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levels. Ur. ‘sltor H. Buszin was guest lecturer on church music.
Dr. Hermen Harma was tho chairman of all three conferences.

In 1952, due to the ilannover Assembly of Iutherans, only two
conferences were held, and beth in Berlin-Snandnu. The thome was
"Tha Proelonation of God's Wrath and Ood'a Grace." The subthenes
and essayists were ns follows:

l. God's Wrath ne Revenled in the O. T. 2nd H. T.: Dr. Roehrs;
Jozent Lig. Richard Lanbag.

2e Cod's Wrath in the Oonfessions and Luther's Theolozy:
Dr. Brotscher; Dr. Nagel.

3¢ The Freclomation of Codls Wrath in Amoriecan nnd Europenn
Pulpites Prof. Haumeann; Prof. Dress, Pastor Heinrich
#tallnann.

b, God's Grace ae revesled in the O. T. and H. Te: Dr. Roehrs,
Dr. Vougt.

5. CGodl's Grace as the Gause of ¥an's Justification and
Sanetifications Dr. Bretscher; Lig. Schulze-Endelbach.

6. Godls Gmace offered in the Means of Grace: Prof. Noumanng
God's Crace and Faith, Dr. Eimne; God's Grace and Eternsl
(lory, Dr. Harms.

Vice President Walter Zimmermann and Ob.Xir.Rot Dr. Johannos leumann
took chrges of the conferences. The Johannasstift agnin provided
opnortuwnisy for daily worship. Dr. Hormaa A. layer used evening
sessions to tell of the Hissourl Synodls 1life und work in America,.

In 13535 the conference schedulaed for Berlin was cancolled bscauae
of intex-zone tensions occasioned by the June workera riot in Hsst
Gormeny. The theme for the two romaining econferences at Bnd Boll was
thrigt and the Church.! The subthemes and eseayists were as follown:

1. The Incarmate Yord: Dr. Roehra; Dr. lchternach, Lic. Schobeir.

2. Ohrist’s Hevelntion of God in His Own Person 2nd in the

Serintures: DNr. Roechrs; Dr. Helmat Iomp2rter, Dr. Andersen.

3. Ohrist as the Pronitiation for Sin: Prof. Franznanng

Dr. Xiunlke.
4, Ohrist 25 the Author of the Anostolic Office: Dr. Wolfran

von Xrause, Dr. Armin-Erast Buchrucker; of the Ministry of
the Church, Prof. Foumamn.




Se OFf the lMemns of CGrace: Nr. Bratacher; Lig. von Eoltensiorn,
Prof. Wittenberg.

6. Ohrist no Judge and Consunmmator of the Univerase: Prof.
ifanmann; Pastor lbarhard Hoensell, Pastor fHeinrich Willkomn,

Dr. Harms was chairnan. Reve Koenig spoke on bohelf of Americen church
lifa,

In 1954 the thone of the two End Eoll Conferences wazs "It s
Written." The gubthomes and ossayists were as follows:

le Tho Origin and Cherncter of Scripture: Prof. liaumanng
lire Kdberls, lr. Dress.

Z2e Its Uontent and Purpoge: Dr. Alfred von MHohr Sauer; lr.
Wilfred Joest, Prof. Schott.

Fe Itm Giminm: Dr. Ssasry; Prof. Wittenberg, Ir. Voigt.

L. TIts Power: Dr. Iretscher; Pastor Erwia Horwitz, Pferrer Kurt
Hilnerbein.

5« Undersisnding Seripture: Ir. Iretschar; Dr. Ernast-¥ilhaln
Yendabowrg, Ur. Kimme.

6. The Use of 3erinture: Prof. Fred Eramer; Pastor Rudelf Elas,
Pfaryer Y. Huger.

Dr, Hurms wes again chairnan, and in Berlin he shared this task with

Yiveorilaident Zirmernann and Ch.Kir.lat Ur. Neumann., Rev. Alfred ¥.

frinklein of St. Hatthew Juitheran Church, lew York City, liew Yozl
nresented the woric of his narish as wvell ns that of the Hisscuri Synod.
Thess »rogrons, cryatalized as they here nre, are the heart and

core of the Ind Boll Confersnces,




CHAPTER IV
THE THEOLOGY OF THE BAD 3BOLL COHFERENCES

The theology of the Bad Boll Conferences is marked by & copnsensus
in the fundamentol mrticles of the Ghriastian faith, which one reporter
after snother noted with great and joyous emazement. This gconsensus
is all the more remarkable in view of the vast differences in the
historicnl development and present situntion of the Lutheren churches
on the two continents.

The development of the theologicnl thought of the Hissouri

Synod roflects that it is an intact church in an intact country

with an intact history. The German theologians, on the other

hand, come from & destroyed country with & church that has

€one through meny inner and outer erises, with dbroken church

orders and idenls no longer credible. Their way has led

through the heaviest strugzsles, dangerous temptations and exrors,

contly experiments, 2nd n time of horrible suffering. It cannot

be donled that it is a theology born of fearful struggle. It
looks to God's Vord, but it }mi also peered into the abyss.

It is a theology on & volcana.
fLlthouzh further discussion about the distinction between subjoctive and
objective justificntion was desired, alreedy in the first summer there
was & deep and fundementel agreement on the centrality of the doctrine
of justification of the sinner before God solely by grace, for Christ's
sake, through faith.? Also other doctrines, such as those of the menns

of grace, the nmature of the Clmrch, the nature and benefits of the Loxd's

1"Theologische Besinnunz," Bvangelische Walt (lachrichtendicnst
der Nvangelischen Kirche von Westfalen, 1.8.48 Hr. 15). (Typewritten
cony). The translation is by this writer, as are 2ll subssquent trans-
lations, unless otharwise indiecated.

2tRenort on Senminnrs ot Bad Boll" (read by Dr. Behnken before
Synodieal Conference in August, 1948). (Zypowritten copy).
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Supper, found formulations on which thers was general sgreeuent.] Vith
this 4n mind, then, it is msniblo and also necessary to view the many
questions which were candldly raised and earnestly debated, some &%
great length.

One basic problem recurred every summer, the guestion of the
insviration of Scripture. Zveryone agreed that Soripture wes inapired,
but how and to what extent was the object of much debate. 7The thene
of the 1954 Conferences, "It Is Written," treated this problem frankly
end fully. Thie writer has found no more penetrating and clearly defined
ennlysis of the doctrine of inspiration than the challenging, positive
sumrary of the 1954 Bad Boll Conferences by Pfarrexy Hagen Ratterfeld.

The following is & free translation of his report.

Desvite soven years of conferences, in most of which alsoc the guestion
of varbnl inspiretion came to the fore, there wns at first a lack of mutuszl
wnderstending. Preconceived notions cleshed with each other,

%he basic preconceived question that lissourl directed at the Gernana
was: Is Seripture really God's Vord for you, or do you first use rezason
(1.8., the so-cnlled historico-criticel method) to cull from this very
hyamn Bible-book thaet which can surely be designated as God's Word? 4nd
the Germans were 2sking MNissouri: Are you not Fundamentalists, who teach
a mechanicel interpretation of the Bible, & magical evaluation (magische
Bevertung) of the Bible, a "fourth God" next to the Trinity, a& "paper
Pove"? 4ind where does the Missouri Synod find the right to make this

JFred %. lisyer, The Story of ind Boll (St. Louis: Concordis
Publishing House, c.19%9), pp. 21-43.




= e
gpecial doctrine the criterion for joining or not Jjoining with other
churchas?

At firat each sido found nore foed for its preconceived baliefs.
Baltmennts disciples spoke of the Bible as & dead letter which first
bacomen (God®s Yord when it is encountered in fzith--though many German
theologinng folt thin was not right. The ilissouri Synod told how 1ts
c¢hildren nre indoctrinated with a world view counled with verbal inspire-
tion 2nd thei seninary stulents are werned ageinst the historico-critical
nethod,

However, the nrejudices began to disnppear when the lissouri Synod
exprosely distinsulshed its position on verbal inspiration from that of
Fundamentalism. lor ia it opposed to all mspects of textuzl criticisnm.
It doos, howover, reject the claims of ratio, which can never confess
Christ os Hedeomer. len is not the jwige, tut the hearer of Seripture.

The "ragzs” in which Ood's iWord is wrapped is not a matter of imperfection,

but one of the merciiul condescension of God. Difficulties in the text
that cannot be solved must remnin, but this is not to surrender tha
eartainty of & uaity of doctrine in Sceripture. It is the one Word of

God, not "gwo blocka! (umenum and divinum) thet can end must be dissected
and sennrated from ez2ch other. Ho second human subject is author of

Holy Writ. Hot Holy Writ, but rmtio raises most of the probleas.

Hissouri rejecteod the aceuention of an inadmissable "identification':

loly Serinturs is certninly no second inenrantion, but it is the
inverbatio of the Holy Snirit. However, neither is there any other
knowledgze of Christian redemptive history other than in Holy Writ.

That which objects to the self-attoatation of Scrinture is somehow
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Blways experience, humen judgment and choics, philosophical thought, ete.
Pt faith'a only source of lmowledge is Scripture, not natural knowledge,
the church's tradition, nor even the rehorn person. Historical criticism
has egain and apnin suffered shipwreck on Scripture, since it is ever
chenging and coming uvn with totelly contradictory results.

A11 this is not asserting a damnsmus, nor does it deny salvetion
to anyone. (Of course, the questiou of verbal inspiration being deter-
ninative for church fellowship was never satisfactorily answered by

Hissouri for the Germans).

This Hisscurian position greetly goined in understending anong the
Gernans when Dr. Bretscher explainad the place of Seripture in the
hmerican theologienl scene. In addition, it beceme quite clear from the
reports on parish life by Pastor Trinklein that contrary to German

expactatilon this special doctrine does not bring with it a denger of

stegnation. Therefora the Germans rejoiced to hear agznin and again that
Justification was central in Missouri's theology and that for this reason
the divine inspiration of Seripture is ao much emphasized.

The Cormnns succeeded in pointing out that Hissouri's position over
egninat thom is not completely relevant to the present situation. The
danger of radical Biblicel criticism hms long been recognized. In general
the Gormans affirmed the insniration of Seripture. The Germans do not yet
see how the human side of Seripture comprehends the divine, but they de-
liaeve it nevertheless. Furthermore, the Germans wish neither to eliminate
nor to harmonigze, for both endanger the vhole counsel of Scripture. And
they resist liberal theology's attnck on the unity of Biblical doctrine.

If German thsology nevertheless differs from American theology and faces
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different dongers, 1% does not fabricnte on imaginnry tagk for itgelf.
It simnly faces o different diroction with an assignnont peculiar to its
sltuntion. The Germann for the most part took 2 niddle-of=tha-rond
position betwenn verbal inspiration and extreme Biblical eriticism. They
experienced an edifying encounter in Loth directions.

Haturally there wers still a nunber of guestions. There was surely
& brond gongensug in the concern for ard evaluation of Holy YWrit, but
not in the special doctrine of verbml inspiration. Here Missouri still
facad come gquestions. DNoes not verbal inspiration unintentionnlly disvose
of the humsnun of Scripture for the sske of the divinum? Is this not
monovhysitism in enothor form? Is there not & fulss identificztion of
the Bible with the Word of God? Is it possible to define where textual
eriticism onds and where conjecturanl criticism bogins? Can one admit
cortein "wonlmesaes” in Holy Writ in view of its humenun and then close
his oyas to the woslmesses in the historienl, sclentific and other
ageertions that neither concern nor endenger salvation? The concern
is for truth and salvetion for us, not for o Word of CGod per se without
regard for men, is it no$? Is not insniratioc realis more important then
Yerbalis? 1In fact, 1s verbzl insniration the approprinte means for
supnorting ths authority of the Word of God (this guestion presupposes
arturally & recognition of the underlying concern=—therein yas mnaninity)?
The most telling ecritique was probably this: does not verbzl inspiration
comz dangerously closs to the Fomsn doctrine of transubstantiation, whore
the accidentin, to be sure, remnin but where the gubgtantia have changed?

Decisive questions also Facedl the Gormans (and adnittedly every

8erman thsologian is somehow clogely dependont on Bibllieal higher
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eriticisn). Does not Biblicel criticism os it is practined undernine
the truth of the Sewiptures in & way that endangera salvation? Is it
not likely thot actunlly everyone invaiidates this statement: tha
Bble is the Vord of God? Above 8ll: ars not nmeny comneatarios on
Holy Writ %otnlly removed from the recognition of the principle:
sezintura mui intorores?

And finally, what ousht one gnther from ths hopeless confusion
and helvleseness in current Gormen theology whers not two theologlians
vill econdeseend to ngres on the sume thing? Is this the result of =
wreng =tarting veint, the result of violence toward Holy wWrit? Docs
not ; As n resuly, the Word of God suffer nt the hands of men and of
cmrehes ¥

Tha guentions raised above on either side were not conclusively

Gnsvaraed ¢t these confersnces. The following points were listed as not

having Laen setiled in the special discussion on the doctrine of verbnl

inspiration:

1. The problem of theommenasty (in terme of Iaw and fospel),

2. Does Holy VYizi$ have a doetrine about itsell?

3. Is the VWord of God to be eanated with loly VWrit or is
it different? .

L, To what extent is harmonization =nd differentiation justifisble?

5« Does Biblical criticism make casier or endanger the anproach
to Geripture?

6. In juiging Scrinture of what sigznificanca is the differance
betwaen its world-view and ours?

7. An anproach to the problem of the inerrancy of Holy Writ,

8. Fvalwation of Holy Writ extre usunm,

9. Iuther's view of Seripture (does he teach verbal inspiration?).

A% the seue time & powerful "yes" was spoken to loly Virit as the
conplete and final Word of God. 4 great blessing was the respect, the
thanin, the joy towards the miracle of Holy VWrit which f£illed mll ths

perticipants and nmade possible many un2nimous expressions about ite.

Only through this tool of Scripture, not alongaide or outside of it,

e —




