
Concordia Seminary - Saint Louis Concordia Seminary - Saint Louis 

Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary 

Bachelor of Divinity Concordia Seminary Scholarship 

6-1-1955 

The Bad Boll Enterprise 1948-1954 The Bad Boll Enterprise 1948-1954 

Hans Spalteholz 
Concordia Seminary, St. Louis, hspalteholz@cu-portland.edu 

Follow this and additional works at: https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv 

 Part of the Religious Thought, Theology and Philosophy of Religion Commons 

Recommended Citation Recommended Citation 
Spalteholz, Hans, "The Bad Boll Enterprise 1948-1954" (1955). Bachelor of Divinity. 939. 
https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv/939 

This Thesis is brought to you for free and open access by the Concordia Seminary Scholarship at Scholarly 
Resources from Concordia Seminary. It has been accepted for inclusion in Bachelor of Divinity by an authorized 
administrator of Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary. For more information, please contact 
seitzw@csl.edu. 







  

- 18 = 

levels. Ur. Walter H. Busgin was guest lecturer on church music. 

Dr. Hermen Harms waa tho chairman of all three conferences. 

In 1952, due to the Hannover Assembly of Lutherans, only two 

conferences were held, and beth in BerlineSrendeu. The thene was 

"The Proclamation of God's ¥rath and God's Grace." Tne subthenes 

Sand esstyists were as follows: 

1. God's Wrath aa Revenled in the O. T. and Ne 7.: Dr. Roehrs; 
Dozent Lig. Richard Lands. 

2. God's Wrath in the Confessions end Luther's Theology: 
Dr. Brotscher; Dr. Nagel. 

3e The Breclemation of God's Wrath in American ond European 
Pulpite: Prof. Naumann; Prof. Dress, Pastor Heinrich 
8talilmann. 

4. God's Grace as revesled in the 0. 7. and H. 7.: Dr. Roehrs, 
Dre Yoizte 

5. God's Grace as the Gause of Han's Justification and 
Sanctifieations Dr. Bretscher; Lig. Schulse-Kndelbach. 

6. Go's Grace offered in the Means of Grace: Prof. Heuminn; 
God's Grace and Faith, Dr. Eimne; God's Grace and Eternal 
Glory, Dr. Harns. 

Vice President Walter Zimmermann and Ob.Kir.Rat Dr. Johannes Neumann 

took chsrge of the conferences. The Johannosstift again provided 

opportunity for daily worship. Dr. Horman 4. Mayer used evening 

sessions to tell of the Missouri Synod's life and work in /merica. 

In 1353 the conference scheduled for Berlin was cancelled because 

of inter-zone tensions occasioned by the June workers riot in East 

Gormany. he theme for the two romaining conferences at Bad Boll wes 

"Ghrist and the Ghurch." ‘The subthemes and esstyists were as follows: 

1. The Incarnate Word: Dr. Roehrs; Dr. Nchternach, Lice Schober. 
2. Ghrist's Heveletion of God in His Own Person and in the 

Serintures: Nr. Roehrs; Dr. Helmut Iamperter, Dr. Andersen. 
3. Christ 2s the Propitiation for Sins Prof. Franznann; 

Dr. Kiunke. 
& Christ as the Author of the Apostolic Office: Dr. Wolfran 

von Krause, Dz. Armin-Ernst Buchrucker; of the Hinistry of 
the Church, Prof. Heimenn.   
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5e OF the Means of Graces Dr. Bretscher; Lic. von Roltenstorn, 
Prof. Wittenberg. 

6. Shrist ns Judge and Consumsater of the Universe: Prof. 
Naumann; Pastor Mbherhard Koepsell, Pastor Heinrich Willkoma. 

Dr. Harms was echairnan. Rev. Koenig spoke on bohelf of Americen church 

life. 

in 1954 the theme of the two End Eoll Conferences was "it is 

Written." he subthenes and essayists were as follows: 

1. ho Origin and Charzctor of Scripture: Prof. liaumann; 

Ure Kéberls, Dr. Dress. 
2e Its Content and Purpose: br. Alfred von Hohr Sauer; Ur. 

Wilfred Joest, Prof. Schott. 
Ze ts Gleim: Dr. Sauer; Prof. Wittenberg, br. Voigt. 
& Its Power: Dr. Uretscher; Pastor Erwin Horwitz, Pierrer Kurt 

Hiinerbeine 
5. Understanding Seripture: Dr. Uretschor; Dr. ErasteWilheln 

Wendebourg, Dr. Kimmo. 
6. Whe Use of Seripture: Prof. Fred Kramer; Pastor Rudelf Eles, 

Piarver G. Ruger. 

Dr. Kurs was again chairnan, and in Berlin he shared this task with   Zirmermann and Ob.eKir.Hat Dr. Neumann. Rev. Alfrod W.    Vivenriisiden          
frinklein of St. Hatthew Iutheran Church, New York City, New York, 

presented the work of his varish as well as that of the Missouri Synod. 

Shese procrens, erystalized as they here are, are the heart and 

core of the iad Boll Confersness. 
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CHAPTER IV 

THE THEOLOGY OF THE BAD SOLL CONFERENCES 

The theology of the Rad Boll Conferences is marked by 8 consensus 

in the fundamental articles of the Ghristian faith, which one reporter 

after another noted with great and joyous amazement. This consensus 

is all the more remarkable in view of the vast differences in the 

historical development and present situation of the Lutheren churches 

on the two continents. 

The develonment of the theological 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 a destroyed country with a church that has 
@one through many inner ond outer crises, with broken church 
omlers and ideals no longer credible. Their way has led 

through the heaviest struggles, dangerous tenptations and errors, 
costly exveriments, and 2 time of horrible suffering. It cannot 
be donied that it is a theology born of fearful struggle. It 
looks to God's Word, but it hag @lso peered into the abyss. 
it is a theology on ® volcano. 

Although further discussion about the distinction between subjoctive and 

objective justification was desired, already in the first summer there 

Was & deep and fundementeal agreement on the centrality of the doctrine 

of justification of the sinner before God solely by grece, for Christ's 

sake, through faith.* Also other doctrines, such as those of the means 

of grace, the nature of the Church, the nature and benefits of the Lord's 

  

l"Theologische Besinnung," Byangelische Welt (lachrichtendienst 
der Hvangelischen Kirche von Westfalen, 1.8.48 Hr. 15). (Typewritten 
cony). The translation is by thie writer, As are all subsequent trans- 
lations, unless otherwise indicated. 

2"Renort on Seminars at Bad Boll" (read by Dr. Behnken before 
Synodical Conference in August, 1948). (Zypewritten copy). 
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Supper, found formulations on which there wes general agreeuent.2 with 

this in mind, thon, it is possible and #lso necessary to view the many 

questions which were candidly raised and earnestly debated, some at 

great length. 

One basic problem recurred every sumuer, the question of the 

inspiration of Scripture. Everyone agreed that Scripture wes inspired, 

but how and to whet extent was the object of much debate. Zhe thene 

of the 1954 Conferences, "It Is Written," treated this problem frankly 

and fully. ‘Thies writer has found no more penetreting and clearly defined 

enAlysis of the doctrine of inspiration than the challenging, positive 

summry of the 1954 bad Boll Conferences by Pfarrer Hagen katterfeld. 

The following 1s & free translation of his report. 

Despite seven yenrs of conferences, in most of which Also the question 

of verbal inepiretion came to the fore, there was at first a lack of mutual 

understending. Preconceived notions clashed with each other. 

the besic preconceived question that Missouri directed at the Germans 

west Is Serinpture really God's Vord for you, or do you first use reason 

(4-e., the so-cnlled historico-critical method) to cull from this very 

Inman Bible-book thet which can surely be designated as God's Word? And 

the Germans were asking Nissouri:; Are you not Fundenentelists, who teach 

@ mechanical interpretation of the Bible, 4 magicel evaluation (nagische 

Bewertung) of the Bible, a "fourth God" next to the Trinity, a "paper 

Pove"? 4nd where does the Missouri Synod find the right to make this 

  

3¥rea 5. Vayer, Zhe Story of Bad Boll (St. Louis: Concordia 
Publishing House, c.1949), ppe 21-43. 
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special doctrine the criterion for joining or not joining with other 

churches? 

4% first ench sido found more fond for its preconceived beliefs. 

Bultmann's disciples spoke of the Bible as a dead letter which first 

becomes God's Word when it is encountered in feith--though many German 

theologians felt this was not right. The Missouri Synod told how its 

children are indoctrinated with a world view coupled with verbel inspire- 

tion and thet seninsry studenta are werned ogeinst the historico-critical 

nethod. 

Hovever, the prejudices begen to Giseppear when the Missouri Synod 

expressly distinrulshed its position on verbal inspiration from that of 

Fundamentalism. Nor ia it opposed to all aspects of textual criticisn. 

It does, howover, reject the claims of ratio, which can never confess 

Ghrist as Redeemer. lien is not the judge, but the hearer of Scripture. 

fhe “vags" in which God's Word is wrapoed is not a matter of ismerfection, 

but one of the merciful confescension of God. Difficulties in the text 

that cannot be solved mist remiin, but this is not to surrender tha 

certainty of a unity of doctrine in Scripture. It is the one Word of 

God, not "two biocire” (hannuy and divinun) thet can ant must be dissected 

and senarated from aech other. No second human subject is author of 

Holy Writ. Not Holy Writ, but ratio raises most of the problems. 

Missouri rejected the accusation of an inadmissable "identification": 

Holy Serinture is certainly no second incarnation, but it is the 

dnverhatio of the Holy Snirit. However, neither is there any other 

lmowledge of Ghristian redemptive history other than in Holy Writ. 

fhat which objects to the self-attestation of Scripture is somehow 
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Always experience, human judgnent and choice, philosophical thought, ets. 

Dat faith's only source of Inowledge is Scripture, not natural lnowledge, 

the church's tradition, nor even the reborn person. Historical criticism 

has again ani apain suffered shipwreck on Scripture, since it is ever 

ehenging and coming un with totally contradictory results. 

411 this is not asserting a damnams, nor does it deny salvetion 

to anyone. (Of course, the question c? verbal inspiration being deter- 

minative for church fellowship was never satisfactorily ancwered by 

Hissouri for the Germans). 

his Hisscurian position greatly gained in understending enong the 

Germzns whon Dr. Bretsacher expleined the place of Scripture in the 

American theological scene. In addition, it became quite clear from the 

reports on parish life by Pastor Trinklein that contrary to German 

expectation this special doctrine does not bring with it a danger of 

stegnmition. Therefore the Germans rejoiced to hear acain and again that 

justification was central in Missouri's theology and that for this reason 

the divine inspiration of Scripture is so much empisized. 

The Cermens succeeded in pointing out that Hissouri's position over 

egeinst them is not completely relevant to the present situation. The 

danger of radical Biblical criticigm hes long been recognized. In general 

the Garmans affirmed the inspiration of Scripture. The Germans do not yet 

see how the human side of Scripture comprehends the divine, but they be- 

lieve it nevertheless. Furthermore, the Germans wish neither to eliminate 

nor to harmonize, for both endanger the whole counsel of Seripture. And 

they resist liberal theology's attack on the unity of Biblical doctrine. 

If German theology nevertheless differs from American theology and faces 
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@ifferent dengers, 1+ does not fabricate an imaginary task for itself. 

It simply faces a different diroction with an assignnent peculiar to its — 

situation. ‘The Germano for the most part took 2 middle-of-the-road 

position between verhel inspiration and extreme Biblical criticisn. They 

experienced an edifying encounter in both directionse 

Naturally there were still a number of questions. There wes surely 

& broad gonsensug in the concern for ard evaluation of Holy Writ, but 

not in the special doctrine of verbal inspiration. Here Missouri still 

faced some questions. Docs not verbal inspiration unintention=lly disvose 

of the humanuy of Scripture for the sake of the divinum? Is this not 

nonovhysitism in another ferm? Is there not a felee identification of 

the Bible with the Word of God? Is it possible to define where textual 

criticism ends and where conjectural criticiom begins? Can one admit 

cortein “woalmesses" in Holy Writ in view of its humenum and then close 

his oyes to the weelmesses in the historiesl, scientific and other 

assertions that neither concern nor endanger saivation? The concern 

is for truth and salvetion for us, not for = Word of God per se without 

regard. for men, is if nat? Is not inspiratio realis more important then 

Werbelis? In fact, 1s verbel inspiration the appropriate means for 

supporting ths authority of the Word of God (this question presupposes 

niturally a reeognition of the underlying concern=--therein was mnaninity)? 

The most telling critique was probably this: does not verb21 inspiration 

come danrerously close to the Homan doctrine of transubstantiation, where 

the secidentia, to be sure, remuin but where tho substantia have changed? 

Decisive questions also faceil the Germans (and admittedly every 

German theologian is somehow closely dependont on Biblical higher 
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eriticion). Does not Biblical criticism as it is practised undernins 

the truth of the Seriptures in a way that endangers salvation? Is it 

not likely thet actunlly everyone invalidates this statements the 

Bible is the Word of God? Above all: arn not meny commentaries on 

Holy Writ totally removed from the recognition of the principle: 

Scrinium sud intorores? 

4nd Zineliy, what ought one gather from the honeless confusion 

and helplessnesn in current Gorman theology where not two theologians 

will condeseend to meres on the same thing? Is this the result of a 

wreng starting point, the result of violence toward Holy tirit? Docs 

Not, as = result, the Word of God suffer at the hands of mon and of 

Cmrchest 

he questions raised above on either side were not conclusivoly 

Gnevered &% these eonferences. "The following points were Listed aa not 

having haem settled in the special discussion on the doctrine of verbal 

inspirations 

1. The problem of theanmneusty (in terme of Law and Gospel), 
2 Does Holy Writ heve a doctrine about itself? 
3- is the Word of God to be eaw-ted with Holy Writ or is 

4% different? : 
4 To what extent is harmonization and differentiation justifiable? 
5. Does Biblical criticism make easier or endanger the anproach 

to Seripture? 
6. in juicing Serinture of what signifieanes is the differance 

between its world-view and ours? 
7. An approach to the problem of the inerrancy of Holy Writ, 
8. Hveluation of Holy Writ extra usun, 
9. Iuther's view of Scripture (does he teach verbal inspiration? ). 

At the seme tine a powerful "yes!" was spoken to Holy Writ as the 
‘A 

complete and final Word of God. A great blessing was the raspect, the 

thanks, the joy towards tho miracle of Holy Writ which filled all ths 

perticipants and made possible many unSnimous expressions about ite 

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

  
  
 


