
ecumenical, c a t h o l i c ,  un ive r sa l ,  because i t  was 
t r u l y  evange l ica l  and b i b l i c a l !  

A t  t h e  time t h i s  was f r e e l y  admitted even by some 
wi th in  t h e  papal  camp, Bishop Stadion of Augsburg, 
f o r  instance,  exclaimed a f t e r  he had heard t h e  Augs- 
burg Confession; What  has been read t o  us i s  t h e  
t r u t h ,  t h e  pure ' t ru th ,  and w e  cannot deny i t  ,"7 
And Duke William of Bavaria,  Luther 's  b i t t e r  foe ,  
too ,  was deeply impressed and asked D r .  John Eck 
whether he could r e f u t e  t h e  Confession. When Eck 
r e p l i e d  t h a t  he could do s o  from the  Church Fa the r s ,  
but  n o t  from Scr ip ture  i t s e l f ,  Duke Willlam made t h e  



famous statement:  "So I hear  t h a t  the  Lutherans sit 
i n  the  Scr ip ture ,  and we of t h e  papal p a r t y  sit be- 
s i d e P 8  

What was r ea l ly  anti-ecumenical was t h e  small and 
unrepresentat ive,  largely I t a l i a n ,  s e c t a r i a n  assem- 
blage which gave i t s e l f  the imposing t i t l e  o f  the  
lfSacrosanct Oecumenical and General Synod of Trent ," 
and harshly condemned the  Reformation, Such respec t  
f o r  t h i s  Council as  can survive  a study of Chem- 
n i t z l s  celebrated Examen, must, i t  seems t o  me, 
perish In t h e  reading of t h e  learned monk Paul 
Sarpi  s det a i  led h i  s to ry  of t h e  Council of Trent ,  
Sarpi  shows c lear ly  that  t h l s  Council was at. every 
stage e f f ec t ive ly  control led  by the Incred ib le  
ambitions and in t r igues  of t he  Popes, who saw t o  it 
tha t  " the Holy Ghost ar r ived da i ly  i n  t h e  mail-bag 
from Romeu, The Jesuit  Pa l l av ic in i  t r i e d ,  on behalf  
of  the enraged Roman cur ia ,  t o  d i spe l  t h e  f a t a l  i m -  
pression made by Sa rp i ' s  book, but succeeded only 
i n  confirming i t ,  Pa l l av ic in i  was unable t o  convict 
Sarpi of a s ing le  major e r r o r .  His triumphant l i s t  
of 360 mistakes concerns such minor d e t a i l s  as 
names and da te s ,  These having been corrected,  
Sarpi 9 c l a s s i c  became a l l  t he  more valuable!g 

Like ~hemni t z lo  Sarpi  c a l l s  a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  de l ib -  
e ra te  ambiguity of the Trident i ne  formulations-- 
dramatically i l l u s t r a t e d  by t h e  completely contra- 
dictory in t e rp re t a t ions  of t h e  decrees on s l n  and 
grace, published i n  1548 by Soto, t he  main Domini- 
can representa t ive  a t  Trent ,  and Vega, t h e  leading 
Franciscan, 11 

Although modern Roman Catholics a r e  of course tech- 
n i ca l ly  bound by t h e  decisions o f  Trent ,  recent  
years have seen some amazing developments i n  t h e  
Roman Church, Consider f o r  instance some of the 
s t a r t l i n g  things s a i d  by some p re l a t e s  a t  the recent  
Vatican Counci 1. Joseph Tawi 1, P a t ~ i a r c h a l  Vicar 



i n  Egypt, s a i d :  

The People o f  God has u n i t y  when, i n  ques t  of 
s a l v a t i o n  by f a i t h ,  it rece ives  t h e  promise; on 
t h e  con t ra ry ,  it i s  divided when, t r u s t i n g  i n  t h e  
f l e s h ,  i t  l o s e s  t h e  promise.  , . Afterwards t h e  
Church--the new People o f  God--ran a f t e r  t h e  
temptat ion t o  Vuda izeM,  t o  "HellenizeM ( f i f t h  
century) ,  t o  l fLa t in ize t f  (eleventh century) ,  and 
f i n a l l y  t o  "Romanize" ( s ix t een th  century) . Then 
she  found she  had t h e  r ighteousness  of  t h e  f l e s h  
and no longer t h a t  of f a i t h .  / P h i l .  3: 7-9/12 

I 
' Luther himself could hard ly  have put i t  b e t t e r !  

Eugene D Souza, Archbishop of  Bhopal ( India)  , s a i d :  

J u s t  as Chr i s t  took t o  himself everything human, 
s i n  alone excepted, s o  Catholicism which i s  t r u e  
t o  i t s  name should t ake  t o  i t s e l f  everything 
which i s  Chr i s t i an ,  l eav ing  out negat ions.  I n  
a c t u a l  f a c t ,  f o r  t he  p r i n c i p a l  f i rs t  f r u i t s  of 
renewal we a r e  heav i ly  indebted t o  o thers - - for  
t h e  b i b l i c a l  movement t o  t h e  P r o t e s t a n t s ,  and 
f o r  t he  l i t u r g i c a l  movement t o  t h e  Orthodox, 
Relying on t h e i r  he lp ,  l e t  us abandon those t r a -  
d i t i o n s  which belong only t o  a p a r t i c u l a r  school  
of theology o r  n a t i o n a l  charac te r  o r  r e l i g ious  
o rder  and which we have repeatedly confused with 
Trad i t i on  with a c a p i t a l  T.13 

Perhaps the  nob le s t  s tatement  i n  t h i s  connection 
was made by Leon-Arthur Elchinger,  Coadjutor Bishop 
o f  Strasbourg (France) : 

I t  i s  a  c e r t a i n  h i s t o r i c a l  t r u t h  t h a t  a t  t h e  
beginning of  OUT d i v i s i o n s ,  those who took t h e  
i n i t i a t i v e  had no d e s i r e  t o  ac t  p r imar i ly  and un- 
cond i t i ona l ly  aga ins t  u n i t y ,  bu t  began by s e e i n g  
t h a t  c e r t a i n  t r u t h s  were fundamental i n  d iv ine  



reve la t ion ;  f o r  ins tance ,  t h e  a p o s t o l i c  r i g h t s  
of t h e  Churches, i n  the  schisms of  t h e  e leven th  
century,  o r  again ,  i n  t h e  s ix teen th -cen tu ry  
Reformation, t h e  dogma of j u s t i f i c a - t i o n  by f a i t h  
i n  t h e  Lord J e sus  our Sav lo r ,  which had been 
def ined  a t  t h e  F i r s t  Council o f  t h e  Apost les  i n  
Jerusalem. On t h e  o the r  s i d e  of t h e  l edger ,  what 
s cho l a r  wel l  ve r sed  i n  t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  t hose  two 
per iods  would da re  t o  doubt o r  deny t h a t  some 
Chr i s t i ans ,  perhaps many o f  them, and even Pas- 
t o r s  o f  our Ca tho l i c  Church, made l i g h t  of t h e s e  
t r u t h s  a t  t h a t  t ime (though they a r e  c e r t a i n  
t r u t h s )  and s inned i n  va r ious  ways a g a i n s t  t h o s e  
who bore  wi tness  t o  these  t r u t h s ? l 4  

When I read  such s ta tements ,  I cannot bu t  admire 
t h e i r  honesty and i n t e g r i t y ,  And 1 ask myself :  Why 
a re  such honourably s e l f - c r i t i c a l  accents  n o t  heard  
more o f t en  from Lutheran d i g n i t a r i e s  a t  g r e a t  Luth- 
eran synods? Why, s o  o f t en ,  t h e  unseemly rush  t o  
whitewash every shady s tatus-quo,  - and t o  blacken 
every inconvenient c r i t i c ?  For a l l  our vaunted 
"Protestantism" w e  can be a smug and s e l f - cong ra t -  
u l a to ry  l o t !  Our l a r g e ,  comfortable e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  
es tabl ishments  s o r e l y  need t h e  Apologyr s warning 
against  t h e  s p i r i t  o f  the  l a t e r  s c h o l a s t i c s ,  who 
" l i ke  petty.  pub l i c  o f f i c i a l s  . , , q u i e t l y  approved 
the e r r o r s  of t h e i r  supe r io r s ,  without unders tanding 
themCf1l5 And D r ,  Sasse reveals  a la rge  p a r t  of t h e  
s e c r e t  behind t he  t ragedy of t h e  German t e r , r i t o r i a l  
churches, when he s ays  : 

But such a r e  t h e  theologians :  f o r  every k i ck  ad- 
minis tered  . to  them by any o f f i c e r ' s  boot ,  they  a t  
once have a t heo log i ca l  b a s i s ,  ,, , Always t h e  
Church ,receives t h e  e l imina t ion  of h e r  freedom 
w i t h  g r a t i t u d e  and enthusiasm, 

One of  t h e  e d i t o r s  of t h e  c o l l e c t i o n  of Vat ican 
Council speeches I have been quot ing  was Fa the r  Hans 



Kueng. This B i b l i c a l  s c h o l a r  from Switzerland,  
though he p a r t i c i p a t e d  i n  t h e  recent  Council i n  t h e  
capacity of t heo log ica l  expe r t ,  i s  s o  con t rove r s i a l ,  
t h a t  h i s  books have been forbidden 'to be so ld  i n  
Rome! This i s  n o t  s u r p r i s i n g  i n  view of h i s  book 
about j u s t i f i c a t i o n .  Here Kueng, whom Karl Barth 
i n  a  p re fa to ry  l e t t e r  c a l l s  Ifan l s r a e l i t e  without 
gu i l en ,  reaches v i r t u a l l y  t h e  same conclusions as  
Luther p r e c i s e l y  a t  those dec is ive  p o i n t s  a t  which 
Rome has always condemned Luther,  Kueng maintains,  
f o r  example, t h a t  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  i s  a j u r i d i c a l  
( forensic)  a c t ,  t h a t  saving grace is  t h e  favour of 
God, r a t h e r  than anything infused,  and t h a t  t he  
works which S t ,  Paul excluded from j u s t i f i c a t i o n  
were no t  only those  o f  t he  Ceremonial Law,  but a l s o  

117 those of  the  Moral Law. 

Now, it  would be very wrong not  t o  acknowledge and 
thank God f o r  voices  l i k e  Father  Kueng's. I t  would 
be equa l ly  wrong however t o  allow such voices t o  
rob us of a l l  h i s t o r i c a l  and theo log ica l  perspec- 
t i v e .  Yet i t  is  not only exc i t ed  s tudents  birt sea- 
soned f f P r o t e s t a n t w  churchmen, even "Lutheransr1, who 
speak and w r i t e  as i f  t he  Second Vatican Council 
had ushered i n ,  i f  not t h e  millenium, then a t  l e a s t ,  
be l a t ed ly ,  t he  Reformation, and t h a t  t h e  sooner we 
can a l l  re -un i te  under t h e  Pope, t h e  b e t t e r !  

What must be seen c l e a r l y  i s  t h a t  t h e  b i b l i c a l -  
evangel ica l  s t r a i n  which s o  impresses Lutherans, 
i s  only one element i n  Rome's theo log ica l  revolu- 
t i o n ,  The r e a l  d i r e c t i o n  of Vatican I1 was no t  
towards t h i s ,  bu t  as the  phrase "aper tura  a s i n i s -  
t r a f f  impl ies ,  towards the  l a t i t u d i n a r i a n  ry.pe of  
Theologyf1 represented by the  World Council of 
Churches, And t h i s  i s  not r e a l l y  a theology, b u t  
a  whole museum of theo log ies ,  Now, i f  you want a 
museum, you w i l l  have t o  t a k e  one o r  two lfLutheranfl 
d i sp lays  i n t o  t h e  bargain ,  But they a r e  as harm- 
l e s s  a s  museum t i g e r s !  



That t h i s  was the  r e a l  d i r e c t i o n  of  t h e  Vatican Coul 
c i l  i s  c l e a r  not  only from t h e  subsequent chaos, bui 
from expressions a t  the Council i t s e l f ,  Thus a 
Mexican bishop descr ibed Freemasonry as "an organ- 
i z a t i o n  whose o r i g i n s ,  as we know from h i s t o r y ,  are 
completely Chr i s t i an ,  which s t i l l  remains p a r t i a l l y  
Chr i s t i an ,  and i s  now renewing i t s  C h r i s t i a n  char- 
ac t e r , "  and then suggested "a reap  r a i s a l  of t h e  
p e n a l t i e s  decreed by the  Church". 1 ! 
Rome I s  dogmatic confusion is  particularly acu te  i n  
Europe, In Holland, f o r  example, l e ad ing  Roman 
theologians have no t  only a t t acked  Transubs tan t i a -  
t i o n ,  b u t ,  as t h e  new Dutch Catechism shows, have 
begun a i t r e i n t e r p r e t a t i o n f t  of  fundamentals l i k e  t h e  
Virgin B i r t h ,  The s h i f t  o f  emphasls from the  f a c t s  
of t h e  Gospels t o  t h e i r  ftmeaningstf i s  ominous. In -  
deed, i t  has been quipped t h a t  " in  Holland every- 
t h i n g  changes--except bread and winetf! 

Where i t  w i l l  a l l  end, no one can fo resee , .  I t  be- 
hooves us  t o  celebrate  n e i t h e r  Rome's imagined 
acceptance of  t h e  Reformation, nor  h e r  p r e sen t  doc- 
t r i n a l  chaos,  which can only mean a f r i g h t f u l  ac- 
c e l e r a t i  on of Christendomr s general  plunge i n t o  
d i s s o l u t i o n .  I t  behooves us r a t h e r ,  mindful of  
I Cor, 10:12,  I f l e t  him t ha t  t h i n k e t h  he s t ande th  
take heed l e s t  h e  f a l l , ' !  t o  ponder t h e  sober ing  
words o f  Brit a i n t s  former leading Roman Ca tho l i c  
theologian,  Father  Charles Davis, who r e c e n t l y  l e f t  
the Roman Church because "it i s  no t  concerned wi th  
t r u t h  o r  people, it would be a g r e a t  and perhap: 
cos t l y  mistake t o  assume t h a t  t h i s  is  t r u e  only of 
t he  Vatican-dominated power s t r u c t u r e ,  Dr , Sasse  
has w r i t t e n :  

I f  t h e  Missouri Synod were t o  ~ 0 i . n  t h e  World 
Federat ion.  . , nothing would change i n  t h e  
World Federat i  on, bu t  everything would change 
i n  Missouri.  This great. Church would cease 



t o  be a Confessional Church. Who would be 
served thereby? The g r e a t  global church p o l i -  
t i c i a n s  perhaps, but  no one e l s e ,  n e i t h e r  t h e  
congregations ,nor t h e  pas t o r s .  Whether a Church 
might perhaps break up, many thousands of con- 
sc iences  be i n j u r e d ,  h e a r t s  be broken and souls  
l o s t ,  about t h a t  the  Oecumene does no t  ask.20 

Trent was not  t h e  only anti-ecumenical fo rce  i n  the  
s i x t e e n t h  century,  Zwingli 's  and Ca lv in ' s  den ia l  
of t h e  Real Presence of t h e  One Lord's t r u e  body 
and blood i n  the  Sacrament, was equal ly  unb ib l i ca l  
and the re fo re  unecumenical. Therefore Dr, F ,  
Pieper  used t o  admonish h i s  s tudents :  vtDo not ge t  
i n t o  t h e  hab i t  o f  saying 'Reformers ' . There a re  
not  Reformers, bu t  only one Reformer, t h a t  i s  
Martin Luther. "21  

The au then t i c  l i n e  of t r u e ,  doc t r ina l  apos to l i c  
success ion i n  t h e  s ix t een th  century runs through 
the  Augsburg Confession. And i f  t h a t  Confession 
was b i b l i c a l ,  evange l ica l ,  and ecumenical four- 
hundred years ago, then i t  i s  s t i l l  b i b l i c a l ,  evan- 
g e l i c a l ,  and ecumenical today.  On t h e  o ther  hand, 
i f  opposi t ion t o  t h a t  Confession was unb ib l i ca l ,  
unevange li c a l  , and unecumenical then,  such opposi- 
t i o n  under whatever f l a g ,  must s t i l l  be unb ib l i ca l ,  
unevangelical and unecumenical today! 

The Teaching of A r t i c l e  VII 

of t h e  Augsburg Confession -- 

The genuine ecumenicity of t h e  Augsburg Confession 
is  evident  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  i t s  teaching about t h e  
na tu re  of  Christ . ian un i ty :  

For i t  i s  s u f f i c i e n t  f o r  t h e  t r u e  u n i t y  of t h e  
Chr i s t i an  church t h a t  t h e  Gospel be preached i n  



conformity with  a pure  unders tanding  o f  it and 
t h a t  t h e  sacraments be adminis te red  i n  accordance 
with t h e  d i v i n e  Word. I t  is  n o t  necessary  f o r  
t h e  t r u e  u n i t y  o f  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  church t h a t  c e r -  
emonies, i n s t i t u t e d  by men, should be observed 
uniformly i n  a l l  p l a c e s .  22 

Here wi th  one s t r o k e  a r e  swept a s i d e  a l l  t h e  f a l s e  
c ru tches  which men have used t o  prop up t h e i r  v a r -  
ious  c a r i c a t u r e s  o f  Chris t i a n  uni ty!  

Probably t h e  e a r l i e s t  such c ru tch  was t h e  i d e a  t h a t  
t h e  b ishop i s  t h e  c e n t r e  of u n i t y  and guarantees  
i t . 2 3  So long as  t h e  bishop is  orthodox, t h e  r u l e  
works well enough. But t h e  scheme c o l l a p s e s  when 
bishops themselves become h e r e t i c s  and must be ex- 
communicated, Modern Anglican i n s i s t e n c e  on t h e  
"I-Iistoric Episcopate1' a s  one of t h e  f o u r  corner-  
s tones  of  i t s  ecumenical programme ( t h e  s o - c a l l e d  
Chicago-Lambeth ~ u a d r i l a t e r a l 2 4 )  i s  i n  f a c t  very  
unecumenical . I n s i s t e n c e  on t h i s  human t r a d i  t f  on 
(according t o  S c r i p t u r e  t h e r e  i s  no d i f f e r e n c e  be- 
tween "presbyters"  and l l b i ~ h o p s ~ ~ ,  d e s p i t e  t h e  King 
James t r a n s l a t o r s 1  tendent ious  avoidance of "b ish-  
ops" i n  Acts 20:28!) i s  no t  only t h e o l o g i c a l l y  
wrong, bu t  a l s o  p r a c t i c a l l y  absurd,  What does t h e  
" H i s t o r i c  Episcopate" mean, i f  members of  i t ,  l i k e  
Pike and Robinson can with impunity r e j e c t  t h e  
T r i n i t y ,  and even t h e  very e x i s t e n c e  o f  a pe r sona l  
God, no t  t.o speak of t h e  r e s t  of t h e  C h r i s t i a n  
Fa i th?  Why should personal  bishops be  necessary  
when a personal  God i s  no t?  I t  i s  one t h i n g  t o  
swallow camels and s t r a i n  ou t  gna ts ,  b u t  q u i t e  
another  t o  recommend t h i s  hypocrisy a s  t h e  very 
model o f  ecumenicity! 

Yet t h i s  f a l l a c y  permeates t h e  whole i n s t i t u -  
t i o n a l i  zed t'EcumenicaT Movement ," which i s  wont t o  
speak o f  "Fait.h and Order," as i f  1t were s e l f -  
ev iden t  t h a t  human, t r a d i t i o n a l  tlorder' '  i s  on t h e  



same l e v e l  a s  t h e  d iv ine ly  revealed  f a i t h ,  This  

2 
whole conception i s  e s s e n t i a l l y  l e g a l i s t i c  and 
the re fo re  u n e c u m e n i ~ a l ~  

The Western Church had n o t i c e d  the  inadequacy of  t h e  
lfIlis t o r i c  Episcopate" as such long be fo re  t h e r e  were 
any Lambeth Conferences. The medieval s o l u t i o n  o f  
t h e  problem was t h e  Papacy a s  t h e  v i s i b l e  c e n t r e  of  
u n i t y .  Despite t h e  warning of  S t .  Ambrose t h a t  
"they have no t  t h e  patrimony of Pe t e r  who have no t  
t h e  f a i t h  of ~ e t e r , ~ ~ ~ s  t h e  Papacy became a  law un to  
i t s e l f ,  and f i l l e d  subsequent Chr i s t i an  h i s t o r y  with 
t ragedy.  Today, a f t e r  t h e  Second Vatican Counci 1 
has revealed  Rome's i n t e r n a l  d i sun i ty ,  even many 
i n t e l l i g e n t  Roman Catho l ics  a r e  beginning t o  suspec t  
t h a t  t h e  "rockfr of  t h e  Papacy was i n  f a c t  p a p i e r  
machk a l l  along! 

Nevertheless a l l  l l r e a l i s t i c "  "Ecumenicalf1 work today 
i s  c a r r i e d  on on t h e  premise t h a t  t h e  f u t u r e  union 
of  churches w i l l  have t o  t a k e  t he  Papacy i n t o  t h e  
bargain  somehow, though t h i s  neces s i t y  i s  of course 
regarded with var ious  degrees of enthusiasm,, 

Not un re l a t ed  t o  t h e  no t ion  of  t he  "1-Iistoric Epis- 
copate" is ano ther  Anglican s p e c i a l i t y ,  t he  b e l i e f  
i n  t h e  e f f i cacy  of  l i t u r g i c a l  uni formity .  Consider 
these  f a n t a s t i c  s ta tements  by Canon Smyth of  West- 
mins te r ,  i s sued  toge the r  w i th  a  l e c t u r e  by t h e  Lord 
Bishop of  Derby (The R t ,  Rev. A; E .  J .  Rawlinson) 
and a  foreword by t h e  l a t e  Lord Archbishop of York 
(The Most Rev. Cyri  1 Garbet t )  , under t h e  t i t l e  The 
Genius of  the  Church of England: -- - 

The g r e a t  con t r ibu t ion  o f  Archbishop Laud t o  t h e  
Anglican t r a d i t i o n  was t h e  dual  p r i n c i p l e  of  
maintaining a decent un i fo rmi ty  i n  t h e  e x t e r n a l  
worship of God according t o  the  d o c t r i n e  and d i s -  
c i p l i n e  of t h e  Church o f  England, as t h e  b a s i s  
and condi t ion  of a  wide l i b e r t y  of t heo log fca l  



specula t ion .  You can a f f o r d  v a r i e t y  i n  t he  pu l -  
p i t  s o  long as you have uniformity a t  t h e  a l t a r .  
So long as your clergy a r e  un i ted  by "using t h e  
Form i n  the s a i d  Book prescr ibed,  and none 
o t h e r Y t f  t h e i r  d iv is ions  of opinion are a  source 
of s t reng th  and not  of weakness i n  t h e  l i f e  of 
the  Church. . the  Church of Rome encourages 
an almost luxur iant  v a r i e t y  of devotion,  but  
i n s i s t s  on theo log ica l  uniformity : t h e  Church 
of England embraces many shades of  t heo log ica l  
opinion, but des idera tes  l i t u r g i c a l  uniformity.  26 

A more b l a t an t  formulation o f  formalism i t  i s  d i f -  
f i c u l t  t o  imagine. C h r i s t i a n i t y  is  tu rned  topsy- 
turvy : "human t r a d i t i o n s  o r  r i t e s  and ceremonies 
i n s t i t u t e d  by menT1 (Augsburg Confession VII ,3 Lat in  
t ex t )  become necessary and e s s e n t i a l ,  while  t h e  r e a l  
t r u t h  and doct r ine  of God Himself i s  p laced on t h e  
f r e e  list! 

Unfortunately Augustana V I  I ,  unequivocally seconded 
by A r t i c l e  X of t he  Formula of Concord, has no t  - 
prevented even Lutherans from f a l l i n g  p rey  t o  l i t u r -  
g i c a l  legalism a t  times. To speak pure ly  h i s t o r -  
i c a l l y  of "the Lutheran Liturgy," f o r  i n s t ance ,  is  - 
one th ing.  But t o  suggest t h a t  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  
form of the  Western Church's Liturgy, even al lowing 
f o r  minor va r i a t i ons ,  is  t h e  s tandard and normative 
Service f o r  the Lutheran Church of a l l  times and 
places ,  i s  q u i t e  another.  Let us imagine a  p a r t i c -  
u l a r  case ,  Suppose t h a t  Russia were l i b e r a t e d  from 
the  Communist yoke. Natural ly,  the  Church of t h e  
ecumenical Augsburg Confession would want t o  begin 
work i n  these vas t  f i e l d s  r i p e  unto ha rves t .  Now, 
i t  would be t o t a l l y  un-Lutheran t o  impose upon t h e  
new Russian Church Ifthe Lutheran Liturgy1I o f  our - 
Western r i t e  which i s  e n t i r e l y  foreign t o  the  Rus- 
s i a n  experience, The b i b l i c a l ,  ecumenical, yes ,  
Lutheran th ing t o  do would be t o  do what Luther d i d :  
t o  c leanse  the o ld  Slavonic Liturgy from a l l  abuses 



and s u p e r s t i , t f o n s ,  but  t o  keep with s u i t a b l e  adapta-  
t i o n s  t o  t he  t imes whatever i s  not  i n c o n s i s t e n t  wi th  
t he  Gospel, This  p u r i f i e d  Byzantine Liturgy,  though 
e n t i r e l y  d i f f e r e n t  i n  r i t e s ,  ceremonies, vestments,  
church a r c h i t e c t u r e ,  and even i n  t h e  arrangement of 
t h e  Church Year, would be j u s t  as  " L ~ t h e r a n , ' ~  under 
Augustana VII , a s  Fr iedr ich  Lochnerls Hauptgottes- 
d i ens t !  O f  course a l l  t h i s  assumes t h a t  t h e  Gospel 
and t h e  Sacraments a r e  pure ,  Without t h e  pure doc- 
t r i n e ,  l i t u r g i c a l  schemes a r e  mere mummery anyway. 

For b e t t e r  o r  f o r  worse, however, l i t u r g i c s  i s  n o t  
a major preoccupation of modern Lutherans. More t o  
t he  po in t  a r e  t h e  ac t iv i s t -o rgan iza t iona l  p a t t e r n s  
of modern s o c i e t y :  

Following t h e  dominant p a t t e r n s  of American l i f e ,  
t h e r e  was an inc reas ing  tendency t o  th ink of t h e  
Church as a k ind  of business  corporat ion char- 
t e r e d  t o  do t h e  Lord's work. The subordinat ion 
of ques t ions  of truth--though only. of those r e -  
garded as " ~ n e s s e n t i a l ' ~ - - t o  e f f i c i ency  of opera- 
t i o n  c a r r i e s  a  recognisable  suggest ion of prag- 
m a t i s m .  27 

T h i s  a c t i v i s t  business-approach p laces  a  premium 
on r u l e s ,  r egu la t ions ,  by-laws, and r e so lu t ions ,  
which, however necessary they a r e  i n  t h e i r  p lace ,  
can e a s i l y  degenerate i n t o  an oppressive legal ism,  
un less  s t r i c t l y  con t ro l l ed  by the  evange l ica l  ecu- 
menici ty of Augus tana  VII . Nothing merely human, 
c e r t a i n l y  nothing merely admin is t ra t ive  o r  organi-  
z a t i o n a l  (Luke 9 :49.50) , nothing beyond the  Gospe 1 
and Sacraments of  God Himself, may be t r e a t e d  a s  
c o n s t i t u t i v e  o r  d i v i s i v e  o f  Church Fellowship! 

I have dwelt a t  such length  on the  f a l s e  bases o f  
Chr i s t i an  u n i t y  swept a s ide  by Augustana VII i n  
o rde r  t o  d i s t i n g u i s h  these  c l e a r l y  from the  one 
genuine bas i s  which t h e  Confession emphatically 



upholds.  Oddly enough t h i s  r e a l  poin t  o f  A r t i c l e  
VII is today o f t e n  " in te rp re ted"  away, I t  i s  done 
qu i t e  simply:  The Confession, i t  i s  argued, c l e a r l :  
says t h a t  agreement on t h e  Gospel and t h e  Sacra- 
ments i s  " su f f i c i en t " ;  then why bo the r  about o t h e r ,  
minor d o c t r i n a l  po in t s ?  Is i t  not  t h e n  con t ra ry  t o  
t h e  Augsburg Confession t o  fu s s  about such th ings  
as iner rancy,  Genesis, and evo lu t ion ,  as i f  they 
were d i v i s i v e  of church fel lowship? 

No doubt the proponents of t h i s  l i n e  o f  misunder- 
s t and ing  would be d isp leased  t o  b e  t o l d  t h a t  they 
have i n  f a c t  adopted t h e  ' lFundamentalists  I "  worst  
e r r o r ,  t h a t  of t r y i n g  t o  narrow the b i n d i n g  con t en t  
of  Sc r ip tu r e  down t o  a few ufundamentalsl l ,  and plac 
i n g  "lesseru doc t r ines  on t h e  f r e e  l is t ' ,  

But t h e  Augsburg Confession does n o t  know o f  any 
Gospel i s o l a t e d  from B ib l i ca l  d o c t r i n e  as a whole. 
The c o n t r a s t  in  Ar t l c Je  VII, 2-3 i s  not  between 
Gospel and "other  doct r lnes ,"  but between t h e  f u l l  
Gospel, 111 a l l  i t s  doc t r i na l  d e t a i l  and i n t e g r i t y ,  
and "human r i t e s  and ceremonies, i n s t i t u t e d  by men, 
T h i s  is  c r y s t a l  c l e a r  n o t  only from t h e  wording o f  
t he  Augustana i t s e l f ,  but  a l s o  from the  longer d l s -  
cuss ion  m t h e  corresponding A r t i c l e  of  the  Apology 
One reference  of  t h e  l a t t e r  t o  t h e  Gospel is  par- 
tlcularly sugges t ive  i n  our  modern con t ex t :  

How many of them/the Popes/ care  anyth ing  f o r  
t he  Gospel o r  th ink  it  worth reading? Many 
openly r i d i c u l e  a l l  r e l i g i o n s ,  o r  i f  they accep t  
anything, accept  only what agrees wi th  human 
reason and regard  t h e  r e s t  as  mythology, l i k e  
t h e  t r aged ies  of the  p o e t s ,  28 

The Formula of Concord goes i n t o  cons iderable  doc- 
t r i n a l  d e t a i l  t o  s p e l l  out i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  con- 
t r o v e r s i e s  of  t h e  times what a l l  is  involved i n  the 
Gospel, as understood by Augustana V 1 1 ,  I t  i s  i n  



re fe rence  t o  t h i s  d o c t r i n a l  p len i tude ,  which today 
i s  scorned as  a  f f t h e o l o g i c a l  system," t h a t  t he  
Formula demands agreemen"t5.n doc t r ine  and i n  - a l l  
i t s  a r t i c l e s ,  l f Z 9  a s s e r t i n g  t h a t  "the opinions of 
t h e  e r r i n g  par ty  cannot be t o l e r a t e d  i n  t h e  church 
of God, much less be excused and defended," and 
t h a t  "these we do not  by any means in tend  t o  t o l e r -  
a t e  i n  our lands,  churches,  and schools inasmuch a s  
such teachings a r e  cont ra ry  t o  t h e  expressed Word 
of God and cannot coexis t  w i t h  i t ,  l f30 And t h e  
Lutheran Church accepts  t h e  Formula of Concord no t  
as  an expansion of t h e  d o c t r i n a l  content of the 
Augsburg Confess1 on, b u t  merely as a s p e c i f i c a t i o n  
and safeguard aga ins t  current misinterpretations of 
what had been t h e  t r u e  and necessary sense and 
meaning of t h a t  Confession a l l  along 3 1 

I f  people r e j e c t  our Confessions, l e t  them honest ly  
say s o ,  But l e t  them n o t  deceive themselves and 
o the r s  by f r i v o l o u s l y  t w i s t i n g  the ConEesslonsl 
obvious i n t e n t  and meaning. 

Nei ther  the  Sc r ip tu res  no r  the  Confessions know of 
any vGospelv which could b e  separated from t h e  con- 
cret.e p a r t i c u l a r s  of i t s  dogmatic and organic foun- 
da t ions ,  t o  f l o a t  i n  t h e  vacuum of Kantian tran-.  
scendence ! The Tr in i , ty ,  Christology , t h e  Creat ion,  
f a l l ,  and s i n f u l n e s s  o f  man, and, yes, t he  absolute  
a u t h o r i t y  and inerrancy of Scr ip ture  as the  organic  
foundation of t h e  whole s t r u c t u r e ,  a l l  these  neces- 
s a r i l y  belong t o  t h e  essence and i n t e g r i t y  of t he  
Gospel,  A " ref inedf1 Gospel, f r e e  of t he  llimpuri- 
t iesw of  concrete  d o c t r i n a l  points  is  as impossible 
as  "refined" l i f e ,  apar t  from some p a r t i c u l a r  
o,rgani.sm, Attempts t o  i s o l a t e  and a b s t r a c t  l f l i f e l r  
on i t s  own from t h e  p a r t i c u l a r i t i e s  o f ,  say,  a 
given cat,  a r e  b o u n d t o  l o s e  both t h e  l i f e  and t h e  
c a t !  Neither  can the  Gospel of the  Incarna te  
Saviour be had a p a r t  from a l l  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r i t i e s -  
inc lud ing  the  S c r i p t u r e s  ! --of H i s  1ncarnati .on ,, 



"And blessed i s  he ,  whosoever s h a l l  not  be offended 
i n  Meu (S t ,  Matt, l l : 6 ] !  

Those who think t h a t  t h e  Genesis ma t t e r ,  f o r  in-  
s tance ,  i s  only a  harmless exege t i ca l  d e t a i l ,  and 
does no t  belong t o  the  i n t . eg r i t y  of  t h e  Gospel 
confessed i n  Augustana VII, ought t o  ponder t h e  
pa r t  t h i s  i s sue  played i n  t h e  doc t r ina l  d i s s o l u t i o n  
of o the r  Protes tant  churches, as t o l d  by one who 
regards t h i s  d i s so lu t ion  as  a hea l thy  Kfbroadening'f : 

Where the  theory was cons i s t en t ly  u n i v e r s a l i s e d ,  
a l l  absolutes--including r e l i g i o u s  and e t h i c a l  
absohtes- -were  smashed a t  a s t r o k e ,  O f  course 
t h e  most r ad i ca l  impl ica t ions  of evo lu t ion  were 
not  immediately drawn, n o r  were they everywhere 
accepted, but t h e  d i squ ie t i ng  and u n s e t t l i n g  
e f f e c t s  of t he  new doc t r ine  were soon f e l t  even 
i n  t h e  most conservative c i r c l e s ,  Evo lu t ion l s  
challenge t o  t h e  c rea t ion  n a r r a t i v e  o f  Genesis 
was d i r e c t  and immediate, The s t imulus i t  gave 
t o  n a t u r a l i s t i c  developmental ' views of t h e  Bib le  
was soon apparent.  1t; impl ica t ions  f o r  t h e  
t r a d i t i o n a l  doct r ines  of t h e  f a l l  and s i n  and 
redemption were unmistakable. Was t h e  Person o f  
Chr i s t  t o  be excepted from n a t u r a l i s t i c  processe  
of development? What should be t he  foundat ions 
f o r  Chr is t ian  e th i c s?  Most u l t ima te  of a l l  was 
t h e  t h r ea t  of evolut ion t o  reduce t h e  concepts 
of r e a l i t y  and t r u t h  themselves t o  sheer  r e l a -  
t i v i t y .  The ul t imate  s tage  of metaphysical 
d i s in t eg ra t ion  was being reached,sz (my under- 
l i n i n g )  

I t  i s  c l e a r  t h a t  Augustana VII, t r u e  t o  i t s  b i b l i c a  
and ecumenical na tu re ,  i s  n o t  concerned with mere 
fo rma l i t i e s  but only with substance,  The mere 
t e c h n i c a l i t y  of wconfessional  subscr ip t  ionff  i s  q u i t  
beside t he  po in t ,  The Confession i n s i s t s  not  t h a t  
the  pure Gospel somehow serve  as a  "doctrinal 



bas i s , "  which can be twis ted  t h i s  way and t h a t ,  
l i k e  a waxen nose ,  but  t h a t  i t  be a c t u a l l y  t augh t ,  
and t h a t  t h e  Sacraments be a c t u a l l y  administered 
b i b l i c a l l y ,  Note t h e  du ra t ive  force  of t he  verbs 
i n  VII,l according t o  t h e  La t in  t e x t ;  !'the Gospel 
i s  being purely taught ,"  and " the  Sacraments a r e  
being administered r i g h t l y . "  Orthodoxy i s  not  a 
mat te r  of occas ional  pronouncements, much l e s s  o f  
c o r r e c t  f o r m a l i t i e s ,  but  of  a s o l i d ,  f a i t h f u l  day- 
to-day- continuing i n  C h r i s t ' s  Word (S t .  John 8: 
31ff), IIence Church Fellowship depends not so  much 
on t h e  quant i ty  of t h e  Confessions accepted, as  on 
t h e  q u a l i t y  of t h e  acceptance! i f  a man genuinely 
and unreservedly subscr ibes  t o  the  -- Augsburg Confes- 
~ i o n s .  he is  i n  fe l lowship  with t h e  orthodox Church,, 

s & 

(Of course he cannot then. d i sagree  with t h e  Formula 
of Concord!) On t h e  o the r  hand, t he  most solemn - 
formula of s u b s c r i p t i o n  t o  a l l  the  Confessions i n -  
c luding the  Formula, i s  meaningless, i f  t h e  doc- 
t r i n a l  substance of t h e  Confessions i s  not taken 
s e r i o u s l y .  Men who pay l fp - se rv ice  t o  the  Confes- 
s i o n s ,  but  v i o l a t e  t h e i r  teaching by, say, ' k e i n t e r -  
p re t a t ion"  along 'fNeo-Orthodoxll l i n e s ,  must be 
denied fe l lowship  by t h e  orthodox Church, and t h i s  
p r e c i s e l y  on t h e  ecumenical grounds o f  Augustana 
V I I !  

But does a l l  t h i s  r e a l l y  add up t o  any s o r t  of 
ecumenicity worthy of the  name? Seen carna l ly ,  o r  
as Luther would say ,  "with cows ' eyes," i n  t h e  f a l s e  
l i g h t  of the  World Council of Churches1 e c l e c t i c ,  
s y n c r e t i s t i c  s t anda rds ,  no, d e f i n i t e l y  no t ,  But 
seen s p i r i t u a l l y ,  i n  t he  t r u e  Light of t h e  One Lord, 
t h e  One f a i t h ,  and t h e  One baptism, it is  t h e  only  
p o s s i b l e  ecumenicity. Genuine b i b l i c a l  ecumenicity 
s t ands  under t h e  s i g n  of t h e  s t r a i t  ga t e  and t h e  
narrow way ( S t ,  Matt. 7: 14) . Widening t h e  ga te  and 
broadening t h e  way a re  a c t i v i t i e s  of a r e b e l l i o u s ,  
c o u n t e r f e i t  uecurnenicity.fl 



rfCowsr eyesu and s p i r i t u a l  s i g h t  a r e  n0.t complemen- 
t a r y ,  s o  as  t o  produce between them one harmonious 
three-dimensional p i c tu re ,  They a r e  a s  contradic-  
t o ry  and incompatible as  unbel ief  and f a i t h .  "Cows 
eyesu compared Jesus  Chr i s t  with H i s  i l l u s t r i o u s ,  - 

and above a l l ,  o f f i c i a l  opposi t ion,  and concluded 
t h a t  H e  was but an eccen t r i c  Rabbi. The gleaming 
Temple, the ancient  and impressive r i t u a l  i n  i t ,  
the unbroken l i n e  of p r i e s t l y  success ion going a l l  
the  way back t o  Aaron, t he  l e a n i n g  and p i e t y  of  
the  conservative Scr ip ture-scholars ,  a l l  these  seen 
more obviously t r u e  and d iv ine  than t h e  deser t -  
ex t remis t ' s  earnes t  young Cousin, wi th  H i s  handful  
of  theological  i l l i t e r a t e s ,  and without any " o f f i -  
c ialIf  trappings whatever! Modern ffcows ' eyes" a r e  
jus t  a s  b l ind .  They may s t a r e  f a sc ina t ed ly  a t  t h e  
moral grandeur and the  human pathos fo reve r  embodie 
i n  the  h i s t o r i c a l  f igure  of  t h e  Cruc i f i ed ,  ye t  they 
see i n  H i m  no more than an unusual Step-Son of a  
Galilean carpenter!  And as fkows eyes" look a t  
Jesus Chr is t ,  s o  they look a l s o  a t  H i s  Body, t h e  
Church. The t rappings of o f f i c i a l i t y  a r e  always 
regarded as  the marks of t r u t h .  The splendour of  
S t ,  Pe te r ' s  i n  Rome, the imposing i f  r a r e l y  a t t r a c -  
t i v e  h i s t o r i c a l  chain l ink ing  Paul V I  wi th  P e t e r  
and Paul,  the  "His tor ic  Episcopatef1 wi th  i t s  aura  
of  legit imacy, t h e  inter-Confessional  and in t e rna -  
t i o n a l  inclusiveness of  t he  World Council of 
Churches, t he  negat ive consensus of t h e  world-wide 
c r a f t  of " theological  scholarshipH (which when i t  
comes t o  the  pos i t i ve  content of the  Fa i th ,  i s  
agreed about nothing) ,  the  s t a t i s t i c a l  mi l l i ons ,  
and the  de fe ren t i a l  treatment by t he  mass-communics 
t ions  media, a l l  these  a r e  f a r  s a f e r  b e t s  than t h e  
p la in  men and t h e  small church-bodies which "wrangl 
d iv i s ive lyH over "obscure theo log ica l  points" ,  and 
i n  general endanger Establishment apple-car ts  ( a l -  
ways containing a f a i r  share  of forbidden f r u i t ! )  
by applying the  leverage of  Sc r ip tu re - t ru th  d i r e c t 1  
without the  bene f i t  of intervening sa fe ty -spr ings  



and shock-absorbers i n  t h e  f o m  of t h e  s e l f - s e r v i n g  
r u l i n g s ,  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s ,  and pronouncements of 
vested e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  i n t e r e s t s !  

S p i r i t u a l  s i g h t ,  guided by the  Word o f  God, judges 
e n t i r e l y  d i f f e r e n t l y .  Judging "r ighteous judgment," 
and "not according t o  t h e  appearance" ( S t ,  John 7:  
2 4 ) ,  f a i t h  dismisses as i r r e l e v a n t ,  incompetent and 
immaterial a l l  arguments from numbers, power, p re s -  
t i g e ,  learning,  church -po l i t i ca l  consequences, e t c .  
I t  is  i n t e r e s t e d  only i n  t h e  quest ion of t r u t h .  
Though f a i t h  t r e a s u r e s  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  con t inu i ty  of 
pure doc t r ine ,  i t  i s  not  misled by pure ly  e x t e r n a l  
h i s t o r i c a l  connections.  [Foss i l s  of f i s h  a re  no t  
f i sh ! )  Since it knows t h a t  Chr i s t  was born not i n  
Jerusalem but  i n  l i t t l e  Bethlehem, f a i t h  is not  
shocked t o  f i n d  t h e  Reformation i s su ing  from Witten- 
berg r a t h e r  than from Rome. I t  despises  n e i t h e r  t he  
imperial  grandeur of t he  Council of Nicaea, nor  t h e  
p i t i f u l  misery of the  Saxon co lon is t s  i n  Perry 
County, Missour i - - impar t ia l ly  regarding both as  
f a i t h f u l  wi tnesses  t o  c a t h o l i c ,  evangel ica l  t r u t h .  
Nor does i t  suppose t h e  voice  of t he  pure Gospel 
t o  be forever  o r  ex o f f i c i o  t i e d  t o  Jerusalem, Rome, - 
Nicaea, Milan, Hippo, Wittenberg, o r  S t ,  Louis, bu t  
i s  ever  ready t o  follow t h e  Tabernacle through t h e  
d e s e r t ,  o r ,  t o  use  Luther ' s  metaphor, t h e  lldownpouru 
of  t h e  pure Gospel, wherever i t  may lead .  Fai th  
has seen invidious  pa r ty - l abe l s  a t tached t o  ecumen- 
i c a l  t r u t h ,  e .g. " A t h a n a ~ i a n i s r n , ~  tlAugustinianism,lf 
"Lutheranismt'; and though i t  may r e g r e t  t h a t  i n  t h e  
l a t t e r  case the  nickname has "stuck, l t  desp i te  
Luther ' s  wishes, 33 apparent ly  through Nicolaus 
Hunniust sur render  of t h e  term  catholic^ t o  the  
Romanists and von Seckendorfts  acceptance of t h e  
term "Lutheranismn from h i s  J e s u i t  opponent Maim- 
b ~ u r ~ , ~ ~  f a i t h  i s  n e i t h e r  confused nor  de te r red  by 
a mere name. Chesterton wrote about Shaw: "1 am 
much too  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  what he r e a l l y  means t o  
bo ther  myself about everything t h a t  he merely 



says" . 35 Fa i th  can do no l e s s .  I t  looks beneath 
mere form and appearance t o  subs tance  and r e a l i t y .  

Clinging t o  the  pure Marks of C h r i s t ' s  Church, t h e  
pure Gospel and t h e  Sacraments, f a i t h  f i n d s  t h e r e  
t he  One Lord's one, holy,  c a t h o l i c ,  and a p o s t o l i c  
Church. That ex t e rna l  communion which s e r i o u s l y  
confesses this pure Gospel i n  i t s  p u b l i c  t each ing  
and p r a c t i c e ,  i s  t h e  l eg i t ima te  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  on 
e a r t h  of t h e  One Lord, o f  H i s  One Myst ica l  Body, 
the  i n v i s i b l e  Church, and o f  h e r  One ecumenical 
Fai th!  Be they few o r  many, wise o r  f o o l i s h ,  rich 
or  poor, known o r  unknown, o f f i c i a l  o r  u n o f f i  c i a l ,  
men a r e  ecumenf c a l  when t h e y  r ep re sen t  C h r i s t ' s  
one t r u t h ,  and unecumenical when they  do no t !  

This t r u e  ecumenicity t he  Church of t h e  Augsburg 
Confession means t o  r ep re sen t ,  By v i r t u e  of t h e  
pure Gospel and t he  Sacraments t augh t  and admin- 
i s t e r e d  i n  he r ,  she  bold ly  claims t h a t  h e r  cause 
i s  not  he r  own, "but the  cause of C h r i s t  and t h e  

36 Her Augsburg Confession is  no t  a sec -  Church . 
t a r i an  s p e c i a l i t y  but  ' 'a genuinely C h r i s t i a n  symbc 
which a l l  t r u e  Chr i s t i ans  ought t o  accep t  next  t o  
the Word of God, j u s t  as i n  ancient  t imes C h r i s t i z  
symbo.1~ and confessions were formulated i n  t h e  
Church o f  God . , . "37 Her Confessions never spez 
of a "Lutheran Church,!' b u t  only of the llreformed' 
o r  " ~ v a n ~ e l i c a l ~ ' ~ ~  o r  '!Evangelical C h r i s t i a n  1140 
churches,  She i s  conscious of be ing  n o t  one s e c t  
among o thers ,  b u t ,  by v i r t u e  of t h e  pu re  Marks of  
C h r i s t ' s  Church, the  l eg i t ima te  outward express io r  
and represen ta t ive  of C h r i s t ' s  one, ho ly ,  c a t h o l i c  
and apos to l i c  Church. As such she i s  t h e  r i g h t f u l  
h e i r e s s  of the  whole Chr i s t i an  patrimony, and gra t  
f u l l y  t r easures  as her  o m  even t h e  h i s t o r i c  p rac -  
t i c e  of the c a t h o l i c  church41 and t h e  memory o f  me 
l i k e  Athanasius , Ambrose, Augustine, "Anthony, 
Bernard, Dominic, Francis ,  and o the r  h o l y  Fa the r s .  



Because of t h i s  ecumenical s t a t u s ,  t h e  Church of  
t h e  Augsburg Confession must d i s t i n g u i s h  i n  o t h e r  
C h r i s t i a n  bodies--which d i f f e r  from h e r  pure,  S c r i p -  
t u r a l  f a i t h - - two  a s p e c t s ,  according t o  which s h e  
s u s t a i n s  t o  them a twofold r e l a t i o n :  

(1) On t h e  one hand she knows h e r s e l f  t o  be  one i n  
f a i t h  w i th  a l l  Chris  t i a n  b e l i e v e r s  everywhere, 

many of whom "go t h e i r  way i n  t h e  s i m p l i c i t y  o f  
t h e i r  h e a r t s ,  do n o t  unders tand  t h e  i s s u e s ,  and 
t a k e  no p l e a s u r e  i n  blasphemies a g a i n s t  t h e  Holy 
Supper as  it i s  c e l e b r a t e d  i n  our churches."43 I t  
i s  hoped, however, t h a t  "when they  a r e  r i g h t l y  i n -  
s t r u c t e d  i n  t h i s  d o c t r i n e ,  they  w i l l ,  through t h e  
guidance of t h e  Holy S p i r i t ,  t u r n  t o  the  i n f a l l i b l e  
t r u t h  of  t h e  d i v i n e  Word and u n i t e  wi th  us and our  
churches and scho01s .~144 Since  t h e  Holy S p i r i t  
works f a i t h  only  through t h e  t r u t h ,  it fo l lows t h a t  
a l l  C h r i s t i a n s ,  t o  t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  they a r e  Chr i s -  
t i ans  a t  a l l ,  a r e  completely un i t ed  i n  f a i t h  and 
d o c t r i n e .  E r r o r s  and s u p e r s t i t i o n s  a r e  no t  p a r t  of 
Spi r i t -wrought  f a i t h ,  Members of  f a l s e  churches 
a r e  C h r i s t i a n s  n o t  through o r  because of t he  doc- 
t r i n a l  e r r o r s  involved,  b u t  d e s p i t e  them. The or-  
thodox Church i s  ecumenical ,  because she  o f f i c i a l l y  
and p u b l i c l y  t e aches  t h a t  pure f a i t h  and d o c t r i n e  
t o  which t h e  S p i r i t  of  God bears  wi tness ,  through 
Word and Sacrament, i n  t h e  h e a r t s  of a l l  C h r i s t i a n  
b e l i e v e r s  everywhere. This  ecumenical s o l i d a r i t y  
r e q u i r e s  of us a b read th  of  outlook and c h a r i t y  
which must c o n s t a n t l y  coun te rac t  any s e c t a r i a n  
hardening of narrow, s e l f - c e n t e r e d  t r a d i t i o n s .  

(2 )  On t h e  o t h e r  hand, t h e  orthodox Church, j u s t  
because of  h e r  ecumenical, r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  char -  

a c t e r ,  must r e f u s e  a l l  Church Fellowship o r  f r a t e r -  
n a l  r e c o g n i t i o n  t o  those  who p e r s i s t e n t l y  r e p r e s e n t ,  
advocate ,  o r  defend dev i a t i ons  from a p o s t o l i c ,  b ib-  
l i c a l ,  ecumenical t each ing ,  and who the reby  misre-  
p r e s e n t  t h e  One Lord, and H i s  One F a i t h  and Church,' 



One of the most i n c i s i v e  paragraphs on t h i s  sub j ec ,  
1 have ever  read  occurs i n  t h e  former Evangel ica l  
Lutheran Church of  A u s t r a l i a t  s o f f i c i a l  c r i t i q u e ,  
w r i t t e n  by D r .  H .  P .  Hamann, o f  t h e  Missouri  Synod 
uTheology of  Fellowshipt1: 

Surely one must see  t h a t  t h e  t r u e  coun te rpa r t  
our day t o  t h e  f a l s e  t e ache r s  of t h e  New Tes ta -  
ment age are t he  heterodox church-bodies them- 
s e lve s .  There a r e  i nd iv idua l  f a l s e  t e ache r s ,  
too,  a -p lenty ,  but t h e  t r u l y  f a l s e  t e ache r s  t o d  
a r e  the  heterodox bod ies .  For i n  them he t e ro -  
doxy, f a l s e  teaching,  he r e sy  i s  given a h a b i t a -  
t i o n  and a name; i t  i s  given r e s p e c t a b i l i t y ;  i t  
i s  given perpetui ty--and a l l  t h i s  u n d e ~  t h e  p r o  
t e c t i o n  of  t h e  b lessed  name Yhurchf 'f  The f a l s  
teachings given a refuge i n  heterodox bodies  ar 
every whit as bad as t h e  f a l s e  t each ings  known 
i n  the  New Testament, , , And i n  a l l  he terodox 
bodies i t  is  j u s t  t h e i r  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f a l s e  
teaching which makes them what they a r e ,  and 
which i s  t h e i r  r a i son  d l e t r e .  The Methodist 
Church, i n s o f a r  as i t  i s  Methodist ,  i s  t h e  sup- 
p o r t  of heresy;  i t s  inc i ,den ta l  witness t o  the*  - 

Gospel i s  no t  something which would mean i ts  
continued s epa ra t e  ex i s t ence .  And t h e  same i s  
t r u e  of a l l  heterodox bodies .  I n  as f a r  a s  t h e  
a r e  what t h e i r  reason f o r  ex i s t ence  i s ,  they ar 
t h e  modern counterpar t s  of  t he  New Testament 
f a l s e  teachers  and f a l s e  prophets ,  And t h e  N e w  
Testament condemnation o f  f a l s e  t e ache r s  should  
be appl ied t o  them d i r e c t l y  and without  any 
so f t en ing  o f  the  rebuke, 45 

Since ,  however, we can never  dea l  wi th  e n t i r e  
church-bodies except through r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  o f f i -  
c i a l s ,  committees, o r  assemblies ,  i t  fol lows t h a t  
any p r i n c i p l e s  app l i cab le  t o  heterodox churches 
must e i t h e r  apply t o  t h e i r  o f f i c i a l  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  
a s  such,  o r  e l s e  they cannot be app l i ed  a t  a l l !  



The Bib l i ca l  p r i n c i p l e  i s  s t a t e d  i n  Rom. 16:17: 
IfMark them which cause d iv i s ions  and offences con- 
t r a r v  t o  the  doc t r ine  which you have learned;  and 
avoih them. lf This cont rovers ia l  t e x t  i s  p a r t i c u -  
l a r l y  re levant  because t h e  heterodox bodies as such 
a r e  ;he d iv i s ions  which c o n s t i t u t e  t h e  notorious - 
offence of divided Chris tendom! (The most ob j ec- 
t i v e  and most valuable grammatical s tudy  of Rom. 
16:17 i n  our c i r c l e s  seems t o  me t o  be t h a t  of t h e  
c l a s s i c s  scho la r ,  Prof.  R ,  G .  Iloerber, P ~ . D . ~ ~ )  

We have already seen t h a t  the  extensive  appl ica t fon  
o f  Ron, 16: 17 (and p a r a l l e l s )  covers a t  l e a s t  h e t -  
erodox church-bodies and t h e i r  o f f i c i a l  representa-  
t i v e s  as such. So long a s  t h i s  important ob jec t ive  
minimum of app l i ca t ion  i s  f irmly maintained, i t  
does no harm i f  judgments d i f f e r  on occasion i n  t h e  
shady a rea  of c a s u i s t r y ,  involving a l l  s o r t s  of 
ind iv idua l ,  personal  r e l a t i o n s ,  unusual circum- 
s tances ,  e t c ,  

But what of the  in tens ive  appl ica t ion  of Ram, 16:17 
and p a r a l l e l s ?  What s o r t s  of ac t s  and r e l a t i o n s  
are  forbidden by the  command t o  "avoidv? Clear ly  
not a l l  forms of contact ,  " f o r  then must ye needs 
go out  of the  worldff ( I  Cor. 5 : l o )  . S p i r i t u a l  fe l -  
lowship, communication Itin - sac r i s "  is  meant. 

The context o f  Rom. 16: 17, 'lavoid them", speaks of 
the  k i s s  of peace (v. 16), which was p a r t  of f e l -  
lowship. Nothing could be more a r t i f i c i a l  than t h e  
a r b i t r a r y  exemption of prayer from t h e  command t o  
ffavoid"--except perhaps t h e  claim t h a t  prayer i s  
not  worship but witness! (And t h a t  prayer  is  not  a 
means of grace i s  i r r e l e v a n t :  the  k i s s  of peace 
wasn t e i t h e r !  ) Scr ip ture  does not  conta in  sepa ra t e  
s e r i e s  of t e x t s ,  deal ing with a l t a r  and p u l p i t  f e l -  
lowship and with prayer fellowship r e spec t ive ly ,  
The p r a c t i c e  i n  both cases must be based on t h e  
same t e x t s .  But i f  one s i n g l e  s e r i e s  of t e x t s  



governs both areas of application, how can the same 
t ex ts  be held to.aPlow rhe one -and f o r b i d  t h e  o t h e r ?  

It i s  rank fo-rmalism t o  think of church f e l l o w s h l . ~  
merely as a formal dec la ra t ion  of a l t a r  and pulpi; 
fellowship, shor t  o f  which a l l  s o r t s  of ~ o i n t  s p i r -  
i t u a l  work and worship with f a l s i f i e r s  of the  Gospel 
a re  poss ible ;  Our Austral ian Document - of Union i n  
i t s  amended, f inal  forn,47 echoing t h e  1963 Mankato 
rxtemational  Thesicgf ans "onferenceY s i n c i s i v e  
ic;fiiiition of f e i  iowship as brotherhood, e f f e c t i v e l y  
repudiates  t h e  formalisiic notion of fe l lowship  : 

according t o  rhe Word of God and our Lutheran 
Confessions, church fellowship, t h a t  i s ,  mutual 
recognition as bre thren,  a l t a r  and p u l p i t  fel low- 
sh ip  and r e s u l t a n t  co-operation i n  . t h e  preaching 
of  t he  Gospelxnd the  adminis t ra t ion of  the Sac- 
raments, presupposes unanimity i n  the pure doc- 
t r i n e  of t he  Gospel and i n  t h e  r ight  administra-  
t i o n  of  zhe Sacraments, , , 

We declare t h a t  wherever continued co-operation , 

i n  t h e  preaching of t he  Gospel and t h e  adminis- 
t r a t i o n  o f  t he  Sacraments -and worship e x i s t s ,  
there -we have a witness - t o  - the  world of uni ty  i n  
t h e  f a i th  and a profession -of  church fe l iowship .  

Church fellowship - i s  brotherhood--and brotherhood 
is i n d i v i s i b l e .  However shady some a reas  of app l i -  
ca t ion may be when it comes t o  fndividual  cases-- 
the  evangelical and missionary maxim "salus popul i  
suprema lexN must r u l e  here--the p r i n c i p l e  is  crys-* 
t a l  clear t h a t  fellowship is one un i ta ry  whole, 
e i t h e r  pract ised completely o r  denied completely, 
Th i s  was taken f o r  granted i n  t h e  ancient Church, 
as E l e r t  has shown: 

There i s  e i t h e r  complet-e Chu13ch feiiowshlp o r  
none a t  a l l ,  . , the s c h ~ s m  berwet-n Bishop 



Meletius of Lykopolis and Pe te r  of Alexandria 
became complete i n  t h i s ,  t h a t  " these  and those  
prayed s e p a r a t e l y  and l ikewise  everyone rendered 
the  o the r  sacred  s e r v i c e s  (h ierourgias)  by him- 
s e l f  ,"47a 

Fellowship i s  t h e  point  a t  which d o c t r i n e  i s  e i t h e r  
confessed o r  denied. Here i t  becomes evident  
whether men o r  churches r e a l l y  confess what they 
know t o  be d iv ine  t r u t h ,  o r  whether t hey  a r e  merely 
toying with ViewsfT  and f t i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s l l ,  and a r e  
t h e r e f o r e  ready t o  t r e a t  t h e  opposi te  teachings  a s  
having equal r i g h t s .  A ' konfess ionf f  which can 
p r a c t i s e  fel lowship with t h e  r ep resen ta t ives  of t h e  
contrary  doc t r ine ,  i s  play-confession. The g rea t  
Reformer s a i d  t o  D r .  Major: 

He who holds h i s  doc t r ine ,  f a i t h ,  and confession 
t o  be  t r u e ,  r i g h t ,  and c e r t a i n ,  cannot s tand i n  
one s t a b l e  wi th  o the r s ,  who teach f a l s e  doc t r ine ,  
o r  a r e  given t o  i t .  48 

A s  p a r t  and pa rce l  of t h e  Church's confession of t h e  
Gospel, fe l lowship  dare never  be t r e a t e d  as simply 
another  aspect  of  s a n c t i f i e d  l i v i n g ,  something i n  
the  realm of t he  Second Table, perhaps of  t h e  Eighth 
Commandment, Where t h i s  i s  done, t h e  ob jec t ive  
Gospel i s  s u b t l y  transformed i n t o  s u b j e c t i v i t y ,  and 
doc t r ine  and confession a r e  r e l a t i v i s e d ,  on t h e  
p l e a  t h a t  pe r f ec t ion  i s  impossible i n  a  s i n f u l  
world, Luther warns aga ins t  t h i s  confusion o f  doc- 
t r i n e  and l i f e ,  i n  h i s  comments on Gal.  5:9: "A 
l i t t l e  leaven leavens the  whole lumpf': 

J u s t  as  i n  philosophy a small  e r r o r  a t  the  be- 
ginning ( i n  first  p r i n c i p l e s )  i n  t h e  end becomes 
a  very  great  and excessive e r r o r ,  s o  a l s o  it 
happens i n  theology: a small  e r r o r  can des t roy  
and f a l s i f y  t h e  whole Chr i s t i an  doc t r ine .  There- 
f o r e  doc t r ine  and l i f e  must be r i g i d l y  d i s t i n -  



guished,  Doctrine i s  no t  ours ,  b u t  God's, Who 
has  c a l l e d  us  only a s  s l a v e s  and s e r v a n t s  over  
aga ins t  i t :  hence we may no t  and cannot s u r -  
render  o r  r emi t  t h e  very l e a s t  t i t t l e  o r  l e t t e r  
of it. . 

Doctrine i s  heaven, l i f e  i s  t h e  e a r t h :  i n  l i f e  
t h e r e  a r e  s i n ,  e r r o r ,  d i s u n i t y ,  s h e e r  e f f o r t  and 
labour; t h e r e  love must ignore  and overlook,  
t o l e r a t e ,  t h e r e  the forg iveness  of s i n s  must 
r e ign  and r u l e .  . . But wi th  d o c t r i n e  it i s  
another  ma t t e r  a l t o g e t h e x f o r  i t  is ho ly ,  pure ,  
heavenly, d iv ine .  Whoever wants t o  change o r  
f a l s i f y  i t ,  toward him n e i t h e r  love no r  mercy 
a r e  t o  be shown, hence doc t r i ne  needs no f o r -  
giveness of s i n s  . 

Therefore it won't do a t  a l l  t o  i d e n t i f y  doc- 
t r i n e  and l i f e :  f o r  one l e t t e r ,  yes  one s i n g l e  
t i t t l e  of S c r i p t u r e  i s  v a s t l y  more important  
than  heaven and e a r t h .  Therefore w e  cannot t o l -  
e r a t e  i t ,  if people want t o  d i s t o r t  i t  i n  t h e  
s l i g h t e s t ,  But what concerns t h e  weaknesses anc 
mistakes of l i f e ,  t h e r e  we can wel l  t o l e r a t e  anc 
overlook. For we too  a r e  poor men, who d a i l y  
stumble and s i n .  . . But our  d o c t r i n e  i s  by Godf 
grace pure .49 

To use C, S .  Lewis1 example of t h e  chess-game: one 
may p lay  well o r  badly,  win o r  lose ,  b u t  one could 
not p lay  a t  a l l  except f o r  t h e  abso lu te  r i g i d i t y  o j  
t h e  squares  and t h e  moves! And s o  t h e  Gospel, t h e  
doc t r ine  of God, i s  t he  immovable framework w i t h i n  
which a l l  our "manifold changes of t h i s  worldff  take 
p l a c e ,  I t  i s  c o n s t i t u t i v e  of f a i t h  and Church, ob- 
j e c t i v e ,  ou t s i de  and be fo r e  us--whether we s i n  o r  
triumph, be l f  eve o r  d i sbe l i eve ,  obey o r  disobey, 
e x u l t  o r  de spa i r ,  l i v e  o r  d i e ,  Whoever t h inks  he  
can ge t  on without such an u t t e r l y  o b ~ e c t i v e  and 
p r i o r  Gospel, does not  ye t  know the  Law! 



To conclude t h i s  s ec t ion ,  l e t  me c i t e  Luther ' s  
famous s i m i l e  o f  t he  two b ro the r s  and t h e  bear ,  
which c l e a r l y  i l l u s t r a t e s  t h e  two-fold r e l a t i o n  o f  
t he  orthodox Church t o  t h e  var ious  "Babylonian Cap- 
t i v i t i e s "  of f a l s e  doc t r ine ,  under whose yoke s o  
much of t he  s p i r i t u a l  I s r a e l  languishes today: 

I say  t h a t  under t h e  pope t h e r e  e x i s t s  t r u e  
Christendom, yea,  t he  very  s e l e c t  company of 
Christendom and many pious and g r e a t  s a i n t s .  . , 
Hear f o r  yourse l f  what S t .  Paul s a y s ,  I1 Thess. 
2:4:  The A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  s i t  i n  t h e  Temple of - 
God. If now the  pope i s ,  as  I  f i rmly  be l i eve ,  
t h e  t r u e  A n t i c h r i s t ,  then he must ? 'sitn o r  r e ign  
no t  i n  t h e  d e v i l ' s  s t a b l e ,  but  i n  t h e  ''Temple of 
God." No, h e  i s  not going t o  s i t  where t h e r e  
a r e  only d e v i l s  and unbel ievers  o r  where t h e r e  
is no Chr i s t  o r  Christendom; f o r  he i s  supposed 
t o  be an a n t i c h r i s t ,  and must t h e r e f o r e  be among 
C h r i s t i a n s .  And because he must s i t  and r e i g n  
t h e r e ,  he must have Chr i s t i ans  under him. For 
" the  Temple of Godu means not  a p i l e  of s tones ,  
b u t  holy Christendom, I Cor, 3:17, i n  which he 
i s  t o  re ign ,  . . Therefore we do no t  rave l i k e  the  
f a n a t i c s ,  who condemn everything which t h e  pope 
has under him; f o r  thus we would condemn a l s o  
Christendom, the Temple of  God, wi th  every th ing  
she  has from Chr i s t .  . , . they a t t a c k  t h e  Temple 
of God and miss the  A n t i c h r i s t  who s i t s  i n  it; 
l i k e  b l i n d  people who reach f o r  water  and g e t  
i n t o  f i r e .  Yes they do as one b r o t h e r  d id  t o  
the  o the r  i n  the  Tnuringian f o r e s t :  they a r e  
walking through t h e  f o r e s t  t oge the r ,  when a b e a r  
a t t a c k s  them, and grabs one of them and holds  
him under,  The o ther  one wants t o  he lp  h i s  
bro ther ,  s t a b s  a t  t h e  b e a r ,  but  misses him, and 
t r a g i c a l l y  s t a b s  the  b r o t h e r  under t h e  bea r .  
The f a n a t i c s  do the samc t h i n s :  they should h e l p  
poor Christendom which t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  has under 
himself  and which he t o r t u r e s ,  and s o  they s e t  



themselves f e roc ious ly  a g a i n s t  the  pope, bu t  miss 
him, and f a r  more t r a g i c a l l y  murder Christendom 
under the  pope,  For i f  they  would l eave  Baptism 
and t h e  Sacrament i n t a c t ,  t h e  C h r i s t i a n s  under 
t h e  pope could s t i l l  escape with  t h e i r  sou l s  and 
be saved, as happened h i t h e r t o ;  but  now i f  t h e  
sacraments are taken from them, they  must be  
l o s t ,  f o r  C h r i s t  himself  i s  taken away thereby.  
My dear ,  t h a t ' s  not the  way t o  come b u r s t i n g  
upon the  pope, because C h r i s t ' s  s a i n t s  l i e  under  
him. I t  takes  a caut ious ,  modest s p i r i t ,  which 
would l e t  remain under him t h a t  which i s  t h e  
Temple of God, and r e s i s t  t h e  a d d i t i o n ,  with 
which he des t roys  the Temple of God. 

The "Lutherant' World Federat ion - 
If t h e  Church of t h e  Augsburg Confession i s  as ecu- 
menical as  she claims t o  be,  i s  not t h e  g loba l  
forum provided by t h e  Lutheran World Federa t ion  
j u s t  t h e  instrument she needs t o  bear  e f f e c t i v e  
witness  t o  genuine Bib l i ca l  ecumenicity? 

Reinhold Niebuhr observed about Woodrow Wilson t h a t  
"as a t y p i c a l  son of t h e  manse, he be l i eved  t o o  
much i n  words ," In assess ing  t h e  na tu r e  of  t h e  
L X F , ,  i t  i s  important not  t o  be misled by mere 
words, but  t o  pay a t t e n t i o n  t o  subs tance .  A t  l e a s t  
two quest ions must be asked and answered: (1) What 
kind o f  churches make up t h e  L,W, F ,  membership? 
( 2 )  Does the  LOWOF, a c t  a s  a church? 

I n  t h e  f irst  p lace ,  s ince  t h e  stream cannot  r i se  
h igher  than i t s  source,  we must cons ider  t h e  n a t u r e  
of t he  L.W.F. 's  cons t i tuen t  bodies  a A d e c i s i v e  
f e a t u r e  of t h e  L.W;F. is  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  most of  i t s  
50 odd mi l l ion  members a r e  supp l i ed  by va r ious  
s t a t e  and t e r r i t o r i a l  churches of Europe. What i s  
t h e  cha r ac t e r  of  these  churches? The Church of  



Sweden is i n  f u l l  inter-communion wi th  the  Church 
of England and with the  (Presbyter ian)  Church of 
Scotland,  both of  which i n  t h e i r  o f f i c i a l  confes- 
s ions - - i f  indeed one may s t i l l  c a l l  t h e  Anglican 
Thirty-Nine A r t i c l e s  t ha t - - r e  j e c t  t h e  Real Presence 
i n  t h e  B i b l i c a l ,  Lutheran sense.  The Church of 
Norway, the  Church of Denmark, and t h e  Church of  
Finland a l s o  p r a c t i s e  inter-communion with t h e  
Churches of England and of  Scotland. The Churches 
of Sweden and of  Finland a l s o  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  Angli- 
can episcopal  consecra t ions ,  and v i c e  versa ,  

Even more cur ious  is the  s i t u a t i o n  of  t h e  var ious  
German churches i n  t h e  L.W.F. The re levant  po r t ion  
of our s t o r y  begins i n  1817,51 with t h e  Prussian 
King's attempt t o  u n i t e  t h e  Lutheran Church of 
P r u s s i a  ( t o  which ninety  p e r  cent o f  h i s  s u b j e c t s  
belonged) with h i s  own C a l v i n i s t i c  Church, This 
r e s u l t e d  i n  t h e  so-cal led  United Church of P r u s s i a ,  
i n  which Lutheran and C a l v i n i s t i c  Confessions, t h e  
Real Presence and the  Real Absence, had equal 
r i g h t s .  The modern, expanded successor  of t h i s  
Union Church is  the  Evangelical Church of the  Union, 
one member of which, the  Church of Pomerania, i s  
a c t u a l l y  a  f u l l  member o f  t h e  L,W,F.! 

The Prussian King, Frederick William 111, was s i n -  
ce re  l y  convinced t h a t  t he  "minortt d i f f e rences  be- 
tween the  two churches could be and had t o  be over- 
come, a l s o  i n  o rder  t o  make common cause aga ins t  
t he  ou t r igh t  R a t i o n a l i s t i c  unbel ief  which was s t i l l  
powerful. l a e n  conscientious Lutherans refused t o  
sur render  t h e i r  B ib l i ca l ,  Reformation f a i t h ,  t h e  
King regarded t h i s  simply as insubordinat ion,  and 
h i s  government took increas ing ly  harsh  measures i n  
a  va in  attempt t o  force  compliance. Some i n c r e d i b l e  
scenes took p l a c e  .52 In t h e  hamlet Hoenigern, 500 
s o l d i e r s  drove t h e  weeping Lutheran women from the  
church-doors wi th  sabres  and bayonets ,  on Christmas 
Eve, then forced the  church open and escor ted  t h e  



"Unitedtf pas to r  i n t o  it t o  read  h i s  "Unitedt' s e r v i c  
t o  t h e  empty pews. Lutheran p a s t o r a l  a c t s ,  such as 
baptisms, marriages,  confirmations,  e t c , ,  were de- 
c la red  i n v a l i d  a n d - i l l e g a l .  People were f i n e d  f o r  
p a r t i c i p a t i n g  i n  Lutheran s e r v i c e s ,  f o r  r e f u s i n g  
''Unitedt1 baptism, even f o r  r e fus ing  t o  be t r ay  t h e i r  
Lutheran pa s to r s .  Midwives were commanded t o  n o t i -  
f y  t he  government of  t h e  b i r t h  of any Lutheran 
ch i l d r en .  Baptized Lutheran i n f a n t s  were s e i z e d  by 
t he  p o l i c e  and f o r c i b l y  re-bapt ized by t h e  ' 'Unit edH 
pas to r .  Clergy and laymen, even of t h e  n o b i l i t y ,  
were imprisoned f o r  t h e  "offencett of ho ld ing  Luth- 
eran s e rv i ce s .  No wonder t h a t  many hundreds emi- 
gra ted  t o  America and t o  Aus t r a l i a ,  f o r s ak ing  a l l  
th ings  r a t h e r  than  surrender  the  F a i t h .  

So now the re  were t h r e e  P ro t e s t an t  Churches i n  Ger- 
many : Lutheran, Ca lv in i s t  ("Reformedl1) , and United 

The nex t  s i g n i f i c a n t  s t e p  came under Adolf H i t l e r ,  
who, i n  the  manner of d i c t a t o r s ,  wanted t o  un i fy  
and c e n t r a l i z e  everything,  inc luding t h e  church, i n  
order  t o  f a c i l i t a t e  government c o n t r o l ,  According1 
the German Evangelical  Church Federat ion of  1922 wa 
transformed i n  1933 i n t o  t h e  German Evangel ica l  
Church, with tfReichsbishofv ( imperial  bishop) Mue 11 
a t  t h e  head. This combined a l l  Lutheran, C a l v i n i s t  
and United churches of Germany i n t o  one adminis t ra-  
t i v e  s t r u c t u r e .  However, t h e  attempts t o  e x p l o i t  
the  church f o r  n a t i o n a l i s  t i c  purposes provoked ser- 
ious opposi t ion from a l l  s e c t i o n s .  This  oppos i t ion  
became c r y s t a l l i z e d  i n  t he  famous "Confessional 
Synodv o f  Barmen i n  1934, The Barmen Dec la ra t ion ,  
composed by Karl Barth, and addressed by t h e  Synod 
t o  t h e  "congregations assoc ia ted  i n  t h e  one German 
Evangel ical  Church," c a l l e d  upon t h e  l a t t e r ,  

i r r e s p e c t i v e  of t h e i r L u t h e r a n ,  Reformed, o r  
United background a n d  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  t o  recogniz  
anew the  majesty of the  one Lord o f  t h e  one 



church and, on t h i s  account ,  t he  e s s e n t i a l  un i ty  
of t h e i r  f a i t h ,  t h e i r  love,  -and t h e i r  hope, - of - 
t h e i r  confession and t h e i r  t a s k ,  and of  t h e i r  
message through sermon and sacrament . 55  (my 
under l in ing)  

Af t e r  the  co l lapse  of  t h e  thousand-year r e ign  i n  
1945, the  Lutheran churches of Germany had t h e i r  
l a s t  opportunity t o  assert t h e i r  Confessional in teg-  
r i t y .  They missed i t .  Ins tead  they joined with 
a l l  t h e  C a l v i n i s t i c  and United churches o f  Germany 
t o  organize t h e  Evangelical  Church i n  Germany. This 
happened a t  Treysa and Eisenach i n  1945-1947-1948, 
This church, though c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y  a f ede ra t ion ,  
c a l l s  i t s e l f  a church, and, theo log ica l ly ,  undoubt- 
edly  a c t s  as one. The i n i t i a l  d r a f t  c o n s t i t u t i o n  

d i s t i n c t l y  emphasized t h a t  while t h e  E K D  /Evan- 
g e l i c a l  Church i n  Germany. K . M . 1  l i v e s  i n  an 
inne r  un i ty  which makes i t  more than a mere 
agency o r  federa t ion  which e x i s t s  simply t o  get  
some common tasks  done, t h i s  un i ty  i s  not--or  
n o t  ye t - - lega l ly  conceivable .54 

A l l  t h e  Lutheran member churches agreed t o  these  
formulat ions a t  Treysa on June 6 ,  1947: 

We t r u s t  t h a t  i n  t h i s  federa t ion ,  by v i r t u e  of  
t h e  common hearing and heeding of  the  Word, t h e  
church i n  t h e  sense of  t h e  New Testament i s  
r e a l i z e d .  

There is agreement on t h i s  point  t h a t  Evangelical 
church members a re  not: t o  be excluded from pa r -  
t i c i p a t i o n  i n  t he  Lord 's  Supper f o r  t h i s  reason 
t h a t  they belong t o  another  confession recognized 
i n  t h e  EKD? 

And t h e  b a s i c  c o n s t i t u t i o n  of t h e  Evangelical Church 
of Germany ( Ju ly  13, 1948), provides : 



Regularly c a l l e d  min i s t e r s  of t h e  Word a r e  no t  
denied t he  p r i v i l e g e  of preaching t h e  Word a l s o  
i n  congregations of  another  confess ion .  . . 56 

Although some Lutheran member churches have i n  t h e  
pas t  objec ted  t o  formally dec la red  complete a l t a r -  
- - 

fe l lowship-- informally p r a c t i s e d  anyway--within t h e  
Evangelical  Church, t h i s  oppos i t ion  i s  now s u b s i d i n g  
as  a r e s u l t  of  t h e  l k o n s e n s u s ~  achieved i n  t h e  
Arnoldshain Theses of 1957 .57 While t h e s e  Theses 
genera l ly  s t r a d d l e  t h e  cont rover ted  i s s u e s ,  Thes i s  
5 (c) and (d) can only be cons t rued  as  d e n i a l s  o f  
the  Real Presence i n  t h e  B i b l i c a l ,  Confessional  
Lutheran sense.  

Dr. H. Sasse,  whose test imony gains.. weight from t h e  
f a c t  t h a t  he confessed no t  only i n  word b u t  a l s o  i n  
deed--choosing "exi le"  r a t h e r  than comfort able t rea-  
son wi th in  t h e  EKD--has w r i t t e n :  

The German Evangelical  Church Federa t ion  o f  1922 
proved t o  be,  a s  a wise l e ade r  of t h e  Union fore- 
saw, "the s leeping-car  i n  which t h e  Lutherans 
a r e  being c a r r i e d  i n t o  t h e  Union.I1 . . I n  
Eisenach, a t  t h e  foo t  o f  t h e  Wartburg, t h e  
Lutheran Church of Germany was bu r i ed  i n  1948. 
Loehe's dream-vision of  t h e  b u r i a l  of t h e  Luther2 
Church through i t s  own p a s t o r s  had become real i ty  
From t h e  s l eep ing-ca r  of  t h e  Church Federa t ion  
one could s t i l l  e x i t .  . , From t h e  grave of  the 
EKD no one s h a l l  r i s e  aga in ,  This mishmash o f  
Federat ion and church, a f ede r a t i on  which c a l l s  
i t s e l f  church and a c t s  as church, a church t h a t  
wants t o  be federa t ion--" federa l  churchf1 they  
s a i d  i n  1933--no longer knows any r i g h t  of  seces- 
s i o n  .S8 

They a l l  / t h e  bishops/  know, without excep t ion ,  
t h a t  the  E K D  i s  compatible n e i t h e r  wi th  t h e  



doc t r ine  of Luther, nor  with t h e  I n v a r i a t a  / t h e  
Unaltered Augsburg Confession/, nor  with t h e  
Formula of Concord. They a l l  know t h a t  t h e  E K D  
i s  more than a f ede ra t ion .  . . And what they 
d o n ' t  know, t h e i r  theologians know. Sommerlath, 
Schl ink,  and Men ,  t o  name only t h e s e ,  know t h a t  
one must choose between t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  of  t h e  
E K D  and the  Formula of ~ o n c o r d . 5 9  

Widening our perspec t ive  t o  include a l l  of "Lutherantf 
Europe, l e t  us h e a r  D r .  Sa s se ' s  sober ing summary-- 
bear ing  i n  mind t h a t  he is  speaking of t he  churches 
which comprise t h e  g rea t  bulk of t he  L.W.F.  and 
the re fo re  determine i t s  cha rac t e r :  

The Lutheran t e r r i t o r i a l  churches of  Germany 
have been dissolved i n t o  t h e  t lEvangelical  Church 
i n  Germany," whose Council has j u s t  decided tha t  
i n  every member church a l l  members of t he  E K i D ,  
without regard  t o  t h e i r  Confession, must be ad- 
mi t ted  t o  t h e  Lord's Supper. The Churches of  
Sweden and Finland a r e  i n  intercommunion with 
t h e  Church o f  England. An Anglican bishop par -  
t i c i p a t e s  i n  every episcopal  consecra t ion.  
Bishop Stephen Nei l l ,  who " e q ~ a l i s e s ~ ~  (gle ich-  
s c h a l t e t )  German s tuden t s  and miss ionar ies  a t  
t h e  supposedly Lutheran Faculty of  Hamburg, keeps 
book about how many German bishops already pos- 
sess a p o s t o l i c  succession.  On t o p  of t h i s ,  
Sweden has now .solemnly introduced interconmunion 
wi th  the  Church of Scotland,  which i s  p r a c t i s e d  
a l s o  by Denmark and Nomay. How a l l  t h i s  works 
ou t  i n  t h e  formerly Lutheran mission f i e l d s ,  
above a l l  i n  Africa and India ,  is  wel l  known. 
The Church of  t h e  P a l a t i n a t e  has solemnly ac- 
cepted intercommunion with the  Congregational 
Union of  England and Wales and t h e  r e l a t e d  
American s e c t s ,  bu t  demands t h a t  a l l  German Lu- 
therans  moving i n t o  t h e  P a l a t i n a t e  communicate 
a t  t he  Reformed Communion Table o f  t h e  Church of 



t h e  P a l a t i n a t e .  In Holland a l t a r - f e l l o w s h i p  
between t h e  Lutheran and t h e  Reformed t e r r i t o r i a l  
church has  been solemnly confirmed, France w i l l  
foIlow. And no one t akes  offence a t  t h i s .  The 
German p r o f e s s o r s  go from Tuebingen t o  Zurich,  
from Zurich t o  Goett ingen,  from Bonn t o  Erlangen,  
from Erlangen t o  Mainz, For " the  Confess ional  
age i s  over,If as they a s s u r e  u s ,  That t h e i r  
s tuden t s  must some day swear an Ordina t ion  vow, 
does not i n t e r e s t  them.60 

Clea r ly ,  the  "Lutheran" c h a r a c t e r  of t h e s e  churches ,  
and of t h e i r  World Federat ion,  i s  a l e g a l  f i c t i o n :  
"To assu re  t h e  s e c u r i t y  of t h e  organized church, 
the  l e g a l  v a l i d i t y  of t h e  confession must no t  be  
touched; i t  is respec ted  as  a p u b l i c  document, b u t  
i n  theology and i n  p i e t y  every one goes h i s  own 
way. "6 1 

In mat te rs  of f a i t h ,  l e g a l  f i c t i o n s  a r e  s a c r i l e g e .  
Churches which s t i l l  have r e a l  Confessions,  and a r e  
s t i l l  ab le  t o  d i s t i n g u i s h  between t h e  Real Presence - 

and t h e  Real Absence i n  t h e  Sacrament, cannot p r o s -  
t i t u t e  t h e i r  Confessions by going along with t h e  
masquerade. They cannot but  s t and  wi th  Luther and 
the  Formula of Concord: 

I reckon them a l l  as  belonging t o g e t h e r  ( t h a t  i s  
as  Sacramentarians and e n t h u s i a s t s ) ,  f o r  t h a t  i s  
what they a r e  who w i l l  n o t  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  
Lord's bread i n  t h e  Supper i s  h i s  t r u e ,  n a t u r a l  
body, which t h e  godless o f  Judas r e c e i v e  o r a l l y  
as  wel l  a s  S t .  Pe te r  and a l l  t h e  s a i n t s .  WHO- 
EVER, I SAY, W I L L  NOT BELIEVE THIS, WILL PLEASE 
LET ME ALONE AND EXPECT NO FELLOWSHIP FROM ME, 
THIS IS FINAL@ (my caps) 

Of course  many more fundamental t h i n g s  than  t h e  Rea 
Presence a r e  a t  s t a k e ,  A s  D r .  Sasse  observes ,  " the 
ma jo r i ty  of  P r o t e s t a n t  churches have long ago broke 



with t h e  f a i t h  of  the  Reformation and t h e  f a i t h  o f  
the  whole church. "63 Let t h r e e  t es t imonies  s u f f i c e  
t o  i n d i c a t e  t h e  r e s u l t s  of two c e n t u r i e s  of s e c u l a r -  
i z a t i o n :  

D r .  Hans Asmussen, Pres iden t  of t h e  Chancery of  t h e  
Evangelical  Church i n  Germany from 1946 t o  1948, 
wrote i n  t he  Lutheran World, an o f f i c i a l  pub l i ca t i on  
of t h e  L,W,F. :  

But t h i s  is  i n  f a c t  t h e  p i c t u r e  o f  wide s e c t o r s  
o f  our Lutheran church today: clergymen read 
aloud the  Christmas s t o r y ,  which they  consider  
a  f a i r y t a l e .  They read aloud t h e  E a s t e r  s t o r y ,  
t o  which they f i nd  access  only a f t e r  s eve ra l  
r e i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s .  A t  t h e  grave they wi tness  
t o  t h e  r e s u r r e c t i o n  o f  t h e  dead, which they con- 
s i d e r  a  myth.64 

The Bruedernrundbrief,  a Confessional. .voice wi th in  
the  t e r r i t o r i a l  church , o f  Brunswi.g denied t h a t  t h e  - 

t e r r i t o r i a l  churches a r e  even churches any longer:  

A binding d o c t r i n e  no longer  e x i s t s  i n  them. Re 
who maintains of t h e  Evangelical  Lutheran Con- 
f e s s i o n  t h a t  i t  i s  b inding f o r  a l l  members of  the  
t e r r i t o r i a l  church, is  regarded a s  a  fo re ign  
body, yes,  he ha rves t s  scorn and h a t r e d .  The 
Confession merely s t ands  peacefu l ly  on paper,  i n  
c o n s t i t u t i o n s  , and even the re  "screenedtt  by am- 
biguous formulat ions.  P r a c t i c a l l y  everyone 
teaches and be l i eves  whatever occurs  t o  him. . 
There i s  no longer  any a r t i c l e  of  f a i t h  which 
might not  be denied - a t  w i l l  and wi th  impunity. 
And because t h i s  i s  so ,  because a l l  a l l eg i ance  
t o  t h e  Confessions, i n  c o n s t i t u t i o n s ,  Ordinat ion 
vows and o t h e r  ob l iga t ions  o f  o f f i c e ,  i s  no 
longer  taken s e r i o u s l y ,  but  i s  regarded only a s  
empty form, our  t e r r i t o r i a l  churches as church- 
bodies  a r e  no longer churches $5 



And, repor t ing  from Sweden, Pas tor  Tom G. A. Hardt, 
contes ts  'Ithe not ion t h a t  a European n a t i o n a l  church 
l i ke  t h e  Church of Sweden i s  i n  any way a  Chr i s t i an  
body, There are many Chr i s t i ans  within h e r ,  both 
of orthodox and h e r e t i c a l  convic t ions ,  bu t  t he  body 
as such i s  a  s o c i a l  e n t i t y ,  p a r t  and p a r c e l  of t he  
soc ie tyev66  What i s  the  na ture  of  t h e  abe r r a t i ons?  
"1 regard i t  as unnecessary t o  make a  l i s t  of 
he res ies  within t h e  Swedish episcopacy and clergy.  
I  know of no heresy t h a t  i s  no t  found t h e r e ,  1167 

Recently, however, a  s t rong react ion  t o  t h e  re ign  
of Bultmannian Liberalism has a r i sen  wi th in  some 
German t e r r i t o r i a l  churches. Movements l i k e  "No 
Other Gospelff have a t t r a c t e d  considerable a t t e n t i o n .  
One church-pol i t ic ian  who had dismissed t h e  movement 
as involving but "a f r a c t i o n  of our church popula- 
tion,!' received t h e  jus t  r ep ly :  lfYes, b u t  it  hap- 
pens t o  be t h a t  f r a c t i o n  which s t i l l  goes t o  church! 

This i s  the t r a g i c  r e s u l t  of t he  l a s t  c e n t u r i e s f  
theologica l  d issolut ion:  t h e  churches a r e  empty. 
When I: was i n  Helsinki  i n  1963, I was taken by a  

I Finnish f r i end  t o  see one of the  two main down-town 
I churches, i n  a  pa r i sh  of 20,000. The church s e a t s  

3000 people,  We asked: "How many a t t end  church 
here on Sundays?If Our Finnish f r i end  was not sup- 
posed t o  mention t h i s  t o  fo re igners ,  bu t  t h e  answer 
was : 6 And i n  the  summer even they d i d n ' t  come 
and t h e  church had t o  be closed! 

This i s  typ ica l  of  the t e r r i t o r i a l  churches,  Ind i -  
vidual  preachers may a t t r a c t  l a rger  audiences,  b u t  
by and large,  attendances a r e  p i t i f u l ,  National 
averages of 3 per  cent have been mentioned. Bavari 
i s  considered exceptional ly good, because 10 per  
cent go t o  church, 

A l l  t h i s  needs t o  be kept i n  mind when consider ing 
the  L,W,F,fs claim t o  represent  some 50 mi l l ion  



Lutherans.  These mi l l i ons  e x i s t  only on paper .  
Only a small  f r a c t i o n  have any meaningful connec- 
t i o n  with t h e  organized church.  T h e i r  l eaders  a r e  
genera l s  without armies.  They have p l e n t y  of money, 
because t he  German s t a t e ,  f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  hands over  
t o  them 10 pe r  cent  of a l l  t h e  income t axes  c o l l e c t -  
ed! 

To sum up: Under c lose  s c r u t i n y  t h e  "Lutheran m i l -  
l ions"  of t h e  L.W.F.  evapora te  i n t o  t h e o l o g i c a l  and 
s t a t i s  t i c a l  f i c t i o n s .  I t  t r a n s p i r e s  t h a t  they  are 
n e i t h e r  Lutheran nor  m i l l i o n s  ! 

A t  t h i s  poin t  of the  argument, when it  has  t o  b e  
admit ted t h a t  t h e  r e l i g i o u s  s i t u a t i o n  w i t h i n  t h e  
L.W.F. i s  f a i r l y  grim, it i s  u s u a l l y  s a i d :  But t h e  
L.W.F, i s  n o t  a church anyway bu t  on ly  a f ede ra t i on ,  
s o  t h a t  jo in ing  i t  does n o t  imply any s p i r i t u a l  
r ecogn i t ion  o r  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  I t  i s  a  wonderful 
oppor tuni ty  t o  h e l p  t h e s e  d i l a p i d a t e d  Lutherans by 
wi tness ing  t o  them! 

Now, what would you say i f  I t o l d  you: "The U . S . A .  
a r e  n o t  a  n a t i o n ,  because they  a r e  a f ede ra t i on  o f  
s t a t e s v ?  O r :  l l A u s t r a l i a  i s n l  t a  n a t i o n ,  because 
it i s  a federa t ion1 '?  You would soon conclude t h a t  
t h e r e  i s  something badly amiss i n  my l o g i c .  Why 
cannot something be both  a na t i on  and a f ede ra t i on?  
The same is t r u e  of t h e  Church. The terms V h ~ r c h ~ ~  
and simply move on two d i f f e r e n t  s e t s  
of t r a c k s ,  and t h e r e  is  no con t r ad i c t i on  between 
them whatever. The one speaks about t h e  i nne r  na- 
t u r e  o f  t h e  t h i n g ,  t he  o t h e r  of  i t s  outward organi -  
z a t i on .  I t  i s  q u i t e  l i t e r a l l y  nonsense,  t h e r e f o r e ,  
t o  s a y  t h a t  something i s  n o t  a church BECAUSE i t  is  
a f e d e r a t i o n !  (The Missouri  Synod i s  supposed t o  
be a  f e d e r a t i o n  o f  autonomous congregat ions.  Is it 
t h e r e f o r e  n o t  a church?) 

Cer ta in  misinformed o r  d i shones t  people have been 



spreading the  f a i r y - t a l e  t h a t  the  l a s t  Assembly o f  
t he  L.W.F. a t  Helsinki  i n  1963 has made i t  q u i t e  
c l e a r ,  even through c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  changes, t h a t  
the  L,W,F. i s  no t  a church. The very opposi te  i s  
the  case.  I t  was ju s t  a t  Hels inki  t h a t  it was made 
very p l a in  t h a t  t h e  L.W.F. i s  i n  f a c t  a  church! 

In  t h e  December, 1960, i s s u e  o f  t he  Lutheran World, 
Prof.  Peter  Brunner had published an essay ,  T h e  
Lutheran World Federation as an Ecc le s io log ica l  
ProblemYtt i n  which, on t h e  b a s i s  o f  t h e  L 3 . F .  Com- 
mission on Theologyts own llthorough study,"  he 
argued t h a t  L.W.F. was i n  f a c t  cons tan t ly  having t c  
a c t  as  church, f o r  instance i n  making decis ions  i n -  
volving doctr ine  (any membership case !) . Teaching 
i s  " the one absolute ly  c e n t r a l  commission of t h e  
Church of Chr i s t .  When i t  teaches ,  it i s  undoubt- 
edly ac t ing  as a  church . I 1  And D r ,  Brunner conclude 
t h a t  a l l  member churches o f  the  L,W , F a  ought t o  be  
i n  f u l l  church fellowship. 

On t h e  bas i s  of t h i s  essay and t h e  r e s u l t a n t  d i s -  
cussion, the  Commission on Theology presented t o  
the Helsinki Assembly an o f f i c i a l  r epo r t  on !'The 
Nature of t h e  Lutheran World Federat ion . l l  The idez 
was t h a t  t h i s ,  o r  some modif icat ion of i t ,  should 
be adopted as an "au thor i t a t ive  commentarylf on t h e  
Const i tut ion.  This  Report regards i t  a s  s e l f -  
evident t h a t  the  L X F .  has t tchurchly tasks ," and 
speaks of "the unquestionable fac t  t h a t  t h e  L.W.F. 
must a l s o  be a c t i v e  i n  t h e  a rea  o f  doc t r ine  and 
church po l icy  $8 I t  furthermore speaks of a 
t ' tension" between Itthe f ede ra t ive  cha rac t e r  of the 
instrumentt1 and "the churchly cha rac t e r  of i t s  pur- 
pose and aims" ( i t a l i c s  i n  o r ig ina l )  , The Report 
notes t h a t  by the  very f a c t  of membership all-membt 
churches accept t h e  L,W ,F, s "doc t r ina l  bas is  ,'I an( 
concludes : 

Therefore,  t hese  churches a r e  s p i r i t u a l l y  ob li-- 



gated,  above and beyond t h e i r  having come t o -  
ge the r  i n  t h e  L . W , F . ,  t o  e n t e r  i n t o  mutual church 
fe l lowship  and t o  d e c l a r e  the  consummation o f  
church fe l lowship  through t h e w  o f f i c i a l  organs.  

Two prominent e x p e r t s  on church law who were p r e s e n t ,  
Prof ,  Liermann and P ro f ,  Grundmann, however, advised 
t h a t  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  amendment was t h e  only way of  
c l a r i f y i n g  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n ,  but  t h a t  an "au tho r i t a -  
t i v e  commentaryw on t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  was a  l e g a l  
i m p o s s i b i l i t y ,  The Assembly followed t h i s  adv lce ,  
I t  may be added t h a t  t h e  amendments proposed t o  t h e  
Assembly had been discussed previously  w i t h  repre- 
s e n t a t i v e s  o f  t h e  l a r g e  de l ega t ion  of  observers 
from t h e  Missouri  Synod, who had appa ren t l y  f a l l e n  
i n t o  t h e  t r a p  and approved them. 

When t h e  new ve r s ion  of  t h e  L.W.F. 's  c o n s t i t u t i o n ,  
as  amended a t  He l s ink i ,  provides  t h a t  t h e  L O N .  F ,  
" s h a l l  no t  e x e r c i s e  churchly func t ions  on i t s  own 
au tho r i t yu  ( 1 1  1 ,  t h i s  does not  mean t h a t  it s h a l l  
no t  exe rc i s e  churchly f u n c t i o n s ,  but  t h a t  ~t s h a l l  
do s o  merely a s  t h e  agent o f  one o r  more member 
churches.  But it i s  everywhere taken f o r  granted--  
and c e r t a i n l y  was a t  He l s ink i - - t ha t  t h e  L . W , F ,  
must exe rc i s e  churchly f u n c t i o n s ,  

The Department o f  Theology, f o r  example, r epo r t ed  
o f f i c i a l l y  t h a t  "one o f  t h e  b a s i c  p r i n c i p l e s  of  t h e  
t heo log ica l  work of  t h e  LOWOF,,  i s  t h a t  i t  is  c a r r i e d  
out  i n  t h e  fe l lowship  of  t h e  

If t h e  churchly n a t u r e  o f  t h e  L.W.F. has  no t  always 
been made c l e a r  i n  t h e  p a s t ,  the  reason i s  pure ly  
chu rch -po l i t i c a l  . P r o f ,  E .  C l i f f o r d  Nelson, one of  
the main e s s a y i s t s  a t  He l s ink i ,  s a i d  i n  h i s  l e c t u r e ,  
"The One Church and t h e  Lutheran Churches," which 
was received wi th  tumultuous applause : 

No doubt t h e  l eade r s  o f  t h e  Lutheran World Con- 



vent ion  and t h e  Lutheran World Federa t ion  f e l t  
they  were a c t i n g  wise ly  i n  making d i s c l a imer s  of 
i n t e n t i o n s  t o  be ing  o r  becoming "a churchtt  i n  a 
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  sense .  But, t h a t  organized  world 
Lutheranism was an express ion  o f  t h e  e k k l e s i a  
had a l ready  been recognized (Jghgensen: "It i s  
a Churchv . ) Neverthe l e s s ,  a  p r u d e n t i a l  concern 
d i c t a t e d  then  t h a t  h a s t e  be  made s l owly ,  i n  o r d e r  
t o  d i s s i p a t e  a n x i e t i e s  and t o  avold  s h a t t e r i n g  
by p r e c i p i t o u s  ac t i on  what had a l r e a d y  been 
achieved,  70 

P r o f ,  Hans Liermann, i n  h i s  pos t -He l s ink i  a r t i c l e ,  
T 'he Legal Nature and Cons t i t u t i on  o f  t h e  Lutheran 
World Federat ion,"  which seems t o  me t o  be  t h e  most 
thorough,  indeed the d e f i n i t i v e  t r ea tment  t o  d a t e ,  
concludes t h a t  " t he  Lutheran World Federa t ion  i s  a 
church i n  every sense  of t h e  word, I t  possesses  a 
confess ion  and f u l f i l l s  churchly t a s k s .  I t  i s  en- 
t r u s t e d  with d i r e c t  proclamation of t h e  word, 1171 

A t  t h i s  po in t  I could conclude wi th  a h e a r t y  Q , E  .Do 
However, Prof .  Liermann adds some observations 
which a r e  s o  important ,  t h a t  we should n o t  overlook 
them h e r e .  He s ays  t h a t  t h e  L.W.F. l l r ep r e sen t s  a 
type  of  church answering t o  t h e  demands o f  t h e  mod- 
e rn  world,  and wi th  a  q u i t e  new c h a r a c t e r ,  bu t  r i c h  
i n  promise f o r  t h e  fu tu r e , "  This i s  s o  because t h e  
tendency today i s  away from a c e n t r a l i z e d  llempire"- 
type o f  church s t r u c t u r e  , toward a f e d e r a t e d  %om- 
monwealthM-type. And t h e  L,W.F,  f i t s  n i c e l y  i n t o  
t h i s  p i c t u r e .  Indeed, Prof .  Liermann n o t e s  t h a t  
even Rome, t h e  c l a s s i c  example of an e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  
empire, had d iscerned  t h e  s i g n s  of  t h e  t imes ,  and 
has  begun a   cautious loosening and d e c e n t r a l i s i n g "  
showing t h a t  t t p o s s f b i l i t i  e s  o f  t r a n s i t i o n  t o  t h e  
new form of world church a r e  be ing  prepared."  

Whether t h e  Vat ican can absorb t h e  World Council of 
Churches and t ransform i t se l f  i n  t h e  p rocess  from 



"the ghost of t h e  Roman Empire s i t t i n g  crowned upon 
the  grave thereof"  (Hobbes) t o  a more modern ghost 
o f  a commonwealth of churches with t h e  Pope as i t s  
f igurehead,  remains t o  be seen .  But a l l  s igns  seem 
t o  po in t  i n  t h a t  d i r e c t i o n .  While naive and not  s o  
naive Lutherans look about them and cry incredulously ,  
"Where, where i s  t h i s  dreadful  Super-Church?" they 
a r e  a t  t h a t  very moment bu i ld ing  i t ,  and being b u i l t  
i n t o  i t ,  through a l l  those innocent-looking federa-  
t i o n s  now so  popular! Whether it  i s  L.W.F. o r  
L.C,U.S.An, N . C . C o ,  o r  W L C . ,  the  i l l i c i t  and un- 
ecumenical premise is everywhere the  same: t h a t  
Chr i s t i an  un i ty  can come by way of "ORGANISATIONAL 
RECOGNITION OF FRACTIONAL OBEDIENCE TO THE ONE 

r 72 LORDu (Franzmann) . 

And when the  Behemoth Church s h a l l  a t  l a s t  s tand  
before  us complete, as a theo log ica l ly  ever  looser  
bu t  o rgan iza t iona l ly  ever  more cen t r a l i zed  f e d e r a l  
s t r u c t u r e  i n  which everyone may be l ieve  and teach 
as he pleases--except f o r  t h e  heresy of "separa- 
t i s m " - - w i l l  t h a t  be t h e  one, uni ted  Church of 
Chr i s t ?  No, i t  w i l l  be t h e  grea t  Counter-Church, 
o r  Babylon, of Rev. 17! 

Lutherans should be t h e  l a s t  t o  be deceived by t h i s  
f raud.  For it was Luther who saw t h e  i s s u e  s o  
c l e a r l y :  

The holy Church of Chr i s t  speaks thus : I BE- 
L I E V E  one holy Chr i s t i an  Church; t h e  mad church 
of t h e  Pope s eaks thus:  I SEE one holy Chris- 
t i a n  Church. 79 

In t h e s e  last days of so re  d i s t r e s s ,  when t h e  Word 
o f  God i s  crowded out of t h e  Holy Place more and 

I more by secu la r  abmoninations of deso la t ion ,  t he  
Church of t h e  Augsburg Confession has a unique op- 
p o r t u n i t y  t o  teach men t o  walk by f a i t h  and not  by 
s i g h t ,  t o  seek C h r i s t ' s  Church by h e r  pure Marks, 



and n o t  t o  be misled by masks. When men f i n d  t h e  
Shepherd--by His pure  Voice ( S t ,  John 10) --they have 
also found the  Sheepfold. But i f  they  look merely 
f o r  sheep,  they may follow a wolf unawares i n t o  t h e  
v a l l e y  of t h e  shadow of dea th .  To procla im C h r i s t ' s  
Life-giving Voice, t o  be a humble but  i n c o r r u p t i b l e  
stewardess of H i s  myster ies ,  t h i s  is t h e  massively 
ecumenical t a sk  of t h e  Church of t h e  Augsburg Con- 
f e s s i o n ,  In f u l f i l l i n g  i t  f a i t h f u l l y  s h e  i s  i n  
f a c t  t h e  t r u e  Ecumenical Movement o f  ou r  time. This 
is  her  grace and h e r  glory--but a l s o  h e r  judgment I 
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EDITORIAL NOTE : 

The Winter and Spr ing  i s s u e s  of this p e r i o d i c a l  
c .ontain t h e  f o u r  Luth.er l e c t u r e s  which were de- 
l i v e r e d  a t  Bethany Lutheran College,  Mankato, 
Minnesota, on October 30 and 31, 1967, This pre -  
s e n t a t i o n  was a p a r t  of the Evange l i ca l  Lutheran 
Synod's obser,vance of t h e  450th ann iversa ry  of  
t h e  Reformation,  The l e c t u r e r  was P a s t o r  Kurt 
Marquart of Toowoomba, Queensland, A u s t r a l i a .  
T h e s e  l e c t u r e s  were designed f o r  and delivered 
t o  p a s t o r s  and l a y  people.  

P a s t o r  Marquart speaks o f  himself  as "a European- 
born American l i v i n g  i n  A u s t r a l i a O u  He was born  

T in Estonia i n  1934 and lived i n  A u s t r i a  dur ing 
World War 11, On s e v e r a l  occas ions  his fami ly  
found it neces sa ry  t o  take flight, to escape 



Communism, He came t o  t h e  United S t a t e s  i n  1949. 

The e s s a y i s t  spent  two y e a r s  a t  Concordia Col- 
l e g i a t e  I n s t i t u t e  i n  Bronxv i l l e ,  New York, and 
rece ived  h i s  t h e o l o g i c a l  t r a i n i n g  a t  Concordia 
Seminary, S t .  Louis,  Missouri .  He w a s  graduated 
from t h a t  i n s t i t u t i o n  i n  1959 .  H i s  B .D .  t h e s i s  
compared t h e  "Prolegomena" (fundamental  theolog- 
i c a l  p r i n c i p l e s  and assumptions) of F. P iepe r  
with those  of G .  Aulen. 

The first two l e c t u r e s ,  e n t i t l e d  THE WORD AS 
TRUTH, a r e  presented  i n  t h i s  number o f  t h e  
Quar te r ly ,  I n  them Pas t  o r  Marquart examines 
the mat ter  of Revelat ion,  I n s p i r a t i o n ,  Ine r rancy ,  
and Hermeneutics. The next  i s s u e  of  t h i s  j o u r n a l  
w i l l  conta in  t h e  two p r e s e n t a t i o n s  on THE WORD 
AS LIFE, i n  which t h e  e s s a y i s t  c o n s i d e r s  t h e  Word 
as  t h e  Source and Center of  p r a c t i c a l  Church l i fe .  
(Ex t ra  copies of t h e  f u l l  s e t  of l e c t u r e s  may be  
had f o r  $2,00) 


