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Concordia 
Theological Monthly 

VOL. IV JANUARY, 1933 No. 1 

Foreword. 

Can the Lutheran Bodies of America Get Together? 
Tho Kirc1,lich.e Zeitach.rift of August, 1932, in reviewing the 

resolutions of tho ::Missouri Synod in its meeting at :Milwaukee in 
Juno, remarks: "Die ,1oc1• 11or F. Pieper• To,I, veroelfenUich.ten 
Thuen u eber Miaaomia Lah.ratellunu wur,l,en. offeaiell anuenommen, 
un,l, damit iat die .Arboit dos Interayn.odalen KomitHB begraben." 
(Page 500.) . 

A layman writes to the .Lutheran of October 6, 1932: ''Have 
enjoyed tho series of four articles on 'Lutheran Union' aa presented 
from four different viewpoints. However, your edit-0rial remarks con­
cerning tho above were quite disappointing to me in ao far as you do 
not seem to like 'free conferences.' How will we Lutherans ever get 
together if wo refuao to confer with one another¥ Surely a free 
conference is a good beginning. Differences will crop out of course, 
but must be honestly faced by all. ,ve Lutherans cannot unite by 
ignoring real differences. A mere church-government union will not 
suffice. It might be best if all parties that differ would confer and 
draw up a statement of faith baaed on the Bible in harmony with the 
accepted Oonfesaions, and the same could eventually be used aa 
a working basis for future 'Lutheran unity' and then 'Lutheran 
union.'" 

All of which causes us to aak the question at the head of this 
article: "Oan the Lutheran Bodies of America Get Together I" 

Let it be stated at once that tho prospects seem to be rather 
favorable, if one may be guided by recent public and semipublic ut­
terances in resolutions of organizations and in statements made by 
representative men upon occaaions which were regarded aa confes­
sional demonstrations. 

There must, of course, be a common and solid confessional baaia. 
The Word of God, inerrant and infallible in its entiret.v and in all 
its parts, must be regarded aa the norma norm.GM, the one and oul7 

1 
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g l'oreword. 

80W'CO of doctrine and norm of life. The writioga of tho Lutheran 
Church 01 contained in the Book of Concord and aa now accepted or 
recognizod by all the Lutheran bodies of America must be regarded 
aa the nonna normattJ in all their doctrinal atatomenta and upoai­
tiona. Without this common baaia there can be no thought of com­
mon doctrinal thinking and therefore not of doctrinal u,;iit,y. And let 
it be understood at once that aU the doctrines of the Biblo must be 
considered oa C88Clltiol in this platform, since the difference between 
fundoment-al and non-fundamental doctrines ia one merely of degree. 
It baa been correctly stated · by Stump (The Ohriatian Faith, 18) : 
"A. distinction baa sometimes been drawn between fundamental and 
non-fundamental articlca of faith. But wl1cn tho effort ia made to 
point out which doctrines oro fundamental and which nrc not, a dif­
ficult.)' ariacs. Tho fact ia that, while aomc doctrines ore more necca­
ROry to salvation thnn others, no doctrinca taught in God's ,vord dare 
to be regarded na of no real consequence; and furthermore many doc­
trinca which seem at first glance to be non-fw1damcntal oro found, 
when carried to their logical conclusions, taQ bear largely on doctrine& 
which are unmistakably fundamental." It boa well been said that 
all tho doctrines of tl,o Bible together form a chain and that, if one 
link of tho chain ia broken, tho entire chain is severed. - But while 
this confessional basis must be mointoincd and insisted upon, wo nrc 
just 118 emphatic in subscribing tl1c words of tl,c Augustona: "And to 
the tmo unity of the Ohurch it is enough to ngreo concerning the 
doctrine of tho Gospel and tho administration of tho Sncrnmcnte. 
Nor ia it neceaaary that human tradition&, that is, rites or ccrcmonioa 
inatitut11d by men, should be everywhere olike.'' (A.rt. VII, "Of tbc 
Church.'' Cp. A.rt. XV, "Of Ecclcaiasticnl Usages.'') 

The question now nriBC1, if we may be permitted to borrow o term 
from tho world of sports: How ,lo tho various Lu.t1,aran bodies of 
AmerictJ Zins up, chiefly with regard to tlloao Scriptural doctrines 
which have been in controveray at one time or other! Let ua foUow 
the divisions of doctrinal theology 118 commonly accepted in order to 
ace• just where tho difficulties lio and whether nny progress has been 
made in removing misunderstandings and false conceptions. 

BiblioZogy. - Hero tho various confeseions and public declara­
tion& in themaeZvu aecm to be adequate. For example, tllo General 
Synod, numerically tlie largest of the bodies now constituting tho 
United Lutlleran Church of A.mericn, stated in its Richmond Resolu­
tions: "Resolved, That we herewith declare our adherence to the 
statement 'Tho Bible u tho Word of God' and 1eject the error implied 
in tlle statement 'Tho Bible containa the Word of God.'" (Neve, 
A Brief HiatOf'JI of the Lu.thorun Ohrch in America, 458.) Thia waa 
in 1909. Four years later, at Atchison, Kana., it was reported tllat 
the conatitution of tho body. bad been changed and accepted by the 

6

Concordia Theological Monthly, Vol. 4 [1933], Art. 1

https://scholar.csl.edu/ctm/vol4/iss1/1



ll'oraword. s 
oonatituent synods, in agreement with the Richmond Resolutions, ao 

• that Article Il, on tho Doctrinal Basia, road: "With the Evangelical 
Lutheran Ohurch of the Fnthera, the General Synod receives and 
holds tho canonical Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments aa the 
Word of God and tho only infallible rulo of faith nnd practise; and 
it receives and.holds tbo Unaltered Augsburg Confession as n correct 
exhibition of the faith nnd doctrine of our Ohurch as founded upon 
that Word.'' (Nove, Op. cit., 184.) Tho former Ohio Synod very 
emphatically stated ita position with regard to tho doctrine of in­
spiration in the resolutions of 1926: "Tho Synod accepts all the 
canonical books of tbe Old and Now Testaments os the inspired and 
inerrant Word of God and tJ10 only source, norm, and guide of faith 
and life," even opposing the change ns suggested by tho delegate of 
tho former Iown Synod, which rend: "The Synod accepts 1111 the 
c:nnonicnl books of the Old ond New Testaments ns tho inspired 
Word of God and tho inerrant and only source, norm, nnd guide of 
faith and life.'' (Bcpo1't, 240 ff.) This was in agreement with the 
:Minneapolis Theses of 1925, aa drnwn up by representatives of the 
Iowa, Ohio, and Buffalo synods and the Norwegian Lutbernn Cburch 
of America, which stated : "The synods signatory to these Articles 
of ·Agreement accept without exception 1111 tho cnnonicnl books of 
tho Old and tho New Testament, ns n whole and in all their parts, ns 
tho divinely inspired, revealed, and inerrant Word of God and submit 
to this ns the only •infnlliblc authoriey in all mntters of fnith and 
life.''. (Tliaol.11(ont1,ly, VII, 112.) Tl10 confession of inerrancy was 
placed in the appendix of the Constitution of the Amoricnn Lutheran 
Churcl1, while tbo constitution proper bas tho rending: "The Synod 
accepts all tho canonical books of tbo Old and New Testaments as 
tho inspired Word of God and tbo inerrant and only source, norm, 
and guide of faith and life.'' But it may be assumed, so far aa tbc 
constituent bodies forming the American Lutheran Church are con­
cerned, that they stand unequivocally for the inermncy of Scripture. 
·Tho Kirc1icnblatt of September 10, 1932, states: "Dt.1mit 1:ommen toir 
nun au dam cigcntlic1&c,~ Gc1wimnis dcr Bibal, nacmlicl, m dem Ge-
1'cimnis ihres UrsprungB, wir meinen z·u il,rer Impirt.1lion. • . • Dt.1'bci 
ist es auch. wah.r, das11 Gott ilurch. die/18 Mt.1anncr gcredet h.tit unil iltu11 
Ilia, 11oltmga Bia i1111piriert ,oarcn, nu·r Gottu Wort ttdeten, frri 110n 
allem Irrtu,n, u'llfl aller Trucbung.11 And the Pastora Monthly of 
September, 1932, soya, in an article on "The Divine Inspiration of 
tho Holy Scriptures": "If there is no verbal inspiration, then we 
con never be sure that we have God's revelation. . . . Neither tho 
matter nor the form of God's revelation is of human origin. God 
made use of human beings and of human language to give us a divine 
rovel11,tion, a revelation which as to form as well as substance is above 
human frailty. In a most eminent sense G(!d is the Author of the 
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Holy Scriptures." With 111oh atat.ementa coming from every part of 
tho Lutheran Church. from practicall7 8'ICfq body, nn agreement u· 
to the platform ahould not be impoaaible. 

However. it mu■t be understood that no doubts, concea■ions, or 
mnbiguoua ■tatemcmta may be permitted, aa though, for eumple, the 
inerrnney of Holy Scripture were a mere theological deduction, not 
n clear doctrine of the Bible itaelf, or that tho ab■oluto in■piration 
and the verbal inerraney of the Bible in all its parts wcro a doctrine 
peculiar to tho later dogmaticiana, and that one cannot hold every 
single statement of tho Bible to be literally true, or tliat Scripture 
meroly conlaina tho rovelation of God to men, or tl1at "tho words of 
tho Bible aro inspired words because they aro tl10 words of inspired 
men," or that "the inspiration wu confined to matters of religion 
and that on acientific matters the holy writers neither knew nor 
profeued to know more than other men of their day." Such state­
ments are either outright erroneoua or misleading or inadequate, for 
which rcaaon a God-plcaaing unit., would demand that they be elimi­
nated from tho apokon and tho written oxpl'Ct!Biona within the Lu­
theran Ohurch.l) 

TheoloDJI. - In this division of Christian doctrine the varioUB 
Lutheran bodies show a moat commendablo unity, in keeping with 
the Ecumenical Creede, both tho Trinity and the Triunity being 
respected aa well aa tho full deit., of every Person of the Godliead. 
However, it certainly disturbs the analogy of faith as well aa the 
balance of Scriptures if one "does not find the doctrine of the Trinit., 
revealed in the Old Testament," since the accond part of the Book 
of Iaaiah repeatedly distinguishes three Peraona of the Godllead and 
aacribea peraonalit., and activit., to every one of them. In this con­
nection it should a1ao be noted that tho practise of denliug with dis­
senters in the fundamental doctrines of tliia aection of Bible truth 
should be more consistent, since even according to the 811mb0Zum 
Quicunque a person not in agreement with the doctrine of the Trinit., 
cannot be aaved. 

Anthropology antl Ooamology. - Hero the unanimous confe&Bion 
of the Lutheran Church demands tho belief in a creation e:i: nikilo, 
which certainly excludes both an atheistic and a theistic evolution. 
Writers in practically every part of the Lutheran Ohurch of America 
have denounced the vagaries of materialism and of the theory of 
evolution. (Op. boob by Graebner, Gruber, Ke:,yaer, Schoelcr, ete.) 
But it would ■eem that an unequivocal poaition concerning this doc­
bine would also eliminate statements declaring that "tho writer of 
Geneaia lacked 81lch a lmowledp of the vutneu of tho universe and 

1) Our poaltlon la ■tated in CoKCCW>IA TBJl:Or. Konm.T, I, 21 ti. 
107 ff.; II, lDO. 6155 ti. TM ti.; m, 818 ff.; Lure""" Wun, 1902, 129 ti. 
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of the nature of chemical and geological p1'0Cl!88ell as the modern man 
posscssea." (Wo have in mind, of courao, the statements contained 
in the inspired account.) If the omniacient and ot.ernal God inspired 
tho Book of Genesis, Ho was poueaaed of a vastly great.er amount of 
information than that exhibited by all the proponents of the theory 
of evolution taken together.I) 

01,rildology. - With regard to the doctrine of the penon of 
Obrist there seems to exist completo unnnimity, both in confeasion 
(virgin birth, deity) and in practise. Apparently none of the Lu­
theran bodies of America ore now tolerating in their midst any open 
denial of these truths. 

Botariology. - With reference to the doctrine of tho office of 
Obrist the confesaional b11Bia as well as the actual confession of every 
Lutheran church-body in Americn seems to be in full harmony with 
Scriptures and the Lutheran Confeaaiona. Tho strange aberration of 
the teaching of 11 konom in the humiliation of Obrist boa found no 
acceptnnco in tho Lutheran Church in America, although it may have 
influenced some individuals for a time. However, their t.eoching was 
not tolerated, at least not offlciolly. Tho some is true with regard to 
the active obedience of tho Savior, which is denied in some ports of 
tl10 Church. With tho Holy Scriptures and the Lutheran Confes­
sions both tho active nod the pnsah•o obedience of Christ in His 
work of atonement ore gcncmlly taught. among Lutherans. Concern­
ing Christ's descent into bell there seems to bo aome hozineas, since 
tho xrJevoa.,.,. of 1 Pct. 3, 19 is token to bo nn announcement that the 
"dealings of God with Old Testament believers ond unbelievers would 
be completely vindicated.'' Others seem to hold the viow expre88eCI by 
aome of the older Lutheran teachers, namely, that the descent of 
Christ into boll was according to His soul only. An adjustment con­
coming tl1cae doctrines should not offer unusual diflieultiea if the 
various proof-texts are eorefully cxamined.3) 

Pne1,matology. -Tho doctrines treo.tcd under this cat.egory may 
bo among the most difficult to adjust, for they include in particular 
conversion and election. With regard to both points both Holy Writ 
and the Lutheran Confeasions are certainly clear and comprehensive 
enough. With regard to conversion this attitude is generally reflected 
in recent confessional statements of the Lutheran bodies in this 
country. As stated in tho Report of the Ohio Synod of 1920, the 
National Lutheran Council in regard to conversion adopted the state­
ment: "Conversion, as the word is commonly used in our Lutheran 

2) Our posit.Ion la stated in the writings referred to a.bove; al10 .telrc 
u,ul Weln:, October, 1919; 2'leol. Jtontll11, l!'ebruary, 1924. 

3) Our poeition i■ ata.ted in CosCOJU>IA TnmL. Molft'IILT, I, 810. 888; 
ll, 244; III, Hl!O ff. 
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Confcuiona, comprises contrition and faith, produced by tho Law and 
the Goapel. If a man is not converted, the reaponaibility and guilt 
fall on him, because he, in apite of God'a all-auflicient grace through 
the call, would not, according to tho worda of Ohriat in Matt. 23, 37." 
(P. 182 ff.) Recent utterances very decidedly favor the understand­
ing that the synergism of both l{elanchthon and of Latermnnn have 
been rejooted. "Sinco conversion begins with a sinner who is both 
unwilling and unablo to believe nnd ends with the anme sinner both 
willing and able to believe and actunlly doing so, it is clear that tl10 
transformation is ono which must be nacribcd entirely to tho working 
of the Holy Spirit nnd not to any natural powers of mnn. . . • Wo 
reject ... the eynergietic poaition, which holds that the Holy Ghost 
must begin the work of conversion, but that then man is able by bis 
own powore to complete it. The fact is that, from beginning to end, 
conversion is due to tho agency nnd nativity of the Holy Spirit, and 
not at all to any natural powers of mnn. There is indeed n certain 
activity of man in the process, ainco it is nn ethical one; but thot 
activity is produced by the Holy Spirit and is exercised by moons 
of powers which the Holy Spirit hos bestowed nnd not by means of 
any which are notivo or natural to moo. Hence tho entire work of 
conversion is to be ascribed to the Holy Spirit. . . . Regarded ns 
11 process culminating in contrition and fnith, conversion is grndunl. 
On the other bond, rcgarded ns n transition from a state of unbelief 
to one of faith, it is instantaneous, inasmuch ns there is a moment 
when the man ceases to be nn unbeliever and hns become n believer.'' 
(Stump, T11tJ Oh.riatian, Fmtl,, 257 f.) If this position is consistently 
and unequivocally held by nll Lutheran bodies and teachers, with 
a complete denial of man's 11bility "to decide for salvation tl1rougl1 
new powers bestowed by God," nlso nny nod every facuUa.s se appli­
cantli atl gro,tia.m, any atat·ua i11termedius in which tho 1nott1s praapa,­
ratorii aro spoken of as a part of tho spiritual enlightenment and 
ascribed to man, then these various bodies ore in the way of being 
perfectly joined together in the samo mind and in the same judg­
ment.4) 

But it is right here that the greatest care will liavo to be exer­
ciaed lest a falao understanding of the doctrine of tho eternal election 
of God become a pitfall which will once more precipitate men into 
the abyBS of synergism. It is essential that every Lutheran church­
body and every Lutheran theologian adhere firmly to the Bible and 
to the Formula of Concord. The Chicago Theses (A. L. 0.) of 
Karch, 1919, referred to above, say of election: "The caUBCS of elec­
&ion to salvation aro the mercy of God and the most holy merit of 

4) Our po■ltlon 11 ■t&tA!d In Cc?l"ICORDU. Tur.or.. MonRLT, I, 501 fr. 
818 fr.; II, 170 8'. 826 fr. 
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Obrist; nothing in us on nccount of which God has elected ua to 
oternal life. On tho other hand, we reject all forms of Calvinism, 
which directly or indirectly would conflict with the order of salvation 
nnd would not give to all a full and equally great opportunity of 
sah•ation, which snys that God would have all men to be saved and 
t.o come unto tho knowledge of the truth. 1 Tim. 2, 4." (Loe. cU., 
123 ff.) - So far, so good. But while the statement as it stands is 
Seriptural and important, it does not distinguish between God's will 
.>f Redemption, which pertains to all men, nod His decree of Election, 
which pertains to tl10 chosen only. And if we wont to remain strietly 
with the Bible and the ]'ormula of Concord, we ore compelled to 
foranko tho intuitu fidoi of some of the Lutheran teachers. The 
notion of a consequent will of God, namely, one "consequent upon 
God's foreknowledge of those who will. believe," leads to a hopeless 
confusion and im•ariab}y introduces synergistic elements. It causes 
statements like thcao: "In tho Inst analysis, predestination is simply 
tho eternal justification of the sinner for Christ's sllke. . . . God 
foreknows that John Smith will enduringly believe and hence [ ¥] 
eleets, or predestinates, him to snlvation." And again: "Brat 'llliT<l 
l,arufe1•; da1n1t wfrd erwaa11U. Wucrdc erst erwaehlt und dann be­
riife1i, dann koonnta niomantl makr dam Worte Oottea trauen noc1a. 
dam Eid. des Bal;raflJ,onts glaubon. . . • In i1,m [Josi,] Bind. hernac1a. 
allo anca.o1,Zt, die nic1,t durc1, il,r N oi.1' vorl,indern, dasa aus ihrer 
]Jarufung dio Br,uaolilung wird.'' Such confusion is the result of 
not simply taking Scripture ns it rends, of not saying with the 
Formula of Concord : "Since God ho.i reserved this mystery for His 
wisdom and hns revealed nothing to us concerning it in His Word, 
much less commnnded us to investigate it with our thoughts, but has 
cnmestly discourllbred us therefrom, Rom. 11, 33 ff., we should not 
reason in our thoughts, draw conelusions, nor inquire eurioua}y into 
tbeso matters, but should adhere to His revealed Word, to which Ho 
J>Oints us.'' (Oonc. Trigl., 1081, § 55.)5) 

Ecclesiolog11. - With regard to the doctrines of the Church and 
the ministry we htl\'C this interesting phenomenon, that only certain 
oepcets or phases of tl1c difficulties connected with their presentation 
are found in tho Lutheran Confessions, chiefly in tht- definitions of 
tho holy Christian Church (Augustana, Art. VII. VIII), of the 
ministry of the Word (Art. V), of ecclesinstical order (Art. XIV), 
of ecclcaioetical usages (Art. XV), of ceclesiasticol power (Art. 
XXVID), with tho respective parts in tho Apology, and the treatise 
"Of the Power and Primacy of the Pope" appended to the Smaleald 
Articles. It is true that the doctrine of the Church and of the Chris­
tian ministry is contained in tbe ConfcSBions, but chiefly with 

15) Our po■ltion ii ■tated in CoKCOBDIA Tmcor.. l!tlOKTULY, III, 8 fl'. 

11

Kretzmann: Foreword: Can the Lutheran Bodies of America Get Together?

Published by Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary, 1933



8 l'Oleword. 

:reference to conditiona u th~ obtained at the time of their writing. 
The point of Tiew is that of opposition to the hierarchy, and therefore 
it is neceaary to atud7 tho prinoiplea contained in the argument& 
In a aimilar way, the atudent of the dogmaticiana muat conatantly 
bep in mind the point of view of the atato church, of conaiatoriea, 
and other ovidoncea of a non-democratic poliey if ho would underatand 
the principlea involved. From thia it follows that tho safest coune 
to follow ia that of atud7ing tho principlea laid down in tho Lutheran 
Conf01Biona in the light of tho Word of God. Tho writings of Luther 
will alao be of great value in this connection. It will aoon appear 
that the word 111111,ola, if uaed of o visible organization, is oon­
aistontly uaed of tho congregation, ns t.Jio unit of tho ao-cnllcd visible 
Church, that apostolic practiae recognized tho independent or 
autonomous character of the individual congregation, ond that the 
admi•ion to, and the dismiual from, tho church was made a func­
tion of,tbo individual congregation. Hcnco it is tho membcra of tho 
congregation who have charge of the ministerinl office in their midst, 
whether wa want to speak of n tranafcr of tho office or not, and no 
larpr bod7, or combination, of Christiana has legislath·c or cxccutivo 
powers with respect to tho local congregation. -A close odhcrcnco 
to these truths will eliminate suoh statements as the following: "The 
8:,nod bas legialative, not merely adviaory powel'8," or: "Let us get 
rid onco for all of tho unscriptural [ !] ideo thnt every congregation 
is completo in itaelf. Tho Church ia not the arithmetical sum of 
a number of unite; it is a uniey in itaelf.". Such mtpl'C88ione confuse 
the notiona of the unti aanctti nnd the visible churches which bear 
the 881DO name and tend to lend to hierarchical conceptions of church 
government, whether this be in tho form of an epiacopal government 
with aecutivo powera, of a synodicnl organization with legislative 
functiona, or of a bureaucracy with an administrative jurisdiction 
infringing upon God-given rights.G) 

.BacAalology. - With regard to tho doctrines of this section most 
of the difficulties of the first decades of controveray seem to l1nve been 
removed. Tho atatcment of tho Auguetana (Art. XVII) conccming 
the J ewiah opiniona "that before the resurrection of tho dcnd the 
~ shall take posseuion of the kingdom of tho world, the ungodly 
being everywhere supprcued" baa succeeded in making enough of 
an impreuion to drive out all gross chiliasm and alao man:, of its 
finer forma. Thero is good reason therefore for beliCYing that a more 
careful atud7 of the respective pauagca of Holy Scripture will 
eliminate alao the finer conceptiona of millennial glory, auch as the 

I) Our poaltioD la atatal in CoKCOIIDIA Tamr.. IIOKTJD..T, n, 888 !'.; 
m, U fr.; Ldn t1tul Welre, October, 19111; 1923, 297 !'. 380 !'.; 1926, 
171 fr. 
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statement that "the truths of Christianity will become dominant and 
by reaaon of the government of Obrist and the Church of the first­
born the kingdom will be a kingdom of righteousness and justice," 
also that "tho J ewe shall be convert.eel to Christ . . ., that tho J ewe 
as a. whole shall have been turned from their unbelief to faith in 
Obrist os tho Messiah.'' And os for the Antichrist: While the chief 
proof-text is 2 These. 2, it must not be forgotten that additional 
features found in Daniel and in the Apocalypse very definitely con­
nect the reign of Antichrist with the cit,y of Rome. While the last­
named doctrine is not a fundamental doctrine, it is a touehstono for 
Luthoron consciousncss.7) 

Practical Questions Based 'UPO'tl Dodrinal Oo111J'ideratio11B. -
Having considered tl1e doctrinal points which will have to be reviewed 
,,cry carefully by tho various Lutheran bodies if ultimate unity and 
union is to bo tho goal, we turn our attention to questions which are 
more in tl1e domain of church practise, although also connected most 
closely with clear demands of Scripture. 

There wo encounter, first of all, the vexing problem of union.um 
itself, that is, tl1e confederation or the merging of church-bodies 
without ll basis of true spiritual unity. We find some very en­
<."Ouroging statements regarding the rigl1t position on this problem. 
In tho Report of tbc former Ohio Synod for 1018 we rend: "Yueh 
ne on organic union ie desired, we, in ogreement with our worthy 
President, declare we can never enter into union with any Lutheran 
synod unless we agree in doctrine and practise, especially at this 
time, when the unionistic spirit is tln-ea.tening to creep into our 
Lutheran Churc]1.'' (P.121.) In tJn1 Toledo Theses of tho former 
Iowa Synod tl1e statement is mo.de: "Full agreement in all articles 
of faith constitutes the irrcmissible condition of church-fellowship. 
Persistent error in an orticlo of faith must under all circumstances 
lead to separation. • . . Those who knowingly, obdurately, and per­
sistently contradict the divine Word in any of its utterances what­
soever, t]1ereby overthrow the organic foundation (of the faith), and 
aro therefore to be excluded from church-fellowship.'' (Neve, Loe. cit., 
450.) Tho some stond is tnken in the :Minneapolis Theses of 1925: 
"Mutual recognition, altar- and pulpit-fellowship, ond eventually co­
operation in the strictly essential work of tho Church, presupposes 
unanimity in the pure doctrines of the Gospel and in the confession 
of the same in word and deed. Where the establishment and main­
tenance of church-fellowship ignores present doctrinal differences or 
declares them a matter of indifference, there is unionism, pretense of 
a union which does not exist~" (Tkeol. Mon.tkly, VII, 118.) Dia-

'i) Our position is stated in CoKCORDJA Tumr.. MOKTJILY, II, 241 fl. 
041 ff.; IAl&ra uncl WaTlra, 1925, 237 ff. 
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regarding the aomewhat UDBatiafactory ap:reuion "in tho etrictb' 
emmtial work of tho Church," it eure]y ie moat encouraging to find 
tho principles of the Word of God eet forth ao emphatically. If 
dcclaratione of tbie kind, which are found in tho reporte of other 
Lutheran bodice alao, are coneietently- followed, the outlook for an 
agreement in fundamcntale, in fact, in overy etatement of Scripture, 
ie very bright.8) 

With rcgord to the evil and menace of loilgeru tho poeition of 
moat Lutheran bodiea of our cowitry, at leaet in theory, ie in ac­
cordance with the Word of God. In tho thcaes adopted by the 
National Lutl1oran: Council, ae · reported in the minutes of tho Ohio 
8:,nod for 1920 (p.182 if.), we rend: "Any aesocint ion or society 
which bu reiigioue cxercieea from which tlie name of the Triune 
God or tho namo of J'eaue ne a. matter of principle ie excluded or which 
teo.chee ealvation through worke must, according to Holy Scripture, 
be regarded u in its very nature incompatible with the faitl1 and 
conf088ion of the Chrietinn Church, and more cepecinlly tho Lutheran 
Church, whetlior tbis be realized or not." And the Minneapolis 
Theaee of the bodies now merged in tho American Lutheran Church 
declare: "Theee synods agreo that all such organizations or societies, 
aecret or open, as are eitlicr a.vowedly religious or practise tho forms 
of religion without confC88ing ns a matter of principle tho Triune 
God and J' esua Obrist as tl10 Son of God come into tho flesh nnd our 
Savior from ein or instead of tho Gospel tench BOlvntion by humon 
worke or mora.lity, arc nntichriatian and destructive of the best in­
terests of the Church and the individual soul and thut therefore tl1c 
Church of Ohriet and its congregations can ho,•e no fellowship with 
them." (TheoL Monthly, VII, 114.) The weakness of tl1e tl10SCil is 
found in the next acction: "They agree that a Luthoron synod should 
not tolerato paetora who have a.ftiliated themselves with any nnti­
cbrietian aociety," for it ie hard to tell on the busis of the sta.tement 
in the. prcvioue paragraph why only postors should be dealt with. 
Nevertheleaa it aeeme plain that tlie pouibilit.y of on agreement also 
in thia question ie not remote. 

A few otl1er queatione which will havo to be discussed and settled 
11ccording to tho Word of God are those of the celebration of Sunday, 
which cannot be aaid to be divinely commanded, certain questions of 
marriago and divorce, particularly the validity of a rightful betrothal, 
the value of J'obn'e baptiem, and a number of other points, chiefly in 
tho field of Christian ethics. 

Wo have diacuaed the difticultiea within the Lutheran church­
bocliea of America in a very open way, for it ie beat to see clearly 

8) Our poaltlon 11 1tated In Col'fCOIIDIA Tnmr.. llOlffllLT, I , 321 ff. 
498 ff. ; II, IICI&. 
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!Jlrlllblalrebc. 11 

what the trouble c:onaiata in, aa only thua will thoao who love the peace 
of Zion bo able to apply the proper remediea. The obataclea mQ aeem 
formidable, but they aurely are not inaurmountablo. The Kiaaouri 
Synod baa preacmted its poaition to the whole world. There aeema to 
be no reaaon why free c:onferencoa ahould not discuaa the propoaed 
baais of doctrinal agreement with n view of eventually coming to 
11 full agreement on the baaia of the Word of God. 

P. E. KRKTZIIAXN. 

,riifibialrebe. 

f8ctcljrtc f8iitcr unb fl3tilbcr bcr 61Jnobalfonfcrcna, tcurc @laubcnl• 
11c11off c11 I*) 

l!I ijt Tonft nidjt 6ittc bci bcn ~krfammiungcn bcr 61JnobnUon• 
fercna, bnu cine bcfonbcrc Q:roif11un11a• obct ~riifibiaircbc nm Wnfang 
bet 6i(,uugcn nndj bet Organif ntion gcljniten luirb. 9?icljt ciumal fJci 
bet allcrcrftcn )llctjmmuhm11 ocf djnlj bica. S)ic 0':roffnunglprcbigt gait 
aIB 0SroifnungBrcbc, luic f djou in bcm crjtcn gcbtudtcn fl3cridjt ljcrlJot• 
gcljoTJcn, bnljct benn nndj bic CEroffnuuglprcbigt. im S>tud mitgetem 
tuirb. menu bet !Borfibct fidj bicl11111l crinubt, cine WuBnnljmc au 
mndjen uub mit cincr Juracn ~Cujprndjc bic <Sibungcn einaulcitcn, fo 
ljnt bicB fcincn @runb in bet 5tntjndje, bn{J ci bief ci ~nljt gctnbc f cdjaig 
~ nljrc ljct finb, bnh bie (StJnobnltonfcrcnd au iljm: ctftcn f8ctf cnnmlung 
3ujnmmcntrnt nnb bidJ bic cinfndjjtc fmcif e fdjien, an bicfc 5tatfadjc au 
crinncrn. 

t!Jom 11. f>iB 311111 13. ~nnnnt 1871 aunr nndj liinocrcn !BorlJer• 
1jnubfunocn cine Seon11e11tion 11011 ~crtrctcrn bcr 61Jnobcn IJon Oljio, 
~lijf ouri, fmilconfin nub bet notluegijdj•lutljcrijdjcn 61Juobc in ~ljicago 
nbgcijnltcn 1uorbcu, nuf bet bet entluurf cinct ijotm bet f8crcinigung 
bicfcr '51Jnobcn 6crntcn tuorbcn tum:. t!Jom 14. TJiB aum 16. 9lo1Jcm6ct 
bcBjcI6cn ~nljrcB ljnttc bnnn cine 01ucitc f8or1Jctfcnmnlun11 in Oort 
fmnlJne gctngt, an· bet fidj nudj @Iicbct bet 6i,noben lion ~Uinoil unb 
Wlinnef ota cingcfunbcn ljnttcn. ~uj bicjct ~orucrjammlmig luurbe bic 
6eabfidjtigtc .\lonftitution nodjmaIB fJcf1>rodjcn unb 3uglcidj relJibied, unb 
cl 1uurbe f>cfdjlojjcn, biefc ftonjtihttion in bcn mrattcrn bet bctrefjenbcn 
6i,nobcn au IJcroifcntlidjcn amb bcn 61Jnobcn uor3ulcgcn, 1uorauf bann 
nuf @tunb bicf ct S\lonftihttion bic <E11nobnUonfcrena "inl i!e6cn h:cten 
f ollc. 8u11Ieidj tuutbc bicf er f8crf annnlung cine S'.lcnfjdjrift llorgeiegt, in 
bet bic GJtiinbc bntgclcgt luarcn, lucl ljalb bic bctrcfjenbcn 6i,noben fidj 
nidjt nn cine bet fJcrcitl bcftcljcnbcn f8crbinbungcn uon 61Jnoben au 

•) l>lcf c tllebe luurbe in ber er Pen 61,ung ber Ei1Jnoballonferen1 In !Ran• 
fato, !Rlnnefota, am 10. 'llugup 1932, ge,alten unb f oUtc Im gebrudten 18edclt 
erfcfJclnen. ma blefer ber RoPen IDegen auf bal llUerniHigpe flefcfJrllnlt IDctben 
1nu,, lulrb lie ,1er 1,rel ,irtorlfcfJen ~n,altl IDegen mltgetelft. 
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