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STATEMENT 
OF PUMOSE 

To Make knotin the teachings, 
treasures, and history of the true 
Lutheran Church; 

To Offer evidences that the Lu- 
theran Church is Nlot a sect, and 
Not a New church, but rather a con- 
tinuation of the Church of Jesus 
Christ, our Lord and Savior; 

To Show what Tcrue Lutherans Must 
believe, how they are to Live a 
Christian life, suffer in patience, and 
die in peace; and 

To uncover the current false doc- 
trines, to Oppose them, and to Warn 
against them, especially to unmask 
False .Lutherane and their Aberm- 
tions from Scriptures and the pure 
Lutheran Confessions, including Dhe 
Book of Concord of 1580, the 
Brief Statement of 1932, and our 
Confession of Faith. 

Third Annual 
Convention 

OF THE 

Orthediex Lutheran 
Conference 

Minneapolis,* Minnesota 
AUGUST 22-24, 1953 

PAST.ORAL CONFERENCE 
AUGUST 21 

ESSAYS LISTED INCLUDE 
1. Congregational Autonomy and 

Fellowship. 
2. Financial Support of Church 

Work. 
3. Doctrine of the Antichrist. 
4. John 17 

(Following for Pastoral Confer- 
ence): 

1. Autobiographical References in 
Epistles of Peter 

2. Matthias Flacius Illyricus. 
3. Conversion-Process or Crisis ? 
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THAT ABYSMAL 
IGNORANCE 

se1 c~f God, in keeping with the 
Lord’s owrt commissi,on : “Teachzng 
them to observe ALL THINGS 
whatsoe:ver I have comm.an,ded you.” 
Every pastor of the Missouri Syzod.,. 

1 

went it with several other adie&es, 
$ch as “appaUing and inexcusable.” 

‘The adjective may seem a little 

And we are using the term “ige 
nordnce” 

harsh. But we are reu.dy to sutible#- 

to refer to at least tw,o 
phenomena, both of them connected 
with the public teaching of the Misx 
souri Syn.od. 

and .in particular. those who received: 
their training for the holy o$ice at 
the feet of those great theologians 
Pieper, Stoeckhardt, L. Fuerbringer, 
and ,others, should be able to try the 
spirits by virtue of his own study -of 
HoEy Writ. 

f 
Unfortunately, the theology of con’ 

usion, which first reared its ugly 
head at the St. L.ouis seminary, has 
permeatzd large parts of the Missouri 
Syn,od. Already there are at leust 
a thousand pastors who have been. 
infected in a greater ,or smaller de* 
gree. If three synodical conventions 
and #one 2arge pastoral conference can 
listen, p-acticully without a definite 
protest, when a “professor” tells 
thelm that there are certain DOG 
TRI3\TES of the Bible which are not 
divisive of church fellowship, and 
when the word goes out that “it is 
neither necessary ,nor poastbl,e” to 
come to an agreement in d,octrine, 
then the theology of confusi’on is 
on the ascendancy. 

We ,most emphatically declare that 
,it is INEXCUSABLE ign,orance on 
the part of many members of the 
clergy (and here we include also the 
parish school teachers), that they have 
not studied the so&led “Common 
Confession, ” specifically Part I, 
adopted at Milwuukee in 1950 and 
again received, by an overwhelming 
vote, by the convention in Houston, 
‘Texas, ,in 1953. From all parts of the 
country comes the complaint of the 
JAeople : Our pastors have not dis 
:.tssed the “Common Confession”. 
with us (many pastors have not even 
done that with the BRIEF STATE/ 
NEXT). There is abs,olutely no ex’ 
cuse for the preachers who have not 
studied the document them.selves and 
have deliberately withheld it from 
their people. 
speaking, 

But, irz a manner of 
there is no excuse for the 

so/called “lay ~members” either. LW 
ther hadno patience with people who 
did not inform themselves on dot/ 
trinal issues which affected their red 
&ion to God’s Word and, in many 
instances, to their soul’s salva.ti.on. 
His position was that laymen shou‘ld 
DEMAXD fu.11 information from 
their pastors. 

As for the past,ors, there is no ex- 
se whatever. Their ignorance is 

%thing short of APPALLING iti 
view of the fact that the Lord has 
placed them as watchmen over the 
flock, ouer which the Holy Ghost has 
placed them, to teach, as St. P~lul SO 

emphatically declares, the full coun’ 

To refer to only three recent in/ 
stances of such confusion. 

1. ‘The two seminary f acukies 
were to get together on the questi,on. 
of the validity of a Scriptural en’ 
gagement, a teaching which is clear/ 
ly presented iti the exposition of 
the Catechism us published by the 
Missouri Synod and concerning 
which the Springfield faculty, a few 
years ago, took an unequivocal stand. 
Yet at the meeting this spring propo/ 
sitions were accepted which are the 
very acme of appeasement and corn’ 
promise.. See the June issue of the 
Orthodox Lutheran! 

2. The DOCTRINE of the Anti- 
christ, so clearly set forth in Holy 
Writ, in the Lu,therun Confessions, 

(continued on next Page) 
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ORTHODOX 
LUTHERAN 
SEMINARY 

God willing, will open its doors again 
about the middle of September of this year, 
resuming the training of the students of last 
year, all of which should return. To the glory 
of God and for the welfare of His Church at 
least two should be graduated this year. 

We WELCOME applications from students 
who have at least finished their High School 
work, or from such who have one or more 
years of college work or even seminary and 
pre-theological work. Likewise do we wel- 
come additional men AND WOMEN to enroll 
in the NORMAL department. 

Please write to the President of the insti- 
tution for details, Dr. P. E. Kretzmann, High- 
land Station, Box 2604, Minneapolis 11, Minn. 

(. Continued) 

and in the BRIEF STATEMENT, 
has now, by formal vote, been wU’ 
tered down to a point wTzere noth* 
ing is clear except the fact thut the 
standpoint of the Missouri Synod is 
about that of the Iowa Synod before 
the AEC merger, and tkat of Loehe, 
the father of the Iowa Synod. So 
Walther’s beautiful testimony ut t32e 
Milwaukee CoUoquy has been drop& 
ped. 

3. The “Common C,onfession,” 
&opted by the Lutheran Church- 
Missouri Synod at the Milwaukee 
Convention of 1950, zuus sl3ozw-z eve91 
before that meeting, and dozens qof 
times since, to be partly inadequate, 
partly false. Yet it was again ac’ 
cepted ut the convention in Houston, 
in June, 19.53, and is now to stand 
us the official teaching of the h!fis~ 
souri Synod. 

query: Just how fur muy a synod 
go, in its rejection of Bible truths, 
and yet ,be regarded us orthodox? WE 
Ci4q NO LONGER REGARD 
THE MISSOURI SYNOD AS 
ORTHODOX. 

P.E.K. 

LEnT US NOT 
GROW WEARY! 

The caption of this article is a 
phrase which occurs rather frequently 
in Holy Writ, and in various connec- 
tions, as in the case of assistance rend 
dered to those in need. However, at 
this time we are thinking of a situa- 
tion .such as reported in II Sam. 23: 
10, where it is said of Eleazar that 
“he arose and smote the Philistines 
until his hand was weary, and his 
hand clave unto his sword.” This story 
gives us something to think about. 

It is not surprising that certain men 
who formerly joined in the work of 
the Orthodox Lutheran Conference 
have given evidence of weariness, even 
of aversion to the standards set up 
by their former colleagues. It requires 
God-given courage and persistence to 
keep on battling for the truth for 
months and years. Under the circum- 
stances this attitude is definitely con- 
structive, for how can one hope t.o 
build a house, if the breaches are nq 
healed and the ruins are not removed. 
Holy Writ requires that there be a 
constant removal of debris and rubble 
before the building of the Church can 
be done in the proper way. This is 
often not an easy matter. To be hated 
by practically all men with whom one 
was formerly associated is an expe- 
rience which one would rather not, 
have. But the Lmord Himself plainly 
taught: “Think not that I am come, 
t,o send peace on earth: I am come 
not t.o send peace, but a sword. For 
I am come to set a man at variance 
against her mother, and the daughter- 
against his father, and the daughter 
in-law against her mother-in-law. And 
a man’s foes shall be they ‘of hi.s own 
household.” Matt. 10:34--36. When the 
truth of -God’s Word is at stake, NO 
earthly considerations, not even tha 
closest ties of blood-relationship ma\: 
interefer with the full and fre,e eon- 
fession of the teaching of the Lord. 

For that reason all defenders of the 
FULL TRUTH must learn this lesson 
and learn it well, at least, as did Mar- 

(Continued on next Page) 
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(Continued) 

tin Lut,her, who fought unremittingly 
and f,earlessly against falsehood in 
~.very f,orm, even when he stood alone. 
,vorms, Augsburg, Marburg were vic- 

tories for him, but not without a most 
strenuous battle. ,4nd LuOher would 
have succumbed more than once if he 
had not stood foursquare on the Word 
of God, in spite of the fa.ct that more 
than one man who had formerly stood 
at his side became his opponent and 
t,ried to ,hinder the course of the Gos- 
pel. Not only his “Great Confession 
of the Lord’s Supper,” but also his 
great classic, the “Exposition of Gen- 
esis,” give ample proof of his un- 
wavering adherance to the truth which 
he had once learned to know. In spite 
of the natural weakness of his flesh, 
Luther did NOT GROW WEARY. 

And neither may we permit our- 
selves to grow weary in the confession 
and defense of the truth, We are not 
zaging a carnal warfare, but one 
DS7hich concerns our most holy faith. 
“They that wait upon t,he Lord shall 
renew their strength; they shall 
mount up with wing.s as eagles; Obey 
shall run and not .be weary; and they 
shall walk, and not faint.” Is. 40:31. 

P.E.K. 

Rev. Paul Bloedel, Pastor 
Dedicated ,on Nov. 2, 1952. 

Erected within one year after the 
congre,gation had organized, and ac- 
cording to reports it is not only com- 
pleted but paid for. ,God be praised 
for such sacrificial LOVE which glori- 
fies God. 

Your Subscription expires in the 
month design.ated with your address. 

WANTED 
NEW SUBSCRIBERS 

BE SURE TO RENEW 
Keep Informed About Conditions Existing 
Among Lutherans and on the Church 
Front. 

SUBSCRlPTlONS MAKE 
EXCELLENT GIFTS 

$2.00 a Year-Anywhere 

Use Subscripti,on Blanks 
or Coupons Included 

I 
SEND TO 

ORTHODOX LUTHERAN 
Highland Station, Box 2604 

Minneapolis 11, Minn. 



IS OUR JUDGMENT JUSTIFIED? 

When the New Missouri Synod in 1950 be expected to show the new agreement in 

accepted the false Common Confession as. doctrine, if there is any. 

a settlement of age-old doctrinal differences 

between it and the synods now in the 

American Lutheran Church, some loyal O,ld- 

Line Lutherans realized they could not con- 

tinue in the Missouri Synod without being 

partakers of other men’s sins, 1 Tim. 5:22. 

Since they also saw no further hope of 

success i n efforts to reform their synod 

from the inside and because they knew 

that God’s Word, Rom. 16:17, demanded 

that they avoid false teachers, they with- 

drew and formed the Orthodox Lutheran 

Conference. This withdrawal took place 

jabout fifteen months after the lamp of 

orthodoxy had been blown out officially in 

‘the Milwaukee tragedy. 

Three years have now passed since the 

compromise was made in the Common Con- 

fession. Have these years substantiated the 

charge of the OLC that the Common Con- 
fession is false, inasmuch as it does not 

settle the old differences? Does the evi- 

dence of these years show that the American 

Lutheran Church still teaches contrary to 

the Old Missouri Scriptural position? 

Evidence to support the charges of the 

OLC is found quite regularly in the Lu- 
theran Standard, the official paper of the 

American Lutheran Church. Only a few 

months after the Common Confession was 

supposed to have settled the differences, one 

of the old errors concerning Conversion 

was found in the “Question Box,” a regular 

feature of the Standard. The staff writer 

who conducts that feature has held those 

views for fifty years. He did not acquire 

them after Milwaukee. 

Additional evidence, less direct but more 

significant than appears on the surface, is 

found in the Standard for Dec. 13, 1952, 

and March 21, 1953. There we find, not 

doctrinal articles, but reviews of recent 

translations of two Old Missouri theological 

books whose authors were leaders in the 

fighf against AlC errors. One of these 

books is the second volume of Dr. F. 

Pieper’s great three-volume work entitled 

Christian Dogmatics; the other is Dr. 

George Stoeckhardt’s Ephesians, a com- 
mentary. Reviews of these books could 

The ALC reviewer of Dr. Pieper’s book 

sees in it “the theology of a generatid 

ago.“’ What would Dr. Pieper say of sucm 

criticism? He claims for his books a time- 

less theology of Biblical truth which is 

“abreast of the times in every century, 

in every year. . . .‘I (Vol. II, Preface, p. 
VII.) That he can say that is due to the 

God-given conviction expressed in his Pre- 

face to the first volume (page Xl) of this 

same work: “On the other hand, by God’s 

grace we are certain that the doctrine pro- 

claimed among us is the Christian faith, 

the faith revealed in Scripture, the faith 

confessed in the Lutheran Symbols, and 

that this doctrine demands and must be 

grunted exclusive recognition in the Church.” 

The Orthodox Lutheran Conference takes its 

stand with Dr. Pieper. 

The criticism voiced by the reviewer 

would not be made if the ALC were agreed 

in doctrine with the Old Missouri Scripturv 

position, Hence, any claims for agreemer 

nowadays made by New Missouri leaders 

must be understood to mean that the 

theology of the ALC has conquered and that 

New Missouri has agreed to cancel Dr. 

Pieper’s demand for the exclusive recogni- 

tion of his Scriptural theology in the 

Church. This change in Missouri is a re- 

jection of Dr. Pieper and his life-long 

fight for the truth. It is doubtless one of 
the acts of repentance wished for by the 

theological leaders of Missouri today, a 

wish expressed, for example, by Professor 

Franzmann of the St. Louis faculty (quoted 

in the Lutheran Standard, Jan. 17, 1953, 

p. 10). But such repentance has not led, 

nor will it lead, to agreement in Scriptural 

truth. 

Another criticism is given by the re- 

viewer. tie says that Dr. Pieper’s volume 

glories “too much in being the theolo; 

of Luther and the 17th century.” Wh4 
Dr. Pieper glories in, of course, is that 

his theology is the doctrine of Holy Scrip- 

ture. Where he notes that Luther and 

other theologians in any century likewise 

are orthodox and Scriptural, he makes use 

of their testimony, not wishing to give the 
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impression that wisdom first came to light 

in him. He is also eager to show that 
he has not made the sort of progress in 

theology which the reviewer’s criticism seems 

to regard as desirable. Dr. Pieper sub- 

scribes to the words of Dr. A. L. Graeb- 

ner in the Preface (page V) of the lat- 

ter’s Doctrinal Theology, in which he ex- 

pressed his “emphatic refusal to apologize 

for having nowhere . . . progrejsed beyond 

the theology of our orthodox fathers and 

(his) fervent prayer. that God would keep 

him and his brethren in the faith from 

any such progress.” (Quoted in Pieper’s 

first volume, page 183, note 249.) That 

is the Old Missouri answer to the re- 

viewer’s complaints about Dr. Pieper’s old- 

fashioned theology. The OK was organ- 

ized by men who subscribe to these same 

words and refuse to go along with the 
“progress” of New Missouri. 

And isn’t it strange to hear a Lutheran 

reviewer complain that Dr. Pieper glories 

too much in the theology of Luther! The 

theologians of the Book of Concord of 
1580 gloried in Luther with pride and 

thanks to God. True Lutherans feel the 

same today. 

The AK reviewer complains further: “Yet 

it is not the only Lutheranism, as the 

author sometimes ,implies, but a phase of 

Lutheranism.” This criticism has been made 

of the Old Missouri position for decades. 

Now, Dr. Pieper does not merely some- 

times imply that his is* the only Lutheran- 

ism but states in his first volume (as 

quoted above from page XI) that the doc- 

trine contained in his books “demands 

and must be granted exclusive .recognition 

in the Church.” The reviewer must also 

have noted that the title of Dr. Pieper’s 

work is not Lutheran iDogmatics but 

CHRISTIAN Dogmatics! 

The reading of Dr. Pieper has evidently 

opened the old wounds acquired in the long 

conftict with Missouri. The reviewer pro- 

tests that “at this calm distance in time 

(he) can read without resentment the 

statement. classifying the Joint Synod of 

Ohio and the Synod. of Iowa . . . as 

synergists,” but he has not been success- 

ful in hiding his resentm’ent. 

In the spirit of the new brotherliness 

which the Common Confession is supposed 

to have made possible, the reviewer says 

that Dr. Pieper’s charge of synergism (man 

cooperating in his conversion} was only a 

daring statement made “in the heat of the 

conflict” over the doctrines of Election and 

Conversion. Actually Dr. Pieper’s charge was 

made on the basis of Scripture and was the 

settled conviction of Old Missouri through- 

out the conflict, a conviction still held by 

loyal Old Missourians in the O,LC and else- 

where . today. The charge must still be 

made today on the basis of the latest 

writings of the American Lutheran Church, 

in which the synods of Ohio and Iowa 

are now united. If the alleged settlement 

of doctrinal. differences were a fact, the 

reviewer would not write as he does. He 

would recognize that Dr. Pieper was Scrip- 

turally correct to classify the AK as syn- 

ergists. If the reviewer and his church body 

had given up their false teachings, they 

would in humility and gratitude recognize 

the correctness of Dr. Pieper’s charges. 

The reviewer declares further-and it is 

a fact-that Dr. Pieper’s theology “has 

influenced American Lutheranism and world 

Lutheranism more than some people are 

willing to admit.” (On Dr. Pieper’s ap- 

praiial of this influence see his first volume, 

pages 179f.) Sad to say, however, the 

theological spirit of the American luther- 

an Church has rather, since Pieper’s death, 

influenced Missouri, especially in its leader- 

ship and ruling hierprchy, more effectively 

than Dr. Pieper influenced the AK, as far 

as the actual position of the two corporate 

bodies is concerned. This deplorable fact 

has made it possible for a monstrosity like 

the Common Confession to be accepted in 

New Missouri, and that less than twenty 

years after Dr. Pieper’s death. The Com- 

mon Confession is evidence that his influ- 

ence is no longer dominant in New Mis- 

souri. There is also abundant evidence to 

this day that his influence has not yet 

lighted .the lamp of true theology in the 

AK. 

Now, when a man reviews a volume of 

theology, we may expect him to come to 

grips with some specific technical point, 

especially if he is critical. When our re- 

viewer comes to this, the old saying about 
the mountain in travail for the birth’ of &. 

mouse comes to mind. The expression is 

attacked in which Dr. Pieper says that faith 

(Continued on next Page) 
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(Continued) 

is created “through the almighty power of 

God,” and the reviewer suggests that Dr. 

Pieper should have been careful not to 

use an expression which might “easily 

be taken in the sense of an irresistible 

grace.“ He asks: “But why deliberately 

draw the fire of theological debate” with 

such an expression? He cites this as one 

of “some provocative things” which he finds 

in the book. 

The truth is, it is not Dr. Pieper who is 

provocative; it is rather the kind of ration- 

alizing theology which took root in Luther- 

an circles with Melanchthon and is perpetu- 

ated in the ALC, having lately infected New 

Missouri, too. One wonders, however, on 

what page of the volume the reviewer read 

the expression which he dislikes. If he read 

it on page 29, we shall quote the complete 

sentence in which it. is found: “Scripture 

plainly teaches that faith is created through 

the almighty power of God.” Then follows 

immediately the quotation of Ephesians 

1 :19-20 as Bible proof. What Scripture 

teaches must be taught by the Christian 

theologian, and so Dr. Pieper must teach 

it, even though he knows well that it will 

be provocative to the synods represented 

by the reviewer. iDr. Stoeckhardt, in ex- 

plaining Eph. 1 :19-20 in his commentary 

(noted below), likewise speaks of this 

same almighty power of God. 

Can such a criticism as this come from 

someone whose synod is now supposed to 

be in ayreement with Missouri? The very 

mention of this particular complaint is an 

echo from the battleground of the past, an 

echo of the old charge that Missouri taught 

Calvinism in one form or another. In view 

of a book review like this, can anyone 

be faulted for insisting to this day that 

the Common Confession is a compromise? 

How embarrassing it ought to be to New 

Missouri to have such a review as this 

appear in the official church paper of the 

synod with which it claims agreement in 

doctrine I 

The review of Dr. Stoeckhardt’s Ephesians 

shows the same spirit, in a more kindly 

way, as the review of Dr. Pieper’s book. 

It is quite complimentary. But the. special 

articles on Election and Conversion included 

in the volume call forth from the reviewer 

a comment which reveals the still unchanged 

theological attitudes of the AK. 

The Stoeckhardt commentary was pub- 

lished after almost thirty years of Old 

Missouri efforts to show Iowa and Ohio 

(now in the ALC) that the Scriptures are 

clear on Election but that the difficulties 

arising in the confiict came from the mind 

of the theologian, its tendency to rational- 

ize and to make answers fbr questions which 

Holy Scripture leaves unanswered. After those 

long and patient years Dr. Stoeckhardt 

wrote in his commentary again that .the 

doctrine of Election is clear in Scripture. 

The reviewer now writes, after another forty 

years: ‘“Dr. Stoeckhardt states that the 

doctrine concerning the election of grace 

is one of the clear doctrines of Scripture, 

and we wish it were so. (Emphasis ours.) 

The reviewer grants that Dr. Stoeckhardt’s 

“views” merit consideration, but he does 

not suggest that they are clearly Scriptural 

and therefore require acceptance. 

Such an attitude, however kindly ex- 

pressed, does not indicate that there is 

any truth in the claim broadcast officially 

in New Missouri by false leaders that there 

is now ugreement in doctrine between the 

old combatants. Whatever agreement is 

claim,ed to be shown by the Common Con- 

fession is not in the direction of Scriptural 

truth as found in the Old Missouri, books 

reviewed in the Lutheran Standard. 

It will be interesting to follow the sequel 

to these reviews when the third volume of 

Dr. Pieper’s work is reviewed by ALC 

men. We may expect more evidence to 

iustify our condemnation of New Missouri 

and its Common Confession. The ALC 

knows that it has Missouri on the run, 

and there is no reason, on its part, to pre- 

tend that there is a unity in doctrine which 

it never considered essential to union with 

Missouri. Let us n’ot forget that New Mis- 

souri approved the liberal principles of 

union advocated by the ALC when Missouri 

listened to Lorelei’s song in the “Friendly 

Invitation” extended by the ALC. 

Members of the OLC left New Missouri 

because they could not set their sails to 

the winds of compromise in .the Common 

Confessicn. They were bound by the prin- 

ciple of union s.et forth in 1 Cor. 1 :lO and 

(Continued on. next Page) 
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Send Thou 
Thy Sevenfold Spirit 

A P;arable Which 
Is Not a Fiable 

A PRAYER 

In Preparation for the Convention 
of the 0,rthodox Lutheran Conference, 

August 2 I/24, 195 3. 

Is. 11:2. 

Send Thou Thy severvfold Spirit, Lord, 
As promised in Thy ho’ly Word, 
Upon Thy chosen band, 
For only if Thou art OUT Guide 
Can in Thy ?nercy we abide 
And in lhinc armor stand. 

Oh let Thy Spirit now descend., 
That we with wisdom may attend 
And understand Thy Word; 
Oh let His counse’l fill our soul 
To mah,e our fainting spirit whole 
And p.ower divine afford. 

Y;>h. fill 0~7 minds with knowledge true, 
KiGth rev'7ent fear our s0uZ.s imbue, 
As in Thy might we trust, 
For we before Thy majesty, 
Although front sin by Thee set free, 
Are ashes but and dust. 

Do Thou, then, Lord, Thy Spirit send, 
Let Him uphold us and defend, 
That we to Thee may cling; 
On Thy Word onEy we rely 
And in its might alE foes defy; 
To Thee 0u.r thanks we bring. 

PEK 

(Continued from Page 160) 

the principle of separation set forth in Rom. 

16:17. They declined to be made par- 

takers of the sins involved in the false 

agreement of the Common Confession. Fol- 

iowing their Spirit-guided judgment, they 

oade good-by to New Missouri. The passing 

years have justified their judgment. There 

was not then, nor is there now, any evi- 

dence that Missouri and the AK reached 

an agreement in the full truth of God’s 

Word. 

A. M. Schupmann 

Once there lived a man who prided 
himself on his hospitality. He was 
always ready to invite others to his 
fine home and to show them evidences 
of his interest in them. However, 
t.here was a flaw in his hospitality 
and that was in his carelessness to 
nkntain fufl purity in the drinks 
which he dispensed. 

A man came to visit the gentleman 
who was considered such a genial 
host. But when he was offered a 
glass of wine, he demurred, saying: 
“I am told that you frequently offer 
your guests ‘a drink in a glass in 
which there ,is a sediment of danger- 
ous poisons. What guarantee have I 
that this present glass is not con- 
taminated?” So he refused the drink, 
in spite of voluble protestations on 
the part of his wealthy friend that 
everything was in the best of order. 

The Missouri Synod iS the wealthy, 
genial host. It is offering to its own 
membership and to others the “Cpm- 
man Confession,” which, to put it 
charitably, contains enough aberra- 
tions to jeopardize the correct teach- 
ing of various parts of the Bible. 
Forgetting the Scriptural warning: 
“A little leaven leaveneth the w’hole 
lump,” Gal, 5 :9, the Missouri Synod 
overwhelmed a group of objectors at 
Houston and upheld the “Common 
Confession” as presenting its teach- 
ings, by which it intends to abide. 

How many men, who tremble at 
the Word, will be persuaded to par- 
take of that poisonous drink ? And 
how many, who will not drink, will 
nevertheless remain in the Missouri 
Synod for various reasons ? 

LET US MAKE VP OUR MIND’S, 
HERE AND NOW! 

P.E.K. 

PLEASD: In sending orders for re- 
leases or ordering or re-subscribing 
to the ORTHODOX LUTHE’RAN do 
not send check to -the Orthodox Lu- 
theran Conference but to the ORTHO- 
DOX L U T H E R A N. Subscriptions 
a’ake excellent gifts. 
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Luther’s Urgent. Prayer 
for God% Wervention 

(After Lambert) 

One of the most searching hymns 
written by the great Reformer is 
based on Psalm 12, whose Latin super- 
scription is S#alvum ,me fat, Dlomine.. 
We do not know the immediate occa- 
sion for writing this hymn, but it is 
evident to all students of Lutheran 
hymnology that Luther felt urged to 
write it during one of the first years 
when he was battling for the full 
truth of the Word. It seems safe to 
place the hymn before 1524, since it 
is contained in the s+called Achtlie- 
derbuch of 1524 and in the Erfurt En- 
chiridi,on. It may have been one of 
Luther’s first metrical compositions 
undertaken by the Reformer. Its na- 
ture and contents are well character- 
ized by a statement by Bunsen, when 
he offers this description : “A cry by 
the Church for help, founded upon the 
W.ord of God, and as a protection 
against its contemners and corrup- 
ters.” Several decades after Luther’s 
death Spangen,berg wrote that the 
hymn contains a cordial complaint, an 
earnest plea, and an assured hope 
against false teachers and hypocrites 
who sorely afflict the Christian 
Church. Every one who carefully 
reads the hymn will agree that it pic- 
tures the scorn and cunning of false 
tea.chers and exhibits the pathetic 
condition of their hearts and lips, 
their thoughts and *words. It also de- 
scribes the Lord’s strength in most 
comforting and beautiful terms and, 
finally, indicates how the Church’s 
peril and defense are made known 
through prayer. 

History gives us many acc0unt.s of 
the influence exerted by this hymn 
in various circumstance.s. As early as 
the 2nd Sunday in Advent, 1529, a 
preacher in St. Jacob’s, Luebeck, 
urged his congregat.ion to prayers for 
the dead. Since this was contrary to 
the clear teaching of God’s Word, two 
boys in the audience struck up the 

hymn and the congregation promptly 
took up the strains, ,singing it 
through to the very end, thus succe.ss- 
fully overcoming the effects of false 
preaching. Similar happenings are re- 
ported from Brunswick, Koenigsberg, 
and ,other cit.ies. 

As Luther composed thi.s hymn, he 
took fo,r its opening line the very 
words ,of his own translation of P.salm 
12: “Ach ,Gott vom Himmel, sieh 
darein.” The various stanzas of the 
hymn follow the development as given 
in the Psalm. The English translation 
as found in .the Lutheran Hymnal is 
a composite production, emtbodying 
the best work of earlier translators. 
The first stanza presents the lamenta- 
ble condition of the Church, .as the 
enemies try to overthrow it. The sec- 
ond stanza elaborates upon the first, 
adding in particular the thought of 
hypocrisy in high p1ace.s. The third 
stanza addres,ses itself directly to 
,God, in view of the fact that the false 
teachers even dared to issue a chal- 
lenge against God. The fourth stanzp 
presents the reply which God give’: 
to the arrogant fal.sifiers of His Word. 
The fifth stanza shows how the tribu- 
lation which has come upon the 
Church of the pure confession will re- 
dound to richest blessings. And the 
sixth stanza offers a ,powerful appeal 
to the Lord of the Church to keep the 
faithful from error, closing’ with the 
confident appeal: “But Thou ,art our 
Salvation.” 

The careful study of thi.s ,hymn is 
particularly appropriate at this time, 
when the Church ,of the pure doctrine 
is again ,being assailed by errorists, 
who with swelling words of vanity are 
attempting to deceive the unwary. 
Both the organic and the dogmatic 
foundation of the Church are being 
attacked, and that means that the 
pers,onal foundation, Jesus Chris?’ 
aimself, will so,on be in the line 01 
fire. See -Lutheran Hymnal, No. 260. 

PEK 

Yaour Subscription expires in the 
month designated with your address. 
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Three Significant 
Criticisms of the 
Missouri Synod 

In the “Christian Beacon” of 
June II there is a somewhat lengthy 
ar.ticle, under the heading “Lutheran 
Hour,” which states, in effect : 
“Three prominent incidents have 
happened. lately to indicate the soften 
i;ng of this Synod toward both Mod/ 
ernism and the National Council of 
Churches.” 

1. “The Lutheran ministerial fel# 
lowship i>n the St. Louis area has 
affiliated with the St. Louis Council 
of Churches, a part of the National 
Council .of ‘the Churches of Christ 
in the U.S.A. . . . One cannot unite 
with another organization without its 
afFecting one’s testimony. Such ace 
tion is a part of one’s testimony. 
Everything ,one does affects one’s testi/ 
mony.‘9 

2. “The Missouri Synod instituted 
a television program on paid .time. 
l . . But each week, when it is pre’ 
sented, there is a tag line which de* 
clares that it is offered in co’opera’ 
tion with the National ,Clouncil of 
Churches. . . . This free publicity of 
the very finest kind is given the Nae 
tional Council. . . . The appearance 
of its name on this Lutheran Hour 
program does undergird the National 
Council and remove questions in pea’ 
ple’s minds.” 

3. “Now we have on the Lutheran 
Hour program this public endorse# 
ment of the Revised Standard VerH 
sion of the Bible and the defense of 
its .translators. Dr. Oldsen defends 
the ‘copyrighting’ sf this book and 
the ‘authorizing’ o,f it, though in dad 
ing so he does not mention the fact 
that it is copyrighted Iby the NCC or 
autllorized shy the NCC, or that the 
royalties from it go to help build and 
maintain ,the program of the NCC.” 

In the concluding paragraph of 
the article it is stated: “We are con 
fident that this will cause some reac’ 
tion in Lutheran circles. We hope 
and pray that it does, and that it 
will be for the good and also help 
turn that body’s face away from ,the 
National Council of Churches.” 

* * * * 

When Will True 
Lutherans Come 
To a Decision? 

We were not at the Houston Con- 
vention of the Lutheran Church- 
Missouri Synod and hence do not have 
first-hand, eye-witness information. 
But we assume that the reports in the 
public press, due to the very stringent 
supervision exercised by the Synod’s 
Board for Public Relations, may be 
considered reliable, especially with 
regard to the larger issues before 
the convention. Hence we do not hesi- 
tate Do accept the report concerning 
the acceptance of Part I of the “Com- 
mon Confession” on the part of the 
convention. Therefore we. believe that 
this section of the document is ,now 
official public doctrine in the Mis- 
souri ISynod. 

Now what is to be done? During 
the day.s of the convention our 
pra.yers were daily addressed to the 
Throne of Grace that God, in His 
merciful kindness and truth, would 
avert the calamity which has now 
come to pass. And our prayer in- 
cluded, in particular, those members 
ti the Missouri Synod who had put 

. themselves on record a.s opposing the 
“Common Confession” for reasons of 
conscience. The Lord has chosen not 
to fulfill this prayer, and thus the 
efforts of yea’rs seems to be wasted. 

However, the Lord has very defi- 
nitely stated what the confessors ‘of 
the FULL TRUTH are to do in a 
case of this kind, which is merely 
the fulfillment of a situation such as 

was referred to by the Apostle Paul 
(Continued on next page) 
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in Acts 20: 30, 31a., and in Rom. 
16: 17, 18, where he definitely di- 
rects his readers to avoid t.hose who, 
by their tea.ching of falsehoods, cre- 
ated divisions and offenses contrary 
to the do.ctrine which they had 
learned, Rom. 6:17. Cp. Titus 3:lO. 

In this connection our thoughts 
also went back to our college days, 
when, among other assignments, we 
studied the orations of Cicero. And 
who of those who went through the 
mill will not remember Cicero’s roll- 
ing cadences in that first oration: 
Quousque ta*ndem . . . abutere pa.- 
tientia nostra 4 How long wilt thou 
abuse, to the point of exhaustion, our 
patience ? 

We are fully aware of the fact 
that Holy Writ requires patience in 
the case ,of an erring brother, so long 
as his defe.ction is an inadvertent 
error and so long as he is amenable 
to instruction. Gal. 6:1, 2. We also 
know full well that, while there is 
any hope of winning an erring 
brother, we are not yet to count him 
as an enemy, 2 Thess. 3:15, cp. w. 
6, 14. We also’ are familiar with the 
Apostle% injunction that we are “to 
support the weak, be patient toward 
all’ men.” I Thess. 5 :14. 

But even as our blessed Savior 
ceased to be patient with the teach- 
ers of His time, who persistently 
spread falsehood, so that He bade 
His disciples to beware of the leaven 
of the Pharisees and Sadducees, which 
was their false doctrine, Matt. 16:6, 
12, and also directs them to beware 
of false prophets, Matt. 7:15; even 
as the Apostle Paul so earnestly 
warns .against any perversion of 
sound doctrine, Gal. 5:9, and insists 
upon sound or wholesome doctrine in 
the Pastoral Epistles; so we also 
must learn that patience ceases to be 
a virtue when men, on the opposite 
side, flatly and persistently reject 
the ,truth and make propaganda for 
their false teaching. They must be 
told, and in no uncertain terms, that 
they are opponents of the FULL 
TRUTH. 

But confessors of the FULL 

TRUTH cannot .stop there. A con- 
fession which is merely a repel.ling 
of falsehood is not sufficient., as Holy 
Writ clearly shows. The full testi- 
mony requires AVOIDING THEM. 
The Lord says : “GO out from among 
them, and be ye separate, and touch 
not the unclean thing.” And what. is, 
more: When the situation has come 
to a point where a stalemate is evi- 
dent and confessors are gaining 
nothing by remaining in a body 
which has become heterodox, apostate, 
then t.heir further staying comes 
under the condemnation of him who 
,directed his faithful servant “not 
to be ‘a partaker of other men’s sins.” 
1 Tim. 5:22. 

WHAT ARE YOU GOING TO DO 
ABOUT IT, BROTHER? 

P.E.K. 

“My Strength Is Made 
Perfect in Weakness” 

2 Car. 12:9. 

“My strength is made berfect in weakness!” 
The word of the Savior assures; 
No matter what dangers may threaten, 
His kindness forever endures; 
No matter how great is the wealpess 
That bears mortal men to the ground, 
In Him and His Word of salvation 
The strongest protection is found. 

“My strength is mude perfect in wkalpess!” 
Though sins and transgressions *abound, 
His mercifu’l kindness and favor 
As walls of defense rise ctround; 
The foes cannot rise to condemn us 
While we in His mercy abide, 
When we, from aU dangers to shield us 
In His wo1tnd.s in safety will hide. 

“My strength is made perfect in weaknesq 
We know that His words will not fail 
When we in our feebleness falter, 
When fightings and doubts will assail; 
Behind the dark clouds of affliction 
The sun of His mercy is bright, 
And He will at last safely guide us 
lo the Home of the .heuvenly light. 

P.E.K. 
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Conscientious 
Objectors 

Frequently we read in our daily 
newspapers that an individual refuses 
to enter the Armed Services of our 
/country claiming thaO he is a con- 
scientious objector. To defend his po- 
sition he refers to the Fifth Com- 
mandment, “Thou shalt not kill.” He 
also appeals to Matthew 5: 38-44, and 
Luke 6: 27-29, where the Lord Jesus 
forbids the believers the use of carnal 
force in resistying evil, commanding 
them to love their enemies. The 
Quakers, Mennonites, and other 
groups use these and similar pas- 
sages in an effort to prove that par- 
ticipation in military service is con- 
trary to Holy Scripture. In view of 
the passages which they often quote, 
we Christians ask: Is it really in ac- 
cordance with the Bible for a Chris- 
tian to bear arms when asked by the 
government ? If we examine the 
Sacred Scriptures it becomes obvious 
that a Christian will ‘at the request 
of the government willingly defend 
his country against the foe! 

ing to which the State is to rule, 
nor do they deal with the rights 
of the ,Christian as a citizen, but 
rather with his conduct as a Chris- 
tian. And the duties which he owes 
God as a ‘Christian and as a member 
of the secular estate do not clash. 
T,he Christian ruler loves his enemies 
and at the same time repels the ene- 
mies of his country with force of 
arms. (Pop. Sym. p. 119). It is the 
duty ,of the government to protect 
its citizens from t.he enemy, and in 
order to do this, it is often necessary 
for the government to call upon the 
citizens to bear arms. 

It is necessary for us to bear in 
mind that. there are two kindoms 
here upon earth. They are the Chur.ch 
and the State. Both of these king- 
doms have been established by God 
Himself. That the State is God’s or- 
dinance is plainly proven in Romans 
13: 1 f. The essential difference be- 
tween these two kingdoms consists 
in this, the State is a visible, external 
kingdom, wherea.s the Church is a 
spiritual, invisible kingdom, John 18 : 
36. Jesus also teaches in Matthew 
22: 21 t-hat there must be a separa- 
tion between Church and State; the 
one is never to interfere with the 
rights of the other. 

The Lord has given the authority 
to the government to punish the evil- 
doers, Romans 13: 4 and I Peter 2: 
14. Compare also Genesis 9: 6; Ex- 
odus 21: 12; Leviticus 24: 1’7; Num- 
bers 35: 30-34; Deuteronomy 19: ll- 
13; Matthew 26: 52. In Deuteronomy 
20 we are told concerning the laws 
of warfare for t.he children of Israel. 
In Luke 3: 14 when the soldiers came 
to Christ He does not tell them that 
they are sinning or that Obey should 
quit their military service; on the 
contrary, He tells them that they 
should be satisfied with their wages. 
Thus every Christian-citizen of the 
country owes al1egianc.e to his gov- 
ernment also in respect to military 
service, and this in no wa.y contra- 
dicts his calling as ‘a Christian. 

Thus those who attempt to defend 
their position as conscientious ob- 
jectors by appeal,ing to such Bible 
passages as Matthew 5: 38-44, Ex- 
odus 20:13, and Luke 6: 27-29, are 
only confusing t,he Church with the 
State. Those particular passages to 
which the conscientious objectors re- 
fer do not contain principles accord- 
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Psychology versus 
Scripture 

Some time ago a rather lengthy 
correspondence between a Missouri 
layman, who had been graduated 
from one of the junior colleges of 
that Synod, and our dear brother H. 
F. Koehlinger, known to the readers 
of this church paper chiefly through 
h i s h e a r t-searching devotionals 
based upon Luther’s exposition of the 
Twenty-third Psalm, was turned over 
upon request for publication in this 
paper. After careful reading and con- 
sultation among three or four of us 
we decided that we could not afford 
the space in this Scriptural publica- 
tion to reproduce so much of the 
Missourian’s scurrilous language as 
would form the necessary background 
for printing all of ,OLIY brother’s fine 
Scriptural rejoinders. If space were 
not so precious with us we ,could in- 
deed cite excellent precedent. for pub- 
lishing the whole correspondence, in 
Luther’s frequent practice of publish- 
ing libels written against him with 
or without his own detailed reply. 

Yet this material is so symptomatic 
of the attitude of many Missourians 
today that we could not wholly ignore 
it. Even before the establishment of 
the ,Orthodox Lutheran Conference, 
but in an int.ensifled degree since that 
time, the so-called “psychological ap- 
proach” has displaced the old-time 
Scriptural propaganda and polemics 
once characteristic of the Missouri 
Synod. If you disagree with Missouri 
today and at.tack her aberrations you 
are not likely to be regarded as an 
erring brother who must be set 
straight from Scripture, or as a 
heretic whose mouth must be stopped 
,by Scripture, .but rather as a “psycho- 
neurotic” who should consult a psy- 
ch?atrist. 

The Missouri correspondent to 
whom we are referring is an extreme 
example of this attitude. We find 
him constantly insisting that he has 
no interest whatsoever in our “silly 
theological debate” but. only in the 
p.ersonal “frame of mind” of his for- 
mer friend. In his letters he uses 

no Scripture, although Brother Koeh- 
linger’s answers are full of Scripture 
properly applied, but takes evident 
pride in the e’ase with which he has 
been able to recognize what he con- 
siders the peculiar “psychosis” ex- 
pressed in the actions and publica- 
tions of our .Orthodox Conference. 

Such attack.s on our church- 
body, whereby he presumes to 
enter a public controversy without 
knowledge of the facts and with pro- 
fessed disinterest in the. theological 
principles involved, are the most ob- 
jective sections of his extremely sub- 
jective tirades. He does once express 
curiosity as to “what new thought 
your group is advancing,” but sup- 
presses his curiosity with the remark: 
“Seems to me you aren’t saying any- 
thing new.” In this of course he is 
right; as Brother Koehlinger’s re- 
joinder shows : “We believe, teach, 
and confess only the eternal Bible 
truths.” That Iis really all. the 
answer we can make to people who 
are not interested in “theological de- 
bate” on the basis ,of Scripture. There 
is no common ground on which we 
can meet. 

The situation delineated above, 
which is startlingly general, may ac- 
,count in large degree for the failure 
to “get together and talk things 
over” between representatives of the 
Missouri Synod and the O.L.C. When 
we adduce God’s Word and are met 
by the suggestion that, we have ,our 
hea-ds examined there is no basis for 
discussion. Under such circumstances 
we are not surpri.sed when .our ad- 
versaries lose interest and break off 
discussion, as occurred in this case. 
With t.hose who regard the fact ,of 
taking. Bible doctrine seriously as an 
indication of “fanaticism,” and the 
willingness t.o die for it. if need be 
as a “martyr complex,” we have 
nothing to discuss. 

W.HM., with grateful ac- 
knowledgments to H.F.K. 
-, 

NOTICE 
BE SURE TO RENEW YOUR 
SUBSCRIPTIONS PROMPTLY 
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Peace Ev. Lutheran Church School, Tinley Park, Illinois, pictured above. This congre- 
gation has been richly blessed since the fall of 1951, when it separated from the Mis- 
souri Synod in obedience to God’s command and united with the OLC. Its communicant 
membership is now six times larger than at that time. and its people have also grown in 

mace. Last year the voters unanimously *decided to start a Christian Day School-the first 
our OLC. Initial enroIlment was only ten, but more pupils have been enrolled for the 

%&r term of 1953-1954, and prospects are very good for ‘the future. For the first, *Pastor H. D. 
Mensing is serving as principal and teacher. He is ably assisted by his wife especially in 
the fields of music and art. May the example of our brethren at Tinley Park remind us al1 
that we prove our love for Jesus, our Lord and Savior, by taking part wholeheartedly in 
feeding both His sheep and His lambs! (Tohn 21,15) 

INFORMATION 

The Orthodox Lutheran Conference meets in Minneapolis Au- 
gust 22-24. The Pastoral Conference meets August 21. The com- 
munion serivce for the O.L.C. pastors and ,del&gates and members 
of the host congregation takes place on August 21, 8:00 P. M. 

The host congregati.on will supply housing and meals for the respective 
pastors and delegates. Nominal charge for all other guests for noon lunches 
and evening dinners, as served by the ladies of the host parish. 

The host congregation cannot guarantee housing for all visitors but will 
happy to lend assist.ance if such is necessary. 

Vkitors from all corners of the nation are expect.ed, and you, dear reader, 
are most heartily WELCOME to attend any and all sessions. 

-4dvance notice of visitors or guests and statement as to whether you would 
desire to dine with the gr,oup at. certain hours or for all meals would be appre- 
ciated. ,Send to the Orthodox Lutheran address. Thanks. 
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“Touch NOT” 
“On the matter of what to do with 

false doctrine and false prophets, the 
Word of God is perfectly plain. 
Mat t:hew 7 :15 : ‘Beware of false 
prophets, which come to you in 
sheep’s clothing, but inwardly they 
are ravening wolves.’ Romans 
lG:P7.18: ‘Now I beseech YOU, 
brethren, mark them which cause di- 
visions a,nd offences contrary to the 
dfoctrine which you have learned; and 
AVOTD THEM. For they that are 
such serve not (our L,ord Jesus 
Christ, but their sown belly; and by 
good words and fair speeches deceive 
the hearts ‘of the simple.’ Titus 3:lO: 
‘A man that is an heretic a*ft,er the 
first and second admonition RE- 
JECT; knowing that he that is such 
is subverted and sinneth. being con- 
demncd of himself.’ Titus l-:13: 

Wherefore REBUKE them sharply, 
that they may be sound in the faith.’ 
II John g-10: ‘Whosoever transgres.- 
Seth, and abideth not in the doctrine 
of Christ, hath not God. He that 
abideth in th,e doctrine lof Chris,t, he 
hath both the Father and the Son. 
If there come any to you, and bring 
not this doctrine, RECEIVE ‘HIM 
NOT into your hosse, neither bid 
him God. speed.” (‘51 Proc;eedings of 
the O.L.C.) To disobey brings y 

1 and me under the just and @rib 
condemnati’on of the same God and 
author of the above words when He 
says in I Tim. 4:22 B,e ye not par- 
t,akers lof other men% sins! Jeremiah 
48:lO: “Cursed is he that doeth the 
Lord’s work adeceitfully.” Cp. Rev. 
2,2, 18-20; Rev. 3 Read the Eight.h 
Chapter of St. .John’s gospel. 
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