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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this paper is to examine the Lutheran practice of
porsonal announcement and registration ior Hcly Comznunion on the
basic of the pastoral concerns connected with this practice. Since the
church I served on vicarage in Fergus Falls, Minnesota, changed its
practice {rom personal announcement to simple regisiration for Coma-
munion, and gince this writer learned of other churches which had
made oy were in the procese of making similar changes, an examina~
tlon of these Lutheran practices on the basis of the pastoral concerns
connected with themn posed a2 highly proiitable study, Iiaay people in
the Lutheran Church are becoming concerned about this change. A
Latheran pastor could write in his bulletin that the mode and mmannez
of registration is not essential to Holy Communion and just a few para-
graphs later show his disturbance over this change:

We have eliminated personzl announcement,; we have eliminated

the confessional service, and now even our system of simple regis-

tration is showing signs of breaking down. it happeas continually
that more members commune than have registered; sometimes the

difference is quite marked, and we never know just who and how
many will commune. Again we say with the Apostle, "My brethren,

these things ought not so to be. ul

Ir, W, Langhans, "Registration for Communion, " The Redeemer
Record, newsletter of The Lutheran Church of the Redeemer, 285 N,
Dale St., St. Faul 3, Minn,, November 17, 1957, p. 4.
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In view of the changes which are taking place and in view of the concern
which has been expressed about them, this paper zttompts to ascentain
the pastoral concerns for this practice and on this basiz evaluate the
praciice.
Evaluating any statement made with regard to the practice of annsupce=

ment or registration is complicated by the frequent interchongeable use

G

£ these terms. For present purpsses the term announcement chall mean
the aczt whoereby 2o individueal precents himself in person $o his pastor to
anpounce his intention to comumunc at a designated tize and place, 2 The
term roglstration shall mrean any indirect anncuncerasnt of intention to
cominune where no perscaal mecting between the pastor and the regise
trant takes place. & porssa may rogister by mailiag a card or deposi=
ting a card in a receptacle at the church door, by telephone, > by records
ing hiz name on 2 pad stratogically placed. ¢ Alsc for prosont purposes
both announcement apd registration are to take place prior to the worship
sorvice. Ik should also be anoted thot aithough private confcssion and abso=
luticn may tako place during 2znouncement, it is nof on iategral, but an
optisnal part of annouacerment,

The scope of this study treats ospecially the practice of registra=

tion end canocuncement in the Lutheran church in its relationship to the

Zyohn H. C. Frits, Pastoral Theology (2nd edition, revised; St. Louls:
Concordia Poblishing House, 1745), ». Ll

smm.. e 13,

‘:.miﬁn » Do i1,
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pasioral concerns conunected with it. It is assumed that the reader is
acquaiated with the theology of Holy Communion, as only those aspects
of the Sacrament will be treated which are necéssary to shed light on
the problem.,

The study will attempt to outline the pastoral concern iavolved in
the practice of Communion announcement and registration on the basis
of the nature of Holy Communion and the nature of the pastor's office.
On this basis, then, the practice of announcement will be evaluated.
Some have commended the practice 28 an effective method for the pastor
to employ in carrying cut his concerns. Others are doubtiul as to its
practicality and va.l.i_dity. The conclusion will attempt to show how diffe-
rent congregational factors will influence the practice in different locali-
ties,

The Lutheran practice of Comanunion anncuncement has not bsen

seriously guestioned until recent times. It has been given only passing

trestment in dogmatics books, if mmentioned at all. Frita' Pastoral Theo-
logy seems to be based on Walther's practice, and it was written before
the practice became invclved in heated discussions. Catechisms men-
tion the practice and give reasones for it., The main sources for treat-
ment of this subject are the Lutheran periodicals of recent date. The
socurce materials for this study have been restricted to Lutheran writers
and Lutheran writings in America. Most materials come from the pen

of Missouri Synod writers, since some other Lutheran Churches are not
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interesgted in practicing close Cornmunion, and, hence, have no announce-

moent practice.




CHAPTER II
THE BASES FOR COMMENDING THE PRACTICE
The Nature of Holy Communion

Since the practice of Communion announcement is not expressly
commanded in Scripture, but is an old church custom, the basis for
commending the practice raust be sought on other grounds than Scrip-
ture. Lutherans generally agree that the Sacrament by its very nature
elicits or suggests several pastoral conceras,

Floly Communion has the primary purpose of being 2 means of
grace.! However, it is a means of grace not so much in the sense of
initiating and calling forth fzith in persons who do not as yet have faith,
Lut it is a means of strengthening those who have already been brought
to faith by the Gospel. It is not primarily a means to bring to faith. 2
it is a means whereby God actually conveys forgiveness of sins to the

partaker. Hence, Holy Communion is private abaclution. 3

loheodore Graebner and Paul E. Kretzmann, Toward Lutheran
Union {8¢. Louis: Concordia Publishing House, 1943), p. 189.

2The Worthy Communicant or Who Receives the Sacrament Worthily?
{Published by the Evangelical Lutheran Augustana Conference of Stark
and other counties of Ohio., Tract No. 2, 2nd edition; Columbus, Ohio:
Chio Synodical FPrinting House, 1880), p. 4.

3¥rancis Pieper, Christian Dogmatics (St. Louis: Concordia Publish-
ing House, c.1953), I, 197f.
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The nature of the Sacrament has several implications for the
- communicant. The communicant who has trouble believing that he

personally has part in the general salvation announced ia the Gospel,
who does not find his name in the Eibls, who does not always feel
Cod's grace, but who does find the Law and who does fecl the working
of sin in his life, ¥ this cormunicant needs the assurance of the pri-
vate absolution coniained in the visible means of the Sacrament. More-
over, the private absolution which the Sacrament gives is not based on
any work or quality in man, not even on maun's true coatritioa or con-
fcosion of sins before men, but absolution is based solely on the procla-
mation and forgiveness for Christ's sake. 5 Yet the Sacrament requires

confesaion before God 2s 2 conditio sine qua non for a worthy recep-

tion of the Sacrament. &
It ie possible for an individual to eat and drink Christ's body and
blood in the Szcrament in an unworthy manner. ©St. Paul writes:
Whoevez, therefore, eats the bread or drinks the cup of the Lord
in an unworthy manner will be guilty of profaning the body aad

blood of the Lord . . . For anyone who eats and drinks without
discerning the body eats and drinks judgment upon himself. 7

4y, R. Zucker, "The Lord's Supper, ! The Abiding Word, edited
by Theodore Laetsch {St. Louis: Concordia Publlsh.ing House, c.1947),
II, 437.

5pieper, op. cit., p. 194.

6John H. C. Frits, Pastoral Theology, (2ad edition, revised;
&t. Louis: Concordia Publishing House, 1945), p. 117.

71 Cor. 1: 27, 29.
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Since Paul was writing to the Christians at Corinth, he suggzests the
posaibility of an uaworthy cating and drinking on the part of persons
in outward communion or fellowship with the church. A person who
cats and drinks in an unworthy manner is guilty of the body and blood
of the Lozd and eats and drinks judgment to himszelf, A person's une
worthy manner of eating and drirking consists in unbelief and not dis=
cerning the Lord's body. 8 Many have tended to equate these termas,
although the term discerning the body is 2 more comprehensive, and
bence better, term, since it also embraces the idez of unbelief, as
will be brought out later,

Ao 2 means of grece, ¥oly Communion works in the same way
ag does the Goapel. Just aa Y“the Gospel is a2 savor of life unto life
to the believer, and the same Gospel i3 a savor of death unto death
to the unbeliover, 'so the belicver receives the Lord's supper for

alvation, 7 and the unbeliever receives it as a se2l of damnation, 10

8 rthur E. Neitzel, The Sccraments (Essay rcad at the regular con-
venticn of the Central Illinois District of The Luthoran church--m:soun
Synod, Gctober 6«10, 1946, n.pv ), po 34

?william Dallmanr, The l-.eal Fregence or Why Do I Delicve the
Lutheran Doctrine of the Tord's ;:ugger? (Pittsburg Smerican Luthcran
Dublication Doard, 1900), p. L.

13"“&‘5:. _2. clﬁ.. Be 441,
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The Sacrament, therefore, reguires faith for a salutary eating and
drinking. The words 'for you" in the Words of Institution reguire 2ll
hearis to believe, 11 Egpecially since the Lutheran Church does uost
regard the Sacrament as 2 magic formulz which works irrespective of
the attitude of the commuricant, faith is considered indispensable for &
salutary use of the Sacrament. The faith which the Sacrament requires
is not only or mainly doectrinzl assent to the Real Presence, but faith
in the forgivenese of sins. This faith gives assent to the absclution
given in the Sacrament. This faith insures communing in 2 worthy
manner. 12 Thus the Lutheran Church has traditionally used the Words
of Instituiion as her basis for establishing the meaning oi "worthily, "
rather than those of S5t. Faul.

The Gospel made visible in the Sacrament differs from the Gospel
heard in the sermon in one irnporiant fcaturc,. Whereas listening to a
sermon iavelves no particular confession, this is not the case with
geing to Communion., The Lord's Supper is cne of the distinguishing
features of the Church. ''Since the varicus denomninations have several

different doctzrines of the Sacraraent, he who communes in a particular

chuzrch therehby coniesses the doctrine of that church. ¥ 13

1 11%. Short Explanation of Dr. Martin Luther's Small Catechism:
A Handboolk of Christian Doctrine {St. Louis: Concordia Publishing House,
c.1943), B. 203. Hereafter referred to as Symnodical Catechism.

1211,

13g. T. Cooperrider, Close Commuuion: A Tract for the Times
(Columbus, Ohio: Lutheran “Book Concern, 1887), p. 10.
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The church is concerned with making a true public confession on her
part and is also concerned that the individual makes 2 true confession
as ho communcs, The Sacrameoent by its nature involves a public cone-
fession of belief.

Although Luthorans hold that it is damnably dangerous to reject
and despise the Sacraments, they maiantain that Holy Communion is not
noecessary for salvation. Maay Lutherans quote Augustine, "Not the

privation, but the contempt of the Sacrament damns. vt 1ithorans want

o
-

heir people to commune ofien, yet they waat them to comamune worthily

in faith. Yet Lutherans give the immpression that this faith must exist
Before the communicant comes to partake of the Sacrament. The Sacrae
ment, slthough aot denled the power to initiate faith, iz reserved for

those who have given evidence of their faith. Thus Lutherans realize

vory keonly that Holy Communion by its nature requires that the communie

cant participate in a2 worthy manner,
Individual Rosponsibility

Scripture fixes the main responsibility for a worthy manner of eating
and drinking on the individual himgelf. The admenition of Scripture is not

“Let the pastor examine you, ' but YLet @ man examine himself, and so

“Neitzel, ops cit., p. 50.
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eat of ithe bread and drink of the cup. n15 payl says again, "Examine
yourselves, tc see whether you are holding to your faith. Test your-
selves, "6

This self-examination is a work and preaching of the Law. 27 It
demands reflection on a person's faith and the fruits of his faith. s
purpose is to arouse a person {rom security and self-deception. Exami-
nation, by revealing to a person his sin, will point up his need for grace.
Kretzmann describes the extent to which seli-exarnination should be
carried:

While we are by no means to make this a morbkid experiesnce or 9

torture cursclives in determining just how fregueatly and how sari-

cusly we have failed in living up to God's holy will, we are never-

theless to make our own self-exzamination searching and thnrough
Within the framework of his own fzith, a person skould exarnine himself
not to pinpoint specific sins 28 an ead in itself, but by going through this
process, to arrvive at the point where he recognizes his own unworthinsss

to come of himngelf ¢o the Lozd's Table and looks to Christ as the cbhject
of his faith. Self-examination will lead a person to confess his sinfulness

to God and may lead him to desire private confession and absolution.

15 cor. 1k:28.

163 gor. 13:5.

17pieper, op. cit., P. 206.

18Paul BE. Kreotzmann, '.l‘hi.s Do ¥e Often {Milwaukee: Nozrthwestern
Publishing House, c.1952), p. . 2.
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Within the context of faith, a perscn who uncovers his unworthiness
will not be led to despair or be driven away frorm the Sacrament, but
he will be prompted to cling more firmly to Christ, who is his Worthi-
ness and who desires {0 make ue worthy by faith in His promisea. 19
Many writers state Luther's position that the feeling of unworthiness is
the highest degree of worthiness. Self-examination will lead a person to
come to the Lord's Table worthily, *nct in the sense of deserving, but
of earnesily desiring the benefits oifered in the Sacrament." 20 since
the Christian iz to practice self-examination daily, that seli-examina-
tion which takes place preparatory to partaking of the Lord's Supper
will be intensified and deepened. 21  The Catechism in general use
throughout The Lutheran Church ~~Misgsouri Synod for the last fifteen .
years suggests that the communicant ask himself whether he repents
of hiz sin, believes in Christ as his Savior, and intends to amend his
sinful life. It also suggests that the Christian Questions and Answers

be used as an aid in this process of self-examination. 22

quoh.n Theodors Mueller, The Lord's Supper and our Chrictian
Life (St. Louis: Concordia Publishing House, n.d.) p. 8-

a("'ereph Stump, An Explanation of Luther's Small Catechism
{Revised edition; FPhiladelphia: The United Lutheran Publication House,
c.1935), p. 161

ZIKretzmann.' op. cit., p. 10.

22 "
Synodical Catechism, p.  204.
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Degides tho cormmunicant's examining hiraself, Scripture is also
concerned that he discerns the body, 23 Krauth defines discern:

"To discern' [diakrinein), elsewhere translated to “make or put

differences between, " involves a correct mental and moral judg-

ment; it rmeane to distinguish between two things which there is

a Liability of confounding, to mark the distinction between one

thing and another. &
The communicant must be able, therefore, to recogaize something
special about the ordinary bread and wine, namely, the real presence
of the sacrificed body of the Lord. Among Lutheran circles this view
is unquestioned. An interprstation, however, of this passage which is
often overlooked is thig, that the communicant in addition to the dis-
cerarnent of the sacrificed body of His Lord in the elements discerns
the living body ef the Lord ia the loving feliowship of the church.
Wozrthy participation, then, mmust be based on hoth of these principles
which are equally important. as

For the communicant who discerns the body there is no room for

thoughtlessness or frivolity when he distinguisbes the Christ who thought

23; Cor. 11:29.

ae "Charles “Erterﬁela Xrauth, The Conservative Reformation aad
Its Theology (thladalplﬂa. Genetal Council Pubhcation Board, c.1599),

P. 643,

22 Ralph C. Kruger, Discerning the Body, unpublished Bachelor's
Thesis (St. Louis: Concordia Senﬁnary. 1957), p. 33.
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so much of hira that he went about the serious business of dying for his
sin. The Christiaw who discerns the body will not make the mistake of
thinking that the Lord's Supper is comparable to refreshments being
served at & social gathering, as the Corinthians were doing. The com=-
municant who discerns the body will remember that the Lord's Supper.
is a proclarnation of the death of Christ and will participate in a way
corresponding to this fact. 26 pye mainly he will remember that the
Christ is really preaent for him, for the forgivencss of his sinsg, for
his salvation.

The Christian who discerns the body will also recegaize the loving
fellowship of the comnmunion of saints. As 2 member of the body of
Christ he unites with his follow members under the Head in 2 most inti-
mate and unique way. Fis burdens are shared as he shares the burdens
of the other comraunicants. There is a unity and 2 bond which gives
strength and encouragement for life which is experienced only in the

communion of saints. a7

Pastor Shares Responsibility

Although, as we have seen, Scripturc fixes the main responsibility

for 2 worthy manner of participation on the individual, the pastor by the

ZE'M. Reu, Can We Still Hold to the Latheran Doctrine of the Lord's
Supper? (Columbus, Okio: The Wariburg Press, 1941), p. Ol

27 erman Amberg Preus, The Comraunion of Saints {Minneapolis:
Augsburg Publishing FHouse, 1948). pp. 110-127.
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nature of his office shares o measure of responsibility. The pastor ic
the steward of the mysterice of God. 28 sga steward of the meant of
grace, the pastor has the right of administering the Sacrament to "worthy™
communicants as one of the highest and holiest privileges of the Coszpol
minist2y. 2? The pastor who ig faithful ¢ his Lozrd will adminisior the
Sacrament according to Hie institution. Therefore, the pastor is perso-
rally and directly responsible to Ged and also to the congregation whom
be reprosents for the way in which he adminiztera the Sacrament. This
means that the pactor is recponsible with regard to the percons he admits
to the Lord's Supper. “"Therefore, tho pastor has both the right and the
duty to suspend those whose admissioa to the Sacrament would be con-
trary to God's will and ordinance. 1230

Although the "examine yoursell” of 5t. Paul ie primarily directed
to the communicant, even these words '"place a2 measure of responsi-
bility also upon the congregation and its pastor, lest by the neglect of
watchful care they contribute to the dolinguency of uaworthy guests and
become partakers of tholr sine. w3l g pastor can become guilty of

the body and blood of the Lord as an accomplice to the fact: Thus the

28) cor. &L

279G, Thomas Sgitz, "Thoughts on Close Communion, " The Luthe
cran Witnesos {August 4, 1353), p. ik
30Pieper. ope cit. . 38%.

SIQEt,oJ e 8@@. "What's the Aaswer, * The Lutheran Witness
{Tanuary 5, 1754)s p. . e
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pastor aaturally would be concerned with regard to the comnmunie-
cant's participating in 2 worthy manner.

IMoreover, many feel on the basis of Scripture passages ocuch as
"o not give doge what is holy; and do not throw your pearis bofore
owine, 32  that it is the duty of the chusch and the pastor to guard
the Sacrament against ebuse, The pastor must guard against exposing
that which is holy to profanation,

The paustor chould make it his business “¢o acguaint himself, as
thoroughly as possible, with the apiritusl standing of hie people. 33
He will not admit to communion those whom God's Word pronounces
anworthy and unprenared, btut will be happy and willing to administer
the Sacrament to everybody for whom it is intended. The pastor, as
the administrator of the Sacrament, will zemerber,

Ii, through the indifference of the pastor, the Sacrament iz re-

celved unworthily, the pastor himeelf is alco gullty of profaning

the Sacrament, and he grosely ains ageinct the communicaat by
thus encouraging him in %}r‘.s gin, and by afioffing hiz» an oppore
tunity to cat and deink judgment to himeelf.,

Yet the dangers to the pastor and congregation dare not be overe
emphasined at the expease of te pastoral concern at the opposite end
of the pole, nmamely, the danger to him who might cat and dziak ua~

worthily. The pastor shores o measure of responeibility aot caly or

33Matt. T:06

sacooparzider. op. cites po 1l

34.1_1"_@_- o e 12,




16
mainly as administrator of the Sacrament, but zlso 2and equally as
ohopherd and bichop of sonis. 3® The pastor has o flock which he is
to care for by overgeeing their spiritual life. Since ths pastor is cone
carnod that hic flock experience growth in thelr spiritual life, he is
concerned that they make vse of the means of grace. He nakes the
means of grace available., To his flock he administers the Sacrament.

Lutherans bave always felt that the pastor is primarily obligated

L <

o hisg ovn flock. Although an outsider may bave a zight to hiz sez»
vices in other matters, they bave mo clalimn to tha administering of the
Cacrament, Thiz is expraessed by the well-known Akroa rule of 1872
which wase affired at CGaolesburg in 1875: "1. Latheran altars for Lathe
eran communicants only, I, The exceptions to the rule belong to the
sphere of priviloge, not of right.* As the various pastoral conceras
connected with the adminigtration of the Sacrament begin to unfold, and
as the pastoral concerne already mentioned are kept in mind, it will
become clear that “Adminigtration of the Lord's Supper presupposes
pastoral care, w30 imiheran paators have always beex concerned that
they have had pastoral dealings with the people to whom they administer

the Sacrament.

35; pet. 5:1,2. EHeb. 13:17,

36zucker, op. cite, p. 442
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¥ The pastor is a shepherd who loves kis flock. He wants his flock
to commnuse worthily. Vet the pasior is awore that “Maay a Lutheran
comiorts himself with the mere physical reception of the Sacrament,
without inguiring into his heart to sae if he have faith, 237 pe realizes
that there seay be some in his flock who attend the Sacramoent morely in
oxder to maintain church membership to fulfill one of its requirements;
or may comnmmune bocause they hopo to “esl better” or meay benefit
in some indefinite way. 3% wow this zeason every faithful pastor will
warn ageiast an unworthy manner of receiving the Sacrament.

Guided by the principle of Christian and pastoral love, tho pastor
will do everything in his power to safeguaré an erring soul against an
nnworthy commmunion. 3?7 The paator will withhold ¢he Sacrament from
thoge who are unworthy and ';.!:ill talke steps to prevent the unwortay
from teling the Lord's body and blood to kis own havt. At the same
time and guided by the same principle of love, the pastor will want to
adminioter the Sacrament to everyone who iz “wozthy. "

iutherans geaerally agree that those ave "worthy" to receive the

Sacramment who are 1. Eaptised, 2. Able to examine themselves,

57axthur ©, Neitzel, "The Sacraments, * The Abiding Woxd,
edited by Theodore Laetach {St. Louis: Concordia Publishing House,

c. 1547}, 11, 383.

Bs!bid.

$5onn, op. clt:s e %

%
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3. Believers {in the Real Presence for the forgivencss of sins), and
4o Fwee from public offense, “0 Perhaps the bare mininuwn of “worthis
resst ip presonted in the regulations for chaplains adopted by the Army
and Navy Cexnmission of The Luatheran Churche=lilusouri Synod:
In excoptional cases syasdical followship ie not 2 ascessary pro-
condition for admission o t;m Lozrd's Suppers « « « The chaplaio
or pastor may communc such men in the armed forces as are
conscious of the need of repentance and hold the cssence of £aith,

incloding doctrines of the Real Presonce and of the usrd'a Supper
ac a means of grace, and profeas acceptance thoreof. ©

Gome Lutheran churches practice Close Commupion apd insist on ade

ng only these to Communion who have received suificient instruce

ticn and have given an account of their faith. Nevertholess this noed

not slways be formal inatruction nor a2 formal, public confession of

the f=2ith of the church body, for "while the Lord's Sapper is indecd a

meal of fellowehip, we have nover se strossed this fsature as to exclude
from its consolations anyone in every sease “"worthy" of the Sacrament. wl
The Latheran Churche=liigsouri Synod, which practices Close Cosuaune
ion, comumunes people in hoaspitals znd cther public institutions without
formael instyuction in the Catochism and without demanding a formal proe

foosion of Christian doctrine. ¥ INot only in emergencies, but also

40?10931'. ope gites P 383, _

Heonsodore Gracbaer, "Holy Gomunupion and Synodical Membere
ship, ' The Lutheran Witacss {June 22, 1943), p. 2.

42mid,
“3mid.
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at other times it may be permissible for the pastor to comumuae people
who are not membeze of his denomination., The pastor in many cases
should not refnze admission to ‘lother Lutherans' who are coldierc or
who become temporary residents a-z.d who can be considered “wozthy. ndd
‘The pastor will gladly administer the Sacrament to all those wha aualify
&8 being “worthy, " -

In love the pastor st deny the Szcrament ¢ him who comes un=
worthily. A peraon who comes in an vaworthy manner is a person who
will not examine himmself, This incindes the ungodly and impeniteat
because they zrefuse to examine themselves., The heterodox fail to
examine themselves as they chould becauece of their inadeguate doc-
trinal beliefs upon which an cxamination raust be based. Those who
vofuce ¢ amend thelr sinful life refuse to make a sincere exmaminge
tion. &lzo included are children, the uncomscicus, and all those others
who cannot examine themselves. 45 :

This imposes several obligatiorns upon the paator. The pasior
rauct be certain that 8 person is ungedly or impenitent beiore he can
deny him the Sacrament. For Fieper, guoting Walther, says,

To keep a pastor fvom unjustly refusing Communion, and at the
same time to save the pasier ucnecessary scruples of conscience,

“ma.

45:3. . Steffens, “Safegunardicg the Lowd's Table, " Broceed
of the E‘iftg-&e-cné Counvention of the Sastern District, June 24-30,
1925 {Che Lutheren Charch ——hiiggouri 5y vaod) |§t. Louis: Concordia
Publishing House, 193;5'] s o 49
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the reminder is in place "that a pastor need not be sure of 2

Living faith in those desiring Communion from hime--for who but

God could bo? «=; ho raust merely be certain that if they are not

Christians, thic is not manifest ow provable. né
While the pastor will avoid tyransizing consclences, ¥7 he will deay
the Sacrament to the manifest, open, impenitent sinner.

On the othey hand, when the pastor is dealing with the heterodox
oz the stranges, he mmust mmake certain that ke can examine himeself,
The pastor is aware of the posoibility that the stranger doeen't realize
that ke is acteally committing 2 sin by going to the Loxrd's Supper with-
cut repentance for his cine and without faith. "“The stranger may feel
that Holy Communion is just another custom of a Christian Church, like
singing hywons, kaeeling, or contzibuting to an offering."4® Thercioze,
in dealing with the stranger and the hetorodox the pastor will deny
themn the Sacrament, uvaless he is convinced of their ability to examine
themagaelves. This would reguire a statement of belief on their part.

The pastor must deny the Sacrament o thore who refuse to amead
their sinful life, because they refusc to make 2 sincers ecsaminaﬁon.

Heze the pastor treads on very dangsrous ground. He must distinguish

between those whe are combatting sin and those who have completely

%Pieper. op. cit., p. 338,
47Pieper. op. citys quoting Walther, p. 388.

“Don Definer, Why Glose Communion {2nd reviscd edition;
c.1955; obtainable from the author, 2718 Forest Avenue, Berkeley 5,
California)s pe <.

e -—-mnr-'m-_J‘
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giver up the fight. The pastor may deay the Sacramont only to those
who he is certain have given up the fight. aid

The pastor must also deny Comomunion to those who he is sure cane
not examine themselves. The pastor will, therefore, give the Sacrae-
mment to uo one who hes ast been provicusly instructed. Neither will
he gzive it to one who does not know what the Sacrament is aad fo» what
purpase it was instituted. 50 Meither will he give it to a2 person who
docs not have a basic understanding of the Christian £2ith, who doss
not understand law and gospsl, sin and grace. 51 ong pastor will, then,
deay communion to thogse wio are urinformed oz are otherwise incapae
ble of making the judgments required in a self-examiration.
3 The pastor io the loving leader of a flock of individuais. These indi-
viduals have their own peculiazr problems and their own peculiar atiie
tudes as they come for Communion. Czamanske classifics five goneral
types of comzmunicants:
Calendar communicaats
Conceited communicants
Caweless comxmunicants

Carcefull communicants e
Conscientious communicants e

ool L0 DN b
-

“Isteffens, ops cit., p. 50.

50p. muegele, Why Must Lutherong Practice Close Communion?
{Revised No. © in a series of Luthoran Witness Tracts; Pitsburg:
Lrnevicon Latheran Publicaticn Boazrd, n.d. ), p. 10.

"-’lThe Warﬂg Communicant, De 7.

52y, M., Guamanske, Communicants Glassified {Tract; Sheboygen,
Vigsconsing MeP., R.d. )
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The pastor in loving concern will treat each type differently. He will
use Faul’s warning that the Sacrament mnay be eaten and drunk to a pezr=
soa's judgment and to his guilt of the body and blood of the Lozd only

with people whoe arce cxceedingly careless with regard to spivituzl mate

In addition to the pastor's natural concern for individuals, new
problems have entered the picture which make it mnandatory that a per-
son's "worthiness"” be determained on an individual kesis, With the
prosent mass movements of population, new problemns confrent the
pastor. Gone are the days of tho hard and fast rule. As s result, the
pastor must determine individual "worthiness' in the case of each per=
gon coming to him for admission. 54

indeed, the pastor hao the responsibility to distinguish the peni-
tent from the heathen maa 2nd publican aad to safeguard against an
undizceraing or havd-hearted cating and drinking leading to judgment. 55
However, it should be recalled that the pastor has this responsibility
not solely or primasily, but 2s something shared with the commuai-
cant, Yet the pastor has the mpanﬁlbﬂity. Recoganizing this, the

zastor will do everything he can to insurc a cornmnunicant's worthy

5334ueller, op. g_i._i.:_ » Pp- 4L

54Graciner, op. cit., p. 210,
550efiner, op. cit., p. 1L
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participation in the Sacrament, to caicguard the communicant against
an unworthy participation, and to safeguazrd the Sacrament from profa-

nation. The pastor necde a method of carrying out this reeponsibility.

T y-—Y



CHAPTER I
THE FPRACTICE COMMENDED
Salutary Customn

Although the pastor has no Scripturally stated methed of practicing
ihis responoibility, pevrsonzl anuouncement has been commended 23 a°
fine method for aiding the commmunicants in their preparation and for
keeping the unprepared from an unworthy participation.

Seripture doeg not ewpressly commmand a pastor to foliow the prace
ticoe of communion announcemnont, Soras, however, claim that the prac-
tice is demanded of the pagior on good Scriptural bases. Since the
miniater is a shepherd, bBiszhom, watchmean, and steward, and because
of the confessional character of the Lord's Supper, it is the colemn duty
of the minister “to insist that those who would receive the Sacrament of
the Altar previcusly register their names with kim and give him an oppor-
tunity to speak to them. ul  In gddition to this Scriptural basis ‘Walther
said that, since the Latheran Confessions state that the Sacrament is

for those who have previously been examined and absolved, it would be

! Sohm B, C. Frits, Pastoral Theology (2ad edition, revised; St. Louis:
Concordia Publishing House, 1745), p. 109,
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against @ pastor's conscience to accept 2 call tu 2 congregation which
rvefused o agree to announce themselves pergonally for Communion. a
Frits save,
Cecasionally we find that some of our Christian people are not
convinced of the necessity of Communion registration and inaist
that the pastor has no »ight ¢ demand it. '« « « This; however,

dare not digoeade a &,rtsﬁal pastor from doing what the Lord and
the pastor's own conscience demand of him. 3

ivte that by registration Frito means personal announcement.

Although many do not claim that personal anncurcement is demandad
of the pastor, many do sanction it a5 an old church custom which should
Le retained., The evidence i the anthor's dicposal did not reveal the
exact timae when the custora was begun. It is generally felt that all the
Ghristions in good ztanding in the caxrly church were expected to and
did astend Holy Communion every worship service, at least every Lozd's
Day. £1 who were not members o good standing were asked o leave,
80 no personal announcemem: wae necegsary. Ik ic thovght that with the
rise of Christianity a5 a stote religion, with the resultzat rise of tho

umber of hypocrites and the decreage in pergonal Commmunion atton=
dapae, the custom was begun., Al any rate it was practiced ia the Roman

Chuzch at the time of the Reformation, and Luther maintaincd the

z.'ﬂ. H. Steffens, “'Safeguording the Lord's Table,” Procsedings of
the Fifty=-Socond Convention of the Eastern District, Junc 24-30, 1925
(‘I‘nc Lautheran Chuzche=hissouri Synads Et. Louls: Concordia Publishing

House, 1925] , p. 43.

peits, ope cite, p. 10,
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practice, especially to combat the ignorance of the people and the
errors of Rome. Thic customn was carried over into many Lutheran

Kirchonordnungen, as Herrmenn's Tonsultztions reveal:

We will that the pastors aedmit no man to the Lozrd's Supper which

hath zot at first offered himself to them; and after he hath first

made a confession of his sing, being catechised, he receive abso-

lution according to the Loxrd's word . . . 2nd for this purpose let

the people be called together at eventide the day before. 4
Personal anzouncement of intention ¢o commune iz 25 old as the Luth-
eran Church and has been practiced to the present day.

Personal announcement of the desire to coramune is still commended
&o o salutary custom. It is commended as an arzangement which en-
ables the pastor as ths steward of the mysterics of Cod to exercise the
necessazy supervision over thoce to whom he administers the Sacra-
meat.~ Anncuacement is glorified 2s a custom which through the ages
has broupht great blessings o countless soula. © Itis commendedasa
moethod which will aid the spiritual condition of the pastor’s flock, which
is o method the pastor can use ''to prevent the great harm that unwozthy

and unprepared communicants would bring upon themseives, and to

Y ucted in Steffens, Op. Cit.s Po 43.

STheodore Grachaer and Faul B, Kretsmann, Toward Lutheran
Union (St, Louim Concordia Publishing House, 1943). p. 187.

6:-331-:5. Bamls. “Registration for Holy Communion, '' The x.uth-
ezan Witnoss (January 14, 1957), p. 10.
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help all communicants to become worthy and welleprepared® to ree
ceive the blessings of Communion. | The main purpose of announces-
ment, then, is twoefold: to prevent the harm which the "unworthy" come
municant would bring upon himeaclf, and to help the comamunicant towazrd

& werthy maenner of reception.
Announcement Prevents Horoa

The pastor is strongly urped to practice the method of personal
announcement for Comumunion 26 a zood way of carrying out his cone
cern to safeguard the communicant against an unworthy roception and
by zo doing alse to cafeguard tho pastor and congregation as those who
maust administer the Secrament. © In addition to the common courtesy
of letting the pastor know who io going to attend as in Baptism, ? ana
thus permitting hin to prepare cnough materia, anncuncement enables
the postor to practice closc communion by limiting attendance at the
Lozd's Table to those eligible, Some writers give the imprsasion that

rsonal announcement is the only method the pastor can use, ""Chvi-

sualy only through’ persoral announcemeat ''can the pastor limit

®. R. Zucker, "The Lord's Supper, " The Abiding Wozrd, edited
by Theocdore Laetsch (8t. L.ouis: Concordia Publishing House, c.1947),
I, 243.

5p, B, Kretemann, "Admission to a.ndRegis't_rattan for, the Lozd's
Supper, ' Cuartalschrift (april, 1352), pp. SaL

? Zucker, ;:_s_uotes Luther, ops cite, pe 243,
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GCommunion attendance to those eligible. v10  n addition to personal
announcemment Deffner would add the public announcement of the prace-
tice of close coxamunion, 11 needed to keep out the “'strangezr. "

Decause the ''stranger’ for obvious reasons will not present hime
self for personal announcement, the practice secems to be geared for
church members. Since the pastor knows that there will be hypocrites
in his flock, he uses the practice of personal announcement for Come
munion to weed out the imapenitont and those who malicicusly cling to
false doctrine; by this practice the pastor catches the open sinner who
is a church member.® The practice of personal announcement thus
becomes a ‘'check’” on ths flock's penitencs, 1 helping the pastor safee
guard against an unworthy reception cn the part o{ oue of his flock. I,
a5 ioc gencrally agrecd, the frequency of a person's attendaace at the
Laord's Table is an adequate barometer of the vitality of his spiritual
life, psrsonal anncuncement, as well as simple registration, could also

serve the pastor as a means for keeping tab on this concorn.

W05 rancis Picper, Christian Dogmatics (St. Louis: Concordia Pub-
liching House, c.1953), III, 386.

B-¢, Don Definer, Why Close Communion (20d revised edition;
c.1955; obtainable from the author, 2918 Forest Ave., Berksley 5, Calie
fornial.

‘lzIbid- s D 154.
LBmid., p. 15.
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Personal announcement gives the pastor a chance to explozre a
pevoon's faith and life. The pastor czplores not by divine command,
but on the basie of the scul's aced. The pastor is to explore only those
peroons with whose f2ith and Hic he is unfamiliar. To explore in caces
where the paster is dealing with Christians well known to hiza would be
2 needless burdening both of the pastor and of the registrant. 14 Pieper
axpiaing the pastor's rels during exploration

The person rogistering should not be subjected to a2 “rigorous

cxazpination, ' but be induced by way of a friendly intorview to

reveal the state of his Christianity and to tell what the Lord's

Supper is and why he desires to partake.
flzus the axploration which the pastor comploys during porsonal announces
ment io not an inguisition; it is not o timne to scarch ocut seczet sins or
Lamily offoirs; but it is 2 friendly convercation by which the pastor can
sikillfully find out all he neodo to kmow without letiing the person kuow
ho is bolng cwarnined. 10 The euplosation, then, would seem o be
maialy for peonle whom the pastor does not know. Since the pastor
should lmow the members of kis fiock, it would seem that this part of
pezsonal anmouncerent is for the stranger who is approsching the Lozd's
Table for the {irst ime in that particular place. Iowever, it is not

mentioned how many times & person is to announce himself personally

ldpiepel'. _o_Ec 2‘-&. B 386.

‘3mig. .. se7.

mFr!tu; op. cit., p. 2.
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for Comyaunion; lwhether: he must announce sach tizae he plans to attend,
or just the first time. This might woll be a process which the pastor
is wrged to use on each perzon who aznnounces. At any zate, the explora~
tion of the announcemant sossion ig said to help the pestor safeguard a
person against an unworthy veception by discovering the spiritual state,
as far as iz hamanly possible, of the persca who anacunces, giviag the
pastor 2 chance to warn againct sin when necessary, according to

Ezeldel 3,
Aunnouncement Helps the Comzauaicant

Pevsonal announcement is commended as a practice which helps the
comznunicant become preparod {o participate in the Lord!s Suppezr ina
worihy manner. It may offor the chance for Private Confession and
A boolution, which is always spiritually beneficial, Although Private Con-
fepsion and Absolution io not mandatory, it should bo offered for the sake
of those who feel the need for it. Private confesscion should be retained,
because

i, It may serve as an outlet for pent-up emotional forces;
2. I givea the pastor an opportunity to give reassurance of Chriat's

forgivences; 3. It gives the pastor an opportunity {or counsel; 4. The
confessee can be sure that his ains are forgiven as certainly as if God
Fizaself had spoken it. 17

"Since private confegsion is no longer a commwon practice in our Chuwch,

it iz nocessary that the pastor take occasion &0 speal: to his parishioners

73, 6. C Einer , cditor, "Class Comunents on Holy Commmunion

Thesis" {(Mimeographed conumnenis on the fourth year Fastoral Theology Class
of Goncordia Seminary, St. Louls, dated November 12, 1956), ». 3.



31
when they registor for Communion, ntd Personal announcement is thus
commacnded as a practice which affords the pastor an opportunity for

counscl, In the Catechism in common use in The Lutheran Church--

Missouri Synod for the last {ifteen years that Church asks that all those
who wish to conmunune make their intention known to the pastor "so that

he may hove an opportuaity to speak to them in the interest of their

spivitual welfare, nl? Since the pastor is, however, not to pry into
secret sins or coax 2 private confession out of a2 persgon, from the view-
point of the pastor taking the initiative in speaking, the pastor has very
Lttle room o operate. The communicant is given an opportunity by
announcement to speak to his pastor about anythiag that is burdening his
heart. In thiz scnse, then, that the pastor is able to speak directly to
a person's problem in a counseling situation, personal announcement
providee the pastor with a blessed opportunity for the cure of soula"
and "an unparalleled opportunity to . . . solve the problems of the
troubled soul, "%

Personal annosuncement is recommended as a practice because it

serves at a help to 2 pereon's own seli-examinstion. It is the pastor's

Breits, op. cit., p. 11,

195 Short Explanation of Dz, Martin Luthor's Small Catachism: A
Handboolk of ik of Christian Docizine (St. Louis: Goncordia Publishing House,
¢.1943), . 205. ;

2°A. H. CGrumm, "Making the Liost of the Gommnnion Announcemeat,

American Luthoran (June, 1940), p. 12.
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aim during the announcement session to "help the cormmunicant zre=
ceive the maxzimum of divine blessings attainable, "2l Therefore, the
pastor will help a person examine himself by asking leading questions
which will open up opportunitiss for counseling. 22 Many suggest using
the Christian Cuestions and Answers. Some suggest questions on the
oxder oft What progress are you making in your spiritual life? What
rule do you follow with regard to how often and whea you attead the
Sacrament?%® Others suggest a chort meditation based on a text irom
Scripture determined accordiag to the person's nased as the pastor seecs
it, 24

iven if the above process does not occur, perscaal announcement
is still considcred a2 good practice in that it is "the first step toward
a worthy recepiion25 by serving as a reminder to the communicant

to prepare himsell to commune worthily.

2ig,

321’9&‘3.. pp. l2i.

&3mia.

2%c¢, Albert Brauer, "Materials for Communion Counsel, ' trans-
lated by ¥. E. Schumanu (Mimeographed by authorization of the Central
Circuit of the Colorado District, The Lutheran Church - MMissouri Synod).

25 3ohannes Becker, Holy Communion: A Handbook for Lutheran Com-
municants (2ad edition reviced by John F. Becher; Columbus, Dhio: The
Wartburg Froses, c.1949), p. 6l
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It iz also commended as 2 salve to the pastor's conscieace insofar
28 he may aszume that those who have registered in advance are worthy
communicants. 2® This could be true of simple registration as well as
personzl announcement. Announcement would thus serve as a pledge to
the pastor on the part of the communicant that he will examine himsclf
and will be prepared to comrnune in a2 worthy manaer,

Notice, in summary, that anncuancernent ic genezrally thought of as
occcurring prior to the date of celebratioa of the Sacrament, it ie perso-
nal, and can truly be said ¢o be 2 fine method for preventing the harm
which would core fromn an vaweorthy participation and for aiding the come
municants in theix preparation. VYet, since it is not a Scripturally com-
manded method, but ig merely a church custom, it is subjcct to scrutiny

ae to whether it is the best msthod available to the pastor.

260 Ettél ., 8 [olug » "What's the Answer, "' The Luthoran Witness
E‘.:.'.':"a';f l'lg 1’}55,' Pl 9-




CHAPTER IV

VALIDITY AND PRACTICALITY OF
ANNOUNGEMENT PRACTICE DOUBTED

Stemns from Background of FPoor Theory

Some authorities have doubted the validity of the practice of per-
sonal anncuncement for communion with zegard to its theoretic basia.
Some writers have attempted to link the origin of the practice of anacunce=
ment with the period of Pietism, L aithough .the valldity of this may be
questioned. Others doubt the validity of the praciice on ths grounds
that it tends @0 give rice to legalistic attitudes and practices. Fox iz
thoze io 2 dangor of an inherent opinio legis asserting itsell in the com-
municants, this dangefr exists for the pastor also. Becauss of his own
personality inadeguacios the paster may fecel the need of and look for a
special degree of sanctity and strong faith in ths comemunicant.2 All
pastors like to see their work bring results. While therc iz no way to
measure in how many pastors thic has hecome an inordinate dzive, aor

during which pazticular period of 2 pastor's minietry this may happen,

1 9.. Wendland, ""Fresent Day Pietiem, " Quartalschzift, XLI%
{January, 19532), 34fL.

Zrrancis Pjeper, Chrictian Dogunatics (St. Louis: Concordia Pub-
liching House, c.1953), II, 337.
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and while the abuse of a practice does not condemn the practice, lega-
Bem io still a danger which must be taken into consideration.

Bince the practice of announceraent is uced to guard against an
unworthy manner of reception, the guestion must be raised as to whe-
ther or not "uaworthily'” has been oz can be over-emphasised. This
has especially been guastioned since the majority of writers use the
adverb of Ccripture as an adjective and apply it to the communicant?
rather than to his manner of eating and drinking, Thus many writers
do not distinguish between "'an uaworthy manner’ of eating and drink-
ing and the "anworthy" persoa, Using "unwozrthy' in this way cer-
tainly adds to pietistic and legalistic thinking, especially since the
feeling of unworthiness is sometimes given as an excuse for not come
ing to Corumunion. 4 Furthermere, when a writer gives the impres~
sion that 2 men must have reached a certain level of ;uety beiore he

can hope to be 2 worthy guest, as Lankenau does,

Surely we must have faith in the lLozrd for the little things boiore
we shall be able to rely upon Him for heavenly and eternal

3G£' The Worthy Communicant or Who Receives the Sacrament

Worthily? (Published by the Zvangelical Lutheran Augustana Confe-

rence of Stark and other courties of Ohic. Tract No. 2, Second edi-
tion; Columbus, Ohio: Ohio Synodical Printing House, 1830}.

4)1ex J. D. Heupt, The Golden Ladder (Burlington, Iowa: The
Lutheran Literary Board, ¢.1932), p. 15L.
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blessings. . « « Fears . « . deprive us of the sweet blessings in-
tended for us in Holy Communion. 5

The dangor of legalistic thinking influencing the term "worthily" becomes
appazrent.
By the same tolken there is also the danger that legalicm will influe
ence an approach to the means of grace. Wendlaad asks,
Is ovr approach to the means of grace soundly objective, or overs
emotionalized to such an extent that the power of Cod is secondary
in importance to the religious cuperience of the individual 76
I the pastor by practicing persocnral announcement £or communion gives
the impression that 2 state of grace is something to be achisved by constant
prayer and inward struggle, then he has lost 2 sound objective approach to
the mcans of grace. Picper says that if 2 pastor emphasizes a reliance on
faith 2s a good quality dwelling ia psople, then,
in spite of our theoretical orthodoxy we . « . do not conceive of the Goss
pel as an absolution that is pronounced upon 2ll sinful mankind and that
presents itsclf to our faith as its proper correlative, but we imagine it
to be a proclarmation of conditions, “A general amnesty on certain terms, "
which we must first fulfill if Cod is to be fully gracious toward us.
If by over=emphasizing and wrongly emphasizing fz2ith the pastor can change

the Cospel into the Law, he must be careful that in nothing that he says or

5p, J. Lankenau, Communion Counsel and Prayers (St. Louis: Concore-
dia Publishing House, ¢.1935), p. 30.

év;@nﬂlandp 22: E_i!- s Po 34,

71?1@93:, ops cit. , p. 206.
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does he gives the impression that a man's faith, piety, works, or words

of themselves can maake the Lozd's Smppez-a

or him a ""worthy' guest.
Moreover, the method the pastor employs in carrying ous his con=-
cerns must not obscure the Sacrament as a means of grace in which
Christ is offering forgivencss of sins, life, and salvation to the believer.
The purpose of the Sacrament is not ¢0 increase 2 person's devotion and
piety, but to meat God at work in Christ, who does somethiag a person
cannst do for himself.? Whereas the preparation inherent in announcee
ment may give a person the impression that the Sacrament is intended
primavily to increase his devotion and piety, the practice itself may give
a person the impression that the Sacrament is merely “an insignificant
appendage to the preaching of the Gon;.pel“w which can safsaly be despisaed
or neglected. 11 1f these impressions result from the practice of perso=-

nal annosuncement, there is a danger that announcement may obscure the

Sacrament 28 a means of grace.

8. R. Zucker, “The Lord's Supper, ' The Abiding Word, edited by
Theodore Laectasch {5t. Louis: Concordia Fublishing House, c.1947), II,
£35,

9¢cs. Ragnar Bring, "The Lord's Supper: Its Origin and Significance,
Augustana Cuarterly, HIX (October, 1940j.

mA. Wismar, "The Importance of the Sacraments, * Pro Ecclesia
Luthexana, VI (April, 1238) 4.
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Combining private confession and abgolution with personal announca-
ment for Communion is a laudable chuzrch custorn, but it is not & divine
ovdinance., Private Gonfession before Communion dare not become mane
datory, thereofore, but '"should and must remain a free act. iz Although
private confession and absolution is desirable on many other grounds, it
ig not neceasary hefore Commmunion, since all that iz reguired is confes~
sion befoze God. Thus, private confession cannct cubstiantiate the prace
tice of personal snnouncemment.

The pastor is puilty of inconsistency as well as neglect of duty if he
waits until Commnuaion annouwncement to wara a person of sin. The pas-~
tor will not wailt until the time of Communion annocuncement o weed out
the unbelieving and impenitent. The pastoz should be concerned about
theoe personc as coon as he known about their condition. Furthermore,
the pastor should realize that the persoa who would partake of the Sac-
vament unworthily is also oot able to receive the aboolution at the be-
ginaing of the service and in the sermon and that hio situation is seri-
ous while he is in the pew in unbelief and imapenitence. 13 7he pastor
presupposes the Christianity of the people who confens their sins in

the Ceneral Confession during the Communion service, He anncunces

Izﬂaper. op. cit., pp. 390L,

135‘:.'3:! H. Lindemann, "Infregueant Communion and its Causes, ™
American Lutheran, XXVII (June, 1544) 9%
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the Absclution to all of the people who have confessed thelr sins. 14 pe.
stricting the discussion now to his own church members, who have con-
fessed their sins without a previous process of oxamination, why can he
not adminieter the Sacrament to them? As people who have just received
God's forgiveness, aren’t they prepared to participate in 2 worthy manner ?
if The Luthoran Churche- Iiissouri Synod is right when it says that gene-
ral confeosion iavolves a perconal confession and a personal appropriation
and that to speak slightingly of general confession is dangerous, 15 the
practice of Communion announcement dare not give the impression that
something else is needed for a worthy mauner of reception besides con=
izssion of sin before God, as many feel it doues tend to do.

The pastor must bowaze that what he practices does not enhance the
danger of a communicant’s 'overdiscerning' one aspect of the body or
anuther. DBy cveremphasizing the Real Presence the pastor may con-
demn lack of faith and frighten 8 persen away irom what sirengthens
fnith, thus promoting solfishuess and lovelessness toward the body of
the charch. By overemphasising the fellowship the pasior may give the
impression that the Sacrament ic merely a memorial without the Founda=-

tiom, thus promotiug participation in unbelief. 16 o enis basis, “Miust

18phe Lutheran Hymnal (St. louis: Goncordia Fublishing House,
c..l?&l). =1} 160

lsf’ir.-per. op. cites p. 2l

163alph C. Kruger, Discerning the Body, unpublished Bachelor's
Thesis (St. Louig uoncardia Seminary. 1957), ». 33.
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one consider those members who attend a service bat who do not par=-
ticipate in FHoly Communuion as guilty of not discerning the body? wl?
Since our Lozd said, "Drink of it, all of you, wld every person should
attend, just as all the Israclites were commanded to participate in the
Passover. . Anncuncernent, therefozre, must stand the test as to whether
it io taking this Scriptural basie seriousaly, or whether it does nor rather
intiznate that it is not necessary for all to attend. If all are oxpected to
attend, why should all have to announce every time Holy Communion is p
calebrated? Why should not those have to anncunce who, as the excep-
tions to the rule, do not plan to attend? If "receiving the Sacrament is
the very highest privilege that the church member enjoys, 19 then can
it be concluded that the person who does not receive the Sacrament is
not taking his church membership sericusly?

fannouncement tends to shift the main responaibility for a worthy
" manner of participation from the cornmunicant to the pastor. No man,
miniater or layman, can determine who is "worthy'' and who is not, siace
only Christ can search a man’s heart. Neither is the pastor in office to

fexzet out secret sins, The pastor should not wait until annouacement to

17fpid. p. 34.
183 cate. 26:27.

L Cooperrider, Close Communion: A Tract for the Times
{Columbus, Ohio: Lutheran Book Concera, 1887), p. 14.
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warn the open sinner. Moreover, the pastor who is faithiul to his office
is going to be warning against sin constantly and building his pecple up to
the point where they are in continual "oreparedness' to receive the Sacra-
ment worthily.,  The pastor does not need the aztificial framewori of Come
zumion announcement to do his tasks, neither does the cornmunicant “need"

fanouncement {0 carry out hie responsibility to examine himself,
Thwaris Freguent Conmununion Attendance

The practice of personal announcement tends to discourage, rather than
ceacovrage frequent communion attendance. 20 Thisis especially trus where
ithe practice has come to rule the pastor and congregation, rather than aid
them in carrying out their concezns. A cage in pointis 2 series of ques-

tions asked in the "What's the Answer! colunin of The Lutheran Witaeas,

Must one have & written statoment from one's home pastor in order to
parizke of the Lord's Supper in a sister church? Will not a minister
who refuses to accept a porson without such a statement be accounta-
ble to God for his refusal, since our Lord tells us to comiune often?
it is no wonder that our people gg to other churches when they are in-
sulted and treated indifferently.*!

Discouanting the “sour grapes” which meaey be involved in these questions,

one may assume thai they reveal three possibilities: 1. The pastor per-

haps kad rigidly tied himself to a practice which permitied no deviation;

2. The pastor may not have known how to "explore” or may have been un-

concerned and could not be hothered; and 3, Tha person felt the practice '

201 endland, op. cit., pp. 34f

g E. 8 fona), "What's the Answez, "' The Lutheran Witness {Auge
ust 16, 1935), ». 7.

I
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of personel announcement had become “a barricade that denies worthy
commmunicanis access to the blesaings our Savior wiches to bestow at
His Table, &&

The present practice of personal anncuncement in certain cases- re-
otricto or Mmits a Christian's privilege of attending Communion., It may
place the minister between the individual believer and his Lord really
presezt in the Sacrament. 25 7The custom disregards the "worthy" visi-
tor and the member who gets the desire to participate in lHoly Communs
ion during the service itseli, Anderson says,

How many, during the four and a half centuries that the Lutharan

Chaveh has existed have not, during the service itself suddenly felt

the desire to partake of the Lord's Supper but could not because they

bhad no iz;tmztiou of going to Gommunicn this time before they came to
charch. &< :

In this connoction of Hmiting Christian privileges, Crachner and Krets-
mann 8ay,

The burden of proof rests upon him who wishes in any way to re-
etrict or limit my exercice of those priviieges which I have as a
child of God. Thie prcipaaition is valid in every coaceivable rela=-
tion of the Christian, 2%

azz—lerman Bartels, "Registration for Holy Communion, " The Luth-
eran Witagss (January 14, 1957), p. 10.

23pinaw Anderson, ''Hag Grundtvig's View on the Church and the Sac-
raments Anythiag to Teach us Today?" (Unpublished manuscript in the
Hiptorical Institute, Concordia Seminary, St. Louis), p. 8.

245pid.

a5‘1‘heodore Graebnor and Paul B, Xretzmann, Toward lLutheran
Union {St. Louis: Concordia Publiching House, 1943), p. 173.
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Since, therefore, Holy Communion is one of those privileges, the bure
den of proof that they have inconiestable reasons for. practicing perso-
nal announcement rests upoa those who would restrict the Christian's
privilege,
Announcement is intended o prevent the harm which would come
from an unworthy mauner of reception and to help the communicant to-
ward a worthy manner of reception. However, it would secem that
announcement is set up to help those who do not need help. According
to Sturmp,
“Where the spiritual state of the Christiar is what it cught to be, the
Ghristian will be glad to come to the Lord's Supper whenever it is
administered, in order that he may have the comiort which it brings
with its individual promise of grace and forgiveness to him, 26
if it le true that the people who come to Communion have 2 satisiactory
spivitual sinte, they do not need the help or protection of annauncement.
iz addition, the pastor usually is well encugh acguainted with the spiritzal
life of his members from daily pastoral contacts that he does not aeed this
mecthod for an "exploration” to guard ageinst an unworthy reception. Fur=-
thermors, the very reasons which are given in favor of the practice of

ananovncement are given as reacons why people do not atiend communioa,

Theoe ave: worldly-mindedness, lack of a live knowledge of sin, lack of

26uoted by J. T. Muecller, "The Means of Grace, ' What Lutherans
Arg Thinking: A A Symposium on Latheran Faith and Life, edited by E. C.
Fendt (Columbus, (Ho: Wartburg Press, c. “c.1947), Pe 2. 286,

. 4
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understanding of the true purposs of the Sacrament, and fear of receiv-
ing the Sacrament unworthily. 27 7The peopls whom the practice of announce=-
ment intends to safeguard will not be coming to announcement, because they
will not be coming to Communion. If the pastor uses annocuncement tal > 2
plore’ and examine every time he may increase a person's fear of raceiv-
ing the Sacrament unworthily. Thus he may run the rick of robbing anzicusg,
aensgitive souls of the joy in the Sacrament and perhaps do more harm than
good,

If the pastor makes the time of announcement a day of inguisition, the
pozson who nesds admonition will either stay away or have someone cloe
announce for him where this is permitted. 28 Therefore, anncuncement’
would seem ¢o inil with regaré to the concera of the pastor for zsfsguarde
ing ageinst an unworthy reception while at the same time desiring ire-
quent participation. X a mernbor needs reproof, the pastor is obligated
to warn him; but he should not wait until the next day of announcement for
Commmunion. He should attend to this matter before annsuncement, 27 as
prompily as ke can.

Since announcement fox Communion places an obstacle in the way of

the commmnicant who desires the Sacrament, and since a person is coming

ZE W. A, Eoehler, What Should Admonish and Incite a Christian o Re-
ceive the Sacrament Freg tlz? {St. Louis: Concordia Publishing House,
1933,] PP. .nn

28pped H, lindemann, “About Personal Annmmcement. " American Luth-
eran, XXVII (February, 1945), 10. aoh

ngiape!. g- _cit:. pl 386.
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worthily in faith, who earnestly desires to receive the benefits of the
Sacrament, 79 the practice of announcement is an unneceasary incon-
venience imposed upon the communicant who is disposed to receive the
Sacrament in 2 worthy manner. It serves to discourage fregquent Come

raunion attendance.
Is Impractical

Announcement has heen commended on the basis of the opportunity
for FPrivate Confession connrected with it. It is conceivable that the pas-
tor could handle perscnal announcement in such a way that it could bee
comme an cpporfunity for private confession and absolution, if the indi-
vidual so desired. It could be used as a time for very effective personsl
counseling, It could be used aa a time for the pasior io have 2 heart-to-
heart tallk with the communicant regarding the state of his gsoul., "But
uo abeolution is proncunced in the hurried meoting with the pastor, n31
If the practice of perscnal announcement is to be followed strictly, there
can be very little opportunity for real counseling, becausse there just
would not be enough time, not to mention the possibility of interruptions.
Even if the aystem could be set up to run smoothly, since neither coun-

geling nox private confession is necessary hefore receiving the Sacrament,

3'3.?aseph Sturap, £n Explanation of Luthser's Small Gatechism (Re-
visaed cdition: Phihdelpbia. The United Lutheran Publication House,

Ce 1935). De 161.
31; sndemann, "About Personal Anncuncement, " p. 9.
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it has been suggested that a better time and a better way can be found
to £ill the need for counseling by setiing up counceling hours. 32 This
would answer the need for ''the kiud of time* modern methods of nondi=
reciive counseling require, and which the practice of personal announces
ment doss not provide,

Miany pastors have felt this press of time and have for this reason
let the practice of personal announcement become a time of recording
the name, giving & handshake, and expressing the plous wish that the
Lord would bless the registraat's coramunion. This type of practice
has to answer to the consideration of good stewardship of time both on
the part of the pastor and on the part of the communicants, some of whom
may have to travel long distances. 33

Llthough one of the aimes of the practice of perscnal annocuncement
is ¢o prevent an unworthy reception of the Lord's Supper, announcement
caanot guarantee 2 worthy reception. .A pastor cannot scarch a mean's
heart. In addition Spitz says,

In gpite of anything end everything a2 faithful and able pastor may do

at the time when Commuaion announcernents are being received, to

prevent a person from approaching the Lord's Table as 2n uaworthy
conmumunicaate~this person may do just that.

321pid. , pp. 9%
331bid.

345, Thomas Spits, "Thoughts on Close Communion, " The Lutheran
Witncas ‘Ausust 4. 1953’. P 4,
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In order to prevent the 'stranger” of another denomination or the casual
visitor from cormmuning unworthily, the pastor in addition to announce=
ment must make au announcement of the practice of Close Communion
during the service3® or have ane of the members serve as an usher who
will be akle to prevent these people from communing., In areas where
there is a constant mnoveraent of population, the latter practice is almost
impossible,

JAmnouncement as it is generally practiced at the preasent time leaves

much to be desired. Lindemann says,

4=

[ no conference between the pastor and the individual is to take place,
[ confession and absolution are transierred {0 a semi-public ssrvice,
‘.' the preparation io to take place at some other time and postponed to
he Iast moment, why inconveonience 50 many, theorctically all, by
nsisting on personal annouancement? 36

Pde {nll

sl-

With the way personal anncuncement is preseatly practiced, "At best litile
rnore in gained than that the pastor is informed as tc who intends to partici-
pate, 137 Simple registration would accomplish this, Insisting on personal
announcement is clinging to an old custom which is impractical aad has be-
come & miisance. S0

Since the practice of anuouncement is izmpractical with respect to the

¢imne involved and the fact that it does not lead itself well to modern counseling

35000 Deffner, Why Glose Communion? (2nd revised edition; c.1955;
obtainable from the author, 2918 Forest Ave., Berkeley 5, California), p. 16.

30; tndemann, "About Personal Announcement, ” p. 9.

S?M- ] P-, 16'
381Bid,
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tochnigues, since it does not guarantee a worthy reception, since it
thwarts frequent Communion attendance, and since it does tend to give
wrong impreassione as to the nature of the Sacrament along with legalis-
tic attitudes, the value of the practice of personal anncuncement has

bezen gquestioned.



CHAPTER V
CONCLUSION

Among Lathezans the practice of perconal announcement for -é:nmmnm-
ion iz duestioned not bocause of past disagreement with zegard o the pas-
toral concerns which form the baesco for the practice, but hocsuse of disz-
greemasent as to wh;-;.t constitutes the bost method o pastor can usse to carry
ouf his corcerns. latherans do agree that the pastor ie concerued for his
membex?s .;inziﬁ-sa!. life. They agree that t’;:e pastor is concerned that each
communicant commune worthily, that he exavaine himseoli, and that he dig-
corn the Loxd's body in the Sacrament. Thav. agree that the pastor should,
thercfore, take maacsm.rcss which help is ]._36-5‘91@ commune worthily and which
will s*frﬁguri against an unworthy reception. - They agree that the pastér is
soncerned that hie people comzhnne ofton. '

Disagreeront caters the picﬁxre with regard fo the method ths pastor
employs o carsy out hie conceins. Some coacider announcement, if aot
actually demanded on the basis of Scripture and the pastor®s conscieace, the
beot method the pustor‘can employ to fulfill hia zosponeibility toward h.is cone
cerna., Others consider personal announcement an impr#ctlcal auisance
which is perpetuated merely for the sake of clinging to & custom.

Ifany Lutheran churches have gone on record in their official declara=

ticus as being in favor of personal anacuncement. Tet even ammoag the
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_proponents of perconsl announcoment the actual practice is admittedly
uite different from the ideal, whon personal anncuncement has hecome
merely a registering of names and perfunctory wellewishing and which
often serves no better purpose than simple registration. Xow can the
fzank acknowledgement of the variation between official declarationa and
the practices allowed to the local minister or congregation be explained?
Zoes this mean that thoxre io considerable feeling that the sfficial declara-
tion needs modification? Are new attitudes and practices growiag up in
the local chuvches which may in time cause redefinition by the official
church body? In this connection it would be interestiag ¢o note the re-
eults of 2 survey which could be made as to announcement practices in
the various Lutheran Churchen which use the custom.

Ia the past many pastors have used personal announcement to good
advantage. They have used it 2s 2 means for building up the communi-
cant's spiritual life by offering meditations, counsels, or discussions on
the Sacramont. They have used it as an opportunity to wara the psrsons
who will not examine themsolves (away from an uaworthy Communion),
They have used it as a remindex to the communicant that he is to prﬁ-
parc hiragelf for a worthy reception by proper self-examination, They
have used it a8 a method of keoping records as o who attends the Sacra=-
ment, (The latter two can also be accomplished by simple registration.)

Yet some claim that perscnal announcement is aot the best method

the pastor can use. Thoy fecl that the insistence oz observing a practice
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which iz in no sense cbligatory tends toward an unhealthy legalism.
They fecl that eancuncement is an unnecessaxy obstacle placed in the
way of the communicant who would comaroune worthily anyway, and that
thus personal announcement discourages frequent Coramunion attendaance.
They fecl that announcement does not necessarily prevent or safeguard
against an unworthy reception, because those who are "uaworthy" would
not be aamouncing. They fecl that opportunity for counseling during the
personal anncuncement session is almost nil and is not based on medern
conceptions of the counaeling procedure. Hence, they focl personzl announcee
ment is an impractical method of doubiful value, which is not needed.

The pastor is interested in improviang the spiritual state of his rneme
bers, IHe is intercsted in having cach member commune often and worthily.
If, after analysming the epiritual state of the congregation, personzl announce=
ment seems ¢o him the best possible method of carrying out his concerns,
ke will certainly use it, especially where it is in usc and has been used to
advantage in the past. On the other hand, he will not fecl conscience=bound
to initiate the practice or to replace simple registration with personal
announcement if he feels he can carry out his concerns more effectively
in some other way. He moay feel that he can do a better job of strengthen
ing people and helping them examine themselves through a program of in=-
struction and Commmunion service sermons. He may fcel that he can accome
plich more effective counseling and give opportunity for private counfese

sica and absolution by establishing counseling hours. Iie may feel that
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he does not neasd the artificial framework of personal announcement bee
fore he can warn a person of his sin, He may feel that he can guard
agoinst an waworthy reception on the part of an "outsidex' better by an
announcement of the Close Commaunion practice rather than by the prace
tice of peraonal anncuncement. ke may choose any method or combination
of methods which seeme best to him and which will help his people the most.
He may decide that the only time he need talk to the person before Come=
municn is before the first time the individual commaunes in his church.
He may decide that a system of simple registration suits his purposes,
if it is uwoed with the understanding that by registering the communicant
asgures the pastor that he will cxamine himsclf and will be prepared to
commune worthily. Ia short, the pastor is not bound to aay one way of -
carryiug out his concerns except to the ministry of the Word,

This writer is of the opinion that 2 plan with registration serving
as the communicant's pledge to the pastor that e will examine himself
and will comunune worthily; with the rautual understandiag on the part of
the pastor and the communicant member that if at any time the pastor
notices aaything amiss in the life of the maember, he will speak to him
about it; with the pastor conducting 2 program of education touching his
concerns with regerd to the Sacrament in teaching situations and sermons;
with counseling hours established; and with a communicant talking with
the pastor before his first communion in that church==a plan of this soxt

sceme to be the most coavenient, effective, and practical for all concéerncd.




BIBLIOGRAPHY

Anderson, Eirar. "“Has Grundvig's View on the Church and the Sacrae=
mnents Anything to Teach us Today?" Unpublished manuscript. Hise
torical Institute, Concordia Seminary, St. Louis, Missouri.

Arndg, William F., aod F. Wilbur Gingrich. A CreckeEnglish Lexicon
of the New Testament and Other Early Christian Literature. Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, c.1957.

Bartels, Herman. "Registration for Holy Communion, !' The Lutheran
Witness, Jaauary 14, 1957, p. 10.

Becker, Johannes. Holy Communion: A Handbook for Lutheran Communi=-
cants. 2nd revised edition by John H. Becker. Columbus: Wartburg
Pross, c.1949.

Bergendorff, Conrad, and Others. '"Intercommunion: A Symposium, "
GChrictendom, Autumn, 1942, pp. 535=7.

Bible, Holy. Revised Standaxd Version.

Brauer, Albert. Material for Communion Counsel. Translation by F. E.
Schumann authorized by the Central Circuit of Colorado District, The
Lutheran Churche==Missouri Synod. Unpublished manuscript in posses=
sion of Herbert E. Borchelt. d

Bring, Ragnar. "The Lord's Supper: Its Origin and Significance, ' Augu=
stana (marterly, XIX {October, 1940).

C Eineﬂ , H. G., Editor. "Clase Comments on Holy Communion Thesis. *
Mimeographed comments of the fourth year Pastoral Theology Class
of Concordia Seminary, St. Louis, dated November 12, 1956. S5t. Louis,
Concordia Seminary.

Cooperrider, G. T. Close Communion: A Tract for the Times. Columbus:
Lutheran Book Concern, 1887.

Czamanske, W. M. Communicants Classified. Sheboygan, Wisconsin
(tract)j n. pl 2 n. d- =

Dallmznn, William. The Real Presence or Why Do I Believe the Lutheran
Doctrine of the Lord's Supper? Pittsburg: American Lutheran Publica=
tion Board, 1900.




54

Deffnow, Don., Why Cloge Gomamunion? 2ad revised edition, c.1955,
Obtainable from the author, 2918 Forest Ave., Berkeley 5, Cali-
fornia.

Dell, J. A, Genior Gatechism. Columbus: The Lutheran Book Concera,
[ 1 1939- PP- 203“'6-

Fritz, John H. C. Pastoral Theclogy. Zund edition, revised. 3St. Louia:
Concowdia Fublishing fiouse, 1945. Pp. 109-36.

Gohdes, C. B, "A Review of the Traditional Lutheran Position of the
Lozd’s Supper, " The Lutheran Church Cuarterly, AVII (October,
1944), 340-60,

i

Gracbner, Theodore. '"Holy Communioa and Synodical Membsrship, *
The Latheran Witncss, LI (June 22, 1943), 219.

Grumm, A. IH. “"Making the Most of the Communion Annouacement, ™
fHmmexican Latheran, AHIET (June, 1940), 12i.

Haupt, Alex J. D. The Goldon jadder. Durlingion, Ia,: The Lutheran
Literary Moard, c.1932. FPp. 145=57,

Hymnal, The Lutheran. St. Louis: Concordia Fublishing Houss, c.1941.

Jaccebs, Henry Eyster. 4 Suramsry of the Christian Faith. FPhiladelphia:
United Lutheran Press, c.1905, Pp. 342-69.

Hoechler, ., W. &, What Should Admonish and Incite a Christian to Re=~
ceive the Sacrament Frequently? OSt. Louils: Concordia Publishing
House, 19338.

Krauth, Charles Porterfield. The Conservative Reformation and Its
Theology. Fhiladelphia: Ceneral Council Publication Board, c. 1859.
:‘?p. 585‘339.

HKretzmann, P. BE. "Admission to, and Registration for, the Lord's
Supper, ' Quartalschrilt {Apwil, 1952), pp. 81-91.

eewm=, This o Ye Oiften, hillwaukes: Northwestera Publishing House,
ca 1952,

Krugoez, Ralph C. "Not Disceraing the Dody inl Corinthians 11:129 in the
Light of Fauline Eucharistic Thoology of 1 Corinthians.' Unpublished
Bachelor's Thesis, Concordia Seminary, St. louis, 1957.

ey, e B o e s T L] e



-

55

Keugele, ¥, Why Must Lutherans Practice Close Communion? Re-
vioed edition. lLutheran Witness Tracts. No. 8. Fittsburs:
American Lutheran Publication Board. n.d.

Laetsch, Theodore., "The Administration of the Sacraments, ' Con-
cordia Theological MMonthly, i {June, 1939), 401-15,

lLanghaneg, R. W. "Registration for Communion, " The Redeemer
Hecoxd. 5t. Paul, Miunesota: The Lutheran Church of the Re-
deemer, MNovember 17, 1957, p. 4.

Lankkenan, F. J. GCommunion Counsel and Prayers. St. Lounis: Con-
cordia Publishing Houss, c¢.1935. A
laata, H. D. traanslation, '"ILather's Sermeonr on the Worthy Reception

of the Lovd's Supper, " The Lutheran Church Quarte:lz. KX {July,
19473, 297-303.

Lindemann, Fred H. "About FPersonal Anaouncementi, !’ American
Latheran, AXVII (February, 1748), 94

----- « ‘Infrogquent Commnunion and Its Cuases, ' American Luatheran,
HEVI, {(June, 1944), 8-10; {August, 1944), 61,

hueller, John Theodore. The Lord's Supper and our Chrisiian Life.
St. Lounis: Concordia Publisghing House, n.d.

wmeaw, "The Mcans of Grace, ' What lutherans Are Thinking: 4 Sym-
posium on Latheran Faith and Life. Edited ny E, C. Fendt. Sub-
lighed undesr the avspices of the Conierence of Lutheran Profezsors
of Theology. GColumbus, Ohio: Wartburg Fress, c.l1947. Pp. 265-86.

Mietzel, Arthur E. The Sacramenis . Arn Essay read at the regular con-
vention of the Central lllinois District of The Lutheran Church -
Missouri Synod in Bloomington, Illinois, October 6-10, 1946. Con-
cordia Historical Inctituts, St. Louris, IMissouri.

«=w==, The Sacraments," The Abiding Word. Edited by Theo. Laetsch.
St. Louis: Concordia Fublishing House, c.1947, II, 367-93,

Pieper, Francis. Christian Dngmatics. Il St. Louis: Concordia Pub-
lishing House, ©.1953. Pp, 189-219, 361-93.

Peipkorn, Arthur Carl. What the Symbolical Books of the Luthoran
Church Have 0 Say About “Jorship and the Sacraments. St. louis:
Concordin Publicshing Fouse, 1952,




56

Preus, Haas. 'Luther as Communicant, '’ The Luetheran Church
Cuarterly, XIV (April, 1941), 1919,

Reu, M, Can W We Seill Hold to the Lutheran Doctrine of the Lozd's
Suppez ? Columbus, Obio: Wa sthurg Press, 194l

Schramm, W, E. What Lutherans Believe. Columbus: Lutheran Bock
Concern, n.d. Fp. 146=50,

£ Short Explanation of Dr. Mortin Lauther's Small Catechicm: A Honde

~ T book of Christian n Doctrine. Got. Louls: Concerdia Publm..ing Fouse,
1*11

W =2e

Singmaster, J. A. A Handbook of Christlan Theology. Philadelphia:
United Lutheran . Publisking H: Houseo, c.1927. Pp. 264=82.

SE&:Q, O. E. "What's the Answer?" The Lutheran Witness, January 5,
1954; May 10, 1955; August 16, 1955; November 6, 1956, p. 9.

-8

Spitz, C. Thomas. "Thoughts m:- Cloze Communion; * The Lutheran Wite
R2SEs {r" gust < 13.13). Bl 4,1,

i

teffens, D. . 'Safeguarding the L::rd' Table. ! Procecdings of the
- 5-:.'!-';- Second Convention of the Eastern District, June 24=30, 1925,
Thoe Lutheran uba.rcn---‘ﬁz...nfmr!. Synod. Es:e. Louis: Concoxdia Pube
Mobing House, 1923]. Pp. 37-6L

@

Stumap, Jaseph. An Explanation of Iuther's Small C !:ef-ha m. HAevised
edition. Fhiladelphia: The Urited Lutheran Publication rouse, c.1935.

Pp. 15562,

‘ahlstrom, Exic H. The Church and the Means of Grace. Rock Isiand,
Niipois: Augustana 2 Booit Gonceﬂu, 1951,

Wendland, E. W. “Preseant Day Pictism, " Cuartzlschrift, XLIX (Jan:
1952), 19=35.

Wiemar, A. "“The Importance of the Sacraments, " Pre Ecclesia Lutherana,

The Worthy Communicant or Who Receives the Sacrament Wozthily ? Tract
No. 2. 2pd edition. Published by the Evangelical Lutheran Augustana
Conference of Stark and other counties of Chio. Columbus: Ohio Synodie
cal Printing House, 18680,

Zucker, Fs R. "'The Lord'e Supper, " The Abidiny Word. IL Edited by
Theodore Lactsch. St. Louis: Concordia Publishing IHouse, c.1947.
Pp. 423=446.




	An Examination of the Practice of Personal Announcement for Communion on the Basis of its Pastoral Concerns
	Recommended Citation

	tmp.1627566896.pdf.jv4Bu

