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1. dohn P. Meyer, Dogmatics Notes, an Outline of Systematic Theology

lete outline of Dogmatics elaborated
K omany years ago by the sainted Professor
aur Seminary Yoy the Tast half century
as the basis for classro noin Dogmatics. Twe Senfor students
during the past academic V@&? h@%@ compiled an index of Scripture passages
quoted in this outline. On the 264 pa of this outline approximately
6,000 Scripture references are ¢ited once or oftener from 64 of the 66 books
of the Bible {Obadiah and Habakkuk excepted). This constitutes a rather
F@%p?@h@n%&f@gwa Q@?Eﬁb%?u@ sources for doctrine. '
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4. Hevman A. Preus and Edmund Smits, The Doctrine of Man, Winneapolis, Augsburg,

About the best volume extant on Anthropology at this time is this
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1. The transiation was made by Mario Colacet,

5. Francis Pleper, Christian Dogmatics, 4 vwil., St. Louis, Concordia, 1950-1957

In the English language this iz the standard work in dogmatics in the
confessional Luthevan church of t Eﬁ is a transiation of Pleper’'s
Christliche Dogmatik which appeared 197 4 in three volumes and has been
ysed in M%wsaﬁ%z Synod circles as the h@@& of dogmatics for many years.
The translation was made by a group of Mis @§?i synod schoiars undey the
aditorship of Professor Theodore Enge Eaga, in 1957 Professor Walter W, F.
Albracht prepaved an elaborate index, \ *3umﬁ ”% of the set. Apart from the
fact that this work is dated and 13 now ave 5 1 a century old and therafore
does not take into copsideration v 4 in &hngﬁgyp this is still the
most comprehensive treatment of L Jes available to confessional
Lutheran students today.
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Can we Join i% produce 2 sound textbook?

This raises a question which has %@en neard in our cirices for move

than a quarter of a century. éwwm@ of th ] Tact that our own standard text-
book on Dogmatics, Adolf Ii; in four volumes plus an index
volums, puh@?sma@ atter his d cern Publishing House 1909-1917,
is ngttmn in German with copie in o dons Trom 16th to 18th century
ﬁ@ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ“ﬁﬁy is now out of print, and is havdly adequate for use because
of the ﬁawgugqe 0 which 1% is w*@ cur S5Ynod has been tryingfor twenty-
five years to persuade somsons 1o an up-to-date textbook on Dogmatics
for our use. ‘
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L t was made in 1948 to persuade

: this cas Thers was the one man who was
better qualified than any ot sur circles to do this wovrk because he had
taught the subject longer than any other man in the history of our Synod.  His
reasons for refusing this assignment have already been mentioned.
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various individuals. 1 know of cne of sy former studenis as the Seminary who
made an attept at %ﬁe His knowledge of theological Gevman, howsver, was some-
what deficlient, @% his lack of experience in translation w9$k resulted in a

ﬁa@dﬁ@i ﬁna? waa d hd%ﬁ vaqyérﬁﬂ a wvaﬂi deal of editing 1f not retranslation

About the year 1970 the Commission on Christian Literature approached
the Systematic Theol gy dvga?%m@uu at the ﬁem%ﬁﬁgy with Eb@ wequ&*i that
it consider the production of a texth Tor P“gmﬁ@fasa the time there
were 1woe men in the depavtment with the “4ﬁgpwc% o7 two ﬂ@r@ being added
000, ?n@m one menber of the deparitment made an atiempt at translating
Hoenecke's Dogmatik, 1t soon bec -ame A?WPWﬁ @%at éﬂif wwL§d not be gatigm
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The d@ﬁuwiﬂ@ﬂ @* gvgégm e Theology at the Sewinary has condisered
this problem from f - it found no solution as yet, and that
for the following ve i Tinally have & Tull complement
of four men ?% the dep U' these men carries a full teaching

Toad of ten tw ifteen pwvénaa per weelk., None of these men has found time
and @gp@%?hﬁzsv even 1o outline or plan the production of such a texthook,
although in meetings of the u@g@w“"'n@ we h we discussed various phases of

such an undertaking and possible methods of duiﬂﬁkéﬁg the problem. Ohr
deparitment lacks a man who has wg";J_@ Hifetime teaching this course. Soms
of us have been tes @hs%g the course for ten 1o 9 éfgaan-y@awﬁ now and have

oy
o seven times. Vel with the peremnial
y wWe have hmﬁ to carry tull teaching
2 added work of the summer guarter

covered both halves of 1t from Five
shortage of one or two men on our fTac
Yoads and at times overleads, %@@ﬂ

aﬂfﬂﬁﬂﬁyMMﬁgﬁﬁéﬁ@Lﬂ time | 2&“@@&3@%@@Mamy®ﬁ%@%€ﬁ for
planning this type sroduc iiﬁﬁa much less o undertake 1%,
3 ?
What can be done in the Futur ‘erhaps 17 one of us could be retired
whz%@ st 39 %% g@@a hmaéa% amd @ time, opportunity, and resources

e?@ﬁ out as a retirement project.
Th@&gm@ mﬁghi be @?ypm 10 i1 y of producing a brief compendium
@ﬁ Christian docirine %&Cﬁ a& K@ w“ﬁ% op ﬂ eller before 1t is elaborated into
f‘??~whﬁég@& comprehansive text on the éga@ga U the other hand, it is
ﬁéways easier to condense a Ffull-length w.?k into an epitome than 1o develop

-

a shorter work inte a complete treaitment of the subject.

Thought might also be given to the ?y@@ of work desired. Should it
be merely a positive presentation of Scripture doctrine without antitheses,
or should 1% treat doctrines both thetically and antithetically? Should
the history of doctrine be taken into f@ﬁﬁ%d@?&a?@ﬂ or resevved for aseparate
work on Dogmengeschichte Subﬁﬁq%@w% to the publication of the textbook on
doctrine? What part snould ﬁha éu eran @wﬂf%%%iﬂﬁb play in presenting the
material? Should a format somsihi g 1ike Schaller's Christology be used,
in which the Scripture pass avhw Tisted and then notes made on them?

Or should perhaps & modification of this method be at g@mpted in which the
doctrines are drawn divectly from ir Seriptural sources(the sedes doc-
irinse) and developed from them fnio ¢ TﬁEMSEQHSa Father than Stating a
anctrine thetically and trying to support it with Scriptural evidence or
proof texts? Some thought should alsoe be given to the eventual use of the
vork. Is it o be designed prim Z%y for use at our Seminary in Meguon,
for use in our various Yorld Mission Sewinaries, for use at our teacher
training school, or for all 9* these?

¥ an up-to-date classroom text in this area
meone s00n W underiake this task.

June 3, 1974 H. Vogel



