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AN INVESTIGATION OF THE COMMON CONFESSION'S STATEMENT ON
HTHE WoRDW

In eur jeint study of the CommenConfessisn 1t Lz the present writep's
asclanment te dlsouss that docunment¥a Article V, "The Meane of Grace, "
mere speclfieelly, the sectien an "The Word," In n treatment »f this arti-
cle, however, seversl mattere must be barne in mind leat we mlace inpuffi-
clent emphasle en ocertain manners of exnrensism, ouwlsesleng, departures, now
ticeable in this artlcle, and s2 our evalustlen theresf be but supeprflcial
and actually mesninglesr.

To begin, 1t im lmperative that we bear in wind that our nosltisn on
the cqueatlen of inepirstien is nat Just anether theary. Te be sure there
~rne theerles in regard te thiw matter, thesries virtually by the dngzen.
Although 1t 1e hardly likely that anyense ameng ue g2 labels sur rnaltion,
vet that thls le dene regarding aur besltisn by such sutaide of 2ur awn
circles 1g attected by the fact that the suther of the Brlef Btatenent
felt cempelled to say, "We teach ales that the Yerhal inedirvatiosn of the
Scristures 1s net a szonlled "theelagical deductien, ! but that 1t 1a
trught. by direct statements of the Scrintures, "Cur teaching meat certainly
ia net the nrsduct of human legic and reanening, The wealth of evidence
offered ln Scrintures, supperting our stand, is Talrly overwhelming., Nar
need we leng debate abosnt the fact that such teatimony of the Scriptures
In its own beahlf 18 valid. The Bible ia gelf-suthenticabing.

&4 sedond censlderatien, impartant te sur investigatien, ia that of
the unusual dignificance of thisg particuler doctrine. Reflecting o this
neintef recalls to our minds the well-knowm worde, "Yea, hath Ged @aiat"
What, in the final analysls, was the great Deceiver's olject with thess ]
words 9 Was he not attempting to arcuse dsubt regarding what Ged had said-
7e that he, the "rearing 1lisn," might "devoup! man, deprive him of the
blieeful relatisnehip with his Ged 9

‘Undsubtedly because of his singular success herewlith, Satan hag ever
centinued with this wethod, Since that early time Ged, in Hls grace, has
committed His "evacleg, " His wendepful council ef galvatien, te lost and
condeaned mankind in written form, Yet the Tempter appresches his prey
with the same old questien, "Yea, hath God 5aid?" "Te thig mesgage, " he
would say, "which yeu have in your Bible really Gedls Word, every wopd of
1t ? Ta thle Book, which Lteelf aduits ef human writers, entirely the
Truth?" Buccess here, tos, ham the rame dreadful consequences. Belng 1teel:
#in, 1t begets sin. It does, yem, must g2ive birth te »ll manner 2f false
dectrine and this, ef csurse, M"will est 11ke n canker, "

It alaply 1e true, "If the foundatisng be destreyed, what can the
rizhtesus do?" (Pg,11,3) If 1t is correct oo aay, in the werds of the
Smalcald Articles, "The Word of God slene shall establlsh artliclew of
falth, and no one elee," then Luther 3= sirely else Jjustified in amayving,
"If one har fallen awsy frow the puklty of the Werd {and certainly any
erronesus teachlng about the Word of Ged iteelf lg¢ such falling), he will
Lall frow one ecrsr inte another." Where that fundamental nrinciple ip pe-
gected, error not enly may, but rmust result, Should the Sible serve Mihe
Chrietian Church fsr the foundatien of falth," the foundatinn itself muat
Tivet of all be carrectly received. Theugh the doctrine af the Bibleln
insplretlon fao in itself not the cardinal doctrine of the Scrintures, ni
certalnty in any sther doetrine can be noaslble where there 1s any daubt
whatasever regarding the feundstion Tor these dectrines. Error is siunly
a0 Aemeanlblllty 1f ene's attltude sver against the Serintures la avep
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that of Samuel, "Speak, Lord, Thy servant beareth.' If in reading and
studyling the Bible, wan'e egc, his veason, hle logle, hisg will, eto,, ocould
be connuered entlrvely, there would of neceseplty be perfect agpeenent wlih .o
all others daing esimilarly. As foon ne any ofther gource, ond De that souroe
nert end Anfluence ever oo slight, 1= amployed ag a anurce and nora Top
dootrine, then the way hes heen paved for "avery =ind of dsotrine,” and

the 0ld evil Fae, wsith hils age~cld uethed haz calned snsther victory. Yew,

so oll-declislve lg this that where ervor ls fourd in ~ny doceteine, 1t 1s,

in ThHe final onalvela, fSraceable to rome fales conceptlion of the Thunds
tlon of all dootrine,

Verwy puch to the noint in a .uafnﬂﬂnt of Arthur s Fink, in bils Little
mmj Hrm,,f Mrine T)‘):‘Gv’ﬁﬁn‘tﬁr-‘A AP the Dihle, B oognyieoty anity ”h»w ""G.“»,u(:’f'.,
"‘v haged unon the ilmpregnable rock »f Holy Seripturves, The' ﬂtavtﬁng polnt
cf 1l dgcetrinal fircuscian must be the T*hll. b31L tha foundaticocn of the
Divine Ineniration of the Bi“" stondsa 3y falle the antire 2d1fice of
Ghriptian trdth, ——-— YIF the foundationg be destrored, what can the ri nt-
sgus A2%" Burrender the darma 5f verbal inepiratisn and vou are 1sft like
a rdderless ship on o starmy sea ——— bt She mercy of svery wind that blows
Deny thnat the Bible 1s, yithout nay q*v’*fiﬁatiﬁn, the very Word of Ged,
end woa ere left without any ultiuste etandard »f measure, and without any
aupremnes authority. It 1z useless to dimcusz any dsctrine btaught by the
Binle until you are prepared ta acknewledge, unresevrvedly, that the Bible
ig the flnal covrt ﬂ“ qp~e01,

3

Pertirent ig alea n atatensnt of Pe B« Xretrzmann ("The Foundatlone

Must Stondl)y "Aucnz o131 the dnctrines =f the 24ble there is none that co-
cuplea » more critical peaitien thqn Thqt vf the lNSPI?ATILN OB HOLY WRIT.
We cimnionly refer to the doctrine sf Justification by Teith olune as the
celtral dsotrine of the &hristisn relisicn, the ARTICULUS STANTIS IT Cide
DENTII EOCLESIAE. Bubt even this fundsmental truth of yerqvnal falth 1 not
» ntter of subjsctive certaintv. It dependg rather, as do 2ll other arti~
cles 2f falth, on the obizctive certainty of the Ward of Fa2d, as o whole
and in all 3 e navrte, In thie regpect the dctrine of the 1un91ratiwm of
the Bible ls fundemental for the entire CORPUS DOCTR ’&” If Christiens in
vennrnl, and bﬂrtunu19n1v Chrisgtisn thealorians, prenc shers, and fteachebs,
cannat Ve sure of the wmatters which they present in thelr teachling, then
the Bible will ceessr 50 he the one noru of deoetrine and pule of 1ife, and
Christienity will cease To be the cne absclute religilon. !

Dr. Walther writes, "If the noe ~ﬁ%11ity that Scrinture contained the
least error were adnitted, it would become the hurlnne cf MAN ¥» s1ft the
truth from the error. Thet 2laces man OVER SORIFTURE and Beripture 1s NC

LLCHGER the saurce »and noarm of dcotrine, Hummn rearcn 18 made the NCRMA
(primary otandard) of truth, end Scripture 1a dﬁf"ﬂr~4 tn the position of ¢
NO™iA MORMAT. (?3CJnPTIJ phancard ) . The lengt ovinfiﬁn frorw the 214 in-
gplration doctrine lntraducesn nf raticnelietic germ int: bheolugy ancl Lne
feots the whole bady g ooty ine,

A

Suraly thewe thousrhts wore n@t forelen fe our Saviour when He ﬂwlﬂ
"If ve continue in Uy Word then are ve Ny discinles indeed,' (Jn 8,31.)
Gurely the Ansstle would have made anddle demand Qi che Corinthlang in say-
inz Ty them, ™Wew I beseech rou, bretiuren, by the Name of our Lord Jespe
Ohmiet, fhat ve #2oal the samwe thing, and that LneLe be no dievleicn
amony youy hat b ba neprfectly J‘lﬂ“ﬂ tOﬂot! er in the game wind and
in the same Jjudry (1 CQC,T 1)7 if, he hnad not Xxnown that thls Ls poesle
hle only 1f ane source fop ﬂootﬂLne iv\%pﬂ% and 11 that source be under—
stocd in the saas ways. And does he not revesl this, waen later on in the _
pame chactor he showa whv any and every other ssurce will sloply not nuffice
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We have touched upen these matteras a 11ttle more at length beonuss,
our ¢pinlon, snyene who teaches incorrectly on the doctrine of lompipatlon
will eles teach falsely elsewhere. Yes, 1t 15 our opinlon thabt even when
cuch whe here tesch incorrectly agres with ue on obher doctrvines, 1% 1o
sotuslly onlv sn agresment in woerdg:; survely the understanldng ¥ The Coowe
trine snd the attitude cver agalnst it cannot be the same. If, theveloy
we Tind that the Common Cenfezsiosn is ilnmdequate in this Ladee dootrine,
then we could say, without further lnvestlgatlon, that the COnumon Sapeer
Canfensien(ﬂimp&y 1s uneatlsfactory ond that the discusslon of otbher
trines with such who here err will be futlle,

o

A third matter of which we wuat he Tully auvare, as !
cround far our study, is the fact that the dzctrine in queatlon has been
in contreversy between the twe bedies invelved in the fraamlng of the Co i
mon Confesnion.In thus sving, we reallze that this 1e a poelnt not admitted
by alle. But is ite truth not borme out by the follswingi The kilegcurl Sy-
nod at 1te 1960 cenvention sald, by way of resolutlen, " "The Comuon Cone
fession shall be recoonlzed as a statement of agreement on these doctrines
hetween ug and the Aperican Lutheran Yhurch." Frem the Auefioan Lutheran
Church came the decalartion, " We rejoice that agreement has been ohtained
therein (CJ) reparding dectrines that have been in countroversy Latwesn our
church and the Lutheran Yhurch/ — Misseuri Svnoed." (Witnesz) .o - ..o .

'
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And cen there be anv question about this when statewents as the fol-
lowing issue from ALC circles: "In Scripture the witnessg of those who had
divect contact with Ged's revelation 1s feund recerded. Those preonhets and
apoetles wrote their exmeriences for the sake of the chureh whileh shoauld
come affer them, In cther woerds, Scripture may be regarded ag the hlstory
57 revelattzon,! (Prof. A. A. Jagmow of ALC Sem. at Wartburg, Wicke and
Con. Luth. 8748) "Welters were not inspired so ns te spesk with sclentific
precisisn when thev empleyed thelr human knewlelge of pesgraphical or
chrondlocical detalls in unfoelding to unlettered men the revealed truth
with which the entive vange 2f human faete wag connected .... The Holy
Spirit, in making the sgacred wrlters infallible recorders of the hiltherte
unknswn will of CGod t-wards men, in no wayv insepired them tos be teachers of
astrensuy, or geslegy, or physice., These spheres do net belong to revelas-
tion. Ne number of contradictiocns that could be gatherad within these
spheres, wauld in the leanst shake wur confildence in the abeclute authelity
of Holy Scrintures as the infsllible test of thaolseleal truth, on inerrant
enide in all matters of Ffalth and practice.! (Dr. Mattes of ALC queting
Dr. H. B. Jecshe of ULC, Wicke)

Nopr ia thls difference one conly of recent vintage. %n 1300, in Groage
"Ingerschelduncalehren, ! under the initials Fo Py (p.49) speaking of the
A fferance bheftwesn Wleasourd anﬂ(Iaw%an the analoey of falth snd referring
ty a statement zn which Dr. Stellhorn claimed there wag agreement, namely,
"Mhe HoTr Scpinture is the only scurce of Christien dectrine, " we reed,
(troms, mlne§ 'Tn conmenuence we are olso eszentlially at varlance in the
follswing ahatevantg: '2,. The H

san dostplne, U The Pynodical Conference snd ths Norwagiasn Synod undevatand
this aentencs ng 1t vesdsz. The Svnods of lawa and Chie vestrict thie sen~
fenee te this wesnings Onlyv so mvch ig to be taken as dnctrine from
Papintare e fite info the ccanection to Be set Torth by the theslugiang,”

oly Serinture ig the only source of Christ-

In the oninlon of the writer, hnwever, the difference sn this cuestion
snbedrtee aven this Ly sany wears, vee, defes back To the very foundine of
the Iows Svrnod, Carl Manthey Zorn ("Queetizne an ChrigtiﬂP Topics) writes:
"he Town Brnsd was, fovnded in 1854 in soposltion te the ¥ Svind, be

jeasurl Py

cogire the Missourl Pynod ghowed s daterminetion te abide hy the Wowd of




God and the Confesuzlons ef the Bvangelical Lutheran Choveh, ' Towabs

tion oan the watter of Open Yuestlons reveals that L1te obTlthde over o 1
Hely nbwiwfuﬂ@n at hhnt early date was radleslly A fferent Trow that of the
K4 e e ourd Synod, as Prof. Meyer wrate in the ”7wwwun1‘<hww.t" (4/80), "ue
of the chlef purpuses for organinlng the Tswe Synoad Lo obreate A boow

in ehieh Advevzent theologlenl oplndsas on cartdan Binlical “obrinas

wisht enjov edgal rights, »nd would nst be cendewncd ne divielve of choweh
fallowshin, ThEEer holding nc n_o)nrnpm1np viewa weve to noagess ell

' And have we not in the courae ol yesrs, 1in

~oonerbers In ogond standing
connesztlon witl this very dsctrine, witnessed encuph to ocnvince us that
moor a1l AlfTemence muat have existed 7 The Iwwa Svnod hae, o.7., coabend-

2d that wqatevep 18 not Tixed svebolYlenlly the chupveh 10 =n Loen
Laestisn, thet on certdion doctrines conflictiag spi/mions ey he Gousnd
hecoqueae Scriptures are not sufficlently clear, that the “doctrines In ol
nute hetween the Miss iour% Synod snd Igmwa ave chi~fly Tound in the avre

or less sbacure texts of MOT“7+L$ES, thet inerrancv ann be elaiicd o
For thege upotg of Semingures which Geal with vatiers of fa1th and 1if2,
ot thns Tapploge of7 Faith lz oo ”rs?;fn:;ﬁkT*, haprponisus whole, or ava-
tem! wui h cverpiles the formulation of all individual degtrines.” Is thie
ngt alas clesy foom tlie fact that the Chic Iynod at the time of The Tound-
ine of the American Lutheran Church wes forced to accept Iown'a psaltion
regarding Scriptures ? Yes, 1g this n~t Tuwther borme ab by the fact that
the Ditteburyh Avreement, which is e denial of Verbal I **q:iwn, W
dravn up by the ALE with the United Lutheran Church?

Certainly there heve been differencss all throush the v”Prﬂ, And these
are serioue, basic difTerences. A1 thrsush these vears Io wales gulding
principle hes been that expressed in the bﬁnﬂuybv Axmppment of 100 g, Mghat
it Is neitheor necesgary ncw poselble to agres in all non-funda mentnl dgom
trines, " and reseated, only jn diffevent nhreseslsey, in the Folendly In-
vithtion of 1347, namely, that there le on "areq where there exlsts an
Allaoweble end Wl)quuUP latityde of theo WJ cal soinizn on the hakks of
the teachings of the Uopd of Ypd " It i 1nm1kv this Alfference which
hae causned the ALC ty feel that it cc;uuiea allligy d4d] emgfethe—road? posi-
tiin that avw_ Ta the wistalkes »nd exaverations of bhoth the sxtreme right
and the exiveme left in Anerican Luthevanism, and, by virtue of thla very
fact, muet certainly be dilvinely crdained to be the ‘1wﬂw;u1nw 1initt that
will brinc left and rivht topether with curselveg ag the cenvcr of pravit:
Luth. Loyalty, fivet Losue) Haw epey, in view of thias, to understand
Iqu'a policies and pragtices¥ both as o geparate body and now Tegether
vith sthers in the ALO.!

Fihally 1t will alss be vertinent te gur preasent investization To
note ALOR®s nttitude sver acanst the Brief Ptatement. Though we have never
afficially subaesribed to the Brief Statement #, we have reneatedly voiced
eur ceuplete sgreesment tnewnwL*h and have ”1vcr t@“fjm?nv to thig faot by
nar continued affiliatisn with the N\NW"wri Synnd in the Pynodiecal Confer
enca, The ALC'a attltude toward the Brief °u9tement, and g2 oleg toward
tiet ”QJJHPPt&@ ariicle an the Word, le weRl knowna Althwuvh 1t has neverp,
at leagt wilthout anre q”a3\¢109t101, endoread the Brief Statment, yea, i
h it even wejected the Doetrinal Aannwntmnn, which wag esmewnet of
~oreloxing of the strong nesition of %he Bpief Statenpent, it strikes us
with what Jov 1t ert*?ﬂ the G-meon Cenfegsion and with whet readiiner:s 16
save 1te snoreval thareto,

Having these ssveral facte in mind apd realizing therefron thet o
reful scrubine ie indicated, we now mroceed to the actual investir:-

5 tha Comenn Conferecion'a statzment on "The Word.,! In view of these

frote, and »cplizing the irmortence of any confession 27 falth, partica-

9
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larly one almed to settle longwexisting Jdifferences, we aeck ourselvesn; Does
th~ Common Ceonfesslen reject anv and A1l errora in this doctrine which have
exlated dn ALC circleg % Does it express the correct doctyine of the Ward,
and doe=s 1% Az thisg in lanzuage which ie umarbipoous and absalutely oleny 9
Omn we say that this article, even 1f in asomcwhet AL Torm and 1o
gnace, 18 eacentlally the smne ae that of the Bplef Sta men 't ";’MG,_qn We o
oy That finally 1% 1s true that both nerties - the Comann bcﬁgfouwiwn X2
cent An absgulfely the 1dentlcal sense the statement: The Holv Serinture

s the enly scurce of COhrigtlian doctrine T Yes, does this avticle puspantes
thant the hzdles invalved now have the sane atarting point in dlacus«ing athrr
cifferences a0 that there can be hope that sgresuent 1¢ at Lleast wlthin the
reslns of »noeelbllitv %

e Ay

Theuwhyin studying thle article, we Tind much that is well sald, we
nuet atate that the genersl impresslsn created thereby does not satisfy.
Our invertigation compels ue to etate that alresdy 82 far as confessional
maze~up le concernsd thls artlele reveals several serioug and glaring woglkm
nessegs, Hven thsush, on the basis of these filncdings alsne, we would posai-
bly not reject the article, yet, in view of nast history, even thie caumses
ug to wender about 1ts adsouvaocy.

dtgelf

We feecl such a weakness i¢ the very pesltisn which)THis article noocu-
niea in the dscurent. Now igﬁ 1s true, all the syvetems (employed in present-
ing Christian doctrine are msn-made, and, therefore, in' MMEMEMMURE of 11tt1c
censenuence wWhere any riven dictrine 1s placed. Yet when one conslders that
thls deetrine of the Word 1s baklc for all doctrine, 1t would secm that
even 1ta place ina confession, HEEMVHAOMMUEVEMEEMIHEY where a treatment of
1t 1a necescapy, should witness this fact. In the Prief Statement it dees
occupy this, we mav say, most natural vositisn. ALl the mare pesson, we
feel, to wender why the saue hady which recaggized 1ts lmpertance by placing
1t Cirst in 1ts own confegsion cheuld in the Vemron Confessien allow it to
be MEEMBE wrelagated to a far lese prominent pesition by bringing it in
Article No. V.

But the very fact that 1t is found in Article No. V brings us to an-

other coneiceration. Arpicle V Dearas the heading "Mesns of Grace." And it

im here, as a subdivision,that the statement of the "ovrd is found, Se this
lmportant doectrine ls net even accorded the honor of being treated as a
separate article. That weakness, however, becomes_the more seriocus then we
contider the fact that guch whe centend that the 1ble merely contains the
5rd of Ged 1ike tn thus treat this doctrine. In Wsing 8o o divieion may be
made between those matters having te do wlth falth and 1life from those that
do not, in other words, 1t helps to pretect an errvsr. We do not want to
Judge whether any framer of the Common Confesszion had that in mind, in fact,
in charity we assuwe that such was nct the cage, but neverthelessz, consider-
Ine what hag been noted, dlready the pogitlon of the dccetrine of the Word
in ths Cemuicn Confession apsears to us as a serious weakneas,

Another matter that immediately catches the eye and also apsears Llike
a wegknegs of no 11ttle slonificance is the manner, rather strange to ourp
circles, of empleying Serinture proof-texts. We ncte how apecific the Brier
Btatewsnt 1e in 1ts ure of such maganred; lnredlately following the truth
exmreaceld sftands the pronf-teXt, md the exact etatenent, proving the neint
in avesticn, ig cuoted, down to the vevy verse or versea,How different the
Camaen Confessinnl Proof-tevts arve groused at the end of thz srtinle, whithowt
anyy indication which pelnt le ve he established by any gilven pascage, Yeg,

e the fexte are not nearly ao snecific as those, e.w,, of the Brief
g aent, We are referrvel to loncer sectizns or entlire chapters, This we

1

noveaneas verardlses of anv vartlsular csause for it. It Lecomes -
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pather seriouvs w@ﬂkneﬁu; however, when we repewber that a ”f“‘?lﬁq,?ﬁftﬁl“
1ty of Sopipturea" was taught in AL clpoles and hag never haon ro /ocboH.
It A« ~7fﬂﬁﬂtnew in tine with such s teachlng, whlech deneands on '
and genge of porbtisong of the Bible prather bhau on thoe very rrords
fliepe ba o certain vaguencco and indafinitencss nhout 160 nee oI
Texts. Prp sne the Verbal Ingniration of Sopiotures Ls denlad or
ateq vith ﬁ“nvuan‘"vﬂ shels or avabon set Forth LY mpn, eren ?h:t;
e o Theslogian; one ﬂﬁwe hnrﬂW“ point to derinlte placed and tropda end

sey, "Tlhus it 1@ weitten." Aralr, without ongting any r&flectingmﬁu %FS4\ﬂ
autnors, we Lecl wap gre himw sonfronted witn a rother elarliy appnphoaning.

w*am whinch nust, to aay the least aapacially under the ol

e capvded ag a Aefieicneyr of na KO b pnrtiﬁnq 1

3 ;ssion of 1L pejectionsf errsr. We necd not hers dwell atv

woth on the fact that 3t te on*+1ur un@hrt atian nor undhatheran

q%upnujOL ts5 epror and te labcl error for what 1t actually le. In

, rather than tbvﬂe%v ghoring lnc; of Chrigtian charity, thls ir

ihition vf this noghle Chrle tjnv vivtue/ ba*h sver against the

: : rg thoee *o be ownteoteﬁ againgt crror. We consider 1t al-
d:\t‘ﬁ“' £1 1 inw e 22y that the Brief Statoment refﬂﬂn To nand Ancon§igicrm

ulLy rondenns @ﬂ“tain erroers “P“uineﬂt far its cenelderatlon. grom what

h=a hesn sald, there @muqinWV aan be no cuestion about vhils That a trgat»
nent of and rejection of Por was In olaco in the article hafovre us, e

f271 constrained, thercfﬁre, tn oall this owmeglon a geplous weakr st

Fin=lly, 1t would uoem to be a rather apparent and net iuc;-sequenti@ﬂ
veaknees thpt the significant term Verbal Insplration hag boon vieldeds
It is of csurse trug/ rhat 1t L8 the content cf the dectrine rather than
1te name that 1s of nrime iaportance. When, howsver, the very tern wag ob-
viouely under filre as to 1tg corrcectness, b geavae tho cantnent of the dog—
trine was not viewed in the sene way, thon 1t wpuld sesum thet, under
such elvcumstances, oven the gacrificing of the tern 2t beast 2f quest—
L:neble wisdom. Nor doee 1T mcet with verv svmmathetic orms vhen, in da-

AL
-

fenne 57 thie v1o1diny, it 1s conternded that wlglom Tiatatnd this gscri~

fte becauge by sone the term Verbnt Tept-ntin Ls ssvelted mlth

Jratetdon keozv, We believe that this ve
N“mn@nﬂotp for the loss incurived,

1
H

cusatisns JT ”~w1r1 'enannt

ot J“Lv wearnpso 8, howaver, sre wvevesrlad by our inve
ﬂiﬂo f‘ﬂ” noow ]“ apnount of thiwn%Tv which can easily ¢ap
in gines apa new ol 0 mﬂl**'ﬂ

n 0o ’lL"{'"‘i'}ﬂ -\H*rw\ﬂnﬂ to bri
who were 2t gurlance wilth ihﬂ nnvller "7 -

IV nint, .nn uwwe vhiech 21lows of o twefold inﬁerpretotxrn ig
nprdly tolerable. It miet be clear; the atoiepants unequivoonla It can
herdly be qonrﬂ“oreﬁ adenlnte ST At iz oseclblszs to vend both sildes of

the dispute ints 1t.

Such a sltuation, we fasl, confrents us already in The very flvab

sentenne. We vead:, "Throuh the Holy ufﬂiOuures, which Ged cpusad %5 be
wrltten vy men choeen and inesired by Him." We roq]ime of course, that
1t As ot jwq;rroot to aneat of inepived men, bhut this 18 not the Twpe

oy

o® inanivation we deal with in this doctrine. Rather thts ineplration i
! “41”U“; never duplicated in a]l.hicu*“v We here have to 4o
nug;WnLugn of wov&g) aa Faul writes \IL MY v, 0316/, a1 30Pip~

g

i_l-

clven by dnsplvation of God, " and scoein (I Gov. 2,18) "which
' net oin the wvords WLIFH pante wisdon teacheth, but which
, .th ” Sorintures conalet net of inenlred men, but

ractly that 1s the reascn why Jebum gan aav, wud Gay
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of a matter in Iteelf certainly of lesser slonifics Hihe Berintures
cannot be broken.," (JIn WOA,éu) Nay, The penien, whw they were and what
A3 o

they were being of 11ttle ¢ unqenneqne, were sooun to pass awey, the words
they wrote as the insbtruments 1£ Ged werse not to pass AVAY.

Flacing the emphesle on *nspiwc son can enrlly ehleld g false lden
2revalent in some Lutheran clreles, namely, thal the men canloyed were
Co—anthors, that there was a "uwnicuve coscperationbetween thc penmen and
Gad in proaducing the Bible. But such n centention makes of the Bible = hure
alvine besk, Af nst a human hook entirely. Then roon 1 made for the hu
men 2lement in Scriptures, and,as M. Twesten sta bes, "xf ingsplapraticn does
nat exelude the nmerasnal actlion 2T the sacred ﬂvltopn, ho mnee doea 1%
destesy nll influences of huwman imperfection. ' Since the ALC has In the
FPittg burnn A@reoment become party to this way of speaklng, we belleve the
axpressiosn Jnspived pen" falrly cempels a twofold inuewOretﬂtJon, one
expressing whet we nean in a rather unsatlafactory way, ancther oxpreasing
what eprorists mean herewlth as set Fforth by Dr. Stunp »f the DLC, "They
are inspired words because they are the words of inspired men,/’ thereby
makiny the doctrine of inspiration a theoleglcsl deductien.

Ambigulty, and we feel gpeaking thus is being ohnwitnble, lg also
contained in the much~discussed atatement, "qince the Hsly Spirit by dl-
vine inspiratien supnlied to the hely writers content and fitting word."
To be sure the unwary reader, not haViuP any knowledge of the historical
background, can understand this correctly, nawely, as a stateuent of Vers
bel Ingpiratlen. On the other hand, such who claim that the Bible mersly
c@ntainﬂ the Whrd of Gad will also be quite well. satlsfied wilth such
phrasesleogys Whether 1% is intentional or not, there 1sa every reason to
wonder whether this exnression lg not to serve as a shelter far erpror.
The statement le slmost iapntlcal with that found in the Pittsburhh Agrec-
nent, the deccunent of agreement between the ULC snd the ALC. Now what 2did
the Tramers of that GXWTP@”idn meary therawith 7 Dry Knubel of the ULC
made 1t rather clear that,in the upderstanding of his body, 1t is not
intenfed to teach Verhsl Inﬂniwmtion, The ALC sscured the ULC offleislly
that this °todement WaL s "nwt an acceptance =T the Verbal Inaniretion
doctrine.® (Luthersn 4/50) The expweaﬁion 1a for some, therefore, a pusl—
tive denial of Verbal ;ﬂﬂ“’”ﬂfﬁJn¢ Because of this Lhn Mi&i””“l Svnod in
123¢ deelared thia way of exnrésgion lﬁoﬂeﬂﬂmtn and especially Ml for
that reazon broke off reTQtiﬁnv Wifh the C“HJJbTeﬂ of the UL,

rather than the asccented Lutheran fermnl-
noleey Verhal Inen ivatlon apmears in the Conacn Jonfes sion, one hag every
re~son to contend that 1"15 certainty not a2 clenr-cut tes u*m ny to the
true Verbel Inepiration floctrine. It surely can glve n» aggurance that
the ALC has rejected Tu< D e tisn of the Pitt sbmrwh Acpecnent and seccept-
el that of the Driﬂf‘ tatement.
4

In thie <-ne aenfhhce howevaw, ancther matter should be nuted, The
exnraanlon in suestion - raada Masntent and Pittine word, " Wiora' 15 in the
a:nﬁu1dﬂ, rnatnot accldentally, Such in the ALC whs vejeot o Verbal Insni-
ratlon of the ”OP*ULUT“% mol ntain that they would never have =cxented the
1 Confeasion &f the nlurel had hesn uﬂwﬁ, Tov that would have oo
fearced Vewhal Inapiration which they reiect, o thig slneulsr foru, %o
at heet on aubicosug statemert snA in view of eivoumstences MRIAREIECGMER
entirely inadeguebe.

When now thie expres

Bat mere that in our apinion is wnsatiasfectory 1s o be faund in the
portion Alscugeszd, We have in rind the avprescien "in thelr entirely. W ifs,
of courae, lnow that o rooslled ”i*tﬂWitV of Beriptures’ wae onrrent in
HLC eivcles an?phes never heen rejected, Thig, howaver, 1g nothine Sope

That 1%
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than a made~made system, a harmeniohs connectlon,which for them ernsti-
tutes the snalogy of falth and stands as the hichest norm of Soristy
interpretation. We must ales remewber how convenlently this iden ¢
totellty of Seriptures has Teon employed to brildse gaps which the b
mind simply is not capeble of Drideine and which nan hasg vst the leact
riht fo even atlemmt te brighe. When we thue see that in cenmeruence -7
L“h @ man-mace gyetem not the ingnired woards thenselves anenk hut »atier
thealagiamm‘ inderstanding of them and the genevral =enase he wny dvaw

< hitn

 them, then wn can see why Dr, F, Pilemer spoie an sharily acshst this,
qm Wi ahything were ever human ilmaplnation, and the vamy oo oalto
mnmlgtu“e, it 1s thte Ywbole of Soriotuve! which was invented hy
SBehleleprancher, snd was introducad ints the modern Luthoran apaenlloc
fheclcery thimsh the Influence of Hofmann. This Vehole of Howlpum"ﬂ' 1lea
elbovether gutelde the Seriptures. It 1s a sroduct of the luag th

’!

nahlor. that

.Chrietian dsctrine must be a whole or nvytem in the senae »f hummn TenanI,

cw hiiom underetanding, according to which the individual doctrines of
Serinture are to be undersfood or Fltted ag to a atandard., It ia clenmr
that 211 Christisn truth by thle umethod of éxepesls ie ridicwu Wed, and.
that p11 Sorinture therehy is reduced teo }Wo“ue heap of rulng. Even the
moders theologlens admit that Schlelermacler, by means of thia Twhale of
Eopinture!, has cast over-bserd the while Chvigtlian doo twwnﬂ Dut even in
tha e Ot Fuann the vrecoult har becsme ap: wr@nt that he denies such
funds r2ontel teachinge ag the inspirvation of bcrivuumo the vicarisus gge

'Ui”ﬂﬁﬂt”‘ hereditsrd ein, etc., and thepeby ns a cons equence the rbnid

B
now
Eoy)

ipture by Gk

2elrgien Agotiine, s fhowoh he wareghally
n. dIn shert, thirs i ien of

i ek The explan:
vhsle of 'liQuw?P' the Eible ia no mowme

have F“ﬂwn

(n

A

’l

zan Mgk

et oo 2 owrn 1i ht} h vt
the twhole ¢of SGTWﬁbuﬂP‘ which 30h18101 rch““, Hefuann and sthers call
Torth out of their ocwn minds ie made sy 1irht instond. " The puoearance
2f thiz exgressicn 10 the Comuon 1fag Therefore rizhtly to sey
that 1t adCe prestly to the ineodequancy f the d:cumento

IR ek l(\:\ ’\mr:’ ” WJ-’;‘ ‘4‘).’\

o}xvnund wnich dare nct

he cverlicked. It verdss "We ThPfﬁf0”“ pecornize the Holy ocriptn“aq a8

Godla inerrant Wo r” and thie Word of Ged nlone ghall metab ich articles

cf faith, YWe p7odhe ourselves to teach all thinge taurht in the H:lx
riptures, and nathine but that which 1a taught us by Cod In the Lulj

ssures. Wheh ons coneiders the rest™ ation plnaced vpon the iner-

¢ Bible b othe ALC, namely, theat 1t 1¢ inerrant only in mat-

o oand Llife, not neo n**ﬂerv, however, "in those parts which

crieal, ﬁﬁ";raohkoﬁl and” other gecnlar nattersa, ! and sgaln,
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trent qf hie

whan censlders *nau aveh who teach that the Bible merely contains
the W vq of Yod limlt the purase "tausht by Goal to just certeln poptions

of Bepintures, then such statements, Tow, sre confesslo ’WJLV reaninclege,
They teuly s=psesr more 11ike o comprewmise than a confession,

aroour Investlgatiosn reveals that thila ar‘*ﬂlp containg a mle-—

lend vegentation of what constitutes the “eans 2f Grace. The Lant
nor: 2f this section sn "The Word! intraduces the Law. Needlese

to o8 vhen gseating of the Heans of Grace, a tresturent of the Liaw ig
entiraly out of plece. In ourooreleo 1% 18 never thus treated. In the
ALG, however, Hhile ie nnt rarve for, ns Tewa of old contendsd, =nd sg i

wan cerriad cver into the ALG, "tho Law temnorarily brings 1& o halt man's
netural rgueletancs =nd nlaces hip in » pomentary condition of pagsivity,!
If, ne they hold, the Goenel 18 ot that moment broupht %o him and ha

}
Coes nNoh oadd o Mis natwrml resdatance o wllful resistance, then the
Holy Snirit theonrh the Esepel brings hin - fatth and thus oomverts

hLM+ (Cone Luth, /61 »/168) This introduction af the Law in the thent-—

4 e e e T i L - 2 Iy )
hoof the lione o7 (race, thenfore, renderg thie third sarmsransh io-




Such are the matters in thie artlele which we believe must he oane-
fully noted. To recandtulate: Our Investiceticn of $his svtlole povanis
That 4t 2zntalns;

Ly Berlouas weaknessoes so Tar ag confeccnnl wake-an 1o soneeinal,

e Anbicuous languepe, affording a ahelter fop fopner 2rrane s

teashingsz, and

WA wisleading presentation of what cenatitutes the Meoann of Spece,

Y

mokes panm o

N \T"
atand 1A~ by W

Bince, accordingly, this arvtlcle, in ouw colinlin,
theoe whs deny Verhal Ineniration and thus all wg avran 4- i
elde with the truth, vather than that it rejeate evror uneonditlunally,
nd sinee thls article, therefore, 18 not an uniletakeably elesp and Un g=-
Aivocal presentation of this funderental doctrine, as g confesainn atke
Ter the intended church unisn would demand,; we feel compelled ts declars
thet 1t 18 in »321itv 1o canfession at all and that we deem 1% lmzoesible
to srant cur subgcription %o it or in any wey to become a naritner therets.

Roland Hoenecke

Note: This essay was read at the 1951 Wisconsin Synod Convention. Tk is the first

in a series of six delivered on the "Common Confession",



