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Che President’s
S Column

“CAN TWO WALK TOGETHER, EXCEPT THEY BE AGREED?”

--ﬂmoa 333

On August 29th, after fifteen years of discussion, a merger was approv-
ed by the respective conventions of the. L.C.A., the A.L.C, and the A.E.L.C,
to form the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, the so-called “New
Lutheran Church”. When ratified by their constituent congregations, this ac-
tion will result in the fourth largest Protestant denomination in the U. S.

In our day and time, mergers between churches and church bodies are
just about as common as mergers in business and industry—and for many of
the same reasons: Increase in numbers and the pooling of resources suppos-
edly result in greater efficiency, power, influence and renown. In order to ei-
fect such mergers, however, compromises often have to be made and indeed
ARE made, not only in externals but also in principles; but these are com-
monly “justified” by the axiom of ecumenism, namely, that differences even
in doctrine must be overlooked and set aside for ‘‘the greater good of unify-
ing the church.” But let no one be deceived by such fair-sounding speeches!
For mergers of convenience may indeed result in union between heretofore
separate bodies, but they will do NOTHING for the cause of unity in out-
ward Christendom !

True unity among professing Christians is “THE UNITY OF THE SviriT”
(Ephesians 4:8), complete agreement in doctrine and practice in sirict con-
formity to Holy Scripture alone (I Peter 4:11; I Corinthians 1:10). That
unity of perfect one-mindedness is possible only when we continue in Christ’s
Word of Truth (John 8:81-32) ALL of it (Matthew 28:20), and when we
scrupulously avoid those who persistently teach and practice contrary to it
and who thereby disrupt and even destroy the perfect unity of the Spirit
(Matthew 7:15; Romans 16:17; Titus 8:10). Such PERFECT UNITY is
the ONLY basis of truly God-pleasing fellowship and the proper unions that
result from it. (Acts 2:42; I Corinthians 1:10)

Fellowship (‘‘sharing”) in doctrine and practice is not something mere-
ly to be declared; it must truly EXIST. Therefore it is incumbent upon those
who mutually declare themselves to be in fellowship first to have examined
one another’s position thoroughly (I John 4:1), so as to know whether they
truly “sPEAK THE SAME THING,” and whether they are “PErRFECTLY JOINED
TOGETHER IN THE SAME MIND AND IN THE SAME JUDGMENT” (I Corinthians
1:10), lest their “confessional fellowship” amount to nothing but a sham.
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Neither can fellowship only be confessed without the open PRACTICE of
the same in what is known as ““church fellowship” (including altar, pulpit
and prayer fellowship) ; because to stand aside from known brethren and to
refuse to practice openly what is already acknowledged to exist is “sinful
separatism” condemned by the Word of God (II Timothy 1:8; I John 2:19;
I1I John 8-9; etc.). Thus fellowship is a mutual sharing, a “two-way street”
so to speak, so that anything less than true reciprocation is no real fellowship
at all. Moreover, those who establish separate, personal fellowships ““on the
side,” without the assent of already-existing brethren, cause serious breach-
es in the fraternal relationship by their practice of “selective fellowship”
(which involves both unionism and separatism). All these factors play a vital
Scriptural role in true, God-pleasing fellowship; for, as the Prophet Amos
asks rhetorically (3:8), “CAN TW0 WALK TOGETHER, except they be agreed?”

We of the Concordia Lutheran Conference are sincerely interested in
finding others who truly share our Scriptural position in doctrine and in prac-
tice; and this has always been our earnest desire down through the years.
(See our CONSTITUTION, Article III, 3; also “Statement of Purpose,”
Concordia Lutheran.) Nevertheless, recognizing the seriousness with which
the Lord regards the matter of fellowship between professing Christians and
the requisites He has laid down in His Word, we dare not be precipitous in
extending the hand of fellowship to just anyone who seems to be “conserva-
tive” by today’s ever-changing standards; neither do we want to appear un-
necessarily cautious or even arrogant in our reluctance to establish fellowship
hastily. Rather, by God’s grace, we actively SEEK OUT those who are po-
tentially one with us in both doctrine and practice, and who will afford us
proper opportunity in an unhurried and thorough manner to explore the true
extent of our mutual agreement in the Word of our Savior and in those con-
fessional writings which are true expositions of His Word in its purity.

To that end, for example, our Committee on Lutheran Union and the
Commission on Doctrine and Practice of the Lutheran Churches of the Re-
formation (L.C.R.) have mutually arranged for a combined plenary pastoral
conference of our two bodies. This exploratory meeting will be held God-
willing on November 4, 5 and 6, hosted by our sister congregation, Peace Ev.
Lutheran Church, Tinley Park, Illinois. Under the Lord’s blessing, we earn-
estly hope for several days of candid and fruitful discussion to determine
what areas of disagreement stand between us and, with the guidance of the
Holy Spirit, to resolve as many of these as possible according to the rule of
His pure Word alone. The door between us will of course then remain open,
as long as we mutually abide by this God-pleasing purpose. May the Lord of
the Church graciously bless our efforts in this specific endeavor and in still

others along the way to His glory alone and to the welfare of His kingdom
among us!

Oh, keep us in Thy Word, we pray;
The guile and rage of Satan stay!
Oh, may Thy mercy never cease!

Give concord, patience, courage, peace.

—David T. Mensing, President

84



She Ofﬁ'ce of the Miﬂésfry

An Excellent @ccafzafian.’

(A CHALLENGE ESPECIALLY TO OUR YOUNG MEN)

As we speak here about the Office of the Ministry, it should be taken
for granted from the outset that our reference is to the pastorate of a Chris-
tian congregation (the public ministry in its narrow or specific sense. Com-
pare the President’s Column, CL, May and June issue, page 43, bottom.) We
are not referring to ministry, or service, in a broad sense, as it is popularly
used today according to Wisconsin doctrine and Missouri practice, as for ex-
ample “Ministry of Music,” “Ministry of Education,” “Youth Ministry,” et
cetera. Our reference is to the one office which God has ordained and requir-
es for His church on earth, of which the Apostle Paul speaks in I Timothy 8:
1 (and also in Titus 1:7) as “the office of a bishop” (meaning literally “ov-
erseer’’) It is the office of pastor and teacher, which includes the oversight of
the entire flock or congregation to which he has been called. (Compare Eph.
4:11; Acts 20:28; I Pet. 5:2.)

Now the Apostle writes to Timothy regarding this office : “T'his is a true
saying, If a man desire the office of a bishop, he desireth A GOOD WORK.”
Here, of course, as is evident from the words themselves as well as in the
context, he is not speaking of good works generally, which the Lord requires
of all true believers as the fruit and proof of their saving faith; as Paul
writes in Titus 8:8, I will that thou affirm constantly, that they which have
believed in God might be careful to maintain good works;” and as we read in
James 2 :18, “I will SHOW thee my faith by my works.” If this observation
were not correct, then it would follow that God requires EVERY CHRIS-
TIAN to be a pastor; and that is incorrect both according to the present con-
text and according to the ANALOGY or agreement of Scripture.

No, here Paul is speaking of a particular thing, namely the officz of a
pastor and overseer. And this he calls a ““good work.” This English transla-
tion from the KJV is essentially right. And yet, further to elucidate its mean-
ing, we may also rightly translate it: “Whoever aspires to the office of over-

sight desires AN EXCELLENT OCCUPATION.” (The Greek word here
iskalon, meaning fine or excellent, not merely agathon, or good.)

This our young men in particular should observe very carefully! For in
our modern world the Ministry in its true sense is often regarded as not a
life’s occupation that is to be desired as anything really excellent. And why?
Chiefly because it entails diffiicult and constant work; and because, contrary
to the Lord’s instruction, it usually brings little earthly remuneration, yes,
sometmes not even a normal, living wage.

The Ministry is surely an occupation, that is, it is work to which a pas-
tor must devote his entire time and energy. It is not an easy part-time job,
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as many regard it today. Even to prepare for this office, a student of theology
must spend much time and arduous work, so that he is “not a novice” or a
just recently converted Christian, but “apt to teach,” or able to preach, teach,
and apply the Word of God soundly and faithfully. ( I Tim. 3:6 and 2) And
note also his other personal requirements for this office as we find them set
forth in especially I Tim. 3, verses 1 to 7 and Titus 1:6-9! Moreover, when
student days are past, he then first finds out by experience what constant lab-
or and toil he is faced with. For he must still study, meditate, and pray daily
in order to be faithful in his duties. He must thoroughly prepare all his work.
Then he must preach—often to the same people for years on end, teach Bible
classes, instruct young and old, visit especially the weak, erring, sick and dy-
ing, reach out to the unchurched, refute errorists; lead, guide, and oversee
the entire congregation, and then give account to God for it. (Heb. 13:17)
But let us stop enumerating now, lest we write an entire book !

WHO WANTS SUCH A BIG JOB FOR HIS OCCUPATION? Let
me tell you who wants or desires it. Only one to whom the Holy Spirit has
given great love for his Lord and Savior and great love for his fellow sinners,
to lead them safely and faithfully to heaven through faith in Christ Jesus.
For this is the ultimate purpose of Christian theology and the Christian min-
istry, not to entertain, not to restore health to the body, not to spread cul-
ture and civil righteousness, but to lead poor lost souls to eternal salvation!
(I Tim. 1:15; 4:16; etc.) This is why the Apostle of the Lord calls the Min-
istry “an e€xcellent occupation!”

My dear young men of our Conference, here you see that the Ministry
is a different occupation than any other. Indeed, it is the most important and
most excellent occupation on earth because its work has everlasting wvalue.
How about giving really serious thought to preparing for the Ministry ? How
about talking this over with your own pastor? How about you really facing
up to the Lord’s own CHALLENGE in I Timothy 3:1? The dear Lord Him-
self lead and guide you by His Holy Spirit!

—H.D.M.
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Doctrinal Discussions with the LCR
Toward True Unity of the Spirit

In response to an overture from Pastor Paul G. Koch, Administrator of
the Lutheran Churches ¢t the Reformation (LCR), the Concordia Lutheran
Conference in its 35th Annual Convention (St. John’s Lutheran Church, Le-
banon Oregon) adopted the following resolution: “That negotiations between
us and the LCIR be conducted in a combined plenary pastoral conference and
that this meeting be held in Tinley Park Illinois at a mutual suitable time,
the dates, location, and agenda for this meeting to be arranged by the Com-
mittee on Lutheran Union (CLU) in consultation with the administrator of
the LCR and the logistics to be arranged by the CLU with the pastor loci.
Only if it becomes impossible to arrange this combined plenary pastoral con-
ference shall the CLU and the doctrinal committee of the LCR meet together
as committees.” This resolution was brought to the attention of Pastor Paul
G. Koch by phone shortly after our convention, and only a few weeks later
Pastor Paul R. Bloedel, chairman of the CLU, together with Pastor M. L.
Natterer of Lebanon, Oregon, attended as visitors the LCR Convention at
Hood River, Oregon, and received personally a favorable response to our re-
solution. In a telephone conversation on September 13, 1986, Pastor Koch
again confirmed agreement on the part of the pastors of the LCR (at their
pastoral conference which had been held in Decatur, Indiana on the first
week of September, 1986) to meet with the pastors of the CLC on the 4th,
5th and 6th of November at Tinley Park, Illinois, as it also had been pre-
viously discussed and agreed upon by telephone. Pastor David T. Mensing,
hosted this combined Plenary Pastoral Conference at Peace Ev. Lutheran
Church, Tinley Park, and the noon meals were provided free of charge for
all pastors of both the CLC and LCR by the ladies of the congregation.

I.

The first matter on the agenda was a concern expressed by the LCR,
namely, “Why were our union negotiations discontinued?” The CLC’s min-
utes of the last Union Meeting revealed that there were at that time signifi-
cant internal problems in the LCR itself and the CLC’s official position was
that temporary suspension of joint meetings would give the LCR opportun-
ity to resolve those problems. Also involved was the evident lack of unity in
doctrine and practice among the pastors of the LCR themselves—in fact,
they had not been able to state with exactness which pastors they regarded
as members of their group. It was pointed out that even at their recent con-
vention in Hood River, our visitors were informed that the LCR was both in
fellowship and not in fellowship with the Illinois Lutheran Conference
(ILC). The LCR agreed to proceed to the next point on the agenda.

I1.

At the Fourth Annual Decatur Free Conference, sponsored by Pastor
Jeffrey Kinery (LCR) and his congregation, Beautiful Savior Lutheran
Church of Decatur, Indiana, on December 5 and 6, 1985, Pastor Jeff Kinery,
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now secretary of the LCR, delivered a paper entitled “An Analysis of the
Concordia Lutheran Conference.” This paper was circularized to those in
attendance at the Decatur Free Conference, to those who had ordered and
paid for it, and to others. In this document many untruths, half-truths and
slanderous statements were made—even though these statements were evi-
dently made inadvertently. An example of such public charges against our
Conference which Pastor Kinery, by his own admission could not prove, is
as follows: “There are four areas of concern that pastors of the LCR have
in considering the doctrine and practice of the Concordia Lutheran Confer-
ence. These are: Apparent 1) Legalism; 2) Antinomianism. 8) Unionism,
and %) Separatism. I stress that these concerns are of an apparent and seem-
ing nature ...” Since our contacts with Pastor Kinery, through the chairman
of the CLU, produced no apology and retraction of his paper, the question
“When are statements about other church bodies slanderous?” was placed on
the agenda (with the consent of the Administrator of the LCR) for consid-
eration in our combined pastoral conference.

The word “slander” was then defined by the CLC as it pertains espe-
cially to Pastor Kinery’s paper.

Slander is anything by which the neighbor’s good name is
threatened or suspicion is cast upon him especially by lies, half-
truths, or innuendoes, that is, unsubstantiated allegations. This
is an obvious sin against the Eighth Commandment and should be
repented of and the fruils of repentance properly shown by a
retraction of the slander and by removal of any offence caused
by it. (Large Catechism, Triglot. p. 657; Zech. 8:16,17; Ps. 50:
19:20; Prov. 18:13; II Cor. 13:1; Matt. 3:8).

After several hours of discussion of what slander is, especially in its
application to Pastor Kinery’s paper, the LCR pastors finally agreed with us
on what slander is in the light of God’s Word. During this lengthy discus-
sion, one LCR pastor in particular insisted that slander necessarily included
an evil motive on the part of the slanderer. In defining sin as “the transgres-
sion of the Law” (I John 8:4), this LCR pastor also asserted that a person’s
motive might have to be considered. Our pastors pointed out from Scripture
that this is making what God says contingent at times upon what man thinks—
Rationalism! When it appeared after much discussion that the LCR pastors
could not agree among themselves in the application of the term ‘“slander”
to Pastor Kinery’s “Analysis of the Concordia Lutheran Conference,” Pastor
Bleedel, chairman of our CLU, read the following statement which had been
unanimously adopted by our CLC Pastoral Conference:

The use of the word “apparent” is evidently used in the sense
of “seeming.” Our Conference is accused of SEEMING legalism,
antinomianism, unionism and separatism. The word “seeming” must
necessarily mean that the accusations are unsure to say the least and
are therefore plain slander on the part of the one who makes such
loose accusations. We do not like to have dealings with a person(s)
of this stripe and insist that his paper be retracted by him publicly.
Such a retraction must be sent to all who received this paper, a
product of a mind which evidently deems it good scholarship and ad-
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mirable, painstaking research to present seeming judgments against
us and then to attack them as real and walid. Such slanderous efforts
even though they may mot have been made with malicious intent
(which intent we do not presume to judge), certainly militate a-
gainst a truly Christian endeavor to find unity and one mindedness.
T hroughout his paper the author speaks for the pastors of the LCR
(cf. page 6, par. 3, “Important Concerns” in Kinery’s paper).

If this kind of unchristian behavior is allowed to persist with-
out rejection in the LCR, we are simply forced to declare that we
are not interested in discussing freely and frankly our position in
doctrine and practice with them. Such public backbiting on the
basis of “seeming” errors in doctrine and practice, even before offi-
cial and formal discussions have taken place, is certainly not the
type of behavior which our Conference will tolerate and those who
uphold such behavior are not those with whom we would one day
wish to be aligned—Iest we indicate by our fellowship with them
that we agree with such unseemly behavior and would thereby be-
come “partakers of other men’s sins (I Tim. 5:22).”

Finally, Pastor Koch, Administrator of the LCR stated. “We would
have to agree, based on the Eighth Commandment, that the paper contains
slander,” and that he would ““prevail upon Kinery to retract his paper.” At
last, after six hours, the following motion was made, seconded and unani-
mously carried:

“Recognizing our unanimous agreement on what constitutes
slander in the sense of Holy Scripture, and having considered the
“Analysis of the Concordia Lutheran Conference” and its contents
we unanimously encourage Pastor Kinery to remove a real impedi-
ment between us by retracting his paper IN TOTO because it con-
tains slander against the CLC. This earnest request is made with-
out any judgment of hearts or motives but only on the basis of the
printed words.”

Later on, the LCR pastors were given time to caucus with Pastor Kin-
ery, who had been absent from the Conferene for 12 days, after which Pas-
tor Kinery apologized for having slandered the CLC and retracted his pap-
er in its entirety, stating that his motive had not been to harm our Conference.
He furthermore promised that this retraction would be sent to all those who
received the paper. A motion was then carried unanimously that “we re-
cetve with praise to the Lord Pastor Kinery’s retraction of his paper as a re-
moval of a real impediment between us in our search for God-pleasing unity.”

Again, because of the LCR pastors’ obvious lack of agreement among
themselves at this meeting, the next topic for discussion lasted about fourteen
hours. They were hard-pressed to find unanimity among themselves on the
very simple matter as to what the Bible teaches regarding the requirement
of a unanimous vote in the calling and deposing of a pastor. Finally after
lengthy discussion on the Scriptural principle, the following motion, propos-
ed nine hours earlier by the CLC and slightly amended, was unanimously
adopted :
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“We hold with the Scriptures that the incumbents of the pas-
toral office in the local congregation, that is, the overseers over their
flocks (Acts 20:28) (the pastoral office IN CONCRETO), are
to be called and may be deposed only by the unanimous vote of the
congregation in accordance with I Cor. 1:10. Since the pastoral
office is ordained by God (Titus 1:5), the calling of a pastor is
a matter of doctrine and a pastor may be removed only from office
for a Scripural cause on which unanimity is required.

(Auxiliary offices, on the other hand, such as the offices of
the assistant pastor, seminary professors, parochial school teach-
ers, missionaries, Sunday School teachers, and elected church offic-
cers, may be established and/or dispensed with by congregations
in their Christian liberty by majority wote since these are not or-
dained of God. If a person is removed from an auxiliary office for
a proven Scriptural reason a congregation must agree unanimous-
ly to this. If a person be removed from an auziliary office for oth-
er than a Scriptural reason, such a decision does not require
unanimity, but the person must always be dealt with evangelical-
ly by the pastor and the congregation.)

When a congregation deposes its pastor unscripturally, this is
a sin, not only against the pastor, but it is a grievous sin against
the Holy Spirit of God. This must be repented of, and the fruits
meet for such repentance must be brought forth, namely, the depos-
ed pastor must be reinstated. If he is not reinstated (unless, of
course, he himself declines such reinstatement), no orthodoz pastor
should accept a call to such a congregation nor serve them in any
manner, lest he makes himself partaker of their sins (I Tim. 5:
22). Congregations in fellowship with such an offending congrega-
tion have the obligation of bringing it Scriptural admonition, lest
by their silence or continuance in fellowship they too become par-
takers of the congregation’s sin.”

Now, the application of the Scriptural principle with regard to the de-
posing of Pastor Erick E. Erickson from Cross of Christ congregation (LCR)
in Midland, Michigan, again set the stage for much duplicity on the part of
the LCR pastors in their defense of the action or lack of action by the LCR
in regard to this congregation and its pastor. About five more hours of discus-
sion centered around correspondence, charges, and procedure. Even though
the pastors of the LCR all agreed that Pastor Erickson had been deposed
without a unanimous vote, they disagreed that this fact in itself, separate from
any charges, made it incumbent upon the LCR without delay to hold Cross
of Christ congregation guilty of unscripturally deposing its pastor. Instead,
the congregation was encouraged to submit the charges (after the fact) on
the basis of which Pastor Erickson had been deposed. Such charges were
not filed until 4 /2 monthe later. During this time, Cross of Christ congrega-
tion was regarded as a congregation in good standing in the LCR and was
permitted to be served by LCR pastors. According to the LCR pastors, this
was done out of a sense of “fairness” to give the congregation an opportunity
to defend its action. Qur pastors pointed out that unscriptural action is not
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defensible and that the LLCR, by their lack of action, became partaker of the
congregation’s sin. Thus, they refused to apply the Scriptural principle to
which they had agreed and to require Cross of Christ congregation not only
to repent of their procedure in deposing their pastor by a majority vote, but
to reinstate Pastor Lrickson into his office as pastor of the whole flock over
the which the Holy Ghost had made him overseer (Acts 20:28).

IV.

Another important point in this discussion was the defense which the
Administrator of the LCR set forth for their unscriptural procedure, namely,
that they acted out of love for Pastor Erickson, his faithful remnant, and
Cross of Christ congregation; and that he would rather err on the side of
love than on the side of the Law. It was pointed out to him that true Chris-
tian love is earnestly concerned about properly following God’s Law, that
“it rejoiceth not in iniquity but rejoiceth in the truth,” I Cor. 13:6. Merely
to permit persistence in sin in the name of love is a gross perversion of the
Word of God, as was done by the statementarians of 1945 when they protes-
ted the Missouri Synod’s position against the sin of unionism. This unscrip-
tural use of the word “love” was yet another evidence of a different spirit on
the part of the LCR pastors, through their Administrator, and a proud and
bloated attitude toward the Word of God which places a purely humanistic
concept of love over and above the true Christian love resuired of us by our
dear Savior in His Word, Rom. 13:10; John 14:23.

It was plain throughout the Conference that there was among the LCR
pastors themselves a lack of agreement in matters of doctrine and practice
and, moreover, that little concern about this fact was obvious on their part.
A different spirit from us was observed in their use and application of Holy
Writ and in the light of the accusation which the LCR Administrator made
several times against us, namely, that our use of God’s Word in admonishing
them for their error and for their improper use of Holy Scripture stemmed
from self-righteousness and pride. Their outward expressions of eagerness to
meet with us were belied by the handful of LCR pastors in attendance at
this meeting and the tardiness of some to the sessions. Since this different
spirit was so pervasive, it made it impossible according to the Word of God
(I Tim. 6:3-5; Rom. 16:17,18) even to continue meeting together toward
the establishment of true Christian unity; and the following motion was
unanimously adopted by the CL.C and the LCR pastors present, namely,
“to adjourn because it has become evident through the discussions that there
is not the same spirit among us of bowing to the authority of God’s Word.”

SUMMARY

Everything recorded in this digest is fully attested to before God by all
of the pastors of the Concordia Lutheran Conference, and any disavowal of
these facts is contrary to the truth and must be answered to before the judg-
ment seat of Christ. May the pastors of the Lutheran Churches of the Refor-
mation, by God’s grace, earnestly examine themselves in the light of God’s
Word and the above properly-witnessed facts; and repent, without long and
dangerous delay, of placing such serious obstacles in the way of securing a
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God-pleasing union between our two bodies. And may the Lord of the Church
move them through His Word to bring forth “fruits meet for repentance”
(Matt. 3:8), that one day we may walk together as brethren, “perfectly join-
ed together in the same mind and in the same judgment” on the basis of Scrip-
ture alone (I Cor. 1:10).

We are heartily thankful to the Lord Jesus for this one positive outcome
of our meeting with the pastors of the Lutheran Churches of the Reformation,
namely, that alone by His abundant grace and mercy our CLC pastors re-
mained firm in their Scriptural stand, testified boldly with one voice, and were
mightily strengthened in the same alone to God’s glory and for the preserva-
tion of His Truth among us.

Rev. P. R. Bloedel
Chairman (Committee Lutheran Union)

Rev. David T. Mensing
President (Concordia Lutheran Conference)

Rev. Mark W. Dierking
Secretary (Concordia Lutheran Conference)

Lo Wk,

NOTICE TO
INDEPENDENT LUTHERAN CONGREGATIONS

The Concordia Lutheran Conference is a fellowship of Christian con-
gregations banded together to carry out the Lord’s work more effectively
through cooperative effort. One of our joint endeavors is the operation of a
Theological Seminary to train students for the Christian ministry. If you
are a conservative, independent Lutheran congregation but are at present
without the ministry of a pastor, perhaps we can help to supply your need.
Won't you contact us? For further information concerning us and our doc-

trinal position, call or write:
COMMITTEE ON MISSIONS:

Rev. Mark W. Dierking, Chairman
Wilmot, South Dakota, 57279

Telephone (605) 938-4710
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Peace Congregation Marks
Thirty=Fifth Anniversary

On Sunday, October 19, Peace Ev. Lutheran Church, Tinley Park, cel-
ebrated its thirty-fifth anniversary with a special divine service. The Rev.
H. David Mensing, now retired and pastor emeritus, delivered the sermon
based on II Corinthians 2:12-17, taking as his theme the first part of verse
14: “Thanks be unto God, which always causeth us to triumph in Christ!”
The congregation’s Pastor, the Rev. David T. Mensing, conducted the litur-
gy. Following the service, a fellowship dinner was held for members of the
church, and a special multi-media program highlighted the congregation’s
history.

Peace Congregation was not first formed thirty-five years ago, but had
its beginnings as the faithful remnant of Trinity Lutheran Church (Missouri
Synod) in Tinley Park. When it had become evident in 1951 that unscrip-
tural doctrines and practices previously introduced into the synod were pre-
vailing, and synodical officials papistically took over the leadership of the
congregation, this tiny remnant consisting of just nine voting members reor-
ganized itself as a completely separate and autonomous congregation apart
from the Missouri Synod and took the name “Peace.” Recognizing his call
still to be valid before God, the congregation continued to be served by its
pastor, the Rev. H. David Mensing, who had faithfully served Trinity Con-
gregation from 1948 until his unscriptural ouster on October 15, 1951. In its
efforts to unite with others who truly shared its Scriptural position, the con-
gregation joined the Orthodox Lutheran Conference, the “‘parent” organiza-
tion of our present conference.

In 1952 the congregation acquired property of nearly eight acres in Tin-
ley Park and established permanent quarters on this site with a small build-
ing which served both as housing for the pastor and his family and as a tem-
porary chapel. Between 1952 and 1956 the church maintained a fully-accredi-
ted Christian day school, but with the increasing costs of education and over-
crowded conditions as enrollment grew, it decided to discontinue the program.
When the temporary chapel facilities no longer proved adequate for the grow-
ing congregation, an expansion program was undertaken;and in April,1964
Peace dedicated its present church building. Since 1969 those facilities also
served as headquarters for our Conference seminary program.

This last April, the church’s original pastor retired from the ministry at
the age of 72; and its new pastor, who had served our sister congregation in
Australia, was called to succeed him. By God’s unmerited grace, this little
flock has weathered many a storm caused by controversies, splits in fellow-
ship, and defections of once-faithful brethren; and the Lord of the Church
has continued to bless it with true unity and onemindedness in His precious
Word ; growth in grace, knowledge and Christian sanctification; and above all
with the determination by His grace to declare with Joshua in each and every
home: “Though all the world forsake Thy Word, I and my house will serve
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the Lord!” (L.H. 625,5) May He continue to shower down upon us and all
our congregations such unspeakable blessings for Jesus’ sake!

—D.T.M.
The Illinois Lutheran Conterence
and the King James Version

In their union negotiations with the Lutheran Churches of the Reforma-
tion (LCR), the ILC (Illinois Lutheran Conference) has continued to up-
hold what they evidently regard as the Doctrine of the King James Version.
Pastor Richard W. Shekner, past president of the ILC, reported in his 1985-
86 President’s Report (Illinois Lutheran Conference Journal, pp. 54, 55)
that the LCR at first stated their position in the words, we “urge” or ‘“‘re-
commend” our LCR churches to use the KJV. The ILC’s objection to the
words ‘“‘urge” and “‘recommend” caused the LCR to revise their statement to
read: “We expect” the LCR churches to use the KJV, with the further ex-
planation that the words “we expect* have the same force as saying “we will”
and that the LCR will discipline those who do not abide by these expectations.
The ILC still considered the word “expect” to be too weak causing Pastor
Shekner to state in his report, “We are looking forward for a forthright state-
ment (from the LCR) that declares, in no uncertain terms, the determination
to abide steadfastly with the KJV.” If the statement of the LCR remains too
weak especially in view of the fact that, according to Pastor Shekner, some
LCR pastors have the tendency to consider the use of a Bible translation to
be a matter of adiaphoron and the position of the ILC on the KJV to be le-
galistic, Pastor Shekner stated that “‘both of these points (adiaphora and
legalism) should be brought up and refuted in any reply to them, for unless
these obstacles are removed there simply can be no fellowship between the
ILC and LCR. Let us beseech the Lord to grant agreement with the LCR
by means of a firm, uncompromising statement on the use of the KJV and the
rejection of other translations. As far as can be seen, this is one area where
agreement is not yet present. On other doctrines (our emphasis) we speak
with one voice.”

For the sake of uniformity and to avoid confusion, our Concordia Luth.
Conference congregations have, in Christian liberty, decided years ago to use
the King James Version of the Bible in our congregations recognizing it as
the chief and best translation. Never was this, however, regarded as a doc-
trine and consequently being devisive of church fellowship. To make some-
thing a doctrine, which is NOT a doctrine, is a grievous sin, for the Bible de-
clares, “Behold, I am against the prophets, saith the Lord, that use their
tongues and say, He saith,” (Jeremiah 23:81) and “In vain they do worship
Me, teaching for doctrines the commandments of men,” (Matthew 15:9).
Such a position as is set forth by the ILC is a mark of separatism and sec-
tarianism, for the Doctrine of Inspiration involves only the original Greek
and Hebrew manuscripts and not the translations.

—P.R.B.
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drd Wary Daid, Bshold the Handmaid of Hhe Lord;
Be It Yoto Me Becording To Chy Word,

The above passage is undoubtedly familiar to all of us. The angel of the
Lord, Gabriel, had previously appeared to Zacharias to inform him that he
and his wife, Elisabeth, would be the parents of John the Baptist, the forerun-
ner of the promised Messiah. Six months later the angel Gabriel was sent by
the Lord to the Virgin Mary to inform her that she would be the mother of
the long-awaited Messiah.

Just think! Mary was to become the mother of the Highest, God’s Son,
whose Kingdom would have no end. Mary wondered how this could be, since
she and her engaged husband, Joseph, had not yet lived as husband and wife.
She asked the angel, “How shall this be, seeing I know not a man?2”’ Luke 1:
84. And when the angel explained to her that “the Holy Ghost shall come
upon thee, and the power of the highest shall overshadow thee: therefore
also that holy thing which shall be born of thee shall be called the Son of
God,” v. 385. Mary did not argue with the angel of the Lord. She believed
every word that this messenger from heaven told her.

What a most remarkable faith! Here she was to remain a virgin and at
the same time bear a son! This transcends all human reason and experience.
Mary was not able to look back into the Old Testament and find a similar
example. Abraham and Sarah were granted Isaac when, humanly speaking,
they were past the age of child-bearing. (See Genesis 18). But Abraham
and Sarah were the natural parents of Isaac; whereas, Joseph was not the
natural father of Jesus. When Joseph determined to put Mary away secretly
the “angel of the Lord appeared unto him in a dream, saying, Joseph, thou
son of David, fear not to take unto thee Mary thy wife: for that which is
conceived in her is of the Holy Ghost,” Matt. 1:20. We are aware of the
voices being raised within Christendom who declare that Mary was not a
virgin and that Joseph was the natural father of Jesus. But the texts are so
plain! Some 700 years before the Prophet Isaiah had foretold, “Behold, a
virgin shall conceive, and bear a Son, and shall call His Name Immanuel,”
Is. 7:14. And these words are quoted by the angel of the Lord and written
for us by the inspiration of the Holy Spirit in Matthew 1 :23.

Why, then, must we listen to all kinds of objections raised by so-called
learned theologians? Simply because they do not take their reason captive
‘and submit it to the Word of God! The objections range from the obviously
absurd to the specious and sly. Bringham Young, the leader of the Mormons
wrote, “Jesus, our elder brother was begotten in the flesh by the same char-
acter that was in the garden of Eden, and who is our Father in Heaven,”
Journal of Discourses, Vol. 1:50, 51. How blasphemously absurd to hold that
Jesus was begotten of Adam- god' The objections raised within the pale of
Christendom, however, are more specious and sly. Some hold that the word
“virgin” must simply be understood as “young maiden” and that when the
Bible speaks of the Virgin Birth it must be understood figuratively. Whether
the objections be obviously absurd or cunningly couched in ambiguous phra-
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seology, there we observe how man sins against the very First Commandment
(Thou shalt have no other gods before Me) by exalting his puny reason
above God and His Word!

Like the Virgin Mary we Christians are to believe what transcends our
thoughts and even appears to contradict our experiences ! But, after all, is this
not the very nature of faith? “Now faith is the substance of things hoped
for, the evidence of things not seen,” Heb. 11:1. Our Christian faith rests
upon God’s Word and His promises. It is an utter impossibility for God to
lie, (Heb. 6:18). We, for example, have not seen with our bodily eyes the
splendor of our heavenly Home, but we know that it exists and that all true
believers will enter into that joy because God says so in HisWord. (See John
'8:16). And so it is with all the teachings of Holy Writ, from the Creation
of the world in six ordinary days to the Final Day when Christ bursts forth
in the clouds of heaven accompanied by all His holy angels. He is indeed the
“God of truth and without iniquity, just and right is He,” Deut. 32 4.

Mary was not without sin. She, too, like the rest of mankind was con-
ceived and born in sin and iniquity. The Roman Catholic hierarchy declared
otherwise on Dec. 8, 1854. “The Blessed Virgin Mary in the first instant of
her conception, by a singular privilege and grace granted by God in view of
the merits of Jesus Christ, the Savior of the human race, was preserved ex-
empt from all stain of original sin.” There is not even a hint of such teach-
ing to be found in the Bible. On the contrary, we read, “And Mary said, My
soul doth magnify the Lord, and my spirit hath rejoiced in God my Savior,”
Luke 1:46, 47. Mary, like every true Christian, confessed her sin and trust-
ed in the precious merit of Jesus her Savior. Being flesh and blood, she, too,
must have experienced the temptations of the devil and her own sinful flesh.
But how splendidly her faith shines forth and she gains the victory over her
‘doubts by clinging humbly to the Word of the Lord spoken by the angel.

Only then can we Christians overcome our doubts by humbly clinging to
the Word of God. In the hour of great distress and trial when the devil
whispers to us: There are over 200 million people in the U. S. alone, and do
you think that God can concern Himself with you and your trials? Then let
us cling to His assurance, “Can a woman forget her sucking child, thai she
‘should not have compassion on the son of her womb? yea, they may forget,
yet will I not forget thee. Behold, I have graven thee upon the palms of My
hands; thy walls are continually before Me,” Isaiah 49:15, 16. Therefore,
“casting all your care upon Him; for He careth for you,” 1 Pet. 5:7. When
our consciences accuse us because of our sins and the devil seeks to rob us of
our faith by telling us that God can not receive us because He is holy and we
are such miserable sinners, then let us cling steadfastly to these precious pas-
sages: “Come unto Me, all ye that labor and are heavy laden, and I will give
you rest,” Matt. 11:28; “The blood of Jesus Christ His Son cleanseth us from
all sin,” I John 1:7; “Therefore being justified by faith, we have peace with
God through our Lord Jesus Christ,” Rom. 5:1. When we lie upon our death-
bed and the devil makes his last attempt upon our souls by filling our minds
thoughts of fear and terror, then let us hold unflinchingly to the words of
the Victor over sin, death, and hell: “I am the Resurrection, and the Life: he
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eth on the Son hath everlasting life,” John 8 :36.

Ah, what u.-deserving grace and love our dear heavenly Father has be-
stowed upon us ‘that we should be called the sons of God,” I John 3:1. Such
unmerited love should motivate us to please Him more and more by always
humbly submitting to Iiis Holy Word following the example of the pious Vir-
gin Mary, “Behold the handmaid of the Lord; be it unto me according to thy
word” .. .

—M.L.N.

Official Announcement

In accordance with my official duty as your President (CONSTITU-
TION, Art. IV, 2b), announcement is hereby made that Mr. Terry G.Fal-
kenberg, formerly a student at Concordia Theological Seminary (LCMS),
Fort Wayne, Indiana, submitted to a colloquy examination on August 22
and 28, 1986 to determine his fitness to be a candidate of the reverend minis-
that believeth in Me, though he were dead, yet shall he live: and whosoever
try in our midst. The colloquy committee appointed by your President consis-
ted of Pastor E. R. Stallings, Jr. of San Antonio, Texas, and Pastor Mark W,
Dierking of Wilmot, South Dakota. The colloquy was also attended by the
Rev. H. David Mensing (Em.), the chief instructor in our theological train-
ing program, in an advisory capacity, and by your President ez officio.

After having thoroughly examined Mr. Falkenberg according to the
guidelines adopted by our Conference, it was the unanimous opinion of the
committee that he had successfully passed the formal examination in matters
of Christian doctrine and practice. Since, however, he did not have opportun-
ity during the course of his theological training to complete a year of vicar-
age to gain practical experience in preaching, teaching, and other pastoral
work, the committee recommended that Mr. Falkenberg complete a vicarage
of two semesters to include also some formal classroom work under the chief
instructor of our theological training program. It is the conviction of the Col-
loquy Committee that, upon successful completion of this vicarage and the
coursework indicated in its detailed report, Mr. Falkenburg will have the
necessary qualifications to be declared a Candidate of the Reverend Ministry
without a further colloquy.

It should be of interest to all our people that Mr. and Mrs. Falkenberg
and their two children have already moved to Orland Park, Illinois, and have
begun the practice of their new-found fellowship as members of our sister con-
gregation in Tinley Park. To God alone the glory!

—David T. Mensing, President
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Why Should We Twentieth Century
Lutherans Continue To

Celebrale tie M@mﬁo/)@?

If you love Christ and if you love Christ’s Word, then you love to cele-
brate the Reformation. If you love Christ and His Word, then you are not
ashamed nor uncomfortable in embracing all that the Reformation stands foxr.
It gives you a renewed zeal and a rejuvenation of your faith to hear all over
again how Martin Luther, a humble monk, walked up to the door of the castle
church in Wittenberg, Germany, and nailed ninety-five theses on the door of
the church. You thrill to hear how Luther stood before the Diet at Worms
and refused to recant or take back his writings, but said, “I cannot and will
not recant; my conscience is bound to the Word of God. HERE I STAND!
God help me. Amen.” You love to celebrate these things because they are clas-
sic examples of how the Word of God is not bound (II Tim. 2:9), and of
what the Bible means when it says that we should “endure hardness, as good
soldiers of Jesus Christ” (II Tim. 2:8), and that the “Gospel of Christ is
the power of God unto salvation” (Rom. 1:186).

This year marks the 469th anniversary of the Reformation. For over
four and a half centuries Lutherans have seen fit to observe this event. It
would seem that there would be little point in continuing this annual celebra-
tion. What more can be said ? What practical, spiritual benefit is there in em-
phasizing the Reformation? The reason we should continue to celebrate the
Reformation is that the principles of the Reformation are the very prinicples
upon which our very Christian faith rests. What Luther stood for in the days
of the Reformation we Christians must continue to stand upon and stand up
for until Christ returns on the last Day. As the Bible says, “I charge thee
therefore before God, and the Lord Jesus Christ, who shall judge the quick
and the dead at his appearing and his kingdom, Preach the Word; be instant
in season, out of season; reprove, rebule, exhort with all longsuffering and
doctrine. For the time will come when they will not endure sound doctrine;
but after their own lusts shall they heap to themselves teachers, having itch-
ing ears; and they shall turn away their ears from the truth, and shall be
turned unto fables,” II Tim. 4:1-4. The time has already come when most
people will no longer endure sound doctrine. Most people of today, and this
includes many churched people, no longer want to hear doctrinal sermons
wherein the Law both shows them and condemns them of their sins, and
wherein the Gospel alone without any “strings attached” is preached in all
of its sweetness. Most churched people, including many who call themselves
Lutheran, want their pastors to scratch their itching ears. They would rather
hear fables (false doctrine) than “Thus saith the Lord.” The very fact that
most of the churches which call themslves Lutheran are in fact heterodox is
proof of the lukewarmness and indifference toward pure doctrine which we
find today. They simply do not even care!
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In the face of all the lukewarmness and indifferentism which surrounds
us, we who still care about our soul’s salvation and who still fear God, thirst
deeply for and see the great need for what the Reformation stands for. We
realize that we must still emphasize the three “Solas” of the Reformation:
Sola Scriptura (Scripture alone), Sola Gratia (Grace alone), and Sola Fide
(Faith alone). Only the Scriptures are the inspired, inerrant Word of the
Almighty God, Father, Son, and Holy Ghost. Only the Secriptures make us
“wise unto salvation through faith which is in Christ Jesus,” 11 Tim. 8:15.
Only the Scriptures can train us in holy living in that “all Scripture is given
by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correc-
tion, for instruction in righteousness: that the man of God may be perfect
(complete), throughly furnished unto all good works.” 11 Tim. 8:16-17. Also,
it is only the doctrine of God’s grace in Christ which can save our souls. It
is still as true today as it was when Adam fell into sin and God promised the
Savior, that “by grace are ye saved through faith; and that not of yourselo-
es: it is the gift of God: not of works lest any man should boast,” Eph. 2 :8,
9. Finally, as the Scriptures proclaim, it is only by faith that we apprehend
and receive the blessed grace of God in Christ. The Bible says, “The just
shall live by his faith,” Hab. 2:4. Take away any one of these three basic
principles of the Reformation and we cease to have even the most basic Chris-
tian faith.

Let us therefore never tire of celebrating the Reformation. It is more
than a mere heritage; it is our very salvation.

—E.R.S.
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AROUND THE WORLD

Ve witl'x ec[itorial comment

The Roman Catholic Church in the tiny Mediterranean island nation of
Malta, once regarded as more Catholic than the pope, is under siege. The Je-
hovah’s Witnesses, an aggressive sect, are moving in strongly. The Jehovah’s
Witnesses are causing alarm because of their presence and their success.
Many of them are native Maltese who emigrated to Australia at the end of
World War II seeking work, converted from Catholicism, underwent relig-
ious training and returned. Although they conduct services in only one hall,
located in the township of St. Venera four miles from Valletta, their door-to-
door efforts at seeking converts are reaching into every corner of this 122-
square-mile island. The Catholic Church has warned its faithful not to argue
with the Jehovah’s Witnesses. The priests say that the Maltese, despite their
tradition as devout Catholics, are no match for the well-trained Witnesses
when it comes to discussing the finer points of the Bible.

It is, of course, no secret that the Jehovah’s Witnesses have been and
are unashamed “sheep-stealers.” This cult originated with Charles Tase Rus-
sell who died in 1916. He claimed that Christ came spiritually in 1874 and
would set up His Kingdom in 1914 ushering in great peace and prosperity.
Instead, the 1st World War began. Rutherford, Russell’s successor continued
the deception by using ingenious explanations to camouflage Russell’s er-
roneous predictions. Although they make copious use of Bible passages, it is
nothing else than the “sheep’s clothing” to cover up their man-made teach-
ings. They deny the Scriptural doctrine of the Holy Trinity, maintaining
that all who teach this doctrine are “the sons and agents of Satan.” They
teach that Jesus is not God but “a god,” that His body was not raised from
the grave on that first Easter morning, etc. etc. The Lord warns us again and
again concerning such false prophets as we well know from the Scriptures.
Hence we must beware. T'his means that we must be thoroughly grounded and
rooted in the Scriptures so that with the Sword of the Spirit we can “con-
tend for the faith which was once delivered unto the saints,” Jude 3.

Rev. Robert Schuller is on the road promoting his latest book, “The Be
(Happy) Attitudes,” an examination of positive thinking drawn from Christ’s
Beatitudes. In an interview with Religious News Service, Dr. Schuller said,
“I don’t want to produce Christians who get hung up on what’s a sin and
what is not a sin. But I want to deal with the essential subject of the deepest
problem that plagues the human person, and that’s sin. Sin is lack of faith.”

Schuller espouses the philosophy practiced by many psychiatrists that
we must always siress the “power of positive thinking” (Norman Vincent
Peale) and either eliminate the negative or at least relegate it to the back-
ground. Reminds us somewhat of Mary Baker Eddy, the founder of Chris-
tian Science, who stated that “Matter and evil (including all inharmony, sin,
disease, death)are unreal ... It (evil or sin) is but a false belief” (Miscel-
lanies, pages 27, 45). How utterly ridiculous! We know from the Word of
God that sin is a grim reality! “By one man sin entered into the world, and
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death by sin, and so death passed upon all men, for that all have sinned,”
Rom. 5:12. ii"e do not have to debate what is sin and what is not sin, that is
settled for us once and for all in God’s Word. “Sin is the transgression of the
law,” I John 5:4. Sin is indeed the greatest problem to confront mankind
and no man is able to solve it, since no man can appease God’s righteous
wrath and keep His Law as God wants it kept—perfectly. But God in His
mercy sent His Son to suffer and die for us, to fulfil the Law perfectly in our
stead, so that whoever believes in Jesus as his Savior has the forgiveness of
sins and eternal life. And once the individual has been brought to such true
faith by the Holy Spirit through the Gospel, then the real battle begins (Ro-
mans 7) as the Christian fights daily against the devil, the world, and his
own sinful flesh which seek to bring him back into the captivity of sin. But,
praise God, we Christians can now say with the Apostle, “I can do all things
through Christ which strengtheneth me,” Philippians 4:13.

Tv preacher Oral Roberts has given his law school to Pat Robertson,
has also closed his dental school and is delaying construction of a $14-million
religious center partly because of financial problems. His $150-million City
of Faith Hospital in Tulsa, Oklahoma, lies half empty. Some of his employe-
es have expressed resentment over his life style while they have gone without
pay raises for three years and some were laid off two years ago. The Tulsa
Tribune reported that Roberts drives a Mercedes, lives in a $500,000 home
in Tulsa owned by Oral Roberts University, owns a home of equal value in
Rancho Mirage, Calif., and uses for entertainment a $2.4-million home in
Beverly Hills owned by his organization. Roberts’ headquarters confirmed
the existence of the car and the houses but said it couldn’t put a price tag on
them.

In His Word the Lord directs his Christians to the local Christian con-
gregation where we can regularly have our souls nourished with the Word of
Life from our pastor whom the Lord has placed over us, not to be a lord over
us, but to feed our souls with the pure Word of God, Acts 20:28; I Peter 5:
2, 8. The hearing of this Word should be our chief delight so that we exclaim
with David, “I was glad when they said unto me, Let us go into the house of
the Lord,” Ps. 122:1. It must always be the WORD that attracts us, and
not the person of the pastor. Unfortunately, we find many within wvisible
Christendom following the person and not the WORD! No wonder some of
the TV preachers develop such a large following; particularly, if they pos-
sess a special magnetic charm and are fine speakers! Such TV preachers,
like Oral Roberts, seek then to manipulate their followers to enhance their
own ego and to enrich themselves at the expense of those who follow them.
How careful we Christians must be in these last evil days of the world lest
we develop “itching ears” and allow ourselves to be led away from the “sound
doctrine,” 11 Tim. 4:8,4, which we are privileged to hear Sunday after Sun-

day from the mouth of our faithful pastor who has been called to watch over
our souls, Hebrews 13:17.

When finished this Fall, the stained glass windows at the new Metropo-
litan Community Church of the Rockies will reflect the color and diversity
of its mostly homosexual congregation. This congregation has grown from 18
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people in 1974 to more than 200 regular members and 700 occasional visitors.
There are now about 280 congregations of the Los Angeles-based Universal
Fellowship of Metropolitan Community Churches. Rev. Troy Perry, a form-
er Baptist minister and founder of the national church said his church goes by
the New Testament in which love is the basis for spiritual life. Rev. Charles
R. Arehart, a former Methodist minister, said the national church in its ap-
proach toward sexuality—be it heterosexual, bisexual or homosexual, is re-
garded as a part of life to be enjoyed in love without guilt. According to
Arehart the one oft-quoted Scripture is Leviticus 18 :22, which reads: “Thou
shalt not lie with a man as with a woman,” is like the eating of pork, lobster,
shrimp, etc., which have all been abolished in the New Testament, “By the
time I’'m old and gray, we’ll see gay marriages,” Arehart said.

It is positively astonishing to what lengths some will go in an attempt to
justify their sins! Behind all such clever and shrewd tactics is the father of
all lies (John 8:44). The distinction between clean and unclean animals has
indeed been abolished in the New Testament. (See Col. 2:16). While the Old
Testament ceremonial laws have been done away with in the New T'estament,
the prohibition forbidding homosexuality is part of the unchanging Moral
Law repeated in the New Testament. “Abusers of themselves with mankind”
shall not “inherit the kingdom of God,” I Cor. 6:9, 10. Read also Romans
1:22-32. While it may come to pass that homosezuals may “marry” one
another, this gross abomination which characterized the inhabitants of So-
dom and Gomorrah (Gen.19) incurs God’s righteous wrath. Carnal lust for
one another, not love to God and His Word, is the basis for their life-style!

Twenty years ago in Chicago, where he was a bus driver and a foundry
worker, Ben-Ami Carter, a black man, claimed he had a vision that the long-
awaited kingdom of God was to be established by him in Israel. In 1969 the
first 39 Black Hebrews arrived in Israel, initially welcomed as potential im-
migrants and given apartments in the remote desert town of Dimona. Anoth-
er group arrived the next year, but the welcome mat soon was rolled up.
Alarmed by Carter’s philosophy and his claim that white Israelis were not
true Jews, the government refused to grant the Black Hebrews official status
and barred any more from joining those already in Israel. The Black He-
brews now number about 1500 people and some 200 of them have rencunced
their U. S. citizenship. Their teachings include natural medicine a rejection
of organized religion and the practice: of polygamy. Carter has three wives
and 15 children. The Israeli deputy director-general of the Interior Ministry
says of Carter and his group of black Americans, “They are anti-Semitic
and anti-Israel, and they came to take this country away from us. This is a
time bomb, a danger to the state. We have to stop them from coming and
gradually expel those who are here.” Carter’s group claims that they are ths
true descendants of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob.

Who are the TRUE Israelites? The Apostle writes, “For they are not
all Israel, which are of Israel: neither, because they are the seed of Abra-
ham, are they all children: but, In Isaac shall thy seed be called. That is,
they which are the children of the flesh, these are not the children of God:
but the children of the promise are counted for the seed,” Rom. 9:6-8. “For



ye are all the children of God by faith in Christ Jesus. For as many of you
as have been baptized into Jesus Christ have put on Christ. For there is
neither Jew ncr Greek, there is neither bond nor free there s neither male
nor female: for ye are all one in Christ Jesus. And if ye be Christ’s, then are
ye Abraham’s seed, cnd heirs according to the promise,” Gal. 8:26-29. All
believers in Christ constitute the true Israel (Eph. 2:11-22) and look for-
ward to the city of the living God, the heavenly Jerusalem (Heb. 12:22,23).

Three Lutheran bodies voted overwhelmingly this last August to merge
and create the new Evangelical Lutheran Church in America with Chicago
being designated as the headquarters. It will be the nation’s fourth-largest
Protestant church, taking in the 2.9 million-member Lutheran Church in
America, the 2.8 million-member American Lutheran Church and the 110,000
member Association of Evangelical Lutheran Churches. The merger faces
two more hurdles before the new church becomes realty on Jan 1, 1989. The
4,900 ALC congregations must pass the proposal by a two-thirds margin,
and the LCA must approve the merger again at a special convention next
spring. Leaders of both churches said they expected no difficulty in reaching
final approval for the plan. The Rev. Ralph A. Bohlman, president of the
Missouri Synod, appeared before the L.LCA and offered his “‘congratulations
and best wishes in this wonderful moment.”

It is well-known and clearly substantiated fact that the wvarious bodies
making up this new Evangelical Lutheran Church in America are infesied
with liberalism, harboring within their midst (without any disciplinary steps)
professors and pastors who deny some of the very fundamental doctrines of
Holy Writ. Three years ago the Christian News pointed out that “‘all three
of these groups allow their theologians to deny such doctrines as the deity of
Christ, the Virgin Birth of Christ,<the Resurrection of Christ, the Trinity
and just about every other doctrine of historic Christianity. Thousands of
unborn infanis have been killed in hospitals affiliated with these Lutherans in
accord with official guidelines adopted at church conventions. They ordain
women to the Holy Ministry. They publish books which plead for homosex-
ual clergymen” (Christian News, Nov. 7, 1983, page 10) Members of ant:-
Christian lodges (Masons, Elks, etc.) are openly tolerated as communicant
members of their congregations. That these three bodies have merged is not
surprising since they have had altar, pulpit and prayer fellowship with each
other for years! The name, however, which they have given their new church
body is really a misnomer in view of their false teachings!
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