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Luther’s Coat of Arms is one of the few symbols which are distinctivelv
Lutheran in origin and meaning. Luther personally designed this symbol
and described its meaning as follows:
The Black Cross on the Red Hearf: In his heart the Christian believes
that Christ died for us on the cross. The cross does not kill: it is lifegiving and life-preserving.
The Red Heart on the White Rose: White, is the color of angels and
heavenly joys; faith (in the heart) brings peace and joy.
The White Rose on the Blue Sky: The peace and joy which faith brings
are a token of the heavenly joy to come.
The Blue Sky encircled with a Golrden Ring: The jovs of heaven are
everlasting and without price, even as gold is the most precious of all metals.
-Taken from NPH S9 Bulletin.

Luther’s Spirit
(For Luther’s Birthday)
Let Luther’s mighty spirit live,
The spirit which had known despair,
Which, when his conscience threatened sore,
Filled all his soul with anxious care;
For only he can value grace
Who has damnation felt and known
And, filled with terrors of the Law;
Has lain before the awful throne.
Let Luther’s mighty spirit live,
He who was champion of the Word,
Who took the mighty shield of faith
And held aloft the Spirit’s sword,

The
Orthodox
._-____
volume

II

November,
_----

OfKcial Organ of The ORTHODOX
LUTHERAN
CONFERENCE.
0
This p u b 1 i c a t i o n appears
monthly at a subscription price of
$2 per year payable in advance..
Kindly
make checks and money
orders payable to the ORTHODOX
LUTHERAN
and also address all
correspondence and articles intended for publication to the ORTHODOX LUTHERAN,
Highland
Station, Box 2604, l!&iPfMeax,olis, 11,
Minn.
Advisory Member-Beam of Directors
Editor, 0. G. Schupmann
Business Mgr. Mr. J. H. Meier

Who sought the truth of Holy Writ
And opened up the mines of gold
Where God’s eternal treasures lie
With all their precious wealth untold.
Let Luther’s mighty spirit live,
He who once more made known the
way
That leads from sin and guilt and
curse
To glorious realms of endless day,
Who taught the truth of Holy Writ
That sinners live by grace alone
Through Him who gave His life for
all,
For all men’s sins He did atone.
P. E. K.
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Unity First, Union -- If-Efforts at effecting church unions
are still continuing
through
the
many conventions and seminars and
retreats. This movement has been
going on and on for years. Some feel
that all denominations ought to get
together regardless of creed or color,
while others feel that at least all
Lutherans,
a n d all Baptists, all
Methodists etc., ought to become one
unit. Much time is spent, much
money is spent. And what is accomplished?
Nothing,
Also let us ask a question: Is it
wrong to stand alone, to .exist independently and yet properly united
with such with whom you are in
agreement? Are the movements so
much advertised in national magazines and daily newspapers actually
God-pleasing, or shall they ever succeed?
One wonders at times, why such
tremendous propaganda which invariably accompanies the conventions of larger or smaller groups bent
upon church union at all costs? Are
great numbers, great events, much
hullaballoo
supposed to convince
us that those things are the remedy
for curing all ills of the churches?
Just how many who sponsor or
agitate for world-wide,
ecumenical,
or den.ominational union are actually aware of the fact that they are
barking up the wrong tree when
they. insist upon an external union
without i n t e r n a 1 unity, that is,
FULL AGREEMENT
in doctrine
and practice?
Or is there a fear
among c e r t a in men of standing
alone? Is there actually any safety
in numbers? Is it true that “in numbers there is strength”? Is it. a shame
to be unpopular ? Is the Christian
not to bear the cross of Jesus after
I-rim?
Just how many people stood by
the Lord Jesus Christ when .He
stood before His enemies and accusers? What was the name of those
fellows who stood at the side of
-

Luther at Worms.? Did the fathers
,of the Missouri Synod feel so illsuited (for their tasks of establishing and laboring in a soundly Scriptural and Lutheran Church) because
of their isolation or separation from
other so-called Lutherans that they
considered surrender?
. And again we ask a pointed question: Just how willing are Christians
today openly to stand up for the full
Truth and to defend publicly those
who are on the battle front and
launching attacks upon liberalism,
modernism, unionism, and e v e r y
“ism” which in any way endangers
or destroys the unity and purity of
saving faith?
History tells us that whenever
Luther noticed errors, even in the
doings of his colleagues, he corrected the same. His dear friend, Elector
John Frederick of Saxony, was ready
to eliminate Melanchthon from the
faculty of the university when informed of his aberrations in doctrine,
even if the university
would lose
popularity
or go under.
No, we are not at all sorrowful
that we had no representatives attending
any
of the national or
world-wide councils and conventions
as delegates. Neither are we afraid
to profess our heart-felt
desire to
confess God’s full Truth in doctrine
and practice.
We shall not be
frightened
by the d a n g er of
“Einkreisungspolitik”,
t h a t is, a
policy of isolationism on the part of
such as endeavor in every way
possible to criticize or humiliate or
denounce our sincerity and boldness to do our God-given duty. Our
plan of humble obedience to the
clear Word, which does of course,
involve the duty of separation from
all errorists, shall not harm us but
prove to be a distinct blessing. History proves conclusively that God’s
blessings rest upon those who firmly confess His, ‘truth at all times,
even when it m e an s hardships,
(Continued on following page)
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sacrifices, loss of old friends, or ties;
but history also proves that God’s
from men
blessings are withheld
who endeavor to build a church
without complete obedience to the
clearly revealed will of God and
who, because of their own methods
and means, make such a frightful
mess of things by often following
not only their personal feelings and
sentiments but also their own evil
nature in matters of doctrine and
practice. Let us note: “Whosoever
shall confess Me before men, him
will I confess before My Father in
Heaven”. “Cursed is every one who
useth the Word of the Lord deceitfully”.

Would to God that all who have
the, whole Truth and who treasure
that Word, with our life to offer in
in defense, would teach, observe, exemplify the power and love of that
precious Truth, the whole and pure
Scriptures, in all that is done and
said. Let the member of a Christian
congregation also bear in mind that
“as little as we can suffer that a pastor or the congregation demand more
than G.od.‘s Word demands, so little
can we suffer that any pastor or congregation be remiss in applyin’g the
instructions
of God’s holy Word”.
What hypocrisy to claim purity’ of
doctrine and then permit
disunity
and contradiction
in practice! But
let us not forget that to uphold d.octrinai unity we must exercise doctrinal discipline
and we must
demartd correcficn
of errors whenever they arise. That is Lufheranism,
namely full obedience to God’s revelation in t h e verbally inspired
Scriptures, full and final and undelayeId rejection of the error seen and
prevailing, or the errorists if they
persist in their heresy. !Rom. 16,17,
18; Matthew 7:15; Titus 3,lO).
To speak lightly, ‘or to act indifferent toward th.e doctrines of Scriptures is a very wicked thing. To say
“that little errors are permissible in

teaching, as they are also found in
the Bible”, is to deny the infallibility
of Scripture and prevent a confident
hope of salvation. To say, “After all,
all denominations
or all churches
are working for the same goal and
lead to the same place” is speaking
rank foolishness. Truth is in Christ.
Truth, the full Truth, alone builds
the Kingdom of God and prepares
the sinner for eternity. Truth alone
edifies the body of Christ, and Truth
alone brings lasting peace and endless joy to lost and condemned sinners. Finally, Truth demands that
we insist upon what Scripture demands, that unity in faith and unity
in doctrine is the only thing that
wil.1 bring about a godly church union that under God’s grace and wisdom and power will also remain a
union of faithful believers.
0. G. S.

Martin

Luther

That which he knew he uttered,
Conviction made him strong;
And with undaunted courage
He faced and fought the wrong.
NQ power on earth could silence him
Whom love and faith made brave;
And though four hundred years
have gone,
Men strew with flowers his grave.
A frail child, born to poverty,
A German miner’s son;
A poor monk searching in his cell,
What honors has he won!
The nations crown him faithful,
A man whom truth made free:
God give us for these easier times
More men as real as he!
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To Stand bv The Brethren
Or Only To Stand,BY30
In 1614 a pastor was being pressed
by his civil authorities to withdraw
from his synod and have his congregation withdraw too. The pastor
sought advice from a fellow minister
in Hamburg, and the latter gave him
this advice:
“Concerning
y 0u r
synodical membership I advise you
earnestly
not to withdraw
your
membership. For in times of danger,
when the devil stirs up false doctrine and other evils, such a praiseworthy conference of churches is
most beneficial and, under God, very
useful. If your church would now
be separate from other churches, it
would stand alone in future times
of need and, in addition? might perhaps even be criticized as rebellious.
Out of such a situation there could
easily grow much evil, and future
generations might denounce you for
being the cause of it.” (Die rechfe
Gesialf, p.213f.)
The Hamburg pastor’s advice is
good today. It applies also to joining
a synod like the Orthodox Lutheran
Conference. And this present article
is a frank invifakion
to all former
Missouri congregations that have not
yet joined the Conference? as well
as to those who have yet to apply
Romans 16:17 to the Missouri Synod,
that they join their former Missouri
brethren in the O.L.C.
Let it be stated at the outset t.hat
membership in a synod or conference is not something which the
Scriptures demand of anyone as a
requirement
of orthodox
doctrine
and practice. It is doubtless true,
however, that those who have the
true doctrine and desire to preserve
it for themselves and for their children, wit.h God’s help, are precisely
the people who will. most easily
recognize the value of a conference
like ours, which can supply them
and their children with orthodox
-

pastors. They will see that membership in such a larger fellowship will,
under God, be a rich source of
comforf in trouble, of help in bearing the burdens of strife and persecution, of joy in the mutual sharing
of one another’s joys, and of the
added skrengih of men who. do not
merely stand by and watch but
stand by one another.
They will know, too, that no
liberiy
is losf in a Conference like
ours, which is made up of churches
which have just won freedom from
oppression and have formed a synod
in which they might preserve their
liberty together.
The value of membership in an
orthodox conference i.s known to
you, no ,doubt; but let it be recalled
to your minds again here. In times
like ours, full of experiences so new
to us all, some questions may occur
to you, as they have. occurred to
many. Allow us to suggest answers;
Is it better to be in the O.L.C.
or better to be an independent, unaffiliated congregation in order to
hold fast to orthodox doctrine and
practice as we had them in the Old
Missouri Synod? The answer is that
orthodox congregations joined orthodox Missouri and in it maintained
their doctrine and practice. Under
God, they were kept on the path of
orthodoxy through their membership
in that synod. Under God, we say;
for something happened in that now
unionistic synod which caused God
to remove His blessings of unity and
purity of doctrine and practice. That
can happen in any synod, but its
happening is not proof that it is now
best to .be independent and mat.tached. It is better to be in the
O.L.C., where brethren will aid one
another to preserve the heritage
which they. now have.
(Continued on following page)
185 -

To Stand By The
Brethren, Or (Continued from preceding page)
Are you fighting for your independence and freedom from
the
hierarchical domination of the Missouri Synod? Would to God that
more congregations w e r e openly
fighti.ng for that!
Can you fight
better alone? The freedom for which
you are -fighting is in the O.L.C.
Would it not be a powerful demonstration of your freedom from Missouri to assert your freedom by
join,ing the very synod which Missouri is trying so hard to choke in
its infant crib? Missouri leaders,
on the other hand, will surely rejoice
if you interpret freedom to mean
that you will neither join the O.L.C.
n,or support it.
Can you fight for, and gain, religious liberty better by not joining
the O.L.C.? Read again the advice
of the Hamburg pastor at the beginning of this article. The advice
was to retain membership in the
synod, not to give it up and assume
an independent status until the civil
authorities
recognized and followed the principle
of separation of
church and state. Joining a synod
asserts your freedom. Actions speak
louder than words. You are free if
you act free; you are not free if you
merely say so and wait until your
enemy ad.mits your freedom before
you put it into practice. The enemy
knows that independence under the
present circumstances may, after all,
be indecision, a halting between two
opinions. He knows that it is easier
to win back an unattached church
than a church whose energy is already directed into channels of service in another synod.
Will membership
in the O.L.C.
hurt your cause at home? Let us ask:
What is your cause at home? How
does it differ from the cause of the
O.L.C.? Do the experiences of O.L.C.
past,ors and people frighten
you?
You are busy, of course, fighting

your local battles.
Will you have
any time or strength left for standing beside the brethren in the O.L.
C.? Your brethren chose to add the
burdens of their brethren to their
own local burdens. They believe that
troubles become m o r e endurable
through sharing. Weakness felt in
solitude and loneliness b e c o m e s
strength in the fellowship of manliness.
To repeat: Scripture does not demand that you join the Orthodox
Lutheran Conference. That is why
we extend a free invitation only. But
the answers above, we trust, will
make good sense to you. Perhaps
the Scriptures will suggest other
reasons why you may freely accept
t.his invitation to join the Conference.
Christ desires that we “endeavor
to keep the unity of the Spirit in
the bond of peace.” Eph. 4:3. He
does not demand doing that through
membership in a synod; but, is unaffiliated independence truly a better
way to “be diligent in preserving
unity”
than to be affiliated with
other independent congregations in
the 0. L. C.? To suppose that your
independence will in any way be
restricted in the O.L.C. would be an
unjustified
criticism
of the Conference. Part of its unity is in its
hard-won freedom from slavery, in
its freedom to serve Christ, our
only Master, and one another as
‘brethren.
The sympathy which those of a
common faith and confession feel
for one another finds a convenient
and natural outlet in the fellowship
w h i c h exists in the Conference.
Among Christians it is true that “the
eye cannot say unto the hand, I
have no need of thee; nor again
the head to the feet, I have no
need of you. . . . And whether one
member suffer, all the members suffer with it; or one member be
honored, all the members rejoice
with it.” I Cor. 12: 21.26.
“A brother is born for adversity.”
Prov. 17:17. “Remember them that
are in bonds, as bound with them;
(Continued on following page)
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confession does them no good, but
it i.s the same as denying Christ. . . .
If Timothy
had said: ‘I do not
stand with Paul or Peter but with
Christ,’ and yet he knew that Peter
and Paul taught Christ, he would
have denied Christ. . . . Rather
you must say: ‘Luther may be a
saint or a .scoundrel - that is not
the point for me - but his doctrine
is not his own; it is Christ’s.’ For
you see that the tyrants have in
mind not only to get rid of Luther;
they want also to wipe out his doctrine, and because of the doctrine
they approach you and ask whether
(Kirche u. Am&,
you are Luther-an!”
p.147f.)
Is it possible to say that we stand
by Christ and then refuse to stand
by those who preach and defend His
truth? Membership in a synod is not
a requirement of the Scriptures, but
the fellowship
which is practised
among members of a synod and their
standing by one another are required by the Scriptures. Can anyone deny that active membership in
the O.L.C., for example, is a Godpleasing and effective way of fulfilling the demands which Scripture
makes of brethren?
An earlier invitation extended to
you through the Brfhodox Lutheran
(July, 1952, p.123) ended this way:
‘Come thou with us and we will
do thee good.” We repeat that here.
Membership in the Orthodox Lutheran Conference is one excellent
way of saying: “I am your brother.
Your friends will be my friends, and
your enemies will be mine; for your
friends and enemies are Christ’s. I’ll
not just stand by; I’ll stand by the
A.M.S.
brethren!”
--0
NOTE: Your subscription expires on date given with address. P r o m p t renewals are
much appreciated.
Q
When Jesus fills the heart of the
soldier of the Cross, he is invincible.
That heart is filled with “All the
fullness of God”.

(Continued from preceding page)
and them which suffer adversity, as
being yourselves also in the body.”
Heb. 13:3. Brethren stand together
to help one another. It is like that,
by God’s grace, in t.he O.L.C. If one
-brother is attacked, the brethren
consider that an attack upon them
and come to his defense. They do not
hold back or stand by afar off, like
Peter at Jesus’ trial, for fear that
they may suffer abuse and shame
for their brotherliness.
No brother ought to forget that
there is a confession of faith and
loyalty to Christ involved in boldly
standing by the b r e t h r en, as
brethren in the O.L.C. stand by
one another and as they also stand
by true brethren anywhere outside
the O.L.C. St. Paul was deeply hurt
when he had to stand alone at his
first trial. He wrote to Timothy:
“At my first answer no man stood
with me, but all men forsook me:
I pray God that it may not be laid
to their charge.” 2 Tim. 4:16. Paul
was justified
in h i s complaint.
Brethren must stand by the brethren,
not just stand by.
Remembering, no doubt, the fact
that no one stood by him at his first
court hearing, Paul also warned
Timothy - and all of us: “Be not
thou ashamed of the testimony of
our Lord, nor of me his prisoner:
but be thou partaker of t.he afflictions of the Gospel.” 2 Tim. 1%
Luther comment.s on this as follows,
in part: “I see that it is necessary
to speak. a good word of admonition
to those whom Satan is now beginning to persecute. Among them
are those who w a n t to escape
danger, when they are attacked, by
saying: ‘I do not stand with Luther
nor with anyone else; I stand with
the holy Gospel’; and so they are
left in peace. Still in their hearts
they regard my doctrine as evangelical and adhere to it. Surely, such a
- 18-7 -

Who Said What?
In recent correspondence
there
comes again the question from a
Missouri pastor: “You say you have
the full truth - Does that mean that
you don’t have to study the Bible
any more? Does that mean that there
is no more room for growth in grace
and knowledge of our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ with you?”
Evidently
the writer of t h o s e
words considers it a piece of arrogance on our part to claim that we
have the FULL TRUTH OF GOD’S
WORD. I wonder what percent of it
the Missouri Synod has? It is plain
that they are satisfied, along with a
host of others‘including
many other
Lutherans, with less than the FULL
truth.
It is a strange thing when pastors
of that body named, once the proud
possessor of the whole word of God,
begin to chide another minister because he has, accepts, believes,
teaches, and confesses the FULL
TRUTH OF GOD’S WORD. Coming
from a layman we could -possibly
understand the question, but when

it comes from a pastor, what shall
we say?
God says: “Teaching them to observe all things whatsoever I have
commanded you”. How could w e
teach all things if we did not have
them? He also says: “Let him that
hath my Word (all of it) speak my
Word faithfully
(all of ‘it)“. To Timothy Paul says: “A bishop (pastor)
must hold fast the faithful
Word
as he hath been taught.”
Holding fast the faithful
Word
evidently means that a pastor should
have and hold and teach the FULL
WORD OF GOD and not only a
fraction of it. Again to Timothy,
Paul ,writes: “Thou has fully known
my doctrine”, which is not Paul’s
doctrine, but the doctrine revealed
to him by God. (Cf.1 Cor. 2:13; John
?0:35).
In all humility we say, that by the
grace of God who has given us all
things, we HAVE, we, TEACH and
CONFESS THE WHOLE WORD OF
G-OD which He has revealed to us in
the verbally inspired Bible. We have
it, we believe it, we teach it, we love
it, we practice it, by God’s grace.
We shall be satisfied with no less!
F.Q.S.
So help us God.

How Futile Can You Become?.
conservative influence, we can only
Many people in the Missouri Synask: “How futile can you become?”
od have felt that the National Lutheran Council just can’t get along
Evidence o f a “back to God”
“the weight of Missouri’s
without
movement in the United States was
conservative
influence”.
So, when
reported at the seminar, and we are
t h e Milwaukee Convention of the
told that Dr. Carl S.. Mundinger,
Lutheran Church-Missouri
Synod in
president of St. John’s Lutheran Col1950 decided not to join up, they
lege, Winfield,
Kansas, attributed
continued and accentuated the co- the revival of interest in religion to
operation they had been giving to the fact that “leaders of thought
this unionistic group.
have come to the correct conclusion
that neutralism makes way for secIf the “testimony” reported by the
and “secularism,
finally,
Minneapolis Star of Thursday, Oc- ularism”
makes
democracy,
as
we
know
it,
tober 2, as given at a two-day seextinct”.
minar on “The Church and National
“If we leave God out of our eduLife” sponsored by the division of
cation, our communal customs, and
p u b 1 i c relations of the National
ways of life”, he said, “we are teachL u t.h e r a n Council, at Northfield,
Minnesota, is an example of such ing that., for most people, and at
*---.188 .--

How Futile
Can You Become?
most times, He does not count. We
are beginning to recognize that neutralism is itself unneutral”.
No one will deny that there is an
increasing emphasis upon “God” in
“education, communal customs, and
ways of life”, but the weight of the
evidence does not show that. the
“God” so emphasized is the God and
Father of our Lord Jesus Christ. We
are convinced that the factual recognition of the divine truth of Luke
18,8; John 15,18-20; and Acts 4,12
will do more for God-pleasing public relations and effective mission
work in these last days of sore distress than wishful thinking
about
making God count for most people
at most times.
And certainly the Christian will
find comfort and encouragement in
the Savior’s promise of Luke 12,32,
w h i c h is utterly lacking in the
N.L.C.‘s delusive report of a “back
to God” trend in the United States.
Other Missouri Synod participants
in t h e N.L.C.-sponsored
Seminar
named in the newspaper report are
the Rev. A. R. Kretzmann, Chicago,
Illinois, and the Rev. Paul M. Krause, St. Paul, Minnesota.
W.H.M.

A Report 0:
Your Seminary
The Orthodox Lutheran Seminary,
established by the unanimous vote
of the constituent congregations of
the Orthodox Lutheran Conference,
was opened with a solemn service
in the auditorium
of the Holy
Trinity congregation in Minneapolis,
September 21, 1.952.
The next morning classes w e r e
meeting in the basement of the
parsonage where the library of the
school is also on shelves for the
use of both teachers and students.
The student group was divided into
three sections: the advanced stu-

dents of theology, the intermediate
students, and the students in the
normal group, who intend to prepare
themselves for teaching positions in
the schools of the Conference. These
men are regular students of the
seminary and receive special instruction in Christian doctrine.
New Testament Exegesis, N e w
Testament Introduction,
and Church
History are taught by Dr. Kretzmann), and Dogmatics and Comparative Symbolics (by Prof. McLaughlin) are chief subjects taught in
the seminary
department
this
semester.
Full information
on the seminary
and its various courses will be cheerfully given. Address: The Orthodox
Lutheran Seminary, Highland Station, Box .2604, Minneapolis
11,
Minnesota.
P. E. Kretzmann, President.
l -

As Martin Luther journeyed to
Worms he met the esteemed General Frundsberg
in an inn, who
said to Luther: “Are you the man
who has undertaken to reform the
Papacy? How do you intend to do
it, how c.an you accomplish that?”
“Yes,” said Luther, “I am the man,
relying entirely upon the Almighty
God whose call and whose Word
I have with me.”
Thereupon the General, momentarily alarmed, said to Luther: “Dear
Friend, there is something to what
you say. I am a servant of a great
Master, Kaiser Karl (E m p e r o r
Charles) and have by obeying his
orders done some very great things.
Now you have an even greater Lord
than Kaiser Karl is, who will indeed
help and sustain you”.
(From Luther)
0

How many pastors today can say
with Wolfgang
of Annaberg
who
said of his parishioners:
“Even if
I should permit myself to be misled,
my parishioners would not follow”?
The Savior says to you, dear reader:
“A stranger’s voice they (my sheep)
will NOT FOLLOW”.
189 --

The pronoun in this heading is
not that of the editorial plural, but
represents the consensus of conviction existing among several dozen
pastors and laymen holding membership in the ORTHODOX LUTHERAN CONFERENCE.
Under the
guidance of the Word of God, and
by compulsion of our consciences
governed by that infallible norm, we
have withdrawn from the body with
which most of us were affiliated all
our lives. Knowing
that we are
facing the criticism and the scorn
of the great majority
of the officials in the Missouri Synod, we
nevertheless h a v e the God-given
courage to list the following charges
against the Lutheran
Church-Missouri Synod.
1. We accuse the Missouri Synod
of having given up its f o r m e r
orthodox position by the acceptance
of the so-called Common Confession
at the Milwaukee
Convention
in
1950. As was abundantly shown by
numerous papers and protests before
the convention, at the convention,
and after the convention, that document was in.adequate in its entire
tenor and partly even unscriptural,
and very clearly not in harmony
with the demands of the Lutheran
Confessions. Its acceptance by a
majority-voice-vote
was contrary to
its own constitution
and the Word
of God. Its so-called addendum,
which looked forward
to possible
future
developments and clarifidations, was not even submitted to
the American Lutheran C h u r c h,
which adopted only the body of the
document in good faith. The whole
procedure was contrary to Christian
1ove.
Dr. J. W. Behnken replies:
1. The charge that the Missouri
Synod has given up its f o 3:m er
orthodox position by the acceptance
of the so-called COMMON CONFESSION at the Milwaukee convention
-

in 1950 simply is not true.
The
charge is made that the document
is inadequate in its entire tenor and
partly even unscriptural.
Yes, the
charges are made, but you will
notice that all proof is lacking. These
men have resorted to just that type
of attack.
They had every opportunity to present proof for their
charges at the Milwaukee
convention. They met with the floor committee. They were at the open hearings. They were given the floor in
the open sessions of the convention.
No one was denied the floor. The
writer of the sheet to which you
refer also had the floor. He brought
state,ments about the unscripturalness of the document, but broughf
no Biblical proof., He referred to the
fact that some of our sister-synods in
the Synodical Conference were opposed to the COMMON CONFESSION and also made the statement
that some of the brethren in Europe
were opposed to it. However, that is
no proof that the COMMON CONFESSION is actually unscriptural.
These men should be able to show
from the word of God and from the
Lutheran
Confessions t h a t their
charges are true. Since they have
not brought fhaf type. of proof they
ought to cease making the charges.
The reference to the majority
voice - vote also creates the ir-npression as though. there may have been
a bare m.ajoriPy.
The fact of the
matter is that there were very few,
something like six or eight votes,
against it. This is still my honest
opinion as I think back to the vote.
No one requested that his vote be
recorded as against the acceptance.
No one called for a rising vote. I
purposely paused somg time to give
any objectors an opportunity
before I declared the motion carri.ed.
Furthermore, if is not a fact that the
votes are confrary
fo our constifu(Continued on following page)
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and in particular its governing officials, of hierarchical
tyranny in
abusing a supposed right to interfere in congregational
affairs.
A
.Christian congregation is the highest
court in the Church, and the parish
pastorate is the highest office in
the Church. A pastor’s position is
NOT established by his membership
in any particular church body, but
by the call of the congregation. To
make the signing of any synodical
constitution a condifio sine qua. non
for holding
t h e pastoral
office
smacks of popery of the most objectionable kind. Yet - recent history
shows at least nine instances where
synodical officers ruthlessly
interfered in the business of congregations and caused pastors to be
ousted from office without Scriptural
reasons. All these instances showed
actions on the part of the corporate
body which were contrary to the
Word of God.
Dr. Behnken replies:
2. The accusation that the Missouri
Synod, and in particular its governing officials, are gulity of hierarchial
tyranny
in abusing
a supposed
right to interfere in congregational
nof true. Our
affairs is definitely
church body recognizes the sovereignty of the congregafion. Our church
body according to article III of our
constitution protects pastors, teachers and congregations. In doing this
our officials of the districts
and
synod seek to serve? to advise. If
this is to be accomplished, these officials should be given the right to
meet with the congregation. There
is no thought
of dictatorship
or
tyranny. Of course, the meeting of
your congregation attended by officials of Synod and by the officials
of the District furnishes proof that
our officials are by no mea.ns
tyrants, but that they ‘furnish inforOver
mation and give advice.
against this it must be emphasized
also that a pastor should not act
as a diet a tor or a tyrant and
prevent the entry of Synodical officials for the purpose of giving
(Continued on following page)

Our Reply fo Dr. J. W.
Behnken’s

Okabena

Letter

(Continued

from preceding page)
Con an.d to the Word of God. Synod
in its resolution gave anyone and
everyone an opportunity
to point
out where clarifications
are needed.
Our Committee on Doctrinal Unity
has faithfully
and conscientiously
carried out this injunction of Synod.
It has met with a number of conferences and with individuals
of
our own Synod. It has spent four
full days with representatives of the
constituent bodies of the Synodical
Our Committee
has
Conference.
taken note of all suggestions concerning clarifications
and, as the
document which you are receiving
this w e e k clearly indicates, -has
embodied some of these clarifications in the second section of the
COMMON CONFESSION.
In other
words the Committee has taken up
the matter with the Commission of
the American Lutheran Church in
order fo defermine whether or not
the American Lutheran
C h u r ch
actually meant what we believed it
meant in the words of the COMMON
CONFESSION. I feel sure that after
you read this supplement to the
COMMON CONFESSION your people will be all the more convinced
of this fact.
When the writer of the accusation says “Its so-called Addendum,
which looked forward to possible
future
developments and clariflcations, was not even submitted to the
American Lutheran Church, etc.‘: he
is definiiely
making a wrong sfafemenf. This makes it seem as t.hdugh
the American Lutheran Church was
not even apprised of the full resolution of our Synod. The truth of
the matter is that soon after the convention I mailed a complete copy
of the entire resolution of our convention concerning the COMMON
CONFESSION to the American Lutheran Church, and to all the Synods
in the Synodical Conference.
O.L.C. further charges
2. We accuse the Missouri Synod,
.._I
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Catechism. Our church has atfempfaccount of the
truths which we confess in the socalled Brief Statement. We have by
no means repudiated the Brief Statement. It was adopted in 1932. It was
re-affirmed in 1947. It was ordered
printed in our official Proceedings.
The latter had never been done
prior to this. Irrespective of what
some may say and irrrespective of
false accusations brought against us
we hold firmly to the truths as expressed in the confessional
state-

ed to give a brief

(Continued from preceding page)
mentarianism” is def iniiely noi true.
Very recently charges h a v e been
printed against Dr. Arthur Piepkorn.
He has answered them. Dr. Piepkorn
has met with several of us a numasber of times and has definitely
sured us that he does not teach “what
amounts to a permanent
consubstantiation.”
Men who hurl charges
should prove their charges.
The final charge:
5. We accuse the Missouri Synod,
and in particular the Board of Control of its St. Louis Seminary, of
permitting
deterioration
of sound
Lutheran teaching, such as that of
th.e pope’s be,ing the Antichrist, the
objective certainty and inviolability
of the Holy Scriptures
invisibility
as an attribute of the Church, etc.
Various efforts in the past to bring
about. a change for the better have
been fruitless, and the report just
issued by the Advisory Committee
on Doctrine and Practice shows the
hopelessness of the situation as far
as true orthodoxy
is concerned.
Hence this charge must stand!
(End of release containing the five
points signed-) P. E. Kretzmann.
Dr. Behnken replies:
5. The charge against the Board
of Control of Concordia Seminary is
also not frue. Our students at the
Seminary are faughf that the Pope
is the Antichrist.
They are taught
the objective
certainty
a n d inviolability
of the Holy Scriptures.
They are taught that the church,- the
Una Sancta, is invisible since. .we
cannot look into another man’s heart.
It is unfortunate
and very unfair
that the accusers continue to hurl
t h e s e charges without
furnishing
proof.

I hope that the above gives you
the clear-cut statements which you
requested. To the above let me ad.d
that the Missouri Synod stands by
what is faughf in the Bible, and in
the Lutheran Confesstons. We teach
these truths to catechumens in our
-

ments

of our church.

(The underlining
in the letter of
J. W. Behnken to the Okabena men
done by the editor).
To the above letter of Dr. Behnken
in answer to the charges of the
O.L.C. against the Lutheran ChurchMissouri Synod, we here and now
publish an answer to that answer, in
the form of
AN
OPEN
LETTER.
addressed to Mr. A. F. Scheppmann,
Louis Pomerenke, Emil Kay and
Vernon Behrens, Okabena, Minn.
A mimeographed, two-page paper,
apparently a reproduction of a letter
addressed to you by Dr. J. W.
Behnken, President of the Lutheran
Church-Missouri Synod, was delivered to me yesterday, September 18,
1952, and I find myself, in the interest of the FULL TRUTH, compelled to issue the following reply.
The letter of the venerable gentleman may have been written in good
fait.h, but practically
e v e r y line
shows that the writer
is either
ignorant of the full facts or is misinformed, in other words, that he is
operating with the results of wishful thinking
and is practically
a
babe in the woods.
Here is my reply:
1. That the so-called COMMON
CONFESSION is inadequate and not
in harmony with the WORD of GOD
and the
LUTHERAN
CONFESSIONS was shown by the undersigned even before the Milwaukee
Convention, in a paper dated March
27, 1950. The same charges were
(Continued on following page)
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(Continued from preceding page)
made by Professor Albrecht of the
Springfield
Seminary .in a lengthy
paper, copies of which were widely
distributed at the convention. In the
hearings before the floor committee
it was shown by many speakers that
the document in question is definitely out of line with GOD’S WORD
and the LUTHERAN
CONFESI suggest that you get
SIONS.
copies of Prof. Reim’s booklet of
criticisms of the Common Confession,
also the charges brought by the
Norwegian Synod in the Lutheran
Sentinel during 1951. There was
abundant
proof furnished
that no
true Missourian could possibly accept the COMMON CONFESSION.
la. Before me lies the official reLutheran
port of the American
Church of the meeting
h e 1 d in
August, 1950, when t.he C C was
accepted by that body. There is no
reference to an y Addendum or
Amendment.
And I have a letter
from the editor of the Lutheran
Standard stating that such additions
were noi brought to the attention
of his body, the American Lutheran
Church.
2. This point hardly merits a reply, because it clearly shows that
the venerable doctor is ignorant of
the things that are going on in his
synod. If you will consult the files
of the ORTHODOX
LUTHERAN,
from October, 1951, to September,
1952, you will find ample material
to show that the Missouri Synod
officials, no matter how instructed
by their President, have connfinua.lly
a n d consistently
practiced
,hierarch.ical tyranny. In not one instance
where pastors have been deposed
has a Scriptural reason been given
for such tyrannical procedure. Consult the files of the ORTHODOX
LUTHERAN, and know that the reports there given can be verified and
notarized if necessary.
3. At this point the venerable
doctor clearly shows that he either
-

deliberately
or unconsciously
suppresses information.
The undersigned
personally, on three separate occasions, brought his charges to the
President directly.
If he does not
yet know or acknowledge that men
like Dr. Wm. Arndt,
Dr. R. R.
Caemmerer, Dr. 0. A. Geiseman,
Rev. A. R. Kretzmann, and scores
of others are guilty
of unionistic
teaching and practices, he is certainIn not one
ly wearing blinders.
instance have measures been taken
to undo the harm’ wrought by these
men, and the Advisory Committee
of the President has even attempted
to condone the unionism
of Dr.
Arndt in a public document.
4. That Dr. Piepkorn (and others)
have been teaching falsely on the
Sacrament has b e e n abundantly
proven in articles appearing during
1951 and 1952 in the Comfessional
Lutheran.
Every charge was fully
If Dr. Piepkorn has
documented.
changed his position concerning his
views on the Sacrament then a PUBLIC cosrec4ion is in order. It seems
that Dr. Behnken has nof personally
investigated the Una Sancfa publications; otherwise he could not possibly hold such statements.
5. IF all the members of the St.
Louis faculty now teach that the
pope IS the VERY Antichrist, they
sh.ould publicly
inform the world
that Dr. Caemmerer (and others)
has changed his position, for it was
he who! in a public conference, declared that he could not accept the
teaching of the Lutheran
C,onfesA committee
sions on this point.
which dealt with him could not
persuade him to change his views,
and ,this was one of the chief reasons
that the undersigned, having protested to the President of the Seminary, without results, resigned as
a member of the St. Louis faculty.
Very much more could be said on
this subject, but let this suffice.
WE HOPE AND PRAY THAT
GOD WOULD OPEN DR. BEHNKEN’S EYES.
(signed) P. E. Kretzmann
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The Man of The Hour .
l

The selling of the forgiveness of
sins - eternal salvation by works worship of the saints - purgatory
after death - the Bible, a forbidden
book to the laity. These are only
a few of the pernicious and souldestroying doctrines w h i c h were
taught the masses of people during
the time preceding the Reformation.
The world lay in spiritual darkness,
The precious doctrines of the Lord
Jesus Christ, which were proclaimed
by the apostles, had been replaced
with the doctrines of the devil. Who
was to help the people?
The circumstances called for a
MAN - not a spineless and compromising individual. The hour called for a man who possessed undaunted a n d unwavering
courage
like Joshua. Indeed, the prevailing
conditions required a man who professed unswerving allegiance to the
Lord Jesus and His infallible Word;
one who, like the Apostle Paul,
would unflinchingly
face death and
confidently say: “0 death, where is
thy sting? 0 grave, where is thy
victory? The sting of death is sin;
and the strength of sin is the law.
But thanks be to God, which giveth
us the victory through our Lord
Jesus Christ .” I Cor. 15:55-57.
The Lord provided the man of
the hour in the person of Martin
Luther. The Lord of the church
also supplied Martin Luther with the
weapon which he was to use to
fight the battle against the tyranny
of the .Antichrist. This weapon was
not an earthly sword, but the great
sword of the Spirit - the living and
powerful Word of God. The pages of
Church History clearly show that.
the victory was won by the truth of
God’s Holy Word which was used so
espertlv ._ by Dr. Martin Luther. “The
word of God is quick, and powerful, and sharper than any two-edged
sword.” Hebrews 4: 12.
Dr. Luther focused the attention
of the people not upon himself, for
--

l

he had to confess with John the
Baptist, who said concerning Christ,
“He must increase, but I must decrease.” In all of his preaching and
teaching L u t h e r pointed to his
Master Jesus Christ and said with
John the Baptist, “Behold the Lamb
of God, which taketh away the sin
of the world.”
John 1:29. Again,
when Luther refuted the false doctrines of the opponents, he did not
use arguments based on his own
reason, but solely on the Word of
God. Would to God that more men
would follow the splendid example
of Dr. Luther during our day!
In the Lutheran Church of America we see that worldliness, indifferentism, spinelessness, and carnal
security are on the increase. How
often men for the sake of their own
physical welfare and their popularity before men hesitate to fol.low
the Full Truth of God’s Word!
Indeed, the age in which we live
calls for Men of God! God grant
that all of us may ever take our
stand. with Jesus and the Full Truth
of Hi.s precious Word, for then the
beautiful words of the Lord our God
will comfort, cheer, and sustain ‘us
when He says, “Be strong and of a
good courage; be not afraid, neither
be thou dismayed: for the Lord thy
G o d is with thee whithersoever
thou goest.” Joshua 1:9.
M. L. Natterer
Luther: Reason is the enemy of
faith.
‘- Lutheran Confessions: The judge
of what is. possible is not. reason
but Scripture.
Just as t h e Christian
Luther:
Church is preserved through God’s
Word. and the ministry, so also it is
preserved through the prayer. of
every Christian. We Christians are
mighty warriors;
first we w h o
preach, and then you, who pray.
Quoted in EngelderReason or Revelation.
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Luther’s Great Hymn
When Dr. Martin Luther was engaged in his reformatory
labors on
the liturgy of the Church, especially
in the years 1523 to 1526, he also
wrote some excellent hymns. Some
of the results of ‘his first ventures
into the field of Christian hymnody
were published in 1524, in a “Handbook” which may be regarded as the
first Lutheran hymnal. Having made
this auspicious
beginning
Luther
was encouraged to do further work
in this field of Christian literature.
And one of the most amazing results
of this interest in hymns with sound
Christian content is his publication
of the German Order of Service, in
1526.
Among the Old Testament hymns
of praise Luther liked in particular
the great hymn of the seraphs in
Isaiah’s vision in chapter 6. It pleased the reformer to include this beautiful and exalted song of praise in
his liturgy of the Lord’s supper. Accordingly he cast the words of Holy
Writ into poetical form and issued
the hy-mn in his “Deutsche Messe
und Ordnung des Gottesdienstes”.
According to the ritual directions of
this publication, as giving the liturgy of the Lord’s Supper, the bread
was first consecrated and distributed
to ‘the communicants; then the Sancfus or Luther’s “May God be praised
a n d blessed forever”,
or “Jesus
Christ, o u r blessed. Savior,” was
sung. A.fter this the wine was administered, with due consecration.

The Church Order of Wittenberg
of 1559 places Luther’s rendering of
the seraphic hymn in the Communion service immediately
after the
Salutation and the Prefatory Sentences, so that it was sung before
the Lord’s Prayer and the Words of
Institution
were spoken or chanted.
The Agnus Dei (0 Christ, Thou
Lamb of God) was frequently sung
after the distribution.
Luther succeeded in casting the
hymn of the angels in a truly heroic
mold, which carries all the power of
the original and transports the hearer to the very halls of heaven. In
the Sancfus the holy seer beholds
h i s Lord in ineffable
glory, in
breathless majesty; and angel choirs
vie with-. one another in chanting
His praises.
As for the melody, this, like that
of “A Mighty Fortress,.” was Luther’s
own composition and is a .wonderful
setting for the battle hymn. Its cadences remind one of the powerful
strains of the battle hymn of the
Reformation
and sung by one of
the fine choirs of that day, it stirred
a profound impulse f o r worship.
Even if the hymn is not frequently
used in our days, the thoughtful
worshipper will do well to read the
‘hymn, either in the old translation,
“These things the seer Isaiah did befall,” or in that of the Lutheran
Hymnal (No. 249) “Isaiah, mighty
seer, in days of old”. Such a reading
would prove a splendid preparation
for the reception of the Holy Supper.
(Based on Lambert’s description)
P.E.K.
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