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EBENEZER 
Ebenezer! Rock of Ages! 
For Thy helping hand we prayed 
Since we feared the tusk before us, 
Since our hearts were sore &aid; 
AZE too great there loomed befme us 
Dangers sore and mighty foes 
And our hearts were full of anguish 
In ajfliction’s dreadful throes. 

Ebenexer! Rock of Ages! 
Thou hast heZped us hitherto 
And Thy mercy and compassion 
To UT ev’ry morn were new; 
Thou hast granted life and favor, 
Wisd,om, c,oumge, strength, and Zight, 
And our hearts did rtot grow weary 
fle’er so bitter though the fight. 

Ebeneser! Rock of Ages! :, 
For Thy further help we plead, 
Since Thou only canst supply us, 
Since ‘Thy strength we daily need. 

Written for the end ,of the 
school yea, cIose of the II 
Senx&tet df the Orthodox 
Lutheran Seminary-June 5, 
1953, by P.E.K. 

CT;0 the mouin~tains of salvation 
We lift up our hearts today: 
Thou wilt in the years before u.s 
Be the Truth, the Life, the Way. 
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To *Make known the teachings, 
treasures, and history of the true 
Lutheran Church: 

To Offer evidences tha.t the Lu- 
theran Church is N;ut a sect, .wnd’ 
Not a New church, but rather a con- 
tinuation of the Church of Jesus 
Christ, our Lord and Savior; 

To Show what True Lutherans Must 
believe, ’ how they are to Live a 
Christi,an 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 
FaIse Lutherans and their Aberra- 
tions from Scriptures and the pure 
Lutheran Confessions, including the 
Book of Concord uf 1580, the 
Brief Statement of 1932, and our 
Confession of Faith. 

Third Antiu&l 



Missouri Synod 
Unity C0mmitte.e 
Chairman Testifies 

To Orthodoxy of 0.1. C. and to A. L. C. 

Change of Position 

It was ?he writer’s privilege on May 2 of 

this year to make deposition- in ,behaif of 

the defendants, our loyal and courageous 

0. 1. C. congregation at Chesterfield, Mis- 

souri, and to testify to the doctrinal differ- 

ences existing. ‘between the New Missouri 

“Common Confession” Doctrine of those 

who withdrew from that congregation to re- 

join the Missouri Synod and the Old Mis- 

souri Orthodox Lutheran Doctrine to which 

that congregation has always adhered and 

still continues to adhere. The’ plaintiffs have 

chosen to maintain the falsehood that there 

is no doctrinal issue between themselves 

and the defendants, and that because they 

have succeeded in drawing a slight majority 

of the former members out of the congrega- 

tion, subsequent to its unanimous action (in: 

eluding a number of these plaintiffs) in 

joining the Orthodox Lutheran Conference, 

court should therefore award them the 

;;ngregation’s property. 

The substance of the detailed account of 

existing doctrinal differences, which I was 

privifeged by my testimony to read into the 

court record, is sufficiently known to ail who 

wish to know,’ through printed discussions 

published not only by the O.L.C., but also by 

the Wisconsin and Norwegian Synods, and 

by individuals in the Missouri Synod. But 

the testimony given under oath by Dr. Wal- 

ter A. Baepler, Chairman of the Doctrinal 

Unity Committee of the Lutheran Churih- 

Missouri. Synod, President of Concordia Sem- 

inary, Springfield, Illinois, and President of 

the Synodicai Conference, attesting doctrinal 

unity of the Missouri Synod and the Ortho- 

dox Lutheran Conference and alleging that 

the A. 1.C. had to recede from its former 

doctrinal position in order to accept the 

“Common Confession,” is really news. We 

we convinced that it will be startling news 

the A. L. C. theotogians who joined with 

Prof. Baepler and other members of the 

Missouri Committee in drawing up the 

“Common Confession,” with the conviction 

that they were surrendering nothing, but 

graciously cooperating in the Missouri Syn- 

od’s expressed desire to come into agree- 

ment with them. While differing widely from 

the. American Lutheran Church in our doc- 

trinal position, we of the Orthodox Lutheran 

Conference can fully agree with them that 

they lose nothing by accepting the “Com- 

mon Confession.” 

Or from which body do we hear voices 

complaining that they have been sold down 

the river by the acceptance of the “Common 

Confession?” Surely these voices do not 

come from the A. I. C. but from the Missouri 

Synod. We have not heard of any pastors 

or congregations withdrawing from the A. 

I. C. because of conscientious objection to 

the adoption of the “Common Confession,“ 

nor of any within that body who are even 

protesting its adoption and appealing that 

it be rescinded. In fact, the Fellowship Com- 

mittee of the A. L. C. has not even found 

it necessary to clarify or expand the original 

“Common Confession” in order to meet 

criticisms directed against the original. doc- 

ument and halt defections from their church 

body. It would be strange indeed if all 

members of a church body which is sup- 

posed to have receded from its position 

should be so welf satisfied with the docu- 

ment, while those whose original doctrinal 

posi.tion it is supposed to express are con- 

stantly protesting against it, and even. find 

it necessary to repudiate the document by 

withdrawing from the fellowship af the 

Synod which accepted it. Yet just this anom-- 

alous situation is that which the sworn testi- 

mony of ,Dr. Baepler maintains to be a fact, 

as the foltowing .extracts will show. 

From the direct examination by Mr. Rob- 

ertson, counsel for the plaintiffs: 

Q. Doctor, will you tell us whether or not 

you are familiar with the Common Confes- 

sion doctrine as adopted in 1950.? 

A. Yes, sir, I am. 

Q. And are you likewise familiar with 

the Common Confession as practiced by the 

Missouri Synod prior to 19503 

A. The Common Confession? 

Q. Yes. in so far as the doctrine is con- 

ce rned? 

A. Oh, sure. 

Q. NOW, will you tell us what is the pur- 

pose or basis of the Common Confessian? 

A. The bcsis of the Common Confession? 

Q. Yes. 

A. Is the Scripture. 

(Continued bn next page) 
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Q. What is the present status of the 

Common Confession as recognized by the 

Missouri Synod? 

A. It was accepted in 1950. 

Q. Does the doctrine as set forth in the 

Common Confession deviate from the doc- 

trine of the Lutheran Church-Missouri Syn- 

od prior to its adoption? 

A. Not in the least. 

Q. Will you tell us whether or not the 

confessional standards of the 0. 1. C., if you 

know, are the same as those of the Missouri 

Synod. 

A. The same. 

From the cross examination by Mr. Dug- 

gan, counsel for the defendants: 

Q. Doctor, do you know whether or not 

the 0. 1. C. has a seminary? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And I want you to consider as a hy- 

pothetical question, Doctor, could you con- 

scientiously accept the position as a pro- 

fessor there to teach theology? 

A. I? 

Q. Yes. 

A. No. 

Q. Why? 

A. Because of their antagonism to my 

8ody. 

Q. Well, is there any antagonism to your 

religion or Body that you are *familiar with? 

A. I can say I guess to the religion. 

Q. There is an antagonism to the relig- 

ion you believe in and the religion the 0. 

i. C. alleges? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What is that antagonism, Doctor? 

A. 1 don’t see any difference personally. 

Q. You are the one that said there is 

antagonism. 

A. On their part. 

Q. Well, if you see no distinction why 

couldn’t you accept an appointment as pro- 

fessor there? 

A. Because I couldn’t associate with them. 

They are fighting my own group. That 

wouldn’t be fully in accordance with my 

principles. 

Q. Now, when did you reach the conclu- 

sion that there is no distinction or difference 

between their group as taught and your 

group as taught? 
A. When I reached it? 

Q. Yes. 

A. Well, from the very beginning. 

Q. When was the beginning, Doctor? 

A. I guess about a year and a half. 

Q. Previous to that was there any dis- 

tinction? 

A. Officially, the Orthodox Church didn’t 

exist I don’t think until about a year ago. 

Q. Was there any difference among Lu- 

theran Churches previous to that? 

A. In America? 

Q. Yes. 

A. There were a number of different 

Bodies. 

************* 

Q. Now, did this committee of which you 

were a member representing the Missouri 

Synod and the other committee representing 

the American Lutheran Church, did they 

reach a common ground on the Common 

Confession? 

A. They certainly did. 

Q. Now, in the reaching of that common 

ground or Common Confession, Doctor, did 

the Missouri Synod recede from the position 

that you went in defending as a member? 

A. Recede, you say? 

Q. Yes, sir. 

A. They did not. 

Q. Did the American Lutheran Church 

committee members recede from their posl 

tion? 

A. It just depends upon how you look 

at the thing. You must remember this con- 

troversy began about 1880, 70 years ago. 

You have an entirely different generation 

today. We maintain that the Common Con- 

fession expresses our doctrinal position. 

That, of course, would imply that the A. L. 

C. receded. 

*+*********** 

Q. What doctrine is that ‘in 1944 that 

was put down? 

A. That was the doctrine of the Common 

Confession. 

Q. So there was a difference up to 1944? 

A. I would say yes. 

Q. So from 1944 to 1949-a five year 

period-.you discussed those differences? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And it is now your position that at 

the end of that five year discussion, 

1949, you reached a common ground? 

A. That is right.. 

Q. Between the two bodies? 

A. That is right. 

Q. NOW, Doctor, have these committees 

been discharged? 
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A. No, sir. 

Q. Why nof? 

A. Because there is some more work to 

be done. 

Q. In what respect? 

A. In the work of practical theology. We 

nrq not fulfy agreed with these people yet. 

Q. But there is a difference then between 

you? 

A. Oh, yes. 

Q. Will you give us the difference be- 

tween you? 

A. I think these are the two remaining 

differences: We are not agreed as to what 

constitutes a doctrine, nor are we agreed 

as to what constitutes church work. That 

presents the whole question of church fel- 

lowship. 

Q. Now, does that same difference per- 

tain to the Missouri Synod and the Ortho- 

dox Lutheran Conference? 

A. I don’t say so, no. 

Q. Why not? 

A. I think we are agreed with the Ortho- 

dox Lutheran doctrine as to doctrine and 

what is church work. 

Q. And you are not agreed with the 

American Lutheran Church. 

A. No. 

Q. Is the American Lutheran Church and 

Orthodox Lutheran Conference agreed? 

A. No. 

Q. What is the difference between the 

Orthodox Lutheran Conference and the 

American Lutheran Church? 

A. We!!, the Orthodox Lutheran Confer- 

ence have misunderstood many other ques- 

tions; as I recall (the 0. L. C. holds that 

the A,L.C. is wrong on ,-N.B.; The preceding 

words in this parenthesis, which are not in 

the court reporter’s record, are added from 

his own notes by the present writer in order 

to make this answer intelligible) conver- 

sion; on inspiration; wrong on election; 

wrong on (I think I am correct in saying) 

on eschatology. 

Q. And this way; the Orthodox Lutheran 

Conference also contend that the Missouri 

Synod is wrong on all those matters you just 

-numerated? 

A. They maintain by adopting the Com- 

&on Confession we have erred. 

Q. And there is that difference between 

your two beliefs with respect to conversion, 

election, eschatology, and inspiration; is 

that right? 

A. On their part, not on our part. 

Q. Well, do you deny them the right to 

differ with you? 

A. No. I don’t deny them the right, no. 

Q. Do they give you the reasons for dif- 

fering with you? 

A. They do, but these are not valid. 

(N.B. This answer is corrected from my 

notes. The official record reads: “They do 

but don’t do anything about it.“] 

Q. They do give you the reasons, don’t 

they? 

A. Sure. 

The full record of the depositions taken 

on May 2 in the office of the lawyer for 

the plaintiffs, from which the above ‘ex- 

tracts have been taken, and which includes 

also the sworn deposition of the present 

writer on behalf of the defendants, as well 

as the sworn depositions of Dr. J. W. Behn- 

ken and Professor Martin .Franzmann in 

corroboration of the testimony of Dr. Baep- 

ler, covers more than thirty pages. Most of 

the omitted material deals with Dr. Baepler’s 

contention that the present writer’s tract, 

“The Difference,” while doing justice to the 

doctrine of the “Brief Statement“ in the ex- 

tracts from that document, failed to do jus- 

tice to the “Common Confession” in the 

quotations from it, which, he contended, 

should have included more; and in my de- 

tailed pointing out for the court record of 

the irreconcilable differences between these 

two documents. My printed tract, “The Dif- 

ference,” may still be obtained by writing 

to the “Orthodox Lutheran,” at 2 cents per 

copy or 50 copies for 75 cents, plus post- 

age. 

W.H.M. 

ORTHODOX LUTHERAN 
THEOLOGIAN 
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Orthodox Lutheran Seminary 
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iWHO REFUSED? 
We understand, from a source 

which we have no reason to doubt,, 
that Dr. J. W: Behnken, President 
of the Lutheran Church-Missouri 
Synod, has informed more than one 
Di,strict President. of that body that 
the officers of the Orthodox Lutheran 
Conference refused to meet with him 
and other officials of the Missouri 
Synod. 

Since this impression, whatever its 
source, ‘is certainly current in the 
Missouri Synod and has more than 
once been brought to our ‘attention, 
and since it is not true, we publish 
herewith the last exchange of letters 
between the presidents of the.se two 
church bodies. This correspondence, 
as will be noted, followed upon 
a letter from Dr. Eehnken, dated 
January 15, 1952, stating that the 
date suggested by the undersigned for 
the meeting requested by Dr. J. W. 
B: would not be suitable to him. As 
soon as possible after the beginning 
of my half year’s stay in southern 
Indiana, a special ,convention of the 
O.L.C. havin.g intervened, I conveyed 
to Dr. Eehnken the reasonabie re- 
quest of our brethren that he state 
the purpose and subjects of dis- 
cussion for the meeting which he 
had requested (see my letter of 
March 6.-N.E. The documents of in- 
terest to the O.L.C. ‘requested in this 
letter were never furnished.) The 
reply of March 15, which cer- 
tainly conveyed the impression that 
the results of his consulation with 
the Vice-Presidents regarding the 
stipulations and conditions set by t,he 
Q.L.C. would be communicated to us, 
was the ‘last communication I have 
received from the President of the 
Missouri Synod. 

When this correspondence was pre- 
sented “to the second annual conven- 
,tion of our’ Orthodox Lutheran Con- 
iference here in ,Minneapolis last 
August the brethren were agreed that 
the next move w.as up to the Missouri 
Synod. That move has not been made. 

A’ compIete copy of; the two letters 
(except ‘fo,r omission of the official 
letter-heads) follows: 

It. I, Elberfeld, Indiana 
Xarch 6, 1952. 

The Rev, J. W. Eehnken, D.D,, 
6724 Eichelberger Street, 
St. Louis 9, Missouri 
Dear President Eehnken: 

While I sincerely regretted tha+ 
the previously suggested date, Jam 
ary 28, was not suitable for you to 
meet with us, since we were thus 
unable to report such meeting to a 
special convention of our ,Orthodox 
Lutheran Conference during the fol- 
lowing days of January; the delay 
has, on the other hand, tiorded the 
advantage of obtaining not merely 
the implied but the explicit inst.ruc- 
tions of our brethren in convention 
assembled with regard to such pros- 
pective meeting. 

With rega.rd to the stipulations for 
such a meeting already suggested by 
us, the brethren did not express 
themselves with regard to the prefer- 
ence for some other Vice-President 
than Dr. Herman Harms, and thi.s 
may therefore be disregarded. 

They did, however, concur in the 
request made in my let.ter of Jam; 
ary 2 “that the Missouri Synod pa3 
the expenses of our representatives, 
since the invitation had come from 
the Missouri Synod.” (Extract from 
the minutes.) 

Moreover, they added the stipula- 
tion that “since Dr. Eehnken’s re- 
quest for a meeting did not state 
the purpose of such a meeting nor 
propose an agenda . . . such a specific 
purpose and definite agenda be estab- 
lished before our representatives 
agree to a meeting. . . . The Conven- 
tion agreed that the points to be dis- 
cussed at such a meeting be stated by 
the Missouri Synod representatives, 
not by the O.L.C. participants.” (Ex- 
tract from the Minutes.) 

Since your expression of a desire 
for an oral discussion of our sever- 
,ance of fellowship, in your let&= 
of December 8, did not satisfy tkr 
wish of our brethren for a. definite 
statement of the points to: be dis- 
cussed; we therefore respectfully re- 
quest that, taking the fact of our 
severance from the corporate -body 

(Continued on pa.ge ,148) 



Christian Scballs 
For 

Christian Churches 
Every Christian is much interested 

h the general education of the pub- 
lic. Every Christian is, however, pri- 
nn%rily and most vitally interested in 
the proper teaching and training of 
Christian children who have been 
made God’s own by adoption through 
the power of God in the Sacrament of 
Holy Baptism. 

Since Christian parents and all 
members of the Christian congrega- 
t.ion, BS brothers and sisters, have a 
personal! responsibility over agaJnst 
each. unconfirmed child of the parish, 
the ChriStian parish desires to be and 
ACTUALLY IS of service to each 
constituent part of its membership. 

To that end each member diligently 
prays for the spiritual needs and also 
for the tempou’al blessings needed by 
the brethren. But prayer is not 
Enough. The love for the brethren 
+ianifest.s itself in deed and truth. 
Sacrificitil love becomes a joy .and 
personal satisfaction. It is indeed to 
be a fruit of a living, trusting, con- 
fident faith in the Lord and Savior 
Jesus Christ;. It has its g?aiou.s re- 
ward in the blood of. Christ, through 
whom we HAVE redemption, even the 
forgiveness of sins. 

Christianity at work in .a congrega- 
tion can be seen especially when a 
group of consecrated men and women 
who know how serious and important 
it is that we daily concern ourselves 
with the youth, and especially the 
children of our parishes, do to that. 
end establish and most willingly and 
properly support not only a flourish- 
ing Sunday Sch,ool, but an elementary 
school where the t,hree Rs are taught 
pnqscientio.usly and successfully in the 
sht of, and by the power and deter- 
mination gained from, the fourth R, 
namely RELIGION. We mean God’s 
religion, the FULL TRUT_H of God’s 
Word, which is “the power.JcEOf God 
uiito salvation to every one 6hat’ be- 
lieveth.‘: 

PEACE Evangelical Luthepan 
Church of Tinley Park, Ill., started 
its eight-grade elementary school in 
the fall of ‘52, taught by its Pastor, 
the Rev. H. David Measing and @is 
wife. The report of a successful year 
has spread throughout the neighbor: 
hood of t;he congregation. Pebce 
Church expects an increased enroll- 
ment this coming year, and we pray 
the good Lord of the harvest that 
He would in grace and mercy grant 
to Peace congregation this joy and 
by the Noly Spirit keep the members 
of said congregation both humble ‘and 
most willing and determined to show 
in every possible manner the appre- 
ciation they possess in their hearts, 
e.specially to their beloved ,Pastor and 
wife for their .sacrificiai labdrs of 
love. 

HOLY TRINITY Church in 
Minneapolis, Minn., will, God willing, 
begin its elementary school this fall, 
starting with two teachers and two 
full class-rooms, grades one, through 
eight. M’rs. R. Barry, B.A., has been 
engaged as the instructor in the up-, 
per grades. Efforts are being made 
to supply the other room with a quali- 
fied teacher $s soon as possible, a&d if 
such is not available when school 
starts, the pastor will assume’ the 
added responsibility until p?o$er ,help 
is found. Holy Trinity likewise, 
from its beginning, insist+ upon op- 
erating a Christian elementary school, 
for all its children of schqol age, 
and with God’s abiding goodness and 
mercy, will erect as soon as ‘$ossible 
a beautiful new school and @uditori- 
urn, always cnde.avoring to do the 
best and most possible for ‘the little 
ones, realizing that everything de- 
pends upon the happy and proper 
handling of the children and the youth 
of our parishes. 
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N!otes ion the Latest Rddition to the 
“Common Confession” 

The “Common Confession” is be- 
coming a very wordy document in- 
deed. While the three longest ,artioles 
in the “Brief Statement,” those “Of 
Conversion,” “Of the Church,” and 
“Of the Election of Grace,” are of 
approximately equal length (about 
three pages each), and adequately 
treat their subjects, wit,h constant re- 
ference to t.he point of controversy, 
with clear refutation of the anti- 
theses, and in unmistakable easily 
understandable l’anguage; the doctrin- 
al treatment of “The Church” in the 
C.C., Part I, is twice .as long as the 
combined length of the other two 
articles. 

Now we are presented, in Arti.cle 
VIII of C.,C., Part II, with a sup- 
posedly “practical” article on “The 
Church and Church Fellowship,” five 
times as long as the doctrinal article 
on “The Church” in Part I, and thus 
twenty times as long as the “Com- 
mon Confession’s” doctrinal article on 
Conversion or the one on Election. 
If this abundance of words were de- 
voted to a clear delineation of the point 
of controversy, establishment of the 
truth on the basis of Scripture, and 
rejection of false doctrine and prac- 
tice, the detailed treatment would 
be commendable. Instead, this newest 
contribution to the theology of con- 
fusion is .a masterpiece in the art of 
using language to conceal thought, 
It refers to no point of controversy, 
carefully refrains, as did Part I, from 
characterizing the Church a.s “invis- 
ible,” contains no clear teaching on 
pulpit, altar, and prayer fellowship, 
which latter was ignored also in Part 
I, and rejects no false teaching ex- 
cept for the decrying of “separatism 
and unionism” in the vague terms 
characteristic of modern “middle of 
the road” theology in Section IO 
(“Speaking the Whole Truth in 
Love”); and over against these two 
tendencies we are required “to 
judge all rel.ationships in the light of 
the entire Scriptures” rather than on 

the basis of pa.ssages specifically re- 
ferring to them. 

We shall not. attempt to solve the 
enigmatic statement: “Either the 
Church is the one Church, or it is not 
the Church” (Section 2) ; those desir- 
ous of making the attempt may con- 
sult the July, 1953, “Confessional Lu- 
theran,” page 79. But we must direet- 
ly challenge the statement in Sec- 
tion 3, that “through them” (the 
means of grace) “the Church mani- 
fects itself on earth.” That the pres- 
ence of the Church at a place is 
demonstrated by the fact that the al- 
ways effective means of grace are 
there administered is a clear teach- 
ing of Scripture (Isaiah 55:10,11). 
But that “through them the Church 
manifests itself on earth” (our em- 
phasis) is nothing else than the “vis- 
ible side of the Church,” which is the 
doctrine of the A.L.C. and ACDP 
(Missouri president’s Advisory Corn) 
mittee on Doctrine and Practice), bu; 
not the doctrine of Holy Scripture. 

In Sections 4 and 5 the negative 
test of doctrinal purity (“does not 
deny, contradict, or ignore any Word 
of God in the Holy Scriptures” w . . 
“setting up dogma contrary to, or 
without warrant from, the Word of 
God, as well as omitting any p:art of 
the Word of God”), especially when 
set up as the basis for the positive 
requirement of acknowledging a per- 
son (or group) as “a Ibrother in the 
Lord and a fellow worker in the King- 
dom of God” is unnecessarily indi- 
rect. Our Catechism describes the 
true visible Church as that which has, 
teaches, and confesses the entire doc- 
trine of the Word of God and ad- 
ministers the Sacraments according 
to Christ’s institution.” A reference 
to 1 Corinthians 1:lO as well as Mp+d 
thew 28:20 would be in place here; 
while “teaching otherwise th& the 
Word of God teaches” (Romans 16:17. 
and Luther’s Explanation of the F&t 
Petition) is rightly used to designate 

(Continued on next page) 
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the ground for refusal of church fel- 
l owship. 

In Section 8 we find an unscriptural 
alternative in this sentence: “In order 
to protect the flock of Christ against 
errorists, it may be necessary to give 
this testimony in their presence, or it 
pay be nece.ssary to testify by with- 

‘drawing from them.” In objecting to 
this sentence we have no intention of 
denying t h a t patient testimony 
against error arising in one’s own 
fellowship, a.dmonishing the erring 
brother to win him from the error of 
his way, is required before cutting off 
fellowship ; and the practice of 
the members of the Orthodox Luther- 
an Conference prior to their with- 
drawal from the apostate Missouri 
Synod sufficiently evidences our obe- 
dience to this requirement of Chris- 
tian love. When, however, such testi- 
mony is not only rejected but ignored 
and as far as possible silenced, it is 
not left to our judgment whether we 
should “testify from within” (“in 
their presence”) or “testify by with- 
drawing from them,” but Scripture 
deaves only the latter course open to 
‘the obedient confessor of the truth. 

Under the fourth of the ,categories 
into which fellowship is divided 
(faith, confession, love, and work) a 
distinction is attempted in Section 11 
between such “Fellowship of Work” 
and “co-operation in external mat- 
ters,” which fails to clarify that still 
undefined expression, “co-operation in 
externals”; and we may anticipate 
that its boundaries will cont.inue ex- 
panding as they have done through 
the years since it first became popular 
in the Missouri Synod. 

Article IX of the C.C., Part II, 
deals with “the Church and Anti- 
Christian Organizations.” Little need 
be said of this innocuous “lodge para- 
graph.” We are sure that it wiU not 
suggest to anyone to whom such a 
suggestion might be unwelcome that 

‘lodge members should not be admit- 
ted to the Holy Communion. It re- 
minds the writer of the similar sec- 
t.ion in the Washington Declaration 
of the U.L.C.A., the chief author of 
which, Dr. C. M. Jacobs, on complet- 
ing an oral exposition of the docu- 

ment, was heartily thanked by those 
members of his Mt. Airy Seminary 
class who held membership in the 
Masonic order for the kindness with 
which he had treated them and their 
affiliation. 

We have been hearing since short- 
ly after the adoption of the “Com- 
mon Confession” Part I, that when 
the statements dealing with unionism 
and lodgery should finally have been 
drawn up no one would need to have 
any further fear of a.n unscriptural 
alliance, since A.L.C. litberals simply 
would not accept the Missouri posi- 
tion on these practical matters. They 
are not being asked to accept the 
Scriptural and historic Missouri posi- 
tion in these sections of the C.C., 
which simply do not teach that posi- 
tion. Thus each new accretion to 
the “Common Confession” has further 
accentuated its weakness and unscrip- 
tural character. Yet so blind to theo- 
logical realities are the engineers of 
the Missouri Synod policies th,at the 
Minneapolis Star on June 22, under 
the caption “Synod Delays Action on 
Doctrine Revision,” can report: “Its 
committee on intersynodica.1 and doc- 
trinal mat.ters is recommending that 
no action be taken on the obje,ctions 
raised to the confession by its sister 
synods and some of the Missouri Syn- 
od congregatio,ns in the hopes that ‘fu- 
ture study of Part II of the Common 
Confession may clarify possible mis- 
understandings encountered in Part I.’ 

One synod official said he be- 
ii&s the supplement will meet the 
criticisms directed against the origin- 
al document and will halt any more 
defections to the tiny splinter group, 
the Orthodox Lutheran Conference.” 

W.H.M. 
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WHAT’S WHAT? 

IT IS THUS? 

Interesting indeed is the appearance 
of comments in almost all Luth.era.u 
per&Gals and in others, beside na- 
tional leaders in the field of publica- 
tions, concerning the situation in Ches- 
terfield, MO. (outside St. L o u i s). 
(Strange is the opinion that all second- 
handed reports appearing previously 
are corrwt, also in details.) The 
STANDARD seems to think like certain 
others that Missouri is the little lamb 
and that the OLC is the Big Bad Wolf. 
The contrary is true in every detail of 
the entire story according to the facts. 
Missouri is the culprit that initiated the 
law-suit and has been guilty of recent- 
1y adding another in Ponsford, Minn., 
which congregation NEVER did belong 
to Missouri. Yes, Mighty MO. is going 
to have its way, and its devilish man- 
ner is not only practicing rank legalism 
but can teach the enemies of Christ a 
few tricks. We blame the officials most- 
fy. But remember, dear reader, facts 
have come to us making it more clear 
than ever that this includes the local 
visitors, who are the direct and per- 
sonal representatives of local congre- 
gations. Where does that leave the lo- 
cal pastor and the members of the 
parishes? How long can we excuse any 
of them? Of course, the OLC is being 
blamed for informing the lay people 
of Missouri wherever possible of what 
their officers are doing and what’s be- 
ing done with the money they give 
from the heart. 

PLEASE>: In sending orders for re- 
leases OT ordering or re-subscribing 
ti the ORTHODOX LUTHERAN do 
not send check to the Orthodox Lu- 
theran Conference but to the ORTHO- 
DOX L U 13: H E R A N. Subscriptions 
make ‘excelrent gifts. 

LISTEN 
TO THIS!! 

The recent speaker at the 
commencement exercises of the 
Bethany Lutheran College, IHan- 
kato, Minn., told the class “YOU 
have learned to know a definite, 
a sure, an’ infallible revelation of 
our God.The school you have 
attended teaches an.d proclaims 
that Word without addition or 
diminutilon, that it is faithful to 
it in its every part,” etc. How 
does this stand just&d by ‘the 
action of the said colleges and 
its church body officials who ac- 
cepted as students certain young 
men into its ‘mminary depart- 
,ment who left the M&souri in- 
stitutions for conscience reasons 
and now were reoo#mmended for 
the acceptance of calls into the 
minis try of the Lutheran 
Church-Missouri Synod ???? 
We continue with the statement 
of the speaker at the commence- 
ment: “Were it (this school) to 
deviate in one point from that 
divine truth, it would have right- 
fully f&eited its charter to 
existence.” What’s the answer? 
You know it as well as we do. 

--- 

UNIONISM 
Repeatedly, without shame or scru~leg of 

conscience, ministers and chaplains are 
guilty of active participation of forbidden fel- 
lowship. If the local pastors and armed forces 
chaplains lead the way. is it any wonder 
that the civilian or local parishioner doesq’t 
know any more what is right and pleasing 
to God? Or don’t you care? Seems to us 
that Christ “purchased and won us” “thut 
we might be HIS OWN and LIVE UNDEB 
HSM in His kingdom and SERVE HIM in 
righteousness” etc. 

To be sure the Church’s mission is to 
preach the saving Gospel. But let us not 
forget that there are times when ,we must 
apply the LAW dmd with severity, lest the 
Gospel become of none qffect. 



AUTHORIZED OR 
UN-AUTHORIZED 

The R.S.V. Bible is still being adver* 
ltised more and more. The future will find 
it .still being advertised. Another half mil# 
,lion is to be spent on advertising. More 
churches, groups, individuals are being led 
into believing that the R.S.V. is the real 
thing. But let us remind you, dear reader, 
BEWARE. and tell your friends to spend 
(heir money on something worthwhile. 
Very few people are equipped to have 
the R.S.V. Bible around the house. 

Are The “44” Dead? 
The recent issue of the LUTHER-- 

AJJJ LOTALTT, published by a lay 
group within the Lutheran Church/ 
,Missouri Synod contained the min/ 
~tes of one SECRET MEETING 
held b-y the Statementarian group, 
originated by the “44” wh?o authored 
the “l4 Stutem.ent” in ‘45 and set 

>tite wheels a going toward complete 
‘elimination of doctrilzal clarity, unity, 
und steadfastness lby their mad desire 
for union with heterodox churches, 
i;y their activity, culminating in the 
COMMON CONFESSIOX making 
of Missouri also a heterodox church 
body. 

The Minutes expose a drastic /IWO/ 
e7’ram. With the minutes i-n the same 
zsue are prin,ted tw,o addresses by 
Dr. 0. P. Kretxmann of Valpo U. 
delivered at the Chicago Sunday 
Evening Club. We have seen samples 
of this kind of witnessing before, and 
these included. Since just such activ/ 
ity is nut ,onZy condor&d but actually 
his the bless&q of the members ,of 
he MO. Synod we must again de/ 
dare that there is no hope for retreat. 

Not only must the COMMOW 
c0lqFESSIOT\T b e rejected in toto, 
Part I in particular, but the “A 
Statement" publicly retracted and 
apoEogy be made to ali the sundry fol 
such ungodly a%d unbrotherly action. 

The LU1’HEKAN OU’I’LOOK, A. 1,. 
Conf. official periodical, contains an 
article on PREDES,TINATION. Sep- 
timus Danby, the a.uthor, shows US 
the type of theology rampant in 
Lutheran circles. We wonder if the 
author has ever read a Bible. “The 
.dtoctrine lof predestination is contrary 
to the nature of God.” “We ean defy 
God up to a certain point, and that 
point is death. ” ‘These (deficiencies, 
calamities, wars, diseases, tragedies, 
etc.) spring from a human source 
alone; God has no connection with 
them whatsoever.” “Man’s free will 
can lead him in the paths of peace, 
good will, and happiness,-also into 
suffering, misery, ruin and death.” 
“Predestination can only be attributed 
to Giod, if it is the nature of goodness 
and love.” “We hear the remark: ‘I 
will die when my time comes-’ God 
does not set that time; such a time 
has been determined solely from a 
human standpoint.” ETC. It is a 
calamity that this material exists in 
minds, worse yet if printed, and with 
no editorial comment.s either. The arL 
title is not only completeiy ra.tion- 
alistic, but actually teaches a dual- 
ism akin to that of the ancient 
Manichaean heresy. 

Every day it becomes more clear to 
us why God moved us to start our 
own SEMINARY in the ORTHODOX 
LUTHERAN CONFERENCE to train 
and provide God-fearing ministers or 
stew’ards of the mysteries of God. 
God be praised that we have the 
purity of doctrine ! God preserve it 
unto us for Jesus’ sake, and save our 
souls through the FULL TRUTH! 

NEWS 
Dr. J. J. Pelikan of Concordia Semind 

ary, St. Louis, is leaving to accept a gosi* 
tion at Chicago U. to teach the History 
of Christian Doctrine. Prof. Dr. P. A. 
Zimmermann, of Bethany College, Man* 
kato, is reported to have accepted a call 
to Concordia Teachers College, ‘Seward, 
Nebraska. The Rev. Geo. Schweikert of 
Okabena, Minn., .has been accepted by the 
Norwegian Lutheran Synod as a “‘stand* 
ing advisory member.” 



WHO REFUSED? 
(Continued from page 142) 

of the Missouri Synod as an existent, 
and, under present conditions in the 
Missouri Synod, unalterable circum- 
stance (as you do in your letter to 
the clergy of your Synod), you pro- 
ceed to suggest an agenda for our 
meeting which in the opinion of your- 
self and your vice-presidents might 
be fruitful tow’ard a Christian and 
equitable modus vivendi as we pur- 
sue our separate ways. 

Personally, I would add that I see 
no reason why an amicable meeting 
cannot be arranged in frank recogni- 
tion of all existent circumstances. To 
such end, however, I would reiterate 
my request that you favor me with 
a copy of your written reply to my 
essay as delivered before the Chi- 
cago Study Cluib, ,and now also with 
a copy of your letter addressed to 
the clergy of Dhe Lutheran Church- 
lUissouri Synod concerning the Ortho- 
dox Lutheran Conference, which I 
have been enabled to peruse by the 
kindness of a Missouri Synod pastor, 
but of which I do not posse.ss a copy. 

In ,order to avoid further delay, 
beyond that inevitably conn.ected with 
my transferring my family and my 
office equipment from Pittsburgh to 
southern Indiana, I am sending this 
letter to Vice-President Dr. P. E. 
Kretzmann with t.he request that if 
he concurs in its contents he add his 
signature to mine and send it to you. 

With kindest greetinga, 
Cordially yours, 

( Signed : ) Wallace H. McLaughlin 
President 

P. E. Kretzmann, 
Vice-President 

M:arch 15, 1952 
The Rev. Wallace H. McLaughlin 
Route 1 
Elberf eld, Indiana 
Dear Rev. McLaughlin : 

Your letter under date of March 
6 was duly received. 

Since you have made certain stip- 
ulations ,and set certain conditions 
with reference to a meeting that I 

(Continued in next column) 

Thle Rise of The 
Papal Power or of 
The Antichrist 

In this thumbnail sketch we keep in 
mind that the Antichrist is not an 
individual person in himself, #but as 
the represent.ative or head of a great 
church system. In the same connec- 
tion we remember that the present 
Roman Catholi,c Church, as a denomi- 
nation, did not come into existence 
until the Council of Trent, x545-63, 
when the ‘church party which adhered 
to the ‘pope and hi.s curia (council) 
adopt.ed the confession which is ba.sic 
to this day: The Decrees of the Coun- 
cil of Trent. 

But the ante.cedents of Antichrist 
go back to the first century. In his 
great prophecy of the Antichrist (II 
Thessalonians 2:3-12) St. Paul writ.es: 
“The mystery of iniquity doth already 
work,” that i.s, the peculiar character- 
istics of the Antichristian movement 
were becoming evident. The chief 
characteristic.s were the decline in the 
emphasis on the doctrine of justifica.- 
tion by fait.h alone and the rise .of the 
hierarchy, the leaders of large con- 
gregations and the bishops of power- 
ful dioceses insisting upon various 
levels in the clergy. When Constant-ine 
called ,the Council of Nicea, in 325, 
the bishop of Rome was not yet the 
official head of t.he Church and the 
chairman of the meetings, *but a bish- 

(Continued on next page) 

proposed, I shall discuss t.hia with the 
Vice-,Presidents the next time we 
meet. 

With kinde.st greetings, 
Cordially yours, 

(Signed:) J. W. Behnken 
JWB:HB 
cc: Dr. P. ;E. Kretzmann 

In the light of the above corre- 
spondence we may leave it to our 
readers to decide why the meeting 
asked for by Dr. Behnken did not 
take place, and to answer the ques- 
tion: Who refused? 

W.H.M. 
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op hailing from Spain, although Syl- 
vester I of Rome made an effort to 
,obtain the position. 

In the course of #time, however, the 
Petrine Theory gained ground, accord- 
ing to which the apostle Peter was the 
first bishop (pope) of Rome and of 
the entire Church, and Leo I (440-461) 
made strong efforts to have his supre- 
macy recognized, e s p e c i a 11 y over 
against the bishop of Constantinople, 
his closest rival.. Bishop Acacius of 
Constantinople excommunicated Bish- 
op Felix III in 483, and was in turn 
excommunicated by the latter the next 
year. 

But the power of the West grew 
rapidly, so that Gregory I, the Great 
(590-604) not only developed the pa- 
pal power, but also laid the founda- 
tion for a theological system which 
was built up by various theol’ogical 
leaders, so that the Church, as a cor- 
porate body, ‘was already Antichris- 
tian. 

By the gracizous intervention of God 
certain sections of the empire still 
confessed the truth, as in southern 
Germany, where men like Rhabanus 
Taurus were the teachers of the 
Church. Although under the domain 
of the pope, these men were orthodox 
in much of their teaching. 

But the struggle of the popes for 
independence and sovereignty contin- 
ued, so that Nicholas I (858-67) and 
his next two successors sought to ex- 
tend their authority over all opponents 
in church and .state and to destroy 
the power and rights of metropoli- 
tans and kings. 

The next ,century and a half saw a 
decline in the power of the popes, so 
t.hat German emperors took a hand in 
directing the affairs of the Church. 
However, when Hildebrand, as Pope 
Gregory VII, carried ,out certain re- 
forms, he strengthened the power .of 
the Roman pope to such an extent 
that he dared to declare: “As the 
moon, receives her light from the sun, 
so the emperor receives his power 
from t,he pope.” This idea was em- 
phasized still more strongly by Pope 

Innocent III (1198-1216), who de- 
manded the absolute obedience of the 
whole world, using excommunication, 
the interdict, and the inquisition as 
his weapons t,o enforce his demands. 

During the fourteenth century the 
Grea,t Schism (1378-89) was the cul- 
mination of a depression in papal 
power, and even the great councils of 
this next century (Pisa, Constance, 
and Basel), could not effect a real 
change for the ,better. By this time 
the papacy, the Antichrist, was so 
firmly established that even men like 
Pope Leo X (1513-21) at the begin- 
ning of the Reformation could not be 
shaken from his throne. Luther indeed 
revealed the Wicked One (II Thess. 
2:8), but he recovered from his 
wounds and therefore will not lbe fully 
consumed with ,the Spirit of the Lord’s 
mouth till His coming in glory (v8b). 

Meanwhile the pope, as the head of 
the great Antichristian system and 
supported by the decrees of the Vati- 
can Council of 1870, which declared 
the infallibility of the pope (when he 
speaks ex cathedra), continues to ex- 
ercise his power as the Primate of’ 
the Church and the vicar of Christ, 
the Antichrist wh.o dared to make 
the assumption of Mary a- dogma of 
the Church. 

P. E. K. 
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Mo Union With Deniers 
Of The Means :of Grace 

“We will refuse to fellowship with 
those who deny the nreans aif grace 
which God has ordained. Out of infinite 
grace and mercy God has taken every- 
thing that pertains to the salvation of 
man in hand himself. It is the work 
of God that grace and salvation have 
been purchased f,or men by Christ,; 
even so it is God who has ordained 
external means, by which the forgive- 
ness of sins, which has been pur- 
chased, is imparted and faith is en- 
gendered and sustained. 

The external means of God are the 
Word of the Go.spel and the sacra- 
ments of Baptism and the Lord’s Sup- 
per. The Word of the ,Gospel is the 
proclamation of God, in which He an- 
nounces that. He, the great God, is 
through Christ reconciled with the 
entire world of sinners. II Car. 5:19: 
“God was in Christ, reconciling the 
world unto Himself, not imputing 
their trespasses unto them, and hath 
committed unto us the word of recon- 
ciliation,” viz, the reconciliation which 
has been effected, established by 
Christ. Again Luke 24:46-47: “Thus 
it is written, and thus it beho,oved 
Christ to suffer, and to rise from the 
dead .the third day; and that repen- 
tance and remission of sins .should be 
preached in His name.” 

That Baptism also works forgive- 
ness of sins is evident from the answer 
which Peter gave on the fir.st day of 
Pentecost to those who irquired, “Men 
and brethren, what shall we do?” He 
replies, “Repent, and be baptized 
everyone of you in the name of Jesus 
Christ for the remission of sins.” 
Acts 2 ~37.38. 

In order that the fact that ,God IS 
RECON CTLE,D through Christ may 
constantly be kept fre.sh in mind, 
Christ offers the body which was giv- 
en for us and the blood which was 
‘shed for the remission of our sins in 
His Holy Supper. Matthew 26, Ma.rk 
14, Luke 22, I Cor. 11. 

Scriptures are also very definite in 
asserting that the Holy Spirit, who 

engenders and sustains faith, operates 
in and through the external means 
which God has in.stituted: Fa.ith 
cometh by hearing, Rom. 10:17. Bap- 
tism is the washing of regeneration 
and renewing of the Holy Ghost, Ti- 
tus 3:5. Both, Baptism and the Lord’s 
Supper, are instruments or means of 
the Holy Spirit, whereby we become 
mem.bers of the body of Christ and 
are thus united with Christ, I Cor. 
12:13: “For by one Spirit are we all 
bapt.ized into one body, whether we be 
Jews or Gentiles, whether we be Ibond 
or free; and have been all made to 
drink into one Spirit.” 

This is t,he doctrine on account. of 
which Zwingli and Calvin spread re- 
volt in t.he church of the sixteenth 
century and rent it asunder. This re- 
volt is continued even today by indi- 
viduals and denominations within the 
Reformed church. The charge is made 
that i,t is unbecoming to the Holy 
Ghost and beneath His dignity to ,be 
bound to such external means, as ,the 
Word of the Gospel, Baptism, and t.he 
Lord’.s Supper, when proc1aimin.g 
grace and working faith. Zwingli 
maintained that the Holy Ghost had 
no need of a walgon in order to de- 
scend to us. (Cf. Niemeyer, COLLEC- 
TIO CONFESSIONUM, p. 14; like- 
wise Calvin, Inst.. IV, 14-17) Charles 
Hodge, a Reformed theologian, writes: 
“EXicacious grave acts immediately”’ 
(i.e. without means). 

Is it possible that faith can be en- 
gendered and continue t.o exist if the 
means of grace whi.ch God has insti- 
tuted are denied ? Faith could certain- 
ly not be wrought and nonri.shed if 
the exponents of the doctrine that the 
Holy Spirit does not work through 
means would practice what t.hey 
preach. For they would at once ha.ve 
to stop their own preaching and writ 
ing lest t,hey disturb the supposed 
immediate operation of the Holy Spir- 
it. 

The fact is, however, that they are 
by no means silent; they speak much 
and write much. If among this vast 
amount of babble is found so much 
of the Word of God, that a person may 

(Continued on next page). 
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by it eume to the knowledge of his 
sin and to faith in Christ crucified 
they will by that very Word of 
God which they have preached oiler 
a.n opportunity to the Holy Ghost to 
work faith in Christ. 

Thus these enthusiasts who spread 
ronfusion in the Protestant church of 
Rhe sixteenth century (by teaching 
t.hat the Holy Spirit works without 
means) refute their own doctrine. 
They must practice what the LU- 
THERANS preach, if faith is to be 
engendered in their own hearts, ,or if 
they wish to convert others. This self- 
contradiction was pointed out by Lu- 
ther-and we heartily endorse him- 
in the Smalcald Articles: “And in 
t.hose things which concern the spok- 
en, outward Word, we must firmly 
hold that God grants His Spirit or 
grace to no one except through or 
with t.he preceding outward Word, in 
order that we may (thus) be protected 
against the enthusiasts, i.e. spirit.s 
who boast that they have the Spirit 
wit.hout and before the Word, and ac- 
cordingly judge Scripture or t.he spok- 
@n Word, and explain and stretch it 
%t their pleasure, as Muenzer did, and 
many still do at the present day. Men 
wish (thus) to be acute judges be- 
tween the Spirit and the letter, and 
yet know not what they say or de- 
clare. For indeed the Papacy is also 
nothing but sheer enthusiasm by 
which the Pope boasts that all rights 

exist in the shrine of his heart, and 
whatever he decides and commands 
ivith (in) his church is spirit and 
right, even though it is above and con- 
trary to Scripture and the spoken 
Word. 

“All this is the old devil and old 
serpent, who also converted Adam and 
Eve into enthusiasts, and led them 
from the outward Word of God to 
spiritualizing and self-conceit, and 
nevertheless he accomplished this 
through other outward words. Just as 
also our enthusia.sts (at the present 
day) condemn the outward Word, and 
nevertheless they themselves are not 
silent, but they fill the world with 
their pratings and writings, as 
though, indeed, the Spirit. could not 
come through t.he writings of the 
apostles, but (first) through their 
writings and words He must come. 
Why then do they also not omit their 
own sermons and writings, until the 
Spirit Himself come to men, without 
their writings, and before them, as 
they boast that He has come into 
them without the preaching of the 
Scriptures . 3” The Smalcald Articles, 
Part III, -4rt.. VIII, 3-5.” 

We close the first portion of this 
essay in t.he next issue, meeting with 
various objections, and showing why 
we cannot have church union with 
those who deny the infallibility of 
sacred Scriptures, or who claim such 
attribute for themselves. 

What Does St. Paul in Romans 8,28-30, Teach Concerning Election? 

After a thorough review of the above passage, with due reference to Ephesians 1,3-14 
which words with the above ,&ted passage form the principal sedes doctrinae concerning 
!he article of Election, the following brief statements form a correct conclusion. They follow: 
1. God has from eternity chosen us unto Himself for His possession and predestinated us to 
glory. This is His firm purpose which cannot fail. 2. From this eternal election flows and 
results necessarily our calling in time, our conversion, faith, justification, and finally glori- 
fica?ion. 3. This eternal purpose o! God and its accomplishment in time can not be shaken 
and hindered by anything, by any cross and sufferings, by any power of earth or hell. On 

-the contrary, all things must work together for good to the beloved and elect children of 
Tad. 4. For this reason we Christians can and ought to be perfectly sure of our future 
:Z7alvation and glory, and comfort ourselves with this truth in the sufferings of this present time. 

WOE TO THEM THAT ROB THE TEMPTED AND AFFLICTED CHRISTIANS OF THIS COMFORT! 

(S t.L. Theol. Msg.--By G. St.) 
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A Report on 
Your Seminary 

When thi.s issue of the ORTHODOX 
LUTHERAN comes to you the first 
.year ob the Orthodox Lutheran Sem- 
in’ary will have closed. Both semes- 
ters were characterized by hard work 
by all concerned. Since we do not 
have many holidays, such as are now 
the rule almost everywhere, we 
could concentrate on the training of 
students for the work of the ministry, 
for the calls for conservative pastors 
‘are increasing in number. 

MC),& of our students will be busy 

during the summer, in order to earn 
enough money to continue their 
studies next year. The instructors 
will be kept very busy with refresher 
work, with indexing, :and with pre- 
paring for the fall seme*ster. It may 
also be necessary to contact folks in 
various parts of the country who 
have registered .complaints concern- 
ing cases of unionism and liberalism 
on the part of not a few pastors in 
various Lutheran bodies. The faU 
term is scheduled to begin about +N 
middle of September. Pray, work fo? 
your Seminary! 

P. E. Kretzmann, President. 
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