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l. STATUS CONTROVERSIAE:

On the one hand, Pastor Herold Schulz contended that the the First and
Second Uses of the Law must always be maintained and emphasized; that
the Third Use of the Law should never be applied to the Christian after he
comes to faith; that such a use of the Law is never stated or taught by the
Scriptures or the Lutheran Confessions.

On the other hand, representatives of the WELS, on the district and
synodical level, maintained that even the Christian,under Grace, learns
from God'’s Law what works please God. Such a Third Use of the Law is
both Scriptural and the position taken by the Lutheran Confessions.

Il. HISTORY OF THE CONTROVERSY:

A. SUMMARY OF HISTORICAL EVENTS:

In the early 1960’s, the Board of Education - Wisconsin Synod produced
a Kindergarten Manual for Lutheran Schools, Sunday School Teacher’s
Manual, and Teacher’s Manual of Bible Stories. In a letter dated May 9,
1962, to A.F. Fehlauer of the Board of Education, Pastor Schulz stated his
objections to the Kindergarten Manual. See Addendum #1.

On June 15, 1962, William E. Fisher of the Board of Education wrote
Pastor Harold Schulz a letter in which he answered Pastor Schulz’s
objections and admitted that there were some flaws in wording, as well as
an error. See Addendum #2.

On June 20, 1962, Pastor Schulz restated his objections to the
Kindergarten Manual to William E. Fisher of the Board of Education.. See
Addendum #3.

Again on Nov. 15, 1962, Pastor Schulz spelled out his objections to the
Sunday School Teacher’s Manual, as well as the Teacher’s Manual of Bible
Stories to the Executive Committee of the Board of Education. See
Addendum #4.

On April 30, 1963, Pastor Schulz wrote a letter to Pres. Oscar J.
Naumann, petitioning him to appoint a committee to review the entire
problem. In the letter, he charged the Board of Education of emphasizing
the Third Use of the Law contrary to Scriptures and the Lutheran
Confessions.

On July 9, 1963, Pastor Schulz responded to Pres. Naumann'’s letter,
dated June 26, 1963, which requested Pastor Schulz to produce the written
“proof will be furnished when required” as it appeared in Pastor Schulz’s
letter to Pres. Naumann. The letter restated charges against the Board of
Education for emphasizing the Third Use of the Law contrary to Scriptures
and the Lutheran Confessions. The contents of the letter once again listed
Schulz’s objections to the two manuals. See Addendum #5.

President Naumann appointed a committee of three pastors to review
Pastor Schuiz’s objections to the Kindergarten Manual , Sunday School
Teacher’s Manual, and the Teacher’s Manual of Bible Stories. Committee




members included E. Kionka who was appointed chairman, L. Karrer and
M. Volkmann. On January 29, 1964, Pres. Naumann advised committee
members that Chairman Kionka had passed away. His notes and notations
in the three manuals were in the possession of his son, Gerhardt Kionka,
and would be available to the committee. Pres. Naumann encouraged the
remaining two members to finish their task and submit a written report.

On February 26, 1964, the committee sent Pres. Naumann their findings
entitled: Report Of The Herold Schulz Protest Committee. See Addendum
# 6. However, Pastor Schulz was not satisfied with the findings of the
committee. The result was that Pastor Schulz memorialized the 38th
Biennial Convention of the Wisconsin Synod in a letter dated January 21,
1965. See Addendum #7

In part, the memorial reads, “THEREFORE, | URGENTLY PLEAD:

That the Synod in Convention authorize an investigation of my charge, ‘that
the Kindergarten Manual for Lutheran Schools and the Teacher's Manual
published by authority of the Board of Education, Wisconsin Synod,
emphasize the Third Use of the Law contrary to the Scriptures and the
Lutheran Confessions’.”

The seriousness of Pastor Schulz’s charges can not be minimized. The
Board of Education of the Wisconsin Synod was charged with publishing
false doctrine. Additionally, we must remember what was transpiring during
this period of time. The Wisconsin Synod had officially severed fellowship
with the Missouri Synod. With one controversy just ended, another took its
place. The Synod in convention handed the matter over to the Conference
of Presidents (C.O.P.).

In a letter dated September 15, 1965, Sitz and Dahlke wrote for the C.O.P.
to Schulz, requesting Schulz to “outline his approach to the Third Use of the
Law and give the benefit of his thinking in this matter in writing to the
Conference of Presidents.”

On October 1, 1965, Pastor Schulz wrote to Pres. Naumann indicating to
him that an outline would be too restrictive. He wanted to present his
thinking on the Third Use of the Law in light of both publications and
- Scripture. Here we begin to see the problem with Pastor Schulz. Simply put,
Pastor Schulz does not have a clear understanding of Third Use of the Law
apart from polemics.

On October 26, 1965, Pres. Naumann wrote to Pastor Schulz and
requested that Pastor Schulz follow the request of the C.O.P. for a clear
written understanding of the Third Use of the Law.

On December 9, 1965, Pastor Schulz presented an essay to the C.O.P.
See Addendum #8. In his essay, polemics are liberally mixed with
quotations from the Scriptures and from the Confessions. He rejected Prof.
J. Ph. Koehler’s essay “Gesetzliches Wesen Unter Uns” and Prof. A.
Schuetze's essay “The Christian And The Law” by saying that “The




Christian does not need the Law to educate him in regard to the holy will of
God.”

Pres. Naumann acknowledged receipt of Pastor Schulz’s position on the
Third Use of the Law and sent copies to each one of the members of the
C.O.P. On February 8, 1966, Pres. Naumann wrote to Pastor Schulz asking
once again for a clear outline of his position on the Third Use of the Law.
This time however, he states in no uncertain terms that he wants Pastor
Schulz's position paper FREE from all polemics.

On April 18, 1966, Pastor Schulz sends Pres. Naumann his position on
the Third Use of the Law, which is basically the same as that given in his
letter dated December 9, 1965. On April 25, 1966, Pastor Schulz sends
Pres. Naumann a conference paper delivered by Schulz to the Colorado
Mission District Delegate Conference in February of 1965, entitled_The
Historical Setting Of The Ten Commandments . See Addendum #9.

On May 26, 1966, Pastor Schulz meets with C.O.P. In this meeting, E.H.
Zimmermann answers questions and statements contained in Pastor
‘Schulz’s essay (Addendum #8) and his essay entitled The Historical Setting
Of The Ten Commandments, (Addendum #9).

On June 13, 1966, Pres. Naumann writes a letter (Addendum #11) to the
C.O.P. informing them that further discussion is needed concerning Pastor
Schulz’s contention “that the Christian has no need of the Law.”

On June 15, 1966, Pastor Schulz writes a letter (Addendum # 12) to Pres.
Naumann and Vice Pres. Habeck stating that they “have belied, betrayed,
slandered and defamed me in declaring that it was my contention ‘that the
Christian has no need of the Law.’ This is a vicious lie.” We see once again
that the polemics in this controversy sidetrack Pastor Schulz from
concentrating on the real issue, namely his position on the Third Use of the
Law.

On June 17, 1966, First V. P. Irvin J. Habeck writes Pastor Schulz a letter
(Addendum #13) in which he refutes Pastor Schulz’s claims in his letter
dated June 15, 1966, point by point.

On August 8, 1966, Pres. Naumann makes another request for Pastor
Schulz to put into writing a clear, concise understanding of the Third Use of
the Law. This request is followed by a letter dated August 26, 1966, from
Pres. Naumann to the sub-committee of the C.O.P., consisting of C.
Mischke, J. Dahlke, A. Buenger, and O. Naumann. The C.O.P. finds no
validity in Pastor Schulz’s charges and requests that Pastor Schulz put into
writing his understanding of the Third Use of the Law, with Scriptural proof.

On October 22, 1966, Warren Tripp (member of St. James, Golden,
Colorado) writes Pres. Naumann. In his letter, he pleads with Pres.
Naumann to intervene because Pastor Schulz has voluntarily resigned as
of October 21, 1966, due to the anxiety and stress of the entire matter. The
congregation is in an uproar. Pastor Schulz's whereabouts are known only




to his immediate family.

On October 27, 1966, First V.P. Gerald Free of the Nebraska District
reported to Pres. Naumann that St. James Congregation met on October
23, 1966 and voted not to accept Pastor Schulz’s resignation by a vote of 38
to 6.

On December 6, 1966, the C.O.P. met with Pastor Schulz and an Elder
(Robert Lange Jr.) from St. James, Golden, Colorado. Pastor Schulz
presented a letter entitled “My Statement”. See Addendum #14. A copy of
the minutes of that meeting is listed as Addendum #15.

On December 19, 1966, Pres. Fritze declined St. James' request for a
teacher’s call list because Pastor Schulz was not in doctrinal agreement
with the Wisconsin Synod on the Third Use of the Law and because St.
James had implicated itself in the matter of doctrinal discord with the Synod
by accepting the teachers’ resignations.

On January 10, 1967, Pastor Schulz replied to the Conference of
Presidents’ minutes, dated December 6 and 7, 1966. See Addendum # 16.
On February 3, 1967, the Praesidium of the Conference of Presidents
under the pen of Chairman Naumann wrote to Pastor Schulz in response to

Pastor Schulz’s letter dated January 10, 1967.

On February 16,1967, Pres. Naumann wrote to Pastor Schulz and told
him to read Prof. Kowalke's entire article in the Quartalschrift, Vol.28: April
1931, entitled, “Das Erste Gebot” and not to quote out of context. He also
told Pastor Schulz to read the Formula of Concord: Sol. Decl. VI: paragraphs
11 and 12, which he felt would help clarify Pastor Schulz’s problems.

During the month of April, 1967, an interim report was prepared by the
Secretary of the C.O.P., Pastor Mischke. On April 25, 1967, the report was
mailed to the district presidents.

At the district level, a meeting was held on May 8,9 and 10 at Fort
Morgan, Colorado. In attendance were the Nebraska Praesidium, Visiting
Elder Pastor Meyer, Pastor Schulz and St. James’ Chairman, Mr.
Hartmeister. The upshot of this meeting was that Pastor Schulz drew up a
brief statement on the Third Use of the Law. After a cursory review, the
Praesidium accepted it but wished to study it further. They also asked
Pastor Schulz to “file it”, which this writer took to mean “flesh it out” with
Scripture passages and with references to the Confessions.

It appeared that there was a positive movement to resolve the conflict in
a letter dated May 16, 1967. Pres. Fritze wrote to Pres. Naumann stating
that Pastor Schulz now agreed that the Law gives instruction. The Nebraska
District asked for an official doctrinal statement of the Wisconsin Synod on
the Third Use of the Law.

In a letter dated May 16, 1967, Pastor Schulz wrote the C.O.P. and
conditionally offered to withdraw his memorial if the C.O.P. reacted favorably
to the Nebraska District Praesidium’s request for an official doctrinal




statement of the Wisconsin Synod on the Third Use of the Law. Such a
statement would be presented to Synod in convention for a thorough
examination, approval and adoption.

The report of the C.O.P. to Synod was written in May and on May 29,
1967, Pres. Naumann advised Pastor Schulz that if communications
between June and the beginning of the convention should change the
minds of the C.O.P., a meeting would be scheduled prior to the convention
itself. The report itself was not printed in the Book Of Reports And
Memorials for that very reason.

Probably the most damaging letter in the the entire sordid, drawn out
affair was written by Pastor Schulz himself on July 11, 1967, to Pres.
Naumann. It was entitled “A Confession”. See Addendum #18. In it, Pastor
Schulz confessed to lying and false humility.

The minutes of the Nebraska District Praesidium, which met at Council
Bluffs, lowa, on July 31, 1967, show that a resolution was passed not to do
anything further concerning Pastor Schulz until after the Synod Convention.

The Synod in convention on August 11, 1967, passed two resolutions.
First, it was “Resolved that we declare that the charges of Pastor Herold A.
Schulz in his protests and memorials cannot be upheld”.

Second, “Whereas the C.O.P,, after much correspondence and several
meetings with Pastor Schulz during the past biennium, ‘regretfully reports
that it has not been able to resolve the matter’ . Therefore, be it resolved
that the matter be referred to the Nebraska District for further action
seeking a God pleasing solution.”

Now it's back to the Nebraska District for the final outcome of this most
stormy and lenghty controversy. The Nebraska District Praesidium met on
August 30-31,1967, at Fort Morgan, Colorado, with Visiting Elder Pastor
Meyer, Pastor Schulz, and Mr. Bierhaus of St. James. See Addendum #19.

After the meeting in Fort Morgan, Colorado, Pastor Schulz began a
round of polemics with the Administrative Officers and Faculty of D.M.L.C.
This began with a document entitled, “The Closing of the Christian Day
School in Golden, Colorado.” On Oct. 11, 1967, Pastor Schulz wrote to
Conrad Frey at D.M.L.C. “May God in His mercy give us a new reformation,
especially in the area of Christian Education.” On Nov. 3, 1967, Pastor
Schulz threatened Otto Engel who was Chairman of the Board of D.M.L.C.
He wanted answers to his questions or “If necessary, we must find ways
and means to inform the students, their parents, and pastors of your
reluctance to take matters in hand.”

ll. B. DETAILED OUTLINE OF OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
PERTAINING TO THIS CONTROVERSY FROM THE FILES OF
OSCAR J. NAUMANN, PRESIDENT OF WISCONSIN EV. LUTHERAN
SYNOD. SEE ADDENDUM #21



[ll. THE BODY OF EVIDENCE EXAMINED.

It is very difficult to crystalize exactly what Pastor Schulz believed as far
as the Third Use of the Law was concerned. Perhaps we should begin by
examining his correspondence and the correspondence of others who
were intimately involved in the controversy. In doing so, we will be looking at
correspondence which is listed in the historical section and labeled as
“Addendum #_." The documents are labeled for the reader in the back
section of this paper.

Referring to Addendum #4, a letter dated Nov. 15, 1992, the following
quotations begin to give us a glimpse of Pastor Schulz’ problem with the
Third Use of the Law.

He quotes from Stoeckhardt's Law and Gospel, “A Christian, therefore, in
so far as he is the temple of the Holy Ghost, in so far as the Spirit of God has
gained room within him, walks in paths of uprightness, lives in the law, the
will of God, knows, desires, and does what God wants, ‘without any
teaching of the Law’. ”

To this, Pastor Schulz says, “I hold this truth, that the Christian lives in the
Law without any teaching of the Law, is clearly taught in the Bible. When |
here speak of a ‘Christian’, |, of course, mean a born again child of God, cf.
John 3:9.” To this statement, he offers the following passages of Scripture
as support: 1 John 2: 20, 1 John 2:27, John 6:45, 1 Thess. 4:8-9, Heb. 8: 10,
Eph. 4:24.

He continues by saying, “Yes, if the tree is good, and if we truly are
branches on the vine, the fruits of the Spirit will grow of themselves, without
it being necessary for teachers to instruct the child ‘how to show its love and
gratitude to God’, as it is so frequently stressed in both manuals. Now in
regard to the proper use of the Law, ------ , | hold that the Law never was
given to guide us in showing our love to God by ‘rules’ of good conduct, but
that the Law deals only with the problem of sin.”

From these quotations, we see that Pastor Schulz must be speaking of
the New Man only, who has been brought to faith by the Holy Spirit. The
New Man’s life of sanctification receives its power solely from the workings
of the Holy Spirit, never from the Law. Additionally,the New Man in and of
himself does not need the club, mirror and guide of the Law. In so far as the
Old Man is concerned, the curb and mirror of the Law apply. If this is what
Pastor Schulz means when he refers to the born again Christian, we would
agree. The problem will center around putting the New Man and Old Man
together inside one body and then applying the Third Use of the Law to the
Christian. Pastor Schulz will deny that the Christian needs the Third Use of
the Law as a clear teaching of God'’s holy immutable will.

From the above body of evidence, we ask:
Question #1: Does Scripture teach a third use of the Law? Restated, does




Scripture teach that the Law in its so called Third Use serves the Christian in
a positive sense as a guide for Christian living ( the so-called didactic or
informatory function of the Law)?

Yes, God’s Law tells Christians who are surrounded by a sinful world, the
way of life which is pleasing to God. This use of the Law is called the guide
or rule. The psalmist says, “How can a young man keep his way pure? By
living according to your word” (Ps. 119:9) and “Your word is a lamp to my
feet and a light for my path” (Ps. 119:105). Paul wrote to the Romans,
“Therefore, | urge you, brothers, in view of God’s mercy, to offer your
bodies as living sacrifices, holy and pleasing to God--- which is your spiritual
worship. Do not conform any longer to the pattern of this world, but be
transformed by the renewing of your mind. Then you will be able to test and -
approve what God'’s will is--- his good, pleasing, and perfect will”

(Ro. 12:1-2).

The Formula of Concord says this of the Third Use of God’s Law.
“Although the truly believing are verily moved by God’s Spirit, and thus,
according to the inner man, do God’s will from a free spirit, yet it is just the
Holy Ghost who uses the written law for instruction with them, by which the
truly believing also learn to serve God, not according to their own thoughts,
but according to his written Law and Word, which is a sure rule and
standard of a godly life and walk, how to order it in accordance with the
eternal and immutable will of God” (S.D. VI,3).

Many more passages, as well as quotes from our Confessions could be
used to answer the question in an affirmative manner. Yes, Scripture and
the Formula of Concord teach the Third Use of the Law.

Question #2: Does the New Man have complete knowledge of God's will?

Yes, the New Man has a complete knowledge of God'’s will. Paul writes to
the Corinthians, “If anyone is in Christ, he is a new creation; the old has
gone, the new has come”(2 Cor. 5:17). Paul writes to the Ephesians, “For
we are God'’s workmanship, created in Christ Jesus to do good works,
which God has prepared in advance for us to do”(Eph. 2:10). Paul writes to
the Romans, “We were therefore buried with him through baptism into
death,in order that, just as Christ was raised from the dead through the
glory of the Father, we too may live a new life” (Ro. 6:4) and to the Galatians
he writes,“Those who belong to Christ Jesus have crucified the sinful nature
with its passions and desires. Since we live by the Spirit, let us keep in step
with the Spirit” (Ga. 5:24-25). We may therefore conclude that inasmuch as
the Christian is New Man, the Law in all its uses---as curb, mirror and rule or
guide---does not apply.

The problem lies in the fact that “believers are not completely renewed in
this world, but the old Adam clings to them even to the grave, there also
remains in them the struggle between the Spirit and the flesh. Therefore



they delight indeed in God's Law according to the inner man, but the law in
their members struggles against the law in their mind; hence they are never
without the Law, and nevertheless are not under the Law, but in the Law,
and live and walk in the Law of the Lord, and yet do nothing from constraint
of the Law”(S.D. VI, 18). Therefore, we may conclude that the Law in all of
its uses---curb, mirror and rule or guide--- applies to the Christian inasmuch
as he is flesh and still has his old Adam. The Old Adam obscures the
complete knowledge of God's will.

Referring to Addendum #5, a letter dated July 9, 1963, the following
quotations continue to reveal Pastor Schulz's misunderstanding of the
Third Use of the Law.

“Therefore, if sanctification is not a matter of our ability at all, to be
achieved by our efforts as Christians by a strange mixing of the Gospel and
the ‘gospel of sanctification’, and if it is purely a gift entrusted to us by faith,
and if sanctification is not so much an awareness of the Christian that he is
advancing along the ways of God, that he is positively acting the good part,
much rather takes on the form of consciousness, that he must guard
against the evil within himself, and that the new life consists in killing the
works of the flesh, then we must strongly fault both Manuals, lest we lose
the precious truths and powers of the pure Gospel.”

Question #3: Does regenerate man have any part in sanctification?

First, we must define the word sanctification. When we speak of
sanctification in the narrow sense, we mean that when the Holy Spirit
sanctifies us by the Gospel, he leads us to hate sin and to be eager to live a
holy life filled with good works.

Secondly, we see in Scripture that “It is God who works in you to will
and to act according to his good purpose”(Php. 2:13). Paul wrote to the
Galatians, “I have been crucified with Christ and | no longer live, but Christ
lives in me. The life | live in the body, | live by faith in the Son of God, who
loved me and gave himself for me.” The only reason why we are able to do
good works is because the Holy Spirit gives us a pure heart in which Christ
lives by faith.

Thirdly, Scripture tells us that God considers our good works as good
only because in his mercy he delights in everything a believer does out of
love for Jesus. That our own works are not good in God'’s sight is spelled out
for us by Isaiah, “All of us have become like one who is unclean, and all our
righteous acts are like filthy rags”(ls. 64:6). Paul says, “It does not,
therefore, depend on man'’s desire or effort, but on God’s mercy”’(Ro. 9:16)
and “Whatever you do, whether in word or deed, do it all in the name of the
Lord Jesus, giving thanks to God the Father through him”(Col. 3:17).

Yet does the believer remain completely passive in sanctification, as he
does in justification? The answer is no. The Formula of Concord states,”For




when the Holy Ghost has wrought and accomplished this, (new birth and
conversion), and man’s will has been changed and renewed by His divine
power and working alone, then the new will of man is an instrument and
organ of God the Holy Ghost, so that he not only accepts grace, but also
cooperates with the Holy Ghost that he can yield faith to it and accept
it"(Epit. 1l, 18) and “the regenerate will of man is not idle, but also
cooperates in all the works of the Holy Ghost which he does through
us”(S.D. Il, 88). Two other references are made in the Formula of Concord
that support the claim that regenerate man cooperates with the Holy Spirit
in sanctification: S.D. ll, 65 and S.D. 11, 90.

Question #4: What are and where do evangelical admonitions fit into the
life of the Christian?

Evangelical admonitions are ethical admonitions which appeal to the
New Man to put into action by the power of the Holy Spirit what he has been
created to do. Behind such evangelical admonitions stands the immutable
will of God. An example of an evangelical admonition is Php. 2:12,
“Therefore, my dear friends, as you have always obeyed---not only in my
presence, but now much more in my absence---continue to work out your
salvation with fear and trembling, for it is God who works in you to will and to
act according to his good purpose.” The law in those two verses is this:
“continue to work out your salvation with fear and trembling”. This
admonition is addressed to the New Man of the Christian. The power to
accomplish this task is supplied by the Holy Spirit. At the same time this
admonition remains a rebuke to the flesh or Old Adam.There are many
evangelical admonitions in the epistles.

But why is the command necessary? Because, although we have been
created anew, made new creatures, given the Spirit and so are led by the
Spirit, we are not and will never in this life be wholly new. The flesh is ever
active, hindering our acting upon and commensurate with what we are by
the power of the Spirit. Therefore the commands are given and with them
the spiritual energy to respond with the action requested in the command.
The content and form are from the law, the strength and energy and will to
comply from the gospel.

Pastor Schulz did not understand the proper distinction between the law
and the gospel in these evangelical admonitions. The Third Use of the Law
applies only to the regenerate, who remain a dual nature until death, with
the flesh ever contending against the New Man. The Law appears as the
divine standard according to which the New Man constrains, coerces, and
compels the flesh to conform outwardly to the divine norm for worship and
morals. As far as the new man is concerned, the Law appears as a verbal
reflection of his own nature, that of love to God and man. The Third Use of
the Law is not independent of the second, for wherever the divine standard



of love is raised in any form or application, it cannot but condemn the
Christian for his failure to think, speak, and act according to it.

Question #5: Is sanctification a life long process for the Christian?

Yes, a Christian’s sanctification is a life long process. “Therefore, my
dear friends, as you have always obeyed, not only in my presence, but now
much more in my absence, continue to work out your salvation with fear
and trembling”(Php. 2:12). Paul tells the Thessalonians, “We ought always
to thank God for you brothers, and rightly so, because your faith is growing
more and more, and the love every one of you has for each other is
increasing.”

From these two passages, we see that although we have been
renewed by the Holy Spirit and a new life has been created in us, our works
are never perfect. They are deficient in quality: “Accept him whose faith is
weak, without passing judgment on disputable matters”(Ro.14:1). They lack
zeal: “For in my inner-being | delight in God'’s law; but | see another law at
work in the members of my body, waging war against the law of my mind
and making me a prisoner of the law of sin at work within my members”
(Ro.7:22-23). Christian works are deficient also in quanity. Although our
whole life should be spent in the service of our Savior, as Ro. 12:1 says,
“Therefore, | urge you, brothers, in view of God’s mercy, to offer your
bodies as living sacrifices, holy and pleasing to God---this is your spiritual
act of worship”, we note the following exhortations in the Bible.“Be very
careful, then, how you live---not as unwise but as wise, making the most of
every opportunity, because the days are evil’'(Eph. 5: 15-16). “This is a
trustworthy saying. And | want you to stress these things, so that those who
have trusted in God may be careful to devote themselves to doing what is
good. These things are excellent and profitable for everyone”(Ti. 3:8).

We sum up the fact that the process of sanctification is never completed
in this life with quotes from Luther: “A Christian is righteous and a sinner at
the same time (simul justus et peccator); (Am. Ed., 26:232). A righteous man
sins in all his good works (Am. Ed., 32:83). Our condition in the kingdom of
Christ is half sin and half holiness. What there is in us that belongs to faith
and to Christ is completely pure and perfect, since it is not our own but
Christ’s, who is ours through faith and who lives and works in us. But what is
still our own is completely sinful. Yet under Christ and in Him it is concealed
and blotted out through the forgiveness of sins (Am.Ed., 21:205).

Referring to Addendum #6, entitled “Report Of The Herold Schulz Protest
Committee”, the committee’s findings are summarized as follows. “After a
thorough study we came to the conclusion that Pastor Schulz has reason to
object to the Kindergarten Manual for Lutheran Schools because of the fact
that it was written for the purpose of teaching the Law solely as a rule. We




do believe that some of the phraseology in the manuals is of unhappy
wording and we believe it to be in the best interest of clear, scriptural
teaching, that the wording in some parts of the manuals be changed, to wit:

“Kindergarten Manual,” page 36, last sentence of 2nd paragraph: ‘He
thought of a plan for all people to get to heaven'.”

“Kindergarten Manual,” page 37, sentences 1 and 2 of last paragraph:
“Even so the devil managed to keep some people from believing in Jesus.
There were some who did not love Jesus.”

“Kindergarten Manual,” page 39, 2nd sentence of last paragraph: “By
using it we give the Holy Ghost a chance to make our love and faith in Jesus
grow.”

“Kindergarten Manual,” page 41, seventh line under “Ten Command-
ments”; “------ will keep on trying to love him. We can't do it alone, but he will
help us. All we have to do is to pray to him-----"

“Kindergarten Manual,” page 50, 1st paragraph under Ill, 3rd sentence:
----- a chance to show their love for him.”

Our committee believes the crux of all difficulties lies in the over-
emphasis of the Third Use of the Law in the manuals. At the same time,
however, ---we believe that the charge of Pastor Schulz, that the Board of
Education-Wisconsin Synod is guilty of emphasizing the Third Use of the
Law “contrary to the Scriptures and the Lutheran Confessions” is an
overstatement.” It would appear that Pastor Schulz was at least partially
correct in his efforts to call attention to possible misunderstandings
concerning these synodical manuals.

Referring to Addendum #8, an essay dated December 9, 1965, the
following quotations continue to reveal Pastor Schulz’s misunderstanding of
the Third Use of the Law. Pastor Schulz attacks the Board of Education’s
manuals, J.Ph. Koehler’s “Gesetzliches Wesen Unter Uns”, an essay
delivered to the Thirty - Fifth Convention of the Evangelical Lutheran Joint
Synod of Wisconsin and Other States in 1959 and Prof. A. Schuetze’s
essay “The Christian And The Law” , delivered at the Convention of the
Nebraska District, July 14-17, 1964, at Stanton, Nebraska, with this remark,
“They bring the very wording of God’s Ten Commandments into harmony
with their views and change the Ten Commandments into “rules”, which are
to guide, to inform, to instruct the thankful child of God! ------ The Ten
Commandments never, never, were to serve as a course of instructions for
believers in holy living.------ Doesn’'t the new man, therefore, need the
constant guidance of the Law? God's Word dispels such fears with the
answer: ‘Whosoever is born of God doth not commit sin, for his seed
remaineth in him: And he cannot sin, because he is born of God' (1John
3:9)------ The Christian does not need the Law to educate him in regard to
the holy will of God (Col. 3:9-10; 1 John 2: 27-28; 2 Cor. 5: 17;1 Thess.4:7-9;
Heb.8:10-11)!-----That the new man does not need the Law as 1o its first,




second, or third use, also becomes abundantly clear from the following
passages: Ro. 6:14, Ro. 7:6, 2 Cor. 3:17, Gal. 3:24, Gal. 4:6, Gal. 5:18 and
Gal. 4:30.”

Pastor Schulz summarizes by saying:

1) “The third use of the law is not to guide the regenerate by providing
instructions and information, so that the ‘believing children of God can show
their thankfulness and express their love toward God in return for his
wondrous gift of salvation and many other blessings (K. Manual).

2) The third use of the law is to serve as rule and standard ‘Regel und
Richtschnur’ by which all ‘self chosen and self devised holiness and piety’
are to be tested, exposed, and condemned.

3) Thus the Law as to its Third Use is to serve as ‘Regel und Richtschnur’
not to instruct or to impart information, but it is to serve as a bricklayer’s
guide-line, up to which the master brick mason is to lay his bricks. This
guide-line does not inform or instruct him as to how he is to be a good
bricklayer. This he knew long ago. But it is a clear admonition to meet an
obligation.”

Yet in his essay entitled “The Historical Setting Of The Ten
Commandments”, Addendum #9, the second last paragraph on page 11
confuses us, compared to his statement in #1 above.

“Therefore, the Christian needs the Law as a fixed, sure rule and standard
to keep a clear picture before him, as to what really is the good and
acceptable will of God. He constantly needs to be admonished and
exhorted, that there be no deviation from this guide line above it or below it,
or either to the right of it or to the left of it!” So we must ask:

Question #6: Is there a difference in meaning between the Law as a rule
and standard (Regel und Richtschnur) and the Law as a guide?

In all of my research, the only person that made a distinction between
rule and guide was Pastor Schulz. Pastor Schulz contended that the word
“guide” has the idea of “supplying power” attached to it. Pastor Wietzke, in
Addendum #19, page 4, states, “Pastor Free states he sees no danger in
the word ‘guide’, but ‘standard’ is also fine”. Prof. Schuetze in his essay “A
Christian and the Law” (W.L.Q. 61:4, Oct. 1964), illustrates the use of the
Law as a “guide” without power attached to it in this way, “A roadmap will
show you very clearly what road your car must take in order to get from New
York to Chicago, but unless there is gasoline in the tank, it will be unable to
travel a single mile along that road. On the other hand, if the gasoline tank is
filled and the car has power to travel, without the roadmap you may think
you are driving to Chicago, but ultimately find yourself in Quebec or Miami”
(p.292).

The Formula of Concord stresses this point in the following two
quotations. “For the Law says indeed that it is God’s will and command that




we should walk in a new life, but it does not give the power and ability to
begin and do it" (S.D. VI, 11). “But the Holy Ghost, who is given and
received, not through the Law, but through the preaching of the Gospel,
Galatians 3:14, renews the heart. Thereafter the Holy Ghost employs the
Law so as to teach the regenerate from it, and to point out and show them in
the Ten Commandments what is the acceptable will of God” (S.D. VI, 11,12).

Referring to Addendum #10, a letter dated May 26, 1966, E.H. Zimmer-
mann, writing for the C.O.P,, begins to crystalize the problem Pastor Schulz
has with the Christian and the Law. He says, “From this and a number of
additional statements on page 4 (An essay dated December 9, 1965 and
marked Addendum #8), it becomes clear that Pastor Schulz does not see
the Christian as he will always appear in this world, possessing both the
New Man and the Old Adam in one person.

It is true that God sees the redeemed Christian as holy in his sight
through faith, but we cannot conclude from this that he expects us to deal
with Christians as though they possessed only the New Man. We recall the
words of the Apostle Paul, ‘O wretched man that | am! Who shall deliver me
from the body of this death? | thank God through Jesus Christ our Lord. So
then with the mind | myself serve the law of God; but with the flesh the law of
sin.””

Referring to Addendum #13, a letter dated June 17, 1966, we get a
further crystalization of how the C.O.P. views Pastor Schulz’s position on the
Third Use of the Law. First V.P. Habeck is writing: “What was it that took up
so much of our time? There was no argument about the use of the Law as a
curb or a mirror. No one contended that the Christian does need the Law to
prevent his reason from leading him into fictious good works. No one
contended that the Law in its so-called third use produces sanctification.
What was it that led one of the Conference of Presidents repeatedly to say
that you must have an electric knife which is able to separate the new man
from the old in this life?”

Referring to Addendum #14, Pastor Schulz submits a letter entitled “My
Statement” to the C.O.P. on December 6, 1966. Perhaps this is one of the
most revealing pieces of correspondence this writer read concerning the
entire history of the conflict. In it we see a humble, contrite Pastor Schulz
withdrawing his judgment of the sub-committee and entire C.O.P,, as stated
in his letter dated June 15, 1966.

Confessing that “I am the one who is utterly confused and must at once
stop my efforts to confuse others in my congregation which is falling apart”,
he suggests two possible solutions to the problem. One is that he resign
from the ministry. “If this is your advice-| will do so at once! And, the only
other solution in my opinion, is this; that you will patiently put me straight in
my understanding of the proper use of the Law as it pertains to born again
children of God of all ages! In fairness to me and my conscience | need




clarification in regard to what seems to be a long standing difference of
opinion in regard to the use of the Law in the Christians’ life of
sanctification.”

Is this the same Pastor Schulz? No polemics whatsoever appear in this
statement. Considering the entire body of evidence, this letter stands out as
if it was written by an entirely different person. Shall we consider this
statement as a truly repentant Pastor Schulz, convicted by the Holy Spirit
through God’s Law? Of course we must! God only knows the heart. In a
January 3, 1967 letter from Pres. Mischke to Pres. Naumann, Pres. Mischke
reflects how he was pleasantly shocked by the statement, as | am sure
other district presidents were. Remember this document, for a later
document entitled “My Confession” will shock you also, but | dare say not in
a pleasant way.

On page 3 Pastor Schulz presents what he believes to be one group’s
position on the Third Use of the Law. He does not identify which group that
is but it is evident from his following statement with the underlinings that he
identifies himself with the second group. On the bottom of page 3, he
proceeds by saying, “On the other hand, there are those who teach ‘that
those who would be saved must have a faith that produces love
spontaneously and is fruitful in good works--it is active in good works
because it is genuine faith. The believer need not at all be exhorted to do
good works, his faith does them_automatically. The believer engages in
good works, not from a sense of duty, in return for the forgiveness of his
sins but chiefly because he cannot help doing them. It is altogether
impossible that genuine faith should not break forth from the believers heart
in works of love.’

The inefficiency of a faith that fails to work by love is not due to a lack of
love, but to the fact that it is not real, honest faith. Love must not be added to
faith, but grow out of it---a fruitful tree does not produce fruit by somebody’s
order , but because, while there is vitality in it and it is not dried up, it must
produce fruit spontaneously. Faith is such a tree, it proves its vitality by
bearing fruit. It is withered when it fails to bring forth fruit. The sun, likewise,
need not be told to shine, it will continue shining till Judgment Day without
anyone'’s issuing orders to do it! Faith is such a sun.

Again, | read: Faith in Christ alone justifies, alone fulfills the Law, alone
does good works, without the Law. It is true that after justification good
works follow spontaneously, without the Law, i.e. without the help or
coercion of the Law. In brief, the Law is neither useful nor necessary for
justification, nor for any good works, much less for salvation.” (Underlining
is Pastor Schulz's emphasis).

Pastor Schulz concludes by asking for two things. First he wants a
‘written statement in regard to the proper way to teach and apply the Third
Use of the Law, which may be read to the disturbed members of my




congregation.” Secondly, “and, will you please, after a careful study of the
true use of the Law according to Scriptures and the Lutheran Confessions,
and after a complete and thorough review of the two Manuals mentioned in
my memorial, report your complete findings as soon as possible.”

Referring to Addendum #15, in the Minutes of the Conference of
Presidents, dated December 6 and 7, 1966, a consensus is crystalizing
among the members. “One received the impression that Pastor Schulz was
not ready to accept the fact that the Third Use of the Law could give positive
direction. Throughout his explanations one also seemed to sense a failure
on the part of Pastor Schulz to be clear about the fact that the regenerate
child of God, as he appears in this life, always has an “Old Adam” and that
one must speak of him and to him as a person who is both Old Man and
New Man.”

The minutes conclude by saying, “It was the consensus of those still
present at the close of the meeting that some of the statements in the
Manual may appear objectionable to Pastor Schulz because it seemed that
Pastor Schulz was not ready to accept what is taught about the Third Use of
the Law in Scripture and the Lutheran Confessions, especially in this point
that the Christian is to be guided and instructed in his sanctification by the
spiritual meaning of the moral law as is done, for example, in the
evangelical admonitions of the epistles.”

In his letter to the Conference of Presidents dated January 10, 1967,
Pastor Schulz seals his fate. He begins by saying, “I can only declare, that it
again cries out to high heaven, as to how “fair” and “objective” the
Conference of Presidents really is.” He proceeds by saying, “Am | to
conclude from the first paragraph on page 3 that it is “a fact that the Third
Use of the Law could give positive directions?”

Referring to Addendum #17, a letter dated February 3, 1967, the
Conference of Presidents under the pen of Pres. Naumann wrote to Pastor
Schulz. “The Praesidium of our Synod had an opportunity to discuss these
matters again last Tuesday. We want to emphasize that, especially , in the
light of your January 10 letter you leave us no choice but to support the
conviction of President Fritze, who has dealt with you in this matter much
longer than we have, that you are not in doctrinal agreement with the
Wisconsin Synod on the Third Use of the Law”. A consensus has been
reached. But note how in future correspondence, the C.O.P. still holds to the
possibility that Pastor Schulz will embrace the teachings of Scripture and
the Confessions on the Third Use of the Law.

You will recall that this writer was shocked over Pastor Schulz’s “My
Statement”, dated December 6, 1966 (Addendum #14). It was as if the
letter were written by a different person. As it turns out, it was in spirit. Mr.
Robert Lang Jr., an elder from St. James accompanied Pastor Schulz to the
meeting with the C.O.P. on December 6-7, 1966. On June 16, 1967, six



families petitioned St. James for a peaceful release of their membership,
due to the entire conflict. Mr. Robert Lang Jr's. was one of those families.

Referring to Addendum #18, Pastor Schulz wrote a letter to the C.O.P,
dated July 11, 1967,entitled “A Confession”. “Since Pres. Naumann in his
letter dated Feb. 3, 1967, asks: ‘Pastor Schulz, just what was the purpose of
your opening statement?’ Here is the answer! Bob Lang'’s view was that
because of the animosity which he felt had already been created by prior
incidents and the exchanges of bitter correspondence, Pastor Schulz would
have a much better chance to present his views and get a fair and unbiased
opinion if he were to enter the meeting in the spirit of humility seeking
counsel, rather than with righteous indignation demanding action,
examinations of his charges, proof or disproof from the Scriptures, etc.

Accepting Bob Lang's judgment and yielding to his suggestions, I--
contrary to my own personal views--wrote the statements, to which
references are made in the ‘pertinent quotations’. | therefore now readily
confess, that the ‘pertinent quotations’, on which you have pounced with
apparent great satisfaction, were but a false showing of humility, hopefully
thus to create in the C.O.P. a willingness to comply with my request for
clarification of the two divergent teachings of the Third Use of the Law.

Obviously, this whole plan of procedure fell flat on its face. Therefore, |
herewith retract all insincere statements in ‘My Statement’ concerning my
confusion in this vital matter of doctrine and ask for your forgiveness for
resorting to such tactics in trying to achieve a desired goal.”

The report to the Synod convention was finished. The door was left open
for any relevant material that might change the minds of the C.O.P.
Remember, that is why the report was not published in “BORAM”. This
confession must have confirmed in the minds of the C.O.P. that their
decision was indeed a correct one. To the charge of false doctrine on the
part of Pastor Schulz may now be added lies and false humility.

Additionally, one must doubt the sincerity of the confession itself. Listen
to what Pastor Schulz says. “In my opinion, the fault was not entirely mine,
that [ was not able to make myself understood! The fault to a great extent
was on the side of the the members of the C.O.P.” In other words, THEY
MADE ME DO IT! How sad!

After the Synod in Convention had referred the whole matter back to the
Nebraska District, the Nebraska District Praesidium held a meeting with
Pastor Schulz in Fort Morgan, Colorado, on August 30-31, 1967. The
minutes of that meeting constitute Addendum #19. During this meeting,
Pastor Free, First V.P. of the Nebraska District, questioned Pastor Schulz
intensely.

“A difference arises when Pastor Schulz says that he feels using the word
‘guide’ as a verb ascribes some activity, some power to it, which the Law
does not have. Pastor Free does not feel that using the word ‘guide’ as a



verb ascribes any power to it, and that he always teaches only the Gospel
has power to produce.

Pres. Fritze asks members for their impressions of the morning’s
meeting. Pastor Free states that the difficulty has not been resolved and
that Schulz should now be suspended, that he has been ready to suspend
for some time. Pastor Meyer agrees. He believes Schulz is confused on the
1st and 3rd uses of the Law, and also confuses Law and Gospel. Pastor
Wietzke feels much was accomplished---and action at this time is
premature.”

Pastor Schulz also states his objections to Prof. Schuetze's paper on “A
Christian and the Law” in the WLQ, Vol:61:4, Oct. 1964 and to Prof.
Gawrisch's articles in the Northwestern Lutheran, dated August 6 and
September 3, 1967. At the bottom of page 292 and the top of page 293 in
the WLQ, Prof. Schuetze says: “.....Law is thought of as to its content, the will
of God.” “Schulz says the Confessions state that the Law always coerces.”
S0 we ask:

Question #7:  Does the Law always coerce and accuse?

When Paul wrote to Timothy that the Law is for the lawless and
disobedient, he was teaching the curbing effect of the Law upon the lawless
and the Christian, inasmuch as he is flesh. When the Law cries “stop” to
anyone who insists on doing the forbidden or leaving the commanded
undone, it curbs the coarse outbursts of sin and simultaneously accuses
the doer or the one who leaves undone.

When the law, Ro. 3:20 and 7:7, brings the sinner to the personal
knowledge that he has sinned, it functions as a mirror, but again
simultaneously accuses the sinner.

When the Law serves as a guide or a map to the Christian, because of
his flesh, Ps. 119:9, it again simultaneously accuses him, for if there were no
deviation from the Law in the new life of the Christian, there would be no
need whatsoever for a guide or a rule. So it is that when the Law functions
as a curb, mirror, and rule, it always accuses and condemns. To say that the
Law only accuses would be to deny the functions evident in the passages
cited.

Concerning Prof. Gawrisch'’s articles in the Northwestern Lutheran,
Pastor Schulz is much more critical. But we must remember that Pastor
Schulz made this comment about Prof. Gawrisch when he was asked in
these minutes whether Prof. Gawrisch and Pastor Fischer’s trip to Colorado
was beneficial for him. “Pastor Schulz stated that the visit did not help for
Pastor Fischer still says the Third Use of the Law is the most important use
for the Christian, and that Prof. Gawrisch was involved in the revision of the
Kindergarten Manual and naturally defends it.”



The outcome of the meeting was that “President Fritze suggests that
perhaps we ought to draw up charges against Schulz, documenting his
false teachings. Then meet again in, say, two weeks and present them to
Schulz in person. A sub-committee could meet and work on this in the
meantime. This would also give the opportunity to further evaluate what we
heard today.”

IV. WHAT DO SCRIPTURE AND THE CONFESSIONS SAY CONCERNING
THIS STATUS CONTROVERSIAE?

Since the controversy centered around the Christian and the Third Use of
the Law, we will not consider the Law as it pertains solely to the .
unregenerate person, nor will we consider the Christian as he will appear in
eternity. Instead, we will briefly look at the Christian as a saint and sinner at
one and the same time.

When we speak of the Christian as a New Man, as a born again Christian,
the Christian is completely free from the Law. “We also know that the law is
made not for the righteous” (1 Tm.1:9). “It is for freedom that Christ has set
us free. Stand firm, then, and do not let yourselves be burdened again by a
yoke of slavery”’(Gal.5:1). “But if you are led by the Spirit, you are not under
the law” (Gal.5:18). So we see that the Christian as a New Man is outside of
the sphere of the Law's demands, threats, and coercion. The reason is that
he delights in and wants to do the very things the Law, that is, God'’s
revealed will, calls for. He loves God with all his heart, soul, and mind, and
he loves his neighbor as himself. By this love, the Law is perfectly fulfilled.

The Formula of Concord says, “The truly believing and truly converted to
God and justified Christians are liberated and made free from the curse of
the Law” (S.D. V1,4). Referring to 1 Tm. 1:9, it says, “ But the meaning of St.
Paul is that the Law cannot burden with its curse those who have been
reconciled to God through Christ; nor must it vex the regenerate with its
coercion, because they have pleasure in God's Law after the inner man”
(S.D. V1,5). But while the Formula of Concord states that the regenerate,
born again Christian as far as his New Man is concerned is never under the
Law, it states that Christians “should daily exercise themselves in the Law of
the Lord” (S.D. VI, 4). Since this will of God is not a coercive force, not a
threat, we may say that the New Man in the Christian is not under the Law,
but conducts himself in the Law. He doesn't need to be told what the will of
God is, for his renewed will conforms completely to the will of God.
Therefore we may say that the regenerate, born again Christian, in so far
as his New Man is concerned, needs no law whatsoever; no curb or club to
restrain him from coarse outbursts of sin, no mirror to show him his sins, not
even the Law as a guide, for he knows God's will and conforms to it




perfectly.

However, such a person does not exist here on this earth. The writer
stated earlier that such a Christian will exist only in eternity with his heavenly
Father. The Christian that does exist here on this earth is never completely
new man, nor is he entirely regenerate. The_Formula of Concord states,
“However, believers are not renewed in this life perfectly or completely; for
although their sin is covered by the perfect obedience of Christ, so that it is
not imputed to believers for condemnation, and also the mortification of the
Old Adam and the renewal in the spirit of their mind is begun through the
Holy Ghost, nevertheless the Old Adam clings to them still in their nature
and all its internal and external powers” (S.D. VI, 7).

It is because of the Christian’s Old Adam that he does not fully know what
God really wants of him. The Formula reads: “So, too, this doctrine of the
Law is needful for believers, in order that they may not hit upon a holiness
and devotion of their own, and under the pretext of the Spirit of God set up a
self chosen worship, without God’s Word and command, as it is written in
Deuteronomy 18:8, 18, 32---" (S.D. VI, 20).

The Christian in so far as he is New Man wants to serve God and do
entirely what is according to God’s will. But because he still is also flesh, he
doesn’t know this will perfectly. It is the Law, serving as a guide to the
Christian because of his still imperfect knowledge of God’s will, that must
instruct the Christian. This is called the Third Use of the Law. There are no
threats connected with this use of the Law, no coercion, because only the
content of the Law comes into consideration. The content of the Law is
God’s will. As Christians, we need to know this, if our works are to be God-
pleasing. The Formula of Concord in Article IV, “Of Good Works” puts it this
way, “And that truly good works are not those which every one contrives
himself from a good intention, or which are done according to the traditions
of men, but those which God himself has prescribed and commanded in his
Word” (S.D. IV, 7).

Where does the Christian get the power to do God'’s will? Here again, the
Formula is very clear on the question. “For the Law says indeed that it is
God's will and command that we should walk in a new life, but it does not
give the power and ability to begin and do it" (S.D. VI,11). Continuing, the
Formula gives us the answer to our question. “But the Holy Ghost, who is
given and received, not through the Law, but through the preaching of the
Gospel, Galatians 3:14, renews the heart. Thereafter the Holy Ghost
employs the Law so as to teach the regenerate from it, and to point out and
show them in the Ten Commandments what is the acceptable will of God”
(S.D. VI, 11,12).

Only through the Gospel does God impart to us the new heart which
desires to do God’s will. Only through the Gospel do we receive the power
and strength even to begin to follow it. Our Old Adam will always try to




misguide us. And because we still have that old flesh clinging to us, we will
try to do works that do not conform to God's will. Therefore, the Holy Spirit
instructs us more perfectly through the Law.

So far we have discussed the New Man in the Christian and the Old Man
and the New Man in the Christian. But we must remember that it is the Old
Man in the Christian that makes the preaching of the Law necessary.There
is no difference between the flesh of the regenerate Christian and the flesh
of the unregenerate person. The Formula calls this Old Adam “an
intractable, refractory ass” (S.D. VI, 24). Asses or mules are stubborn
animals and must be coerced and whipped in order to do work. Paul in Ro. 7
says this about his “intractable, refractory ass”: “I know that nothing good
lives in me, that is, in my sinful nature.For | have the desire to do what is
good, but | cannot carry it out. For what | do is not the good | want to do; no,
the evil | do not want to do--this | keep on doing. Now if | do what | do not
want to do, it is no longer | who does it, but it is sin living in me that does it”
(vv.18-20). The Formula says, “But as far as the Old Adam is concerned,
which still clings to them, he must be driven not only with the Law, but also
with punishments; nevertheless, he does everything against his will and
under coercion, no less than the godless are driven and held in obedience
by the threats of the Law” (S.D. VI,19). As far as the Old Adam in the
Christian is concerned, he needs the Law for the same reason that the
unregenerate who is all flesh needs it. Threats, coercion, and punishments
are the only language that this beast knows.

Just as it is impossible to separate the Christian into two distinct parts
because the two are always present together, so also the three uses of the
Law are really one Law. We can not separate the one from the other. To this
statement the_Formula says, “But the Law of God prescribes to believers
good works in this way, that it shows and indicates at the same time, asin a
mirror, that in this life they are still imperfect and impure in us” (S.D. VI, 21).
Even while the Law is instructing the Christian in what is pleasing to God,
thus serving as a guide, it at the same time is revealing sin. If the Christian
as a whole, as saint and sinner at the same time, is to be served, the Law in
all its functions must be at work.

The simultaneous use of the Law in its various functions becomes
evident also from Luther’s treatment of the commandments. In his Large
Catechism, he states, “Thus we have the Ten Commandments, a compend
of divine doctrine, as to what we are to do in order that our whole life may be
pleasing to God, and the true fountain and channel from and in which
everything must arise and flow that is to be a good work, so that outside of
the Ten Commandments no work or thing can be good or pleasing to God,
however great or precious it be in the eyes of the world” (C.M. I, 311). At the
same time he points out the necessity of the Law as a mirror at the end of
the 9th and 10th commandments when he writes, “So that this




commandment will remain, like all the rest, one that will constantly accuse
us and show how godly we are in the sight of God!” (C.M. I, 310).

Therefore we may say in summary that in so far as the Christian is a New
Man, he does not need the Law in any of its three uses. He does not need to
be coerced, threatened, or punished. He delights in doing the will of God
which has been created in him through the washing and rebirth
accomplished by the Holy Spirit. But since the Christian in this world is never
free from his Old Adam, we must look at the Christian as both saint and
sinner. Since the Christian still has the Old Adam, and since he is not
perfectly renewed, and since he does not know God’s will perfectly, he
needs to be instructed by the Holy Spirit through God’s Law as to what
works will be pleasing to God as fruits of his faith. Additionally, he will need
the Law as a curb to check his coarse outbursts of sin, and he will need to
see himself in the mirror of God’s law as one whose righteousness apart
from the robe of Christ’s righteousness is like a filthy, scummy rag. He
needs God’s law to work repentance in him, that is a conviction and
consciousness of his sins, accompanied by contrition and confession, so
that he is driven to the grace and mercy of God in Christ Jesus.

V. WHAT WAS THE OUTCOME OF THE CONTROVERSY?

On December 5, 1967, two days before the anniversary of Pearl
Harbor Day, the torpedo of the Nebraska District Praesidium was
unleashed on Pastor Schulz. Referring to Addendum #20, Pastor Schulz
was suspended from synodical fellowship by Pastor Hugo Fritze, President
of the Nebraska District, in concurrence with both Vice-Presidents and the
Visiting Elder of the Colorado Conference. What a painful, heart wrenching
decision that must have been for those men, especially for President Fritze,
who was a classmate of Herold Schulz.

Pastor Schulz appealed to the Synod his suspension from synodical
fellowship which was upheld in July, 1970, by the Nebraska District. The
minutes of the 41st Biennial Convention of the Wisconsin Evangelical
Lutheran Synod assembled at Northwestern College on August 4 to 11,
1971, resolved:

a) “That this committee supports the action of the officials of the
Nebraska District, and the Nebraska District itself, in suspending Pastor
Schulz: and

b) declares that his appeal (that his suspension was not in accord with
Article Il and Article IlI of the Synodical Constitution) is without warrant and
justification; and

c) recommends that the suspension of Pastor Schulz again be upheld
for the reasons previously stated.”

VI. WHAT WAS THE FALLOUT EFFECT?



The last official piece of correspondence in the files of this stormy
controversy concerning Pastor Herold Schulz’s error on the Third Use of
the Law came from Clarence Forslund, Secretary of St. James Ev. Lutheran
. Church in Golden, Colorado. “We hereby notify you that our congregation at
the special meeting of December 10, 1967, voted to withdraw its
membership from the Wisconsin Ev. Lutheran Synod. The voting results
were: 24 for; 1 against; and 2 abstaining.” Additionally, the Christian Day
School at St. James in Golden, Colorado was closed.

Unfortunately, the controversy did not stop here.We read from the
Proceedings of the 28th Biennial Convention of the Nebraska District of the
Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod assembled at St. Paul Ev. Lutheran
Church, Norfolk, Nebraska, on June 20-22, 1972.

“WHEREAS: you, Pastor James F. Koch of Mount Olive Ev. Luth. Ch.,
Colorado Springs, Colorado, lodged a formal protest against the Nebraska
District Praesidium for the unscriptural suspension of Rev. Herold Schulz on
December 4, 1967, and against the delegates to the Nebraska District
Convention in July ,1970, and the delegates to the Wisconsin Evangelical
Lutheran Synod at the 41st Biennial Convention on August 10, 1971, for the
unscriptural upholding of that suspension, and have not withdrawn the
protest nor given scriptural proof of the charges in the protest, and
WHEREAS: you have persistently advocated and defended Pastor Schulz's
error regarding the Third Use of the Law, proving yourself thereby to be a
false teacher (Romans 16:17, Matthew 7:15-16), and ----

THEREFORE, I, Pastor Gerald E. Free, President of the Nebraska District,
Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod, with the concurrence of the two
Vice Presidents of the Nebraska District, have no other recourse on the
basis of the Holy Scriptures but to suspend you, Pastor James F. Koch, from
the synodical fellowship (cf. Article VI, section 1, paragraph f ).

Two pastors, one church and one Christian Day School were the victims
of this pernicious error. Unfortunately, that was not the end of the fallout
effect. We read from the Proceedings of the 29th Biennial Convention of the
Nebraska District of the Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod assembled
at St. Paul Ev. Luth. Ch., Plymouth, Nebraska, June 18-20, 1974. “On July
10, 1972, Mt. QOlive Ev. Luth. Ch. of Colorado Springs, Colorado, by virtue of
their majority vote to retain James F. Koch as their pastor, thereby declared
that they were in full agreement with the false doctrine of their pastor for
which he was suspended from synodical fellowship. ---1, as president of the
Nebraska District, W.E.L.S., with the concurrence of the two vice presidents,
had no recourse on the basis of Holy Scripture but to suspend Mount Olive
Ev. Luth. Ch. of Colorado Springs, Colorado, from synodical fellowship.”

Mount Olive appealed the suspension and on April 30, 1973, at a special
Nebraska District Delegate Convention, Pastor Roger Vomhof, secretary of
the district Commission of Review presented the following recommendtion



“That the District Delegate Convention concur in and uphold the
suspension of Mount Olive Evangelical Lutheran Congregation of Colorado
Springs, Colorado, from the Synodical fellowship on the basis of the Holy
Scriptures and the Synod and district Constitutions.” The recommendation
was adopted without a dissenting vote. The final tally of the fallout effect
included two pastors, two congregations, and one Christian Day School.
The devil must have rejoiced in hell over the scattering of the Lord’s sheep.

VII. WHAT LESSONS CAN WE LEARN FROM THIS STATUS

CONTROVERSIAE?

A. Isolate the controversy as soon as possible.

B. Define the terms clearly and in writing.

C. Do not let the personalities of the players cloud the issues
concerning the controversies.

D. Those people who are entrusted with the doctrinal content and
review of synodical publications must be absolutely certain that
no false doctrine or doubtful wording is included in such publica-
tions. If after publication, either element is found in such a publica-
tion, remove the objectionable publication immediately.

E. Strive to remove polemics from the discussions.

F. Do not let the controversy drag out for a long period of time, if at all
possible.

G. Insulate the rest of the brothers and the lay people from the
controversy through proper education at the district level, as well as
through official synodical publications.
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0 T 0 /fLJ LOL 20th St.

Golden, Colo,
S May 9, 1962.
.. Mr. A. F, Fehlauer
" Board of Education - Wis. Syhod

3612 W. North Ave., :

Milwaukee 8, Wisconsin. -

‘-tTo'm"xom ItA‘Kay Concern:

, I received my May copy of the Lutheran Educator. On page 24 we read:
" "The Kindergarten Manual for Lutheran Schools has been well received by our
" kindergarten teachers, etc. ™ : o . ’ ‘
~ . Our principal also ordered this ¥anual for our school. But it has not
been well received. We were somewhat dumbfounded to read soms obvious mistakes
in ths telling of the Bible stories in simple language; . e. g. on page 33:
"The first thing He made was light - - next Cod made the sky; then the waters - ¢
". on page36: “Hé thought of a plan for all'to get %o heaven"; the use of the
- word *some® at the bottom of ‘page 37; on page 39: "When we love and trust in
Jesus, we have forgiveness of sins," . ' :
These statements, however; may be corrected and properly explained by the
teabhers. - BUT THE WAY IT IS SUGGESTED to teach the commandments to the L and
5 year old children is MOST SHOCKING indesd! Ws have become accustomed to expect
this from other sources; but not from our men who are responsible for this’
Manuell ' < . : : '
The stage is set on page 30: "After the Overview of Bible Stories, etc.™
~ Then on page Ll comes the climax: “There are esome rules or commandments He has
; written there which tell us kew what He wants us to do. The following discussions
ars offered as suggestions to the teacher. They are intended to give the child
an idea of how he can show his love for His Savior. The study of the commandments
as a mirror and curb may be left for his future years of schooling.?

From this point of view on the "Wamal® is very consistent. The commandments
are referred to as "the third rule", “God's fourth rule," "In His fifth rule®;
and the applications to the child are in line with this "rule™ concept. The child
‘is to learn: "We can't do it alons, but He will help us™ (- bottom of page Ll ),

, . 'Orlcoursel, the Bibla stories alss are to bq applied to the child in harmony
with this'ruls idea - 8speclally the stories of. Bamie2 Daniel and of the 12 year
old Jesys in the Temple, < (by now we are ready to explodel) ’
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cwoodre young minds not ‘to know of sin and grate? -Does God exempt little
children from the trtith: "By the Law is'the knowledge of sin? Is a 5 year old
“to0 young to.hear and énjoy the GOSPEL of ths 12-yr old Jesus in the Temple?
¥ust he wait until he 18.0ld enough to be in the pastor's confirmation class?
Can't we remain avangelical - must we according to' human wisdom, - but con-
trary to God's Word - determine at what age the commandments are to be taught
~ as ruls, mirror, and curb? - - [T ‘ '
SR ~'nItv" iz obvious that much of the suggested peligious materisl in this S
- "Manual® is inconsistent with our 2inistry of the Gospel, and therefore very =~ R
- .dangerous in the hands of naive teachers. ~This may.seem to bs & harsh jJudgment,
) but. before resenting 1t, pleass make an homest self-examination} LT R
R C "~ Respectfully subtmitted,

. : . ] Merold A.VS‘c—kiulz, past.or.. "
: 4
/bué;)/4{74an4ié});§L4L1”£2a4~4—.C}AL_r,a«¢L¢¢)e,fi:;Zif::::tzzizi:;y
‘}

Joend UL 1 een bl Aoty




June 15,

iivﬁéstor Herold A. Schulz
“ 401 20th Street
Golden, Colorado

 Uear Pastor Schulz,

ijur letter criticizing the ""Kindergarten Manual for Lutheran S:hools'' has been
_thoroughly discussed by the Executive Committee of the Board of Educzation.

Un your letter you speak of some obvious mistakes in the telling of the Bible
‘storjes. It is not clear to us what your objections are on pages 36 and 35.
" Some of the language of the manual may seem a little strange in places but
" that may be due to our inability to properly put ourselves at the level of
- these little children. ''Some' on pagz 37 might be changed to ''many." We could
not understand your ob_eztions to '"Hz thought of a plan for all to gzt to
heaven'' (36) and "When we love and trust in Jesus we have forgiveness of sins."
(39) The latter puts no condition on our forgiveness - not "if"" but ''when,"
‘Are not these statements true in the way they are being used in the manual?

Your most serious objection is in the maneer in which the commandments are
presented to the little ones. Ve did find that the statement: ''The study
of the commandments as a mirror and a curb may be left for his future yesars
of schooling'' (41) is not a correct one. This sentence is being dropped
and we thank you for bringing it to our attention.

We cannot, however, agrez with your objeztions to the emphasis on the teaching
of tha Law according to its third use. This is employed by Luther throughout
his explanations of the Tan Commandments' ''We should fear and love God et<,'
This is the way our Gausewitz Catechizm teaches it. Thare we find the :zommand-
ments introducad with thess two questions: ''What does God want to impress upon
us with the words: 'l eam tha Lord thy God?'' and ''why does God espscially im-
press upon us that He lcves us before giving us His commandments?'' This is

the evangelical way of tesaching the Lew to those called by the Gospel.

If these were children who had not been baptized into Christ and have put on
Christ, there could be only one purpose for teaching them the Law - to show
them their sins., But these are regsnerate children of God. They have come
to know the Lord Jesus as their Savior and now love Him who first lovsd them.
The Law then is used to direct them to show that love for their Savior. Ve
must remember that they are lost and zondemned creatures who have bzen pur-
chased with the holy, prezious blood of Christ. We must remember that these
children in our Lutheran Kindergartzn are the children of God. O0Only then can
we teach them the Word of God aright. T

This does not in any way imply that we are now to ignore the other usess of the
Law in our teaching. There will be occasions when we will primarily make use

of the Law as a mirror. At no time can we teazh the alaw as a rule without, at
the same time, teaching the othar Uses. The Manual does not ignora the first
use: ''at five years they are ready, and should learn that they are sinners who
"are in trouble because of their wrongdoing.'' (31) A careful analysis of the
teaching of the commandments in the Manual will bear this out. Rafer to page 45.




We stand on Scriptural ground for such teaching of the Law. Jesus' cermon on
the Mount was not Erimarilx the first use of the Law but the third, teaching a
life of sanctification to those disciples who already believed on Him. However,
to the impenitent we hear His constant rebuke: 'y hypocrites.' This was done
to show the Pharisees their sin and not to teach them how to live. It does

make a difference in our teaching of the Law to whom it is directed. Are we
teaching the regenerate or the unregencrate?

Again, we are not to teach the commandments as A GUIDE TO THE EXCLUSION OF ITS
USE AS A CURB AND A MIRROR. A proper teaching of the commandments includes all
three. But our purpose in teaching the little ones both Law and Gospel is to
make them joyful and thankful children of God. This, we believe, the Manual
carries out, '

The teaching of the Bible stories may be approached in any of a number of
different ways. The story of the 12 year old Jesus in the tenple may be taught
to show how He fulfilled the Law for us, but it is also correctly taught in the
Manual. You do not suppose there is only ome way to approach a Bible sbobry or
only one theme for a text, unless the Scriptures so state?

One must despair of his own wisdom and ability and agree with what Luther says
on the matter: "Without the Holy Spirit it is impossible rightly to divide
Law and Gospel. | experienced it in my own case, also daily observe it in
others, how difficult it is to separate the doctrine of the Law from that of
the Gospel. The Holy Ghost must hers be pedagog and teacher, or no man on
earth will ever hava the knack of it or be able to teach it..... The theory

is easy; quickly we can explain how the Law is another Word and doctrine than
the Gospel; but to divide them in practice and to apply the art to life, that
is trouble and toil.," (St. Louls [X: 802,806ff.)

We hope that this will relieve your fzars as to the soundnass of the Manual.
In these last evil days we must remain vigilant and faithful watchmen on the
towers of Zion. '

¢incerely yours in Christ,

(pastor) William E. Fischer

WEF:elt

P.S. It was brought to our attention that you spoke of this matter at your
conference., We are, thersfore, sending a copy of this letter to its chairman,




Unlden, Jolorads.

/‘ZQDC/LJ)U/V #3 s . “lrc ¢O, *7)6,? L e

3 ,
llilivaukee, Wis. .
£ astor Will..am E. éiscber.'

s

. .ank you kindly ror your mply to UV criticism or t.he Kindergart,en
H‘omver, yOur lotter de':mnda a rat.har 1engtkv reply

.l

Yo adn:it that tho sg,at,amnt m tha e
as & 'mirror ‘and a curb may be left for his future years of scnooling,? is not "
orrect.: i You say that this ®sentence is belng dxopped. But you coze’ ‘right i
Jback: ‘with: - oWe camotb, however ag*eo iith ycmr objection to the c@has_.s on gha"”'
law acccrding to ita th*rd uset : DA , z ; e Gl

S e

nual, “’Phe zsi’.udjr of tho cozmandmenu""

dPlease, leta be a little cor)s;iatontf Fcr ez:amplé it I writa a sermon
n_a. uei‘inita thene, ‘the sermon naturally carries out that thems in'all ite = =
od in its ‘application. Now, somom informs me that my thems i not
gorz_‘ect and I sinq.ul.v ‘drop the t.h»ma. Yot 1 retain. the contents ‘of the sermon
ard maintain that it is: &1l correct, Tpben’ the’ dropping of the thems would be .
aningless: formality. 'Ihia is 8 fair illustration oL‘ you: statemnus

soncerning the Manuall' - -
/ *bhi’rd use of the Law, (N B in

Since 80 mchH e@haﬂls ia laid on “the
cks's Dogms IV, 20 we read: "d.aa Geseta Gottes - - hat = vornehmlich -

nec
den Zweck, die Suendan aufzudscken,: Verdamnis zu prediges®); ¥ou — in the
Yarnal = minimize the first and use of the law; and consequently on narny
-pages the tens of rsynerg‘m becomea moat pronomced, Pleaﬂe refer to some
cf these Bages: L '
- Page 393 “Sy Jsing it e giva the Holy "‘host a cha-re to maks our love
When we lov- and truat in Jrsus e Ham forgivumess of

arﬂ i;aith in Jesus Qrcr.

Pagt hl "if D tml;r want to, sy ‘the.nx yau" to Cod for being 80 good
t.o us, m'll keep on ‘tryirg to love Him. We: can't do it alcne, but He will help
"A11 we have to do is pray to Him and say, "I love you Lord I h"ow it isn't

2 enough please hslp ms lcve you more.” He/will help us.®
- Page L3: "Wa know thet we haven't kept tnis rule the way God would Uke

us” to, bpt that doesn't m&r#m'll atcp Lnrinu. - - He']_l belp us ﬂo be‘c.ter too,

'if bt only aslc Him,® .

S5 "page ‘L5t "Those are ‘no reasons to gtop trying to please Jcsua hOWFV(.‘I" -
- ...»urely then, He will help us to do the things He llkas., - :
. Page 723 "'could Daniel have decided the right way all by himselr? Ho. _
couldn't he have decided alone?* = - And reresd pages 72,73, hi B , B
“Fage Th: "God will help us, just as He helped Daniel. Ve will make R
C-od to help ua, it vdll be

-_nist.aka ““We will 8in every day, but when wa ask
easier ‘bo stay away from sin and do tbe right.®. " :
. Since the Manual does emphasize the third" usa, and obviOusldﬂ minimizos
be.‘rirut use of, the-Lew (leaving it t» future yaar of schooling) in its
_;Vehcplanations of the comnandments- and {ib its ‘application of many Bible stories, -
i+ And since it is. absolutoly necessary’ to stress the first use of the -
, at:_ 11 age level.s Lo sbor the med o£ R Savior a.nd t.hus prepare thﬂm for S
the power of’ the’ Gospel, ’ i -

It suro],y' is nct enoa h to drop tb&t om sen
be’ rem'itten]! s

\

‘,ence, _but :xmch of thc }Janua.l




uvf LR NOwW. fake & cloger oAy your def
an appeal boo Tuthere and Lo Ganae e:x,u‘w taeh
m:y% f’ twcmny the ;.w M '*m-w ::aLa.e.d r}r hm w:x;;x

t»acu the Lawm iy,

1 fear vkmr ywu m:\ m: far ir\ %:mfiwg w
r;fm caﬂ,ﬂi tm tne, [}ﬂsngl, i

:acq; to "t»h‘:m mma&

ra in the prowlsed. i‘*'en w Ahx'«al am) !

and hcw I bare you- R sagles’ wngﬁ, Cand brmght .
4 tl'u God, which have brought mnma out

myoell. Again He said to theni®I am the Lor
tof B ;m:t, ot of the house of bordages” Thid mraly waa an emngemaal WY
: those sans helisvers: %7, the Tord thy

“Bat Lols sune. ‘Oodslec said wrbo #:
'*mn a2 jedloug God.® . We algo know what ter rrifiing condibions P 7alled @t Ginal w
the Lord. degoended upen 1 in fipe M M know t,hfz'zwwmm y Saople when Ehi
Lord appears red ®in fire" and- spoke MU_ Llw:*r vmrd
‘calm "them with “the wordas YFear ne‘w for (64 e cong ;*:rwa:yea,“‘
pay be relore youp faced, that ye aln’ ot éfas this also n “wang&& ca.l"mxy?

.‘_,',I’m manual in follyowing, 1ta g evangel seal way,therﬂicm, sumes the right

Enf fpylads Btoo talk to. ﬁim @ne r'iffhm Wiy 3ri dpplats- “T«ﬂ'e o
3 Hb}a Book..~ th "rule®s Mo be G&hﬁf\il not bu huzt

SRR Ye& rad did-
].(thov wars balievs
unto the r,@;',*gﬂem

nvsry chanca ymx csm o hear Hi

ar;ron in any ways® : \
On the otha*' ' ful. - WOTRS

spoke“uxeaa words ,® “the- manimnm ‘&ra “not posi
good cordict, out dafinim Cfﬂ ERS ﬁﬁ mist be
oty (WThan.. ghalt Nota y-‘ He is g,i : mum 01. ﬁqeir )
- ginful natups and have the pé) : W tms, ard thm.,
thei_r condnet. 15 s“‘ynﬂ‘uﬂa.,;j
- Thaz*efam s 1e A
Galﬁ ,al/-—r.') aba,
0 Yew guobe UI‘GN*Z‘B" '-e‘m ghould i‘aar and

the. wmwelica}, way Lo teanh the law! Iet wa J.aa*re ;..,whw gmask Tor himself; lat him.
+h the word. fear He ayplaing: God iﬁ“ﬁ.-.dp? ng o punlagh all

- axplein what he means wil L2

7 4hat tran «4[,:*%% thaze m&““&ﬂ;}ﬁ!:?nb‘h Trerslore we ahould’ fear His wrati, and not 45

'.Mntra.r; ke tham,® large Catadnl ms he erphal ngs ‘*L«a.;.m alsc Sroxn thons
¢, Can this e

bl dpchie :
wercid, rmv m;#v"zr G in -aught Dl

Jmi,u,‘;r t’hﬂv e n*%es :

ed 48 wlh tho aa, Wﬁﬁ.@i"\uw

o r'la,n,‘.f‘md ag being’ ”#'Jaﬂml*f‘alu R
o ohnd finally, I do not e Aw*& yau are fvi’za .fa‘*f-;i'tsi Gavgewils r’}a‘.* sohisn
i_by omy r*ferrim to qnusdnm ?? mu ’91 Plea ;Q‘, b -Gy ,5‘12‘:6 o 3321
S éd\i : s :
10 prowed ,t ’Mpiam '“IL taeaa chil:imn who hwa noY Lcwﬂ !:s:a,;diw-'«‘ :‘"K-’w .
s ndergarten are the children ‘God, are ’

it .tfm pRildren. pri-our Lutheran X
- they have put-on the ey man, whlch after tod i r'mdtmd i) n*»wwms
. thean doeg uet nwf,.. ,,hwm gosallad Mrules? haug,

holiness, then min rew man 3

SRR & A “th dirsach it to show ita love Far tns Savier.? SThe Ylew Man in A o ¥y, 0L

o la alse rightesus. and noly, 'vjmﬁ ig the - t’umt onlig um.f, of the Holy Spir iha U
1d hag the’ same ginfal, r{eueﬂim ’

other hand. at tba age r.vf % fhe regefiersle. ohi
yits have, - Or {5 the Ol Adem more recey prive . wo toe Arilling of

. hdan, as W adisld - ,
“the @‘vu‘ss" of ﬂad at v‘f thm at 2 ? Is i“'!." rwre tﬂ}axw 2 hﬂi‘ *”z

HE

Wf‘&* “‘ﬁ *’T : b. ﬂ&,; vfj m
cv aﬁulba, tat to all agsss = o SR ' :
e BBub when nan is horn amw ‘z:sy tre Spi*it Df m:»d,, nd _m‘r\erawd fwm the Law,

that’ ’Ls 3 freed from wrp Ariver, and 18 1ed by the Spiriy of Chriz at, he lﬁgw a{;m*d:aw
1 16 BORN ANEW, .

to. the immutable w1y 8f God uo’ﬂ;"ia“d in the Law, and S FAR
i DO‘:.S m& n‘m*. 373 and leese a.ru- =

ING FROH & FREE, CHEERFUL SPIRITS.
TAW, BUT WORKS ‘arm FRULT OF THE éai“TEL.l‘u

) farr de. h&y have Deen bLox
: v sosrcion




am, which mast be cosrced to the

admenition, force, and thrudtsn ng

nishmant end tioubles - "

intractable, mfdc‘or'f ssg, 1s still part af th
obediencs of Chriat, not onhly by tue t,eacuin“
“of the Law, but also’ oftentimes by the club of pu ,
Grgwpor the Law says, ‘{ndeed that 4t 19 God‘s will ard commad that we should
mlk n'a new. life, but 1t doés not glve "the power and ability to begin and do it,
but’ ‘the foly Ghost, ‘who is given and raceimd KOT T{EOJGH THE LAN BUT, THROUGH THA -
PREACHING OF -THE. COSPEL; gal. 3, Ui, renows ths Loart. 1 ”herei‘ore tha Holy Ghéat
oyd ths  law g0 a3’ to ‘teach the regone"ate from ity = ‘- He emotta‘t),mm thereto,
0’ they ere’ ldlo" neglizent a.nd rebellicus in t{ﬂ.:s mat 33 Be xied” of tho

how cmlyou maintain yox ®The Law |
t love for the Savior . [ . BRI

theso statergents ’

1nhe i poldly mtate:”
Jof the Lavr." Tou refer‘ to Jeaus'~

4im and says Jegus sefmon ek the Mount was, ‘not ‘i rimarily the firgt use of tbe
bt the third, taac‘aing a 13fs of sanctlficat on to those disélples vzho S

maéy belicved on Riw,* T disagrae ‘witn that stabement.’ -
% Hed Jesus preached thig sermod in %an upper. ‘rodm® with' only his disciplea
you may. ‘have soms justifioation for your claim. But wlll you consider these
acta: 1. Matty 142255 Matti, ‘g3l ‘and Uatd T 28._ 2% The,intﬂ-nd.ed purposs of

ew in recording such k| comgletc wm.ary of 'bhis ‘3o o the readers of

ne .poople - to whm Jesus 'spoke were’ not ready £o" AT, and’ accept ‘aha presenta ion ¥
ne uoapel of God's Righteousness and full forzivensss in Christ. .Considering
T bagkgronnd and with the tsachings of. ‘the Scribes and’ ‘Pharisees. drr.mmed into -
gsus had to expound ‘end” apply the Law]. “But God-pleasing hely . living is HCT

IAW NO MATTER HOW FULLY AND T-‘CP.CE?ULLI P’“‘”'-NED;‘ it'is-'a- fruit .'produced

'by‘n-.eam of the power of _t.ha Gosppl. U AT
Jeaus xplained to &1L, to'his gisciples a2 wll ag tro t.he multitudes, what 1t
 to be &8 perfect a'—"xe Father 44 hieaven is penectl Therefore, in this- sarzon
ve much neaded 1{ght on’ the fuller ‘spiritual meaning of the soope oI ‘the Law, -
\pth.of car. ginful depaavity, afd bur despsrate need- of a right,eomness, S

Joh is a'ble to qualify us for the kingdom of heavern. (Mabt. “§120.) So don't - K

, .that you must Tind athex "Scriptural grcunds Lor,suchf .,ea.ch.ng of tbe -

at a;;peara in tho }lamal?

You also claim utmt “"'ho.: B ble s“‘ories may‘ be anpm&cb d
ny-bg }'_‘ mmbsr f’differen’c mya. | P

I 1(1.11 conccde tha hc teach.rga of a Bible stor'y may'be 2 "oe,ched in
different ways. ' Lets use. the 'sbiry of the 12 year cld Jesus ‘.Ln%e Tempis.a - ‘
i“gurely may have a diffev'ent “approach when ‘speaking to pa.rants, or to chilqren,
.0 aqhars and preac era.‘f But. when wo: do ‘teach this. atory. to. balieving parents,
hea.rt, of the” lesaon must alrmys be, the same 1 the good
’@-b\my being about the Father's vadinsos:

“story 13 applied in tbeuama}. to the 5T ¢
" the law is amphaaiwd “the first use ‘{5 brietly T
laimed, I can't: imgirie that ‘8 razthful ’oeacl*er
s 1ine of thought in’ the ! 1'g proposed U

{intberan schpol for. tha :(‘ira_'  ha
a8 its savior: and now lo

bheir 5a° ';(Iroa ycu.r hbter)
s itself 11 for that purpcese, 2

( -child cama.to I.ndergarte’ it ha {
y fulifilled the Lay for ua,t ‘now a.new approsch. ie
usa of. the Lmr. , Srh.s ‘first us of ‘tbo vLmr’r“s;nd. tba«(lospel b




/

. i
SO LA - st Forncidl

Csoma fasvars yoard ol Gl ¥
/AR The Ly way any Jible story is Lo te taughts that i¢ rings wiid the glad nev
. ltras’ Jesus is ths favicT. Wno wouid think 28 tesching any story of the BEilla oroa time
as law and at another time ag Jospal? In overy lesson (not in a routine, recdinical
naj)'wé are Lo preach the Lax as a mirror saowing aa our sin - the Gospsal wita its
tall joy and somford - and.thernafter the law as a ruls to. guids the sinful flzsh/.

T am sure that the g year old crnild needs 3¢ nsar the Cospel in ZVERY lesson, and

e
raivices Lo haar, agatn and again, that ticugh ha may act as a 1litile devil in church

and ab homs —- yot chnuSa‘Jesus sat still in churcn, gladly heard and lsarned the Word
of'God_aﬁdrébéycd dia parents, God counts him now as one of hia-little angels.

Theough tais Gospel the Hely Solrit produces in him dlg works and His fraits, which
are pleasing to God, Thers. can e no piscexeal nethod of teacaing Bible storisa.

Bow cun you then cliimi ®hut {t is 2lss corvestly taught in tha Mamal?® ;

-

If your defensa’of the lmual shall stand in the 1ight of this offered
eriticism, then I mst relactantly admit that I 4ot realizs how more and more
" aeavars of our Synod cam fully approvs ths Lutheran-Pioomersl . 7n--
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Since I did tring thiz matter to the attention of our Mebr. Dist. Fastoral
Conference, asd since you have sant a copy of your letter to me to the
- ¢hairman, I bslisve that.it is only proper that he also receives a ctpy of
this latser. 2 o e o R o :
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2 péar Brethren, /ZLEﬂ7E5AﬁIDC/777 = %/

s 1 am very sorry, that - due to my inability to make mysa]r clear -

1 fa:led so miserably to convay to each of ycu the serious- ~objection | have to

"portions of tha Teachers® Manual and the Kindergarten Manual. Hay | make anotner

. attempt to do so. Maybe, if | let others do the speaking fer me, | may have better
sUCC235. .

i quote from Stoeckhawrdt's Law and Gospel: Uis |T realiy so that
beleevers need the doctrine of the Law for their good works, being unabie to find
the right way and erring in darkness without such:doctrine? True, the Law is 'a

rule and standard of a godiy }ife,'' However, our Confession cleaf!¥ teaches
" that believers, because of the 0ld Adam, which still clings to them,' and "because
~they are not renewed in this life perfectly or curplytely,Q,stili need ''the docirire
of the Law.” 1t teaches that if in their nature they were entiraiy free from sin,
they would nsed sbsoluialy no Law, that they wouid without any instruction of the
- baw do what they are in duty bound to do according to God’s wili., Hence the Law is
1 : Fuie and standard for the wall of the regenerate In so far as they have nct been born
“ | aqain, in so far as they stjiil have fiesh and are flesh. A Christian, in so far as
he is born again, is driven by the Holy CnOftg uncm he has receivzd in the fospel.
Therefore he dees wiilingly Without coercion, of his free will, what is nieaJIng Lo
i tha sun, moon, and all the constellations of heaven of themseives gleam
ted, complete their regular course. Thus the good works of the Christ-
t of the Spirit, fruits which grow of themselves. But the Spirit of God,
who governs the children of Ged in what they do or co not do, ,crtatniv knows of fi:
self the gcod awd gracious will of God and needs no tesching, no Instructions, re
[ith
o)

guides and directs and drives according to His mind and will, and that is Ged's
and will, and thus ieads us into :tha iand of uprightness and teaches us {0 ¢o acc
ing to Poé" good pleasure. #e is the $pirit of prayer, a Spirit of joy and antlu
ness, a Spiv n Lo

= W

{t of corracticn and fear of the Lord. A Christian, therefore, ir
far as ha is the temple of the Holy Shost, in so far as the Spirit of God has
rocm within him, waiks in paths of uprightness, iives in the Law the will of
knows desiras, and does what fod wants, "without any teaching of the Law.'' {t
underiining for emphasis is mina - Ha,,dc
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hold that this truth, that the Christian lives in the lLaw without .
any;tﬂachcna of the Law, is clearly tauoht in the Bible. When | here =peak of a
hristian'', t; of course, mean a born-again child of Ged, <f John 3:9.;

Also c¢f. ghe following passages:
1 John 2:20: "But ffe have an unction from the Holy Ore, and ya know all things.”

’1i1 John 2:27: PBut the ancinting which ye have received of him abldeth in you,
w and ye need not that any man teach you.! :

:John 6:45: “*and they shall be all taught of God.' (also Is. 54:13);

fl "hessv 4:8.9: %who hath alsc given unto us his holy Spirit; But as touching
brotherly love ye need not that ! write unto you: fTor ye yourselves
are taught of God to leve one ancther."

Y
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obir. 8:10: "l will put my laws into their mind, and write them in their
“‘ hearts - and thay shall not teach every man his neighbor - '
(also Jer., 31:33).

Eph. 4:24: "And that ye put cn the new man, which after God is cireated in

rightecusness and true Holineqaﬁ C{cL7n,cpwx;€Z{$N~4 ngkiéa»ca/

Pxease cf. a!so- Rﬁna 6:1k; §:15; gal, 3:1%; 3:24-26; hL:1-7.9; L4:21-31;
5 ]n la]3w ESPu !8 22

From all these passages - and many more could be cited - |
that Ythe setting of the Law before them'' is now out of dat
(cf. Jder. 5:13; Dt, 4:8; i1-32. and all of Galatians),

Yes, if the tree is good, - and if we truly are branches on the vine,
the fruits of the 5pirit will grow of themsalvaes, without it being necessary for
teachers to instruct the chiid how to show its love and gra itude to fod.'- as it
is so frequantly stressed in both Manuals. The storles of Zachasus end Lydia are

such fine examples of this truth, — e

Now in regard to the proper use of the Law, may we continue to guotz
Steeckhardt: "But in so far as he still has the Gid Adam, he is stiil =ubj°rt to the
error of sin, and therefere often has the wrong concepticn of what he owes God and man,
‘and loves to choose his own ways and works, his own manper of serving God. For this
~reason he still needs, ‘the writtan Law,’! the teaching of the Law, in order that h=
doss niot serve fod accerding to his i'cwn thoughts'! as our Confession notes, The L"
exposes and cendamns all zelf-chosen and self-devised holiness and piety. So the
gver cbserves its prescribed course, even when it serves the Christian as rule qﬁﬂ
standard of their walk ané life. Here tco thai expression of Scripture, the law
~was given because of sin, remains gerfectly lawful.,'' (Again underiining mine),

¢

"
~
I)
i

{Therefore, | held that the Law wever was given to gulde us in showing
our: love to God by Urules' of good conduct, but that the LAW DEALS ONLY WITH YHE
iPROBL’H OF 5INiY. If we are to understand the true purpose of fod gsvyrghthuvLaﬂ as
zcorded in Exodus and in Beut&rcnc;ryp WE MUST STUDY Rem. 3:167F; Aom. 5:20; Rom. 7:7-~i3;
nd esp. Gal. ch. 3 and &, and 2 Cor, 3.

Stoeckhardt: "“The law points out, rebukes, ves, even multiplies, sir,
Even for the regenerate ~ a Christian who has learned to know God raright learns tc
know the spirltual sense of the Law better and the great sbyss betwsen God and all
ungodly and antigodly ways which still adhere to him, He looks ever deeper into the
abyss of his natural heart, alienated from God. And a Christian too, beceming con-
scious of his sins, experiences and feels the terror of the Law, The Law works
wrath." = But such faith, making Christians what they are, constently overcoming
sin, law, wrath, comes from the Gospel and is nurtured and preserved through constant,
continuing use of the Gospel.'t (In the light of this last sentence, we regretted
to hear Prof. Lawrenz's ccmments on yhy the Gospel was not streased In :he Menual
in the story of the 12 year cld Jesus in the Temple.)

Another quotatlon: 'Tha Gosnel only, not the Law, reforms man and makes
him pious. The Law has not been given to quicken, to renew and sanctify man, but
was added because of transgression." vsurely, there is no room here to contend that
Lthe Law (cun) in any way contribute to god!iness on the part of tHe believer.!

: We contlinue to quote from Stoeckhardt's Law and Gcspel: UA christian®s

hatred and heartfelt loathing of sin, his inward turning away from sin , is actuated
. and brought about solely by the love of God, revealed in the Gospsl. - That a
?;Chrtst*an parts with and evoids sin, ves, actuaily overcomes the avil, that 1s dore
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5 In the powxer of the Holy chost, who Is glven by the preaching of the Gospel,"
he other hand, obedienca of the belicvers manlfests itseif in all manner of godly
rtues, in love tC God and the nelghbor, patience under the cross, etc, But

ermore are we enabled to love God and the neighbor by the ''thou shait!! of the Law,
nemely: Thou shalt Tove the Lord, thy God, with all thy heart, etc., and thy neighbor
thyself. Love will mot be constrained ---. It is God the Holy Ghost who works in
both to wiil and to do of Hls gocd pleasure, who awakens good resolutions In our
hearts and gives us the power and abillty to carry out these resolutions. We have
received the Holy Ghost, however, through the preaching of the Gospel. |t is the
Gospel which increases the gift of the spirit, The new man, thinking, imagining,
speaking; and doing which is good, lives entirely from and in the Gospel by which

@ has been born 2gain,.'t o

T_hQ1§mﬁﬁiﬁggh?§mlq5ﬁw§§ntencg‘ismdivine(ggq;ﬁi? if so, how can we
ine and apply entire stories From the Bible witheout teaching and proclaiming
Gospel, as both Manuals suggest?

:Mow let us see how the Kindergerten and Teachers' Hanual make use

£ tha Law, The emphasis is on the third use of the Law, Eﬁkﬁs4é i L 61;1¢¢

i The Kindergarten Manual leaves little or ro doubt as to 1ts suggestion,
"how the commandments are to be used as Vrules, 1t obvicusly does not use the word
treujet, as Prof. Lawrenz explaired it, that 1t also Includes the other two uses. For
the Henual says: !'The study of the commandments as a mirror and curb may be left for |
his future years of schooling." The mere dropping of this sentence doesn't coirrect
what precades this statement or that which follows in regard to the use of the iaw,
Manual page 38: !After the Cverview of gible Stories is given, take a few days to
go through the commandments just to tell what God's rules are and to let the children
know that these are the things we can do to please God and o show Him love and thanice
Foiness -—>. The teacher now has the Word of Ged as 3 guide for teaching Christian
sttitudes and God-pleasing behavior. Pzge 40: (Page L7 has the title, "God"s Holy
and Just Wili''): “The nexi paragraphs are to give the instructor nints of what might
be said in owrder to give the chlld an jdea of godls wiches, as He told them to us in
Mis commandments.! = - ']t should be remembered however, that a iormal study of cach
' commandment skould be avoided at this age levei. The reascon for talking about the
Commandments is meraly to give the cniid some Idea of what he can do to snoW God
¢hat he ioves and thanks Him.'' pPage Li: ''Ged has told us in the Bibie what Mz wouid
TTke. There are some rules or commandments He has written there which tell us what
He wants us to do. The tollowing discussicns are offered as suggestions to the
teacher. They are intended to give the child an idea of how he can show his iove
for his Savior. The study of tha commapdments as @ mirror and curb may be left
for his ruture years of schooling.'' Then very logically the Menual procesds to
explaln the commandments as ‘'rules’ - Hgod!'s wishes! - of godly living. s thers
any doubt s to where the Hanual places the emphasis, and how it fuses the Law
of God as ''rules'?

-~

- -The K. Manual does meke a brief reference to the RiGKT use of the Law,
~ page 31: "'But the concept of sin and grace may be forelgn to many. - - At five years
_they are ready and should learn that, they are sinners - - They should knew that

they have a Savior - .'" But there it apparently ends. For soan it speaks so

plainly: "'They should be made to realize how much God has done for them so that the
feeling of thankfulness wiil rise In thelr hearts and they will ask, !What can | de
to show God that | love Him, too?"! Then the Menual comes with ample suggestions and
Instructions to inform the child how it may show its love and thankfulness. The
-ommandments are worded and explained to be such quldes, - and also the 8Bible stories
of the 12 year old Jesus in the Temple (in both Manuals), The Temptations of Jesus
(T, Manual). The Good Samaritan (T. Menual), The Hary and Martha Story (V. feaual),
Jesus in Gethsemane {T. Manual). The T. Hanual mistakes Ged's purpose in giving

he commandments (Page L7), What does God want us to lears from these Commancments?
e wants us to learn the things we are to do to show our love for Rim."




-, am of the opinion that this wWrong use OF (ne Lew 1> (uL Wity Sue oo
orstanding of WHY Ged gave the law, but also due to a misundestanding of

¢ son of God became man. K. Hanual, page 37: Lesson 10: ‘'‘Now we come to tha
of God and the Son. - = - He 1s the One who came to take our place and saved us
the devil and from dying in hell. You see how God loves us 50 much that Me Him-
170 was willing to take the punishment for our sins, so that we may ccme to live with
Him 1n heaven. - - In order to bae our Savior - - He had to come to earth and be one
of us in order to take our nlace - '/ te 11ved the way you and 1 should Tive. He never

once did anything God didn’t 11ke -{ — He never once sinned. &ven as a child Jesus
\g o wes taking our place. He was living a life without sin.'* This approach then leads
' the Manual to stress how Jesus set such a good example at the age of 12, - And for the

A 1. Manual to explain onm pagess 140 and 222: "Doing my Father's work - His work was to
show people the way tO heaven,'* Apparently - unless it has escaped me - both Manuals
Foo] ho need to expiain the life of Jesus In the licht of Gal. h:lk.53 'When the ful~
ness of the time was come, God sent forth his Son, made of a weman, made under the
law, to redeem tiem that were under the law, that we might recelva the adoption of
sons.'! Apparently the Manuals feel no need to stress the good news of Ram. 1:17:MFor
therein (1N THE GOSPEL) is the righteousness of God revealed from faith to faith."
Apparently the Maruals do not procizim the joy of Paul when He said: and be found
in him, not having mine own righteousness which is of the law, but that whicn is
through the faitn of Chiist, the righieousness which is of God by faith," Phil. 3:10

Here 1 think a quotation of J. P. woehler s very much in place:

; tThe true preacher is so intensely occupied with the marvelous MEeSSagE,
chat he can scarcely find werds to tell all its glory, joyously he relates the great
story and with ever increasing Interest he tells it again and dgain, whiie the
morallst 1s busy drawing morals from the message and exhortations to good works,

In warm, wocing wondering words of appreciation and praise the true preacner makes
mention of the proffered Gift of Ged, iile the moralist holds forth oa what we
must do. That 1s no gospel. neither is it law, but merely moralizing.’' 1 believe,

. we do no injustice to this state ment if we substitute or add ugeacher!! to 'preacher'’.
| - in the light of Xeceshier's siatement it is my judgment that the story of the 12 year
g old Jesus, as it is taught and applied 5 times in hoth manuals is ''no gospel, neither

is it iaw, but merely moralizing. —hls is also true of the Havy znd Hartha story,
the story of the Good Szmaritan, the Temptatlions of Jesus, - and many other storiss
barely avoid this judgment.

May we now also consider the following words of warning: J.F. Strombeck:
 MThe remedy for this (*'to justify immoral acts on the ground of Christian Liberiy) .
is, not the law as legalism would have i1t, but a clearer teaching of the meaning of

grace. As it is the lusting of the flesh that causes the immoral deed, the flesh
must be dealt . with., The taw offers nothing to subdue the lusting of the flesh.
it 1s only as the believer is led by the Spirit - and this is impossibie uncer the
lew (Gal. 5:13) - that the deeds of the flesh can be mortitied, it would seem frem
- this that legalism, in that it obscures the meaning of grace, is a contributing
factor to ungedly living. - - To invoke the law as a means to godliness is 1O icuer
the conception of godly living. It has the blitching effect wpon the development
of splrituai 1ife; 'for the letter (that is, the law) killeth, but the spirit giveth
life (2Cor. 3:6). - That is why Paul in combating legalism wiote to the Galatians:
After, that ye have known God, or rather are known of God, how tuin ye again to the
weak and beggardly elements? (Gal. .9}y They were reverting to an elementary standard
" of life, which always occurs when believers turn from grace to legalism.”

v ~ Now, jet us ccnsider the stories of upavid and Goliath! and “'Daniel
"1n the Lion’s Den, as presented in the K. sanual, and may we appiy the following
 comments to all other stories, where a similar wording occuvs.
f"ffh: ””tbéﬁneW[mspyathiqkﬁng;,iméginjnggfspeakinggwand
'mfsdeb;i}ély;ftdﬁfaﬁdaihfthe,Gospelfby which he hasz




]
If it Is true that "It is God the holy Ghost who works In us both te
“and to do of His gocd pleasure, who awakens good resalutions in our hearts and
{ves us the power and z2bility to carry out these resolutions,” |f It is true that
god the Father Almighty gives me - my reascn and al) my faculties - preserves me -
defends me - guards and protects me,'

if it is true, '"He that glorieth, let him glory In the Lord," apd
thether ye eat, or drink, or whatsoever ye do, do all to the glory of God,and if
it Is proper for us to pray "For Thine Is the Kingdem, and the Power, and the Glery
" forever and ever M

- Then we can understand what Paul means when He says: 'l labored more
abundantly than they all;" for he prefaced these words with: "'by the grace of God
I am what | am; and his grace which was bestowed upon me was not in valn.' - and
he followed those words with: "'Yet not |, but the grace of God whith was with me,'!
We also know what he said of himself in 2 Cor. 12:9,10; Phil. 4:13,

Ves, we may hear David explain: !"Thy servant slew both the lion and the
bear ' but there was no doubt in his mind as to how this was possible: ‘'the Lord
that delivered me cut of the paw of the lion, and cut of the paw of the bear, he will
deiiver me out of the hand of this ghillstine.’t And to Goliath, who boasted of skill
and strength, David said: ‘'and all this assembly shall know that the Lord saveth not
with sword and spear; for the battie is the Lord's, and he will give you Into our hands.'

Yes, the 0,T, believers continued to sing and prociaim God's glory and
praise, esp, Psalm 44:1-8, - v, 8: !{n God wa boast all the day long, and praise thy
rname forevar,'!

P { Therefore, if these truths prevail in our hearts; then we will avoid
s such quibbling and philosophizing - as the K. Hanual does: - about what David and
)aniel couid do by themseives, - or "alone'', and when and where they wouid have
to call upon Phelp! from God. Then we would avoid every trace and appearance. of
yneral smo!!

Now a s to a Tew more remarks at random: Much stress was placad by
your commitfee on the svangeiical way to teach the Law "'io those called by the Gospe?
A strong appeal was made to Luther. Mey | kindly suggest that you reread Luther's

_Large Catechism, as he there explains "fear and love'? - And may } suggsst that
¥rom now on wa take the Gospel cut of the Law, and the Law out of the Gospel?

in regard to the outline appearing in the K. Manual, pages 27-29,
I cannot accept Bom scme of the chosen Bible storles are explained not in accordance
with the werding of the cutiine: e.g. page 29: B. 2: 'He Uses the Gospel Word in
the Bible to Strengthen Our Faith.!

"The Twelve Year 01d Jesus in the Temple!
: : ! surely hope and oray, that what | have added here to my previous
criticisms by word and letter may help to cdarify my objections to portions of

both the Teachers' and Kindergarten Manuals,

I also Intend to send a Teachers' Manual to you with my comments on

 the margin of many pages, This may also help gou to realize what | am striving for,

Respectfully submitted,

Herold A. Schulz
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Lay T also sugcest that the Commlttee s itireviews: both Manuals,

to'con51o°r Stoeckhardt's Roemerbrief, esp. pages )13—315, Stoeckhardt's "Lav'and
. .Gospel;" unnlertl "Chrlstlan qtuuS"' Koenler‘s "Gesetzllches Wesen Unter. Uns?"

oL T T
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upholds andvdefends both
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: & : ~f to ‘order

Fraternally Yours,
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Herold A Schulz ‘=()>clﬂf




#e have:charged that both the Teacher's Manual and the Kindergarten lManual
emphaswze the third.use.of the Law contrayy to the Scrlptures and .the Lutheran
Confessions. :As both-Manuals stress the third use of the law, wherever Bible storles ’
jpresent the opportunity, they reveal an unscriptural concept of . sanctlﬁlcatlon and
‘ the means to be used to.achieve it, +«- .- .. - s .
TheJ reflect the concept of sanctification as presented by Prof. J. P.
Koehler in his “Gesetzllches Aesen Unter Uns." (Cf Proceedlnus of the 35th Convention
pages 141-1L5.) - S R e . -
ﬂ ?*:*Koehler-.”ror that reason thls new creatlon of the splrlt 1s in need’ of
' enllvanlng and. strengthening; and thig occurs, aside from the message of the gosyel
‘through the prover. encouragement of sanctlflcatlon.“‘.. B
Surmu b ovroiiHere: 1t (the preaching.of Mthose thlngs that are‘

p“ken of in God'

condeniniing Law") wishes:through doctrine and ‘exhortation to help the weak will along’’
There the preacnlng k“cws 49+h1u9 of the gospel here it is always 1nt1mately connected

’ * :
' ‘ - Koehler calls thls type of law preachlng “gospel encouragemeot g

He ‘states: "Thls address is not :the gospel of the mighty deeds of God, but rather it
speaks ‘to-us of God's will concerning our actions. But neither is it laW'that demands,
threatens, condemns, and presses us sorely; rather it oroceeds out of the gospel."

- "That is not the.preaching of law, but the gospel of sanctification.".

e #So-faith and love, enllghtenment the new birth, conver51on, and
sanctlflcatlon always:in one breath - and in this-way that as a holy.seed or bud it
is:planted ‘in the heart of man and as such must needs grow. That is vny we preach sanc-
tlflcatlon." oo _ o
Do T “Therefore you always flnd it (Sanctlflcatlon) where the "ospel is’
at home. ‘One cannot preach that at all without directly or indirectly also preachlng
sanctification. - That is the- preachlng I call evangelical encouragement.(evangelische
Ermahnung); and I-wish espec1ally to empha size that it is a fresh, joyous, glorlous
address."

Koehler ho*ever franklj adhltted that this doctrine of sanctlflcatlon
is outside of the F. of C, He wrote "In the Formula of Concord this matter is covered
under the heading of "The.Third use of the Law." There, however, is included the
law—preacnlng that addresses 1tself»to:the old.Adam of a Chrlstlan THAT IS HERE

read,and ‘study, Koehle‘;
ferences.; \

andeospel (Ef. ~Lehre and-fehre Vol, -
to the Scrlptures and- the Lutheran Confes51ons. @;~ ; :
S -He says: "Today wee one hears remarks - about the Law
to sanctlflcatlon."
"ie might perhaps arrive at the thought that the law helps man to
do right and so serves him in becoming pious. But just this very thought is rejected
by Scripture.®
' "The Scriptures clearly testify taat God, in giving the Law to
sinners had no other intention than that of concluding manklnd under sin and wrath.*
"An unholy nation, which from the very Beginning always resisted
the Foly Splrlt, received the law at Sinai.” (How different this language to that of
both Hanuals T W aval: P ‘7’74«/9‘2.. K. Ma
"It is :ZEQHPEaChlng of the Gospel alone which quickebs, and bestows
the Spirit, arouses spiritual, godly life in the heart."
- "According to the Scriptures the Law was given solely for the sake
of sin and not to make man pious." ) : v -
"The Law does not help man to do gocd. It rather increases the real
actual, chief sin, resistance to God.™




. "But: such faith, making Christians’ what they are,'congtantly overcomlno
sin,: Law, -wrath, comes: from the Gospel and is nutured and preserved through constant,
oontlnulng use of:thé Gospel." e : -
wron ersaMThe Gospel only, not ‘the” Law reforms man and makes hlm plous., The
Law has- not been‘given to qulcken, to renew and sanotlfy man, but was added because

of transgresslon n -

i S e [E RNV

L "Etilert in his *book- "Chrlstlan Ethos" fully agrees w1th Dr btoekhardt
He says: "In~ Helarichton's 0p1n10n it is the neW'person who hus been born through
Juctlflcatlon who needs the 1nstruot10n whlch_the laWleparts’_Calv1n and Melanchton
: ~d es strong. ObJeCthnS.i :The .

ormula‘of:Concord also questlons the‘purpoée of the third use of. ‘the law but .in: 1ts

ring sins ght is ‘the proper ce of the law."
Hiithout 1nstruct10n (in F. of c. ). the law no longer servés a pedagogical
‘function. " That is “the” dec131on avalnst MeTanchton Wno had made it the special task of
the ‘law to0” instruct the just as"such. " The’ dec181on is in favor. of Iumther: "When I
look upon Christ”I no longer” know the law.,® S
"By erasing the divergence between law and gospel, both are weakened; the
law is deprived of its d1v1nely uttered threat of retaliation and.the gospel is
forced into'a"form-of law",’This is the" source from which all prev1ousl ,mentloned
errors spring,-:Christ ha8 been- transformed” 1nto a Tawo‘ver ‘his klngdom into an
imperium built upon cormands,faith has been changed into obedlence. In .each instance
the gospel is 1eoa11st1oally construed by nast1n5 1t 1nto normatlve categorles while .- ;.
the redeeming power ‘s drained outiM- e, RS
"Lutheran theologians of ‘a later perlod follow Auuher and the formula
f uoncord in theory but interpreted the doctrine of the tertius usus in the spirit.
of Melanchton, Jddone s0° to the present daj L, oL .
3 Y R : S R

ure UOspel.L it




+ BEhlert says._“The Gospel ig forced into.a"form of. law! - "“faith has been

fchanced into--obedience.! «
wey, conolder both the Teacher's and Klndersarten nanuals we must real:ze

v'what a terrlfy‘n ~sw1tch has taken place. Again and again we find no Gospel, wherein
th rlghteou ness of: God is. revealed,, but: the. eospel™ of sanctification,.and almost

: a;comglete change from faith and trust: to. love .and obedlence.; . T,
‘ Let's look at.the T, Manual: - ;H‘,,g.x . : _ﬁg, -

. "JOd gave Adam a chance to show hls 1ove to God by obeylng Him Apptwceza“/
. "How. can -we show our love to, God° Avaln the Bible tells is in l John S 3a.
This -is. the love of.God,, that we keep His commandments,' . e iE

“Whlch verse tells you, . what you want: to do: because God loves You° ey
LOVe Him . . . What else can we do to show our love to God? We pray to Hlm.

o ’ becausetHe has saved you? I (we);love Him."

90: "The Bible tells @s about a man who did love God.™ .
Page 22: "Abraham showed love and unselflshness “toward Lot."
Page 27 "Abraham showed that He . loved God more than His, son Isaakk“

i//%age L7 “What does God want us to learn 1rom these commandments°“ The Nanualy- ,
(QMZ;TV -z--answers:. "He whhts us: to learn the: things we are to do to- show our: love for Fim.“
R (;God's answer is given in Rom. 3:19. 20; 5:20; 7:7-13;.Gal.3: 19-29.) - wis o
Pape 59: MHow can we show our love to: God?- Answers w1ll vary. Try to develop th
e thought that we can show love to God by living according to His commandments "
Page 60:  "Since you love God, how will you try,.to live? -1 will try to live accordlng
to His Word - by keeping His Commandments." :
Pape ﬁ@ L MWhat will we want to do to show that we also love God We w1ll want to show

s

62 . God that we love Him by obeying fis commandments."

_"In a Scrlpture passage God tells us that He looks into our. hearts to see
‘whether we love Him. 1 Sam. 16:7: "ian looketh on the outward appearance,
»Lord Jlooketh at. the heart."® - . - -

are. going. to, hear of one time when Dax&d did not shOW’such love to God.
.children 'and love Him. God wants us- to show Him that we love Him."

9 Wy, did.He stay .in the Temple' Because He loved God's NOrd..mWherevdolue
« hear uod's Word° Church, school, home. '
'Why do we hear God s Word°. Because we love His Word.™" . -

T In the 1ntroductlon of the Manual we read “Thls method of teachlng
rellglon makes God's Word more of a llVan thlng to. the children, and they more:
- readily- apply it to their daily. life." . This, of course, is an opinion of men! ..
But. if thereby- the true Gospel is sacnflced—lnhlch is- the. only power of God unto
salvatlon ~ all. is lostl Sl emTapn s oc BT Tamo T




Both Manuals. cleatly indicate and stress the independent abilities of the
Christian contrary:to God's .#ordiPhil. 2, 13 and Eph. 2, 10,_and:Ph§ Formula of -~
Concord 'IL, 38.39.65.86...0 5 suun. - b ar iy e oo
L ELG.tKe Manuals sl el nare tas . ég Lol e
o5 pige 39t "By iusing it we give the Holy Ghost a dance to make our love and
faith in Jesus grow. When we love and trust in Jesus we have forgiveness of sins."
-~ Page L1l: "If we truly want to say "thankycu" to God for being so good to us,
“ we'll keep on trying-to love Him. We can't do it alone, but He will help us. All
- we have to do'isrpray.to:=Him and say, "I love you Lord. I know it isn't enough; please
‘help me love you more." He will help us."
4.7 - Page L3t "We know that we haven't
that doesn't mean we'll stop trying. - - He'll help

it

kept this ruls the way God would like us to,
us do_bqp}eg(top;ﬁifgve ohly

e,ar : please Jesus, however - -
hélp us to' do:the things He likes." - .- -0 . .-

ve décided the right way all by

e aré no reasons to stop trying to

insel? ' No. Vhy

Both Manuals leave little doubt as to/their emphasis on the Commandments as
" rules'. And these "rules" obviously do not/presuppose or include their use as "mirror"
=%§7ﬁ63rp.v We have been told that that thé' following sentence has been dropped from
;the K. Mamumal: "The study of the commandments as a mirror and curb may be laft for his
¢fiture years of schooling.! /However, the mere dropping of this statement does ntt
correct what preceeds it,or that which follows it,in regard to the proper use. of the Law.

(=]

“'In the K. Manual we read page 30 we read: "After the Overview of Bible Stories is given,
| take a few days to go through the commardmeats just to tel]l what God's rules are and to
. let the crildren know that these are the things we can do to please God and to show 2ar

Him love and thankfulness -." "The teacher aow has the word of God as a guide for
“teacning Christian attitudes and God-pleasing behavior."  Fage L4O: (Page L1 has the
title: GOD'S HOLY AND JUST WILL) "The next paragraphs are to give the instructor hints
of what might be s&ad in order to give the child an idea of God's wishes, as He told
them to us in His Commandments." - - "It should be remembered however, that a formal
study of each commandment should be avoided at this age level. The reason for talking
about the commandments is merely to give the child some idea of what he can do to show
God that he loves and thanks nim. "  Page Ll:. "God has told us in the Bible what He
would like. There are_soms rules, or, commandmsntsz—He i h tell as
what’ He' whlits 4s:tod; e fol lowing disciissio ere 2
as suggestions to the teacher. They are intended to give ‘the 'child an”ide:
can show his love for his Savior. The study of the commandments as a mirror and curb’ may
be left for his future years of schooling." , R ' ‘

: Then very logically the Manual proczeds to explain the Commnadments as "rules"
MGod's wishes" - of godly living. Then the Manuals come with ample suggestions and
illustrations from Bible stories how to show &8 lcve and thankfulness. Jesus,of
- course, is the best examplej cf, the Bible stories of the 12 year old Jesus in the

Temple in both Manuals, of the Temptations of Jesus in the T. Manual, of the Good
Samaritan in the T. Manual, of Hary and ifartha in T.M. ol Jesus in Gethsemane T. Hanual.
ses the Gospel werd in the Bible

The K. Wanual in its Outline on page 29 states: He u

to Strengtnen Our Faith, and then refers us to "The Twelve Year Uld Jesus tn the Temple."
3ut waen we turn to pages 90 and 91 looking for the "Gospel Word" it again turns out

to be nothing but the "gospel of sanctification.” We find no Gospel, wherein the

e

righteousness of God is revealed, in the zbove mentioned stories and in many of the other
stories outlined in both ianuals. ‘ '
' m 1 s R . .
o ﬁndﬂtherefore the Ll‘ganaal doesn't shock us when it explains on pages 1LO and 222:
Doing My Father's work - His work was to show people the way to heaven."




zzsztzna, and 1f this is true that the new man, thinking,: i
‘lives entirely from ttw and in the Gospel‘

tnlrd‘use

is not enough to drop one sentence; but much of
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‘REFORT OF THE HEROLD SCHULZ PROTEST COMMITTEE

Having called u

d for the guidance of the Holy Spirit, our commitiee has
o v

2&?@!L11y'exﬂm;a@d which Pastor Herold Scindz has brought sgeinst the Board
of ﬁduaabj@ﬁmﬂiﬁmﬁﬁwlg By ﬁ@d in regard to the material conbained in the "Teacher's Man-
ual=Bible 3tories” and the "Kindergarten Manual for Lutheran Schools.

After a thorough study we came %o “h@ coneln
object to the "Kindergarien ¥

was writben for the purpose
intent of ithe ﬁﬁind@vgﬂ%“en Manug

stor Schulz has reason to
5 T fact that it

this ig %he

1o

L

wit, page 40, last sentence

G@mn ndmente is mersl @ show Qd a'
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We note that |
%

ing the Lav y%f@éj

doss God want us to iﬂa

are o 46 to show our love
a wmirror. We, 28 a commitis
ment op the baszis of Romans

use of God's Law merely as a rule leads

rather than the gospel of redemption.

econes evident in such stabements as
lanis iible S@‘?waﬁﬂﬂ How can

..a

5 473 e 2a £ o e
%g ree bhat el

gt we can show love to
. ﬁ‘i@ 60, question L, wnder the les-

ii you Lf} te 1ive? I will btry to

&

Howaver, our committee wishes to draw a?’ ha pla@ﬁng emphasis

tha
P

on the third use of the Law is nob an ungscripty GOl & 1 192 105, Luther
himsell oses the T n this way in the Small Catechism, To bring the charge, that
such vas of the Law is "conbtrary to %n“ S@%“?@ g y i

HK@@ and the iu heran Confessions® is
1.8 proach the use of Codls
he uaa @1 the Law asz 3
sem%en&az AL
afﬁ in t?@ubleg

an overzbatement., We also note
Law merely as a rule _
M1fP e G@o page 31 of the K3 dﬂwwgﬂ'“

: ready, and should

; . ) G 1 surselves?
‘@U? gin. There 18 a passag 2t bells us that. Rom. 3:20 “By



Our committee realizes the difficulties involved in producing textbooks in
do believe that some of the phraseology in the manuals is

language. Howsver, we

unhappy wording and we belleve it to be in hh@ best interest of
%
E: be

teaching, that the wording in some parls

”Kiﬁﬂargafﬁeni
a plan for all people to get to heaven.”
vten Manuval,
the devil managed to keep some people

%

did not love Jesus.Y

"Rindergay

"indergarien Mannal,”

.7 page 37, Zod
the Holy Ghost a chance Lo meks our

L,
L8

vEindergarten Menual, page Ul
1

1
OF

Tan

nual,” prge 36, last sentence

page 37, sentences
from bel

clear, so

iy
of ithe manpals changed, to wit

nought ¢

f§’

Thven o

some who

senbence of laet paragraph: YBy wsinz 1% we
- 1 Fadel 4 T o ey R g
love and faith in Jesus grow."

ynder "The g fédmﬁy% L.

keep on trying to e Him. alone, %ub help us. 511 we

o do is to pray o Higese=,"

"indergarten Manuel,” page 50, 1lsbt paragraph vnder III, 3rd sentence: Ye-ee-

a chance o show theilr love for Him.*

Our committee believes the crux of all the difficulties 11 over-emphagis
of the third use of the Law i1 the mamnai“ t the a i . &8 this repord
has previously indicated, we belleve that t e of I uuﬁﬁLﬁg that the Board
of Bducation-Wisconsin oyy@@ is g* ilty @1 e} -d use of the Law Ycon-

ag 1 H

trary to the Scriptures and vthe

l‘sa

reratabemnsnt

It has been the gim of our commitibee Yo bring a report of our findings in the
mather plmc@ﬁ inte our hands which is completely objective and which will serve to
remove all the &fficulties invelved in the charges which Pastor Schulz has brought
against the brird of Bducation-Wisconsin Synod. May our gracious God bless this re-
port to ther end, for Jesus' sake.

Signed ¥, Volkmann

j".ci(}e 255 19624

Louls Karres
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FADDEIO D
The~9e&egaiesxgﬁiiheﬂaéthMBienniairGOﬂvention
-of—the
Yisconsin pvangelical Lutheran-Synod.

F—The-Rev—Osecar—Naumann,-president
g WESORIAL B4

Subject: The kind of emphasis placed on the third use of the Law as it appears™)
in our Synod's publications, especially in the "Teacher's Manual - . /%f
3ible Stories" and in the "Kindergarten ilanual For Lutheran Schools." )

Whereas, I have made the formal charge, "that the Kindergarten sanual for
Lutheran Schools and the Teacher'!s Manual,published by autiority of
the Board of Zducation, Wisconsin Synod, emphasize the third use of
the Law contrary to the Scriptures and the Lutheran Confessions," and

Whereas, to my knowledge, no efforts are being made to have past printed
copies of these books corrected as to their wrong emphasis on the
taird use of the Law - to the detriment of the proper use of tne Law
and the Gospel, and : -

ihereas, other publications of our Syncd (e.g.}the former Lutheran School Bulletin,
iieditations, Teachers ifaaual for Sunday School Zitle Stories) at times
reveal the same socalled "Evangelical wey cf tzzcidngz the Law to those
called by the Gospel," and

Whereas, our Syrod now has a "Commission for Christian Literatare", which "shall
plan and promote a program of publishing Christian literature which will
meet our Synod's needs," and therefore mors printed material could appear
revealing the same kind of emphasis on the third use of the Law, as found
in the above mentioned Manuals, and

Whereas, our 3ynod at present is preparing new Sunday School materials under the
supervision of Synod's Board of £ducation, which has approved and defended
the kind of emphasis placed upon the third use of the Laqlas it appears
in the above mentioned ianuals,

THEREFORE, I URGENTLY PLEAD:
1. That the Synod in Convention autherize an investigation of my charge,
"that the Kindergarten kanual for Lutheran Schools and the Teacher's
Manual published by authority of the Board of Education, Wisconsin Synod,
emphasize the tifird use of the Law contrary to the Scriptures and the
Lutheran Confessions," and

2. That the Syncd instruct and encourage all pastoral conferences and
$ = teachers' meetings to make a thoroygh study of the groper use of the Law,
especially as "guide," and

3. That guide lines for such a study be prepared under the éupervision
of the Conference of Presidents. .
Respectfully Submitted,

" flosoid F Lelcdl,
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Whereas - in my memorial -~ I have made the charge, "that the Kindergarten
Manual for Lutheran Schools and the Teachers' Manual, published by author-
ity of the Board of Education, Wisconsin Synod, emphasize the third use of
the Law contrary to the Scriptures and the lutheran Confessions," I deem
it necessary to present "the evidence" in the light of the circumstances
which caused me to make a thorough study of the third use of the lLaw and
moved me to memorialize Synod in regard to this matter.

When the new Kindergarten Manual came out, the following statement was brought to my

_attention, appearing on page L1: "God has told us in the Bible what He would like.

There are some rules or commandments He has written there which tell us what He wants
us to do. The following discussions are of fered as suggestions to the teacher. They
are intended to give the child an idea of how he can show his love for his Savior.
The study of the commandments as a mirror and curb may be left for his future years

of schooling,"

When I wrote and voiced my objections "to whom it may concern", this was part of the
reply I received from the Executive Committee of the Board of Education: "Your most
serious objection is in the manner in which the commandments are presented to the
little ones. We did find that the statement: "The study of the commandments as a
mirror and a curb may be left for his future years of schooling" (L41) is not a correct
one, This sentence is being droppéd and we thank you for bringing it to our attention.t

"We cannot, however, agree with your objection to the emphasis on the teaching of the
Law according to its third use: This is employed by Lufher throughout his explanations

' of the Ten Commandments: "We should fear and love God etc." Thid is the way our

Gausewitz Catechism teaches it. There we find the commandments introdyced with thesé

‘ questions: "What does God want to impress upon us with the words: "I am the Lord Thy

God?" and "Why does God especially impress upon us that He loves us before giving us
His commandments?" This is the evangelical way of teaching the Law to those called

" by the Gospel,"”

Later on in this same reply the Ex, Com. claimed: "We stand on Scriptural ground for
such teaching of the Law."

And to underscore the fact that Synod's Board of Education continues unchanged in its
position we refer you to the Revisions of the Kindergarten Manual page Lo:

"In the teaching of the Law the emphasis in this Manual lies on the so-called Third
Use of the Law. The teacher will want to show her pupils from the Law how they as
believing children of God can show their thankfulness and express their love toward
God in return for His wondrous gift of salvation and many other blessings.

"The teacher will, therefore, conscientiously endeavor to expound the will of God as
it is expressed in His holy Law in such a way that her pupils will be led to see

God's will for their lives. She will strive to do this on a level suited to the chil-
dren's spiritual, mental, and social development.

"Naturally, the use of the Law as a mirror to show the children their sinfulness and
need of a Savior and as a curb for the 0ld Adam will not and must nor be excluded,

" - Even when it is presented as a guide (as in the Epistles of the New Testament,

whichwere addressed to Christians), it will also serve through the effectual working
of God's Holy Spirit as a mirror and a curb, for the children will readily see that

- they do not always live up to or follow these commandments of God.,"



1 .

We next refer you to the Teacher's Manual, page L7. There we have the heading:

MmGod gives the Law." And we read: "vwe shall hear today that God showed His love to
His people in a special way," "While they were on their way to Canaan, He gave them
the Ten Commandments - = "

®What does God want us to learn from these commandments? He wants us to learn the
things we are to do to show our love for Him. Another name for the Commandments is

the Law."

From these statements it is obvious that bthWMAngals4no_longer,place the emphasis
on the Law "showing us our sin and condemnation" (cf. Catechism, question 20), but
on guiding and instructing children thow they as believing children of God can show
their thankfulness and express their love toward God in return for His wondrous gift
of salvation and many other biessings" (Revisions of K. Manual, p. LO).

This type of placing the emphasis on the Third Use of the Law seems to have official
status in our Synod. e quote from Lutheran School Bulletin, Vol. ixIX, No. 3; page

3: "This is also evident in our Gausewitz Catechism. The emphasis does not lie in

the fact that the Law cenvicts us of sin. Qeriainly,ng_iﬁmghgz,ggwpéﬁtgx,dézgwigzget
that either, for by tggngwM;sMLthanwledgewofwsin, Even we Christians must constante
1y remember_our sins and repent of them, lgggrweMi§llmintowgelﬁ:rightgggﬁggﬁﬁwégémpg
eternally lost. Yet the stress in our Catechism (and rightly so) is on the third use

of the law, whereby it serves as a rule to guide us in the true fear, love, and trust
in God.,"

More proof of this we find in the fact that Prof. J. Ph. Koehler's "Gesetzliches
~VWiesen Unter Uns," was read at the 1959 Convention of Synod (cf. Proceedings 1959),

' in which he at leng:h answers the question, "yhat is sanctification?" (cf. pages 1L0ff)
We quote some pertinent statements:

"For that reason this new creation of the spirit is in need of enlivening and streng-
thening; and this occurs, aside from the message of the Gospel, through the proper
encouragement of sanctification.”

"Here it (the preaching of "those things that are spoken of in God's condemning Law")
wishes through doctrine and exhortation to help the weak will alcng. There the
preaching knows nothing of the gospel; here it 1is always intimately connevted with
the Gospel, Not only is it prompted by the gospel, but also the presentation of the
will of God thereby takes on a tone that has no similarity to that of the law. No
demanding (do thisl!); no threatening (Do that or elsel); no condemning (Now, see

what you didl); rather a coaxing, a refreshing spirit, a picturing and unfolding of
the good to come, and always, all bound up in the Gospel."

— Koehler calls this type of law preaching: "gospel encouragement,® He states:
"This address is not the gospel of the mighty deeds of God, but rather it speaks to
us of God's will concerning our actions. But neither is it law that demands, threat-
ens, condemns, and presseés us sorely; rather it proceeds out of the gospel."

W~ That is not the preaching of law, but the gospel of sanctification.* "So faith
and love, enlightenment, the new birth, conversion, and sanctification always in one
breath - and in this way that as a holy seed or bud it is planted,invthe heart of man
and as such must. needs grow. That is why we preach sanctification,®

"Therefore you always find 1t (sanctificatien) where the gospel is at home. One
cannot preach that at all without directly or indirectly also preaching sancticatiun,
That is the preaching I call QXéggél;gélwgggguragementA(eyang@lischeMErmahnung); and
I wish especiallyto emphasize that it is a fresh, joyous, glorious address.'"



" prof. A. Schuetze wrote in his "The Christian amd the Law," (Theol.Quart.Oct. 196L):

. "It_;gwﬁheung,mag;ying”as“a_guidemto_the Christian because of his imperfect know-

. “ledge of God's will, that must_instruct the Christian. This we usually refer to as
. the thHird use of the Law., Here we view Law in no sense according to its coercive
~“force or with its threats: Here only the content of the Law comes into congderation,

“and its content is God's will. That the Christian needs to know, if his works are

to be God-pleasing."

The conclusion we are led to draw from this kind of emphasis oh the third use of the

Law is, that after a person becomes a Christian the primary purpose of the Ten Com- .
randments is "to inform', "to instruct", and thus to guide the Christian according 2
to God's Holy Wili, — end that some incidental secondary use of the Law 1s to convict \h;i/

0] . ’
~him of sin. ol
‘Thig then would clearly imply - as the Teacher's Manual presents it - that it was 'LMT*ZZ§1

. God's primary purpose in giving the ten Commandments to Israel through Moses 1o in-
" form the 0. T. Believers_as_to how to show their love and thanks to their Savior God,
" We thus gain the following picture: There at the foot of MMt. Sinai stood the redeem-
~" ed children of Israel, who had enjoyed God's loving care through their wilderness
journey, as He brought them on eagie's wings to Himself. Having experienced the full
measure of God's love, their responding love pleaded: Dear God, we love you also;
now, please,inform and instruct us, so that we may know the proper way. to show our
love and gratitude to You! How they must have been shocked, when God thundered dowm
upon them -~ not with all kinds of simple instructions for good behavior, but pro-
claimed His threatening and condeming prohibitions. _This, somehow, apparently doesn't 7
suit the emphasizers of the third use of the ILaw. So they bring the very wording of '
God's Ten Commandments into harmony with their views and change the Ten Commandments &%«
into "rules", which are to guide, to inform, to instruct the thankful child of Godi

L v b

A. THIS MISPLACED EMPHASIS ON THE THIRD USE OF THE LAW IS CONIRARY TO THE SCRIPTURES!

God's Word paints a different picture of the Children of Israel. It is summed up in
these words which God spoke to Moses: "I have seen this people and behold it is a
stiff-necked people." They were a murmuring and a rebellious peoplel . -7 .- =

C,

And the very wording of the Ten Commandments clearly reveals that the Holy God does .

not_inform Israel what He is FOR, but what He is AGAINST. God does not give in-~

structions as to good behavior, but forbids bad behavior! (cf. 1. Tim. 1:9: "Knoving Fy../..;
this, that the law is not made for a righteous man -, and Gal, 5:22.23: "But the taé -
fruit of the Spirit is love, joy, peace, longsuffering, gentleness, goodness, faith, guaxiﬁ
meekness, temperance: against such there 1s no law.") (also cf. Col. 2:1L). 4

A careful study of Romans and Galatians clearly reveals that the Law was ADDED to the
Gospel Covenant because of transgression until the Seed should come. And as soon as
the Seed came the Law had fulfilled its purpose and mission. '"Wherefore the law was
. our schoolmaster unto Christ." Gal. 3:2L. Nowhere in Galatians or in Romans is there
a clear indication that after faith is come, that we are still in the hands of the
. "schoolmaster", because ve still need him as our "educator." This Prof. Koehler also
‘says in his Commentary on Galatians pdges 99f: "Tutor}: “the slave who brought the
minor child of wealthy parents to scnool and to the play ground. Neither the idea of
' jailor or educater is implied in this word -~ -. It is not the law which preaches
- Christ., The Gospel does that. It is not the Law which educates, but again only the
- . Gospel." : '

., The Ten Commandments never, never were to serve as a course of instructions for -
“believers in holy_living. This surely is clear from the fact that God gave these
ommandments 2500 years after man fell into sin, -.130 years after God made His cove-

;DSQt’with Abraham, - 1500 years before the Birth of Christ. If Christians today abso-
lutely need the third use of the Law for instructions and information in holy living,
vhat about Seth, Enoch, Noah, Abraham, and all the other O0.T. saints prior to Moses?
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prof. Schuetze in his paper, page 290 asks this question: "How can the Christian know
when he does do God's will? How is he to be prevented from devising his own holinzss?"
He gives his own answer: "The Law instructs him. He is not to let his flesh add to or
diminsih anything from it." He explains: "ihile the new man is not under the law,
neither is he over it, that he can establish it, that he can change it, that he sets

it up himself."

However, THE SCRIPTURES give us a different answer. The Christian does not need the
Law to educate him in regard to the holy will of God! el i T fedot wers &Ly 7

HE KNOWS IT as far as his new man is concerned, because God's Word says, for he has
"put on the new man, which is renewed in knowledge after the image of him that
created him." Col. 3:G,10.

HE KNOWS IT, because God's Word says: "But ye have an unction from the Holy Ghost,
and ye know all things."® 1 John 2:20 - cf also 1 John 2:27.28,

HE KNOWS IT, because God's Word says: Therefore ;ﬁ any man is in Christ, he is a new
creature: old things are passed away, behold, all® things are become new." 2 Cor.5:17.

HE KNOWS IT, because God!s Word says: "For God hath not called us unto uncleanness,
but unto holiness. He therefore that despiseth, despiseth not man, but God, who hath
also given unto us his Holy Spirit; But as touching brotherly love ye need not that
I write unto you, for ye yourselves are taught of God to love one another." e
1 Thess.Li:7-9. f ' _ by » el e
HE KNOWS IT, because God's Word says: "For this is the covenant that .I will make with
the house of Israel after those days, saith the Lord; I will put my laws into their
mind, and write them in their hearts; and I will be to them a God, and they shall be

to me a people: and they shall not teach every man his neighbor and every man his
brother, saying, Know the Lord: for all shall know me, from the least to the greatest.”
Hebr., 8:10.11.

That the new man does not need the Law_as to its first, second, or third use also be-
comes abundantly clear from the following passages:

"For ye are not under the law, but under grace." Rom. 6:ll. »-! .. -

"But now we are delivered from the law, that being dead wherein we were held, that
we should serve in newness of spirit, not in the oldness of the letter." Rom. 7:6.

"And where the Spirit of the Lord is, there is liberty." 2 Cor. 3:17.
“But after faith is come, we are no longer under a schoolmaster." Gal. 3:2k.

"And becdause ye are sons, God hath sent forth the‘éﬁififvof’Hié Sonbinto your hearts
crying ABBA, Father." Gal. L:6.

"But if ye be led of the Spirit, ye are not under the law." Gal.5:18. "'Jf”f{“ R
"Cast out the bondwoman and her son." Gal.lL:30.

But isn't there the danger that it may happen of what Prof. Schuetze speaks, when he
writes: "While the new man is not under the law, neither is he over it, that he can

establish it, that he can change it, that he sets it up himself?" Doesn'%t the new
man, therefore, need the constant guidance of the Law? God's Word dispels such fears

with the answer: "Whosoever is born of God doth not commit sin, for his seed remain—/ :

eth in him: And he cannot sin, because he is born of God." 1 John 3:9.

[}
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., placing the emphasis on the third use of thelaw is not only detrimental to the
e; use of the ILAW, BUT ESPECIALLY DETRISMENTAL TO THE PROPER USE AND EFFECTIVENESS

Sprop
T¢ THE GOSPEL!

7Wé ¥now that the GOSPEL is the only power of God unto salvation! cf. Rom. 1:16.

We know what it means when Paul declared: "I through the law am dead to the law, that
T might live unto God. I am crucified with Christ: nevertheless I live; yet not I,
but Christ liveth in me: and the lige which I now live in the flesh I live by the
. faith of the Son of God, who loved me, ard gave himself for me. I do not frustrate
" the grace of God: for if righteousness come by the law, then Christ is dead in vain."

Gal. 2:19-21.

We know what 1 Cor. 1:31 says: "But of him are ye in Christ Jesus, who of God is made
unto us wisdom, and rightecusness, and SALCTIFICATICN, and redemption.”

And as we faithfully use and rely only upcn the power of the Gospel 1t will become a
redl ity of what we read in 2 Cor. 3:18: "But we all, with open face beholding as in
a glass the glory of the Lord, are changed into the same image from glory to glory,
even as the Spirit of the Lord." '

Yes, do we not teach in our Catechism that the Holy Spirit not only calls us by the‘
Gospel, but santifies us by the Gospel in Word and Sacraments? Lo

Ad Dr. Stoeckhardt says: "It is the preaching of the Gospel-alone which quickens, and
testows the Spirit, arouses spiritual godly life in the heart,"

He also wrote: "But such faith, making Christians what they are, constantly over-
coming sin, law wrath, comes from the Gospel and is nutured and preserved through
constant, continuing use of the Gospel." ’

Another quotation of his: "The Gospel only not the law, reforms man and maes him
pious. The Law has not been given to guicken, to renew, and sanctify man, but was
~ added because of transgression.” S
/.

B. THIS MISPIACED EWPHASIS ON THE THIRD USE CF THE IAW IS ALSO CONTRARY TO OUR LUThH-
ERAN CONFESSIONS.

L0 "

.
vk

Koehler frankly admitted: "In the Formula of Concord this matter is covered under the .
heading of "The Third Use of the Law." Tnere, however, is included the law-preaching - .-
that addresses itself to the 0ld Adam of the Christian, THAT IS HERE EXCLUDED. (iy o
emphasis). For that reason I do not call this emphasis on sanctification law-preaching '
but encouragement, and in order to emphasize the main feature in this approach, I call .
it evangelical encouragement (or the gospel of sanctification)". C P

However, Prof. Schuetze holds that this kind of third use of the Law to impart informa- -
tion to the regenerate as to God-pleasing works IS according to the Confessions (cf. oLl
page 291 of his paper). He quotes these words: "But the Holy Ghost, who is given and ...
‘received, not through the Law, but thrqugh the preaching of the Gospel, Gal atians 3:

1L, renews the heart. Thereafter the Holy Ghost employs the Law so as to teach the
regenerate from it, and point out and show them in the Ten Commandments what is the
acceptable will of God." (5.D. V1.11.12). ’ :

- He explains as to how he understands these words: "Do you notice how for Paul the
:'basis of the appeal is the Gospel? That gives the reason for the new Christian life,
' the motivaticn: That gives the power and ability. Butthen he goes on by means of the -
> law to show wherein this new life will comsist! A similar pattern we find in all
Paul's Epistles. This relationship must e kept clear if we are to grow in Christian
1living. Each, Law and Gospel, must serve its particular function. We recognize, how-
" ever, that here the Law is thought of as to its content, the will of God." (page 293).
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Over against Prof. Schuetze's reference and explanation we quote at length from Dr.
'Stoeckhardt's Law and Gospel (page 31 of Pamphlet):

" NmTg it really so that believers need the doctrine of the Law for their good works,
being unable to find the right way and erring in darkness without such doctrine?

‘True, the Law is '"arule and standard of a godly life.* However, our Confession
clearly teaches that believers "'bacause vl 0l¢ Adam, which still clings to them,"
and "btecause they are not renewed in this ie perfectly or completely," still need
"the doctrine of the Law," .I% “ezches that ir in their nature they were entirely

free from sin, they would need sbuclutely no Law, that they would without any instruc-
‘tion of the Law ds what thsy are in duty bcund to do according to God's will. Hence
the Law is rule and stanmdard for ths walk of the regenerate in so far as they have

not been born again, in en far as %hey still have flesh and are flesh. A Christian,
“in so far as he is bora egain, is driwen ty the Holy Ghost, whom he has received in
the Gospel. Therefore he dnzs w illjngly without coercion, of his free will, what is
pleasing to God just as thz sun, moon, ard all the constellatiens of heaven of them-
‘selves gleam and, unobstructed, ccmplete their regular course. Thus the good works

- of the Christians are fiuits of the Spirikt, fruits which grow of themselves. But the
~ Spirit of God, who goveins the children of God in what they do or do not do, certainly
knows of Himself the go~d and gracious will of God and needs no teaching, no instruc-
tion. He -guides and dirccts ard drives according to His mind and will, and that is
God's mind end will, and thus leads us into the land of Uprightness and tedches us to
do according to God's good pleasure. He is the Spirit of prayer, a Spirit of joy and
gentleness, a Spirit of ccrrection and fear of the Lord. A Christian therefore, in so
far as he is a temple of the Holy Ghost, in so far as the Spirit of God has gained
room within him, walks in paths of uprightness, lives in the Law, the will of God,
knows, desires, and does what God wants "without any teaching of the law." But in so
far as he still has the 0ld Adam, he is still subject to the error of sin and there-
fore often has the wrong concepticn of what he owes God and man, and loves to choose
his own ways and works, his own manner of serving God. For this reason he still needs
"the written Law," the teaching of the Law, in order that he does not serve Ged ac-
cording to his "own thoughts'! as our Confession notes. The Law exposes and condemns

- all self-chosen and self-devised holiness and piety. So the Law ever observes its
_prescribed course, even when it serves the Christian as rule and standard of their
walk and life. Here too that expression of Scripture, the Law was given because of
sin, remains perfectly lawful.,"

Please notice how clearly Dr. Stoeckhardt says,; -that a Christian, in so far as he is
born again, driven by the Holy Ghost, does what God wants "WITHOUT ENY TEACHING Cr THE
AWM

"Hence, the Law is rule and standard for the walk of the regenerate in so far as they
have not been born again, in so far as they still have flesh and are flesh."

"so the Law ever observes its prescribed course, even when it serves the Christian as
rule and standard of their walk and life., Here too that expression of Scripture, the
Law is given because of sin, remaing perfectly lawful."

Therefore, the emphasizers are in error, when they strip the Law of its "coercive

force" .and “threats" and convert the Law into a course of instructions so that God's

_ children may "be led to see God's will fcr their lives," - and base their reasoning

. upon the Lutheran Confessions. For when our Lutheran Confessions add: "Thereafter the
' Holy Ghost employs the Law so as to teach the regenerate from it, and to point cut
‘and show them in the Ten Commandments, what is the acceptable will of God," these

- words do not REFER BACK to the"renewed heart!!" (n.b. the renewed heart does not need
“the "information" and "instruction of the Ten Commandments); but these words lead

into the FOLLOWING WORDS: "He exhorts them thereto, and when they are idle, negligent,

~ and rebellious in this matter because of the flesh He reproves them on that account
through the Law, etc. -" "And to reprove 4s the peculiar office of the Law." -

ci."therefore, as often as believers stumble they are reproved by the Holy Ghost from
“the Law." : ' '
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From this it is clear that the SCRIPTURES and our Lutheran CONFESSIONS teach:
- fﬂl et

~ That the third use of the Law is not to gulde the regenerate by providing in-
structions and information, so that the "believing ckildren of God can show their
thankfulness and. express their lova toward God in return for His wondrous gift of
salvation and many other blessings." (X, Manual).

- That the third use of the Law is to sewvve as rule and standard (Regel und Richt-
schnur) by which all "self-chosen and self devised holiness and piety" are to be
tested, exposed and condemned.

Thus the Law as to its third use is to serve as "Regel und Richtschnur" - not to in-i: a!/
struct or to impart information, but it is to serve as a bricklayer's guide-line, up. /™
to which the master brick mason is to lay his bricks. This guide-line does not in- /

form or instruct him as to how he is to a goed bricklayer. This he knew long agos
But it is a clear admonition to meet an obligation.

Now let us see and realize what this wrong emphasis on the third use of the Law has
led and leads to, as some of our official publications reveal:

This policy:
1, Gives the wrong reason and purpose for God ‘giving the Ten Commandments.

(cf. Teacher's Manual, page L7; lieditations Vol IX, No.l, pages L5-5L.)
2. Leads to postponing the first and second use of the Law as mirror and curb. &
(cf. Quotations from Manuals on pages 1 and 2 of this paper.)

3, Leads to postponing the use of the Gospel in certain Bible stories,
(cf, the story of the 12 year old Jesus as outline and applied in both Manuals,
and especially in the Sunday School Teachers' Manual, Model Lesson, pages

36 to U47.)

L. leads to modifying the precious Gospel and converting Jesus into a N.T. Moses;
it beclouds the Gospel and robs it of its true peace and joy.
(cf. Mediations, Vol. VI, No. 1, pages 7.9; Med. Vol. IX, No.l, pages L5-51;
Med, Vol.II, No.3,Page 70.)

5. Stresses team-work between the regenerate and God in Sanctification.
(cf. K. Manual, pages L1, 72, Tk, etc.)

6. Leads to a futile and monotonous repetition of the 10 "rules".
(cf. Lutheran School Bulletin XXVIII, No. 33 e.g. "The right forms of doing
must be repeated until they become a habit,") . , N
L‘/L \<J - EE
7. leads to referring to Jesus at times as an example rather than Savior and
Christ. (cf, stories in Manuals: the 12 .year old Jesus in the Temple, The
Temptations of Jesus, Jesus in Gethsemane; - cf. Northwestern Lutheran,

Oct 17, 1965, pages 325.327.)

8. Strongly implies that the third use of the Law is essential to the preaching
of the Gospel in producing a holier life, (cf. Quotations from Koehler).

9. Replaces the Gospel as the only educator for the new man ., £ o aLr:tvﬁwvlkﬁﬁ#d7ﬁék
W Loy b Dan Tl od ] d;H" ;"""‘ [le ’*“Itgl @/]lf/«w«. VULV/ "/;

10. Finally leads to frustrating the Grace of God (ual 2°21) -~ to falling away ;}Nj‘fi%h
from Grace (Gal.5:kL), - and to reaping the curse of God. (cf. Gal. 1:6-9), ‘ot le

/w A I A / e
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. In considering our topic it is absolutely essential, that when we in this paper
SpeaC:Of the Ten Commandments we wish to refer to them as ng spoke t@em ?rom Mt.
'Sinai, And we ask you not to think of them as Luther explained them in his Small
‘and Large Catechisms, or ez they are extensivelyenlarged upon in our Synod's Cstechism.
And may we immediately emphasize, that the terms "Lawj "Commandments!, and "Ten
Commandments" are seldom identicall A cursory study of these tsrms, as they are used
in. the Bible, will reveal thai for our Epnglish "to command® ws have 12 different
words in the original langusges; for our énglish word "comaandment" we have 17 dif-
ferent words in the original: and for the word "law" we have 7 diiferent words,

. Leupold in his Expecsition of Psalm 119 says(page 822); "Bible readers incline
‘rather generally to the icez that whersgver the word "law" or its synonymns appear in
the 0ld Testament there is a reference to those portions of the Word of God that con-
tain legislation of scme sort or another, However, in casszs like the present the
term "law' is a much troader concept. It apparently includes the whole wide range of
what God has revealed in His #Ford, words of instruction, of caution, of precept, of
comfort . . . . By way of achieving variety of treatment the writer uses ten synonymns
for that which we have designated by the collective term "law'. These ten are: law,
worca, saying, commandment; statute, ordinance, precept, testimony, way and path."
From his statemsnt it is obvious that we must be alert to the fact that the word "law'
often covers a much wider area than do the Ten Commardments. Yes, the words "law"
and "commandments® may at times exclude the Ten Commandments! For anyone, therefcre,
to use these terms interchangeably can only result in misunderstanding, confusion, Ly
. and actual false doctrine. iay we mention a few classic examplesi— of ahet & oo bl
Ex. 20:6: "And showing mercy unto thousands of them that love mé, and kedp my
commandments." . ’
Psalm 1:2:"But his delight is in the law of the Lord; and in his law doth he
meditate day and night." :
Psalm 119:32: "I will run the way of thy commandments, when thou shalt enlarge
my heart,"
1 John 5:3: "For this is the love of God, that we keep his commardments."

. Taking this word of caution to heart we shall nOW'prdceed with the study of our
assigned there: . THE HISTORICAL SETTING OF THE TEN COMMANDMENTS. Our parts are:

I. Before ian's Fall Into Sin.
IT. From dan's Fall to Sinai.
ITI. From sicses to Christ's Resurrection.
IV. From Christ's Resurrection to the End of Time.

" BEFORE #AN'S FALL INTO SIN.

We may say that there were definite rules or laws for all of God's creation as
soon as its various parts were called into existence. As soon as light was created,
it immediately had its defined function and purpose; so it was with the elements
‘composing the earth; so it was with the atmosphere; and so it was with the dry land
~and the seas. All plant life had its fixed pattern of growth and reproduction, of
purpose and function. The sun, moon and stars were assigned their fixed places,
courses, and duties. At the very moment when all forms of animal life were created

- they were at once guided, directed and restricted by the "stoicheia", the rudiments
of this world. #e may speak of these rudiments as being the unchanging laws of
mnature. No.plant, no form of animal life has the ability to step out or be above
these fixed laws of mature.
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But when the Triune God made man, we have a different story: "And God said, Let
us make man in our image, after our likeness and let them have dominion over the fish
of the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over all the earth, and over every
creeping thing that creepeth upon the earth, So God created man in his own image, in
the image of God created He him; male and female created he them." (Gen.1:26.27)

i

Since God is a spirit and 1is omnipresent, the fact that man was created in the
image of God does not refer to his outward appearance or to his make-up. It, however,
does place man in a realm above all the other works of creation. "Thou hast made
him a little lower than the angels, and hast crowned him with glory and honor. Thou
madest him to have dominion over the works of Thy hands." (Ps. 8:5.6a)

It is not the purpose of this paper to explore the full meaning as to what all
this implies, that man was created in the image of God. We only wish to consider
what implications this may have as to man's need of any form of Law. From Eph. L2k
we conclude that original man possessed the gualities of righteousness and true holi-
ness. And fggm Col. 3:10 we learn that Adam and Eve were blessed with the true know-
ledge of God and of His holy will. Dr. Lenski says: "In Adam this image existed in
its pristine newness and made him like God in righteousness and holiness. And it was
combined with true knowledge and thus with truth as held by this knowledge. In this
respect Adam was a miniature copy of God." In addition to this Adam from the crea-
tion of the new world clearly saw and understood by the things, that were made, the
invisible things of God, even His eternal power and Godhead, He knew God, and glor-
ified Him as God and was thankful. (Cf. Rom.1:19-21). This gave Adam his incentive
and motive to honor his Creator in holiness and purity of living.

However, Adam was not God to do whatever would please himself (Cf. Ps. 115:3).
He was but a creature of God to live within tke limits of God's holy orders of crea-
tion. He was also subject to certain "stoicheia"; for examples: as to being male and
female, as to being fruitful and multiplying, as to sustaining the life of his body,
etc. God, who is not the author of confusion, by his very acts of creation at once
established proper and good order fro the man and the woman, for parents and children.
But man's thoughts and desires, his will and his reasoning powers were not hemmed in,
guided and directed by the fixed and unalterable "rudiments of the world". Within :
the limits of his own creation he was in no way under any kind of Law. He was rather
to have and exercise dominion over the face of the earth.

Yet man's thoughts, desires, words, and deeds were in full harmony with the holy
will of God. For the "nomos" (Not the Ten Commandments as given on Sinai) was writ- g
ten in his heart. Hence, without any rules and orders to instruct him, he knew what
needed to be done to honor God above all things, to love Him above all things, and to
trust in Him above all things; he knew what it meant to be in intimate fellowship
with his Creator - to pray, to praise and to give thanks; he knew what it mean to
keep the Sabbath Day holy, which the Lord God instituted the seventh day. Adam showed
proper respect for God's Word, when he was told to dress and to keep the beautiful
garden of Eden and to give names to all the animals, Eve showed this same respect
when she replied to the serpent's "Yea, hath God said." Before the fall there was no
need for the first three commandments as given through Moses to Israel on Mt. Sinai.
Neither was there any need for the last seven Commandments. Since the holy will of
God was implanted in man's heart, Adam needed no detailed instructions in holy living.
He didn't need Luther's explanations to the Ten Commandments, or a thorough study of
them as we have them in our Synod's Catechism. ihen God, therefore, placed man in
the garden, He didn't have to say to him: "thou shdlt not covet" - "Thou shalt not
steal." And when God created the woman and instituted marriage, He didn't have to -
give the commandment: "Thou shalt not commit adultery." But Adam knew the sacredness
of marriage, when on his wedding day he rejoiced: "Therefore shall a man leave his
father and mother, and shall cleave to his wife." He knew the will of God as express-
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ed by Jesus: "vhat therefore God hath joined together, let not man put asunder" (cf.
#t. 19:6). He knew what it meant to "glorify God in his body, and in his spirit,

which are God's" (Cf, 1Cor.6:20).

But God did give Adam and Eve a law, which was not written in their hearts, -

a law which was definitely linksd to their position as creatures over against their
Creator and Benefactor. This law was tc serve as a teething-ring, which offered them
the opportunity to exercise their reason and freedom of will as being miniature pat-
terns of God., The ccmmand was this: "OFf every tree in the Garden thou mayest freely
eat; But of the tree of the knowlzdge of good and evil; thou shalt not eat of it;

for in the day that thou eatest thereof thou shalt surely die." (Cf. Gen. 2:16.17).
Would Adam and Eve honor and retain their full confidence in the wisdom and good-
ness of God? Would they continue to obey this law, never once challenging God, or
putting the wrong interpretation on the word and will cf God? Would they continue to
cling to this trust, that whatever God did and said was bub to serve their tempcral
and eternal welfere? This one command, therefore, was not primarily a test of love,
but a test of trust and of full reliance upon the Triune God.

And so we conclude that man in the state of holiness did not need the Ten Com-
mandments to bring him to the knowledge of sin, to curb his sinful flesh, or to in-
form and to guide him in god-pleasing living - or to instruct him as to how he may
show his love to God.

FROM ADAM TO MOSES.

According to the Uszher system of Bible Dating the period in history from Adam's
creation to the time of Moses covered approximately 2500 years.

And according to Rom. 5:13 and 1lli, during this period of time man was not given
special laws cf any kind: no moral laws, no ceremonial laws, no civil laws., He re-
ceived no special. command as was given to Adam, no special laws as given to the
Children of Isracl through lioszs &t Sinai. No one received a single law prescribing

God-pleasing behavior, Dr. Lenski wrote in explaining Rom. 5:13: " 'Until law'
tersely brings out the charactevistic mark of this period of history; it was devoid
of 'law', of anmything in ths nature of ‘law:', . . "Between Adam and Moses no such

command, nothing lile ‘law’ exisied. It isa fact, onz that easily escapes a reader
of the history of the early patriarche unless he carefully reflects; but once it is
pointed out, we all see this stirangs fact: thsre was no divine command or law between
Adam and Moses."

Let us now do some "“careful reflecting." God's Word declares: "But sin is not
imputed when there is no lew." Rom. 5:13b. Yet this same passage states: "For until
the law sin was in the world." and in v. 1l we read: "Nevertheless death reigned from
Adam to Moses, even over them that had not sinned after the simifitude of Adam's trans-
gression." Adam, as we know, was given a very specific command, and was warned that
the day he would disobey, he would surely die. None of his descendants received a
similar law or laws until the time of woses. And yet Paul expleainss Rom. 2:12: "For
as many as have sinned without law shall perish without law," "For when the Gentiles,
which have not the law, do by nature the things contained in the law, these, having
not the law, are a law unto themselves, which show the work of the law written in
their hearts, their conscience also bearing witness, and their thoughts the mean
while accusing or else excusing one another® (Rom. 2:14.15).

It is true that God did not - from the day that man sinned until Moses - find it
necessary to "repeat' the laws, which He had written in man's heart. Nevertheless,
"He left not Himself without witness." He saw to it that man retained a knowledge
of His will in his heart; He kept man's conscience alive and on the job; He continued
to reveal His eternal Godhead and Power in His works of creation; He remained near as
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gt. Paul said to the Athenians: "That they should seek the Lord, if haply they might
feel after him, and find him, though he be not far from every one of us: For in him
we live, and move and have our being." Acts 17:27.28a; He continued His witnessing
as Paul declared in Lystra: "#ho in times past suffered all nations to walk in their
own ways. Nevertheless he left not himself without witness, in that he did good,

and gave us rain from heaven, and fruitful seasons, filling our hearts with food and "’
gladness." Acts 14:16.17; But above all from the very day when man fell into sin

the Lord God continued to reveal His gracious good will in the preaching of the Gos-
pel: the good news of the Seed of the wWoman bruising the serpent 's head. And by
means of this Gospel sinners were brought to faith and they"put on the new man, which
is renewed in knowledge after the image of him that created him." Col. 3:10. Yes,
the Lord God revealed the Gospel to Adam the simner and to his sinful descendants.
And there were those.who called:.on the name of the Lord, and the Holy Spirit used the
Gospel to sanctify them in their daily lives. Men like Seth, Enoch and Noah walked
with God in child-like faith, because the Gospel was the power of God in them not only
unto salvation, but also to live a God-pleasing life - and all this without the writ-

ten law.

After the Tower of Babel ugonfusion", God permitted the nations of the earth to
go their own ways and chose Abraham to become the father of that people of whom the
Savior was to be born. God called him out of &mu Ur of the Chaldees and promised that
in him ard in his Seed all the nations of the eartn would be blessed. With him the
Lord God made His Covenant of Grace. After the Covenant was made and Abraham matured
in his 1life of Faith, God did not find it necessary to give the Ten Commandments as
tryles” and "guides" to inform him as to how to live his faith and to show his love
to his Savior God. When the Lord called upon Abraham to offer his son as a sacrifice,
He was not testing his love according to the first commandment; but the Lord asked
him to reveal to all the children of Abraham what the content of his faith was: that
he had a clear understanding of the death of the Son of God on the Cross and of His
glorious resurrection! Abraham, as well as all 0.T. believers, did good works (Cf.
Rom, i:2) - not because God educated, informed, or instructed him with His Ten Com~—
mandments; but their good deeds were the fruit of the Holy Spirit. (In our Lutheran
Confessions we read: "Fruits of the Spirit, however, are the works which the Spirit _
of God who dwells in believers works through the regenerate L§pontaneously and freelﬁ
as though they knew of no command, threat cr reward; for in this manner the children
of God live in the Law and walk according to the Law of God, which f@ode of livinéﬂ
St. Paul in his epistle calls the Law of Christ and the Law of the mind? Trigl. -
page 807. 5.) Isn't it therefore, rather remarkable, that Abraham should frequently
serve as an outstanding example of keeping many of the Ten Commandments? Joseph also
serves as a fine example of keeping the lst, the Lth, the 6th, the Tth, the 8th, and
the 10th commandments - hundreds of years before they actually were givenl!

And God, the Lord, continued to reveal His gracious good will to Abrahams de~
scendants. He summed up His gracious concern and care for His People beforegiving
the Law through Moses, when Hedeclared: nyt, “The Lord, Thy God." With this desig-
nation He described Himself at once more clearly, so that Israel could not remain in
doubt as to WHO He was! I am the Lord, Thy God, which have brought thee out of the
land of Egypt, out of the house of bondage," With these words the whole
history of Israel and the history of their Fathers was briefly reviewed. According
to 1 Cor. 10:1-l; the Lord reminded His People "how they all were under the cloud, and
all passed through the sea; And were all baptized unto Moses in the cloud and in the
sea; And did all eat the same spiritual meat; and did all drink the.same spiritual
drink; for they drank of that spiritual Rock that followed them: and that Rock
was Christ."

' Thus we see that God did not consider it necessary to clarify man's knowledge of
His holy will for 2500 years, God dealt with the wicked and with His saints on the
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of the Law written in man's heart. The wicked could not plead innocence, be-

%e an accountable knowledge of the Law remained in his heart., And the believers
jd not need any written laws to renew their knowledge of God's holy will and to in-
ct them in the fear, love and trust in God.

"~ We have no law of instruction given to Abel, and yet he "brought the firstlings
‘of his flock and of the fat thereof'| Gen L:h. God held Cain guilty of murder, al-
though He had not taught him the fifth commandment: Thou Shalt Not Kill., Nor did He
©""say to him: Thou shalt fear and love God, that thou dost not hurt or harm Abel in
his body! We have no detailed commandments and rules given to Enoch, and yet we
read: "And Enoch walked with God" Gen. §:2l. Wwhen in the days immediately before
the flood God saw that the wickedness of man was great in the earth, God held all
men responsible for their godless behavior, although they had no revealedand written
commandments to instruct and to guide them. And Noah was "without Law"', but we read
" of him: "Noah was a just man and perfect in his generation, and Noah walked with
God." Gen. 6:9, Abraham was without any written Law; nevertheless the Lord said
to Isaak that He would bless him, "because that Abraham obeyed my voice, and kept my
charge, my commandments, my statutes, and my laws" Gen. 26:5; And in Ex. 16:28.29a
we read: "And the Lord said unto Moses, How long refuse ye to keep my commandments
and my laws? See, for that the Lord hath given you the sabbath.® (Cf. also Ex. 15:
263 16:L; 18:16; 18:20).

- Therefore, since God did not deem it necessary to give the Ten Commandments to
Adam and Eve shortly after they fell into sin, -~ since He did not give them to Noah
and his family immediately after the flood, nor to Abratemand his descendants until
the time of Moses, we must be most careful that we to not enlarge the scope and pur-
pose of these Commandments beyond that which God tells us in His Word.

, FROM MOSES TO CHRIST'S RESURRECTION.

After the descendants of Jacob multiplied into a great nation in the land of
Ezypt, God led them out that they mizht occupy the promised land until the fulness
of the time would come. After freeing them from Egyptian bondage the Lord led them
to Mt. Sinai, where He made His covenant of the Law with them.

However, before the Law Covenant was to be made, the people were to realize_ tha
the Covenant of Promise, which was made vith Abraham was not to be annulled, replaced,

modernized, or amplified {(cf. Gal. 3:15-17), and that He, their Lord would remain
their God of unchanging grace and mercy. This Israel and ioses were to keep vividly
in their minds. When God appeared to Moses in the burning bush, He said to him:
"Thus shalt thou say unto the children of Israel, The Lord God of your fathers, the
God of Abraham, the God of Iszak, and the God of Jacob, hath sent me unto you; this
is my name forever, and this is my memorizl unto all generations" Es. 3:15. Then -
in order that the people might realized this faithfulness of their Lord in fulfilling
the Covenant of Promise..~ doses was to tell the people: "Ye have seen what I did unto
th Egyptians, and how I bear you on eagle’s wings, and brought you unto myself" Ex.
19:4. And when the Lord continued, "Now, therefore, if ye will obey my voice indeed,
and keep my covenant", He referred to the Covenant of Promise, and the "keeping" of
this Covenant was to be done as Abraham kept it: Abrabam "believed." Through faith
~in God's graclous promises to send a Savicr they would be a peculiar treasure unto
the Lord above all people, - they would be a kirngdom of priests, and a holy nation."
‘cf. Ex. 19:5.6. ' '

... Thereafter Moses was instructed to prepare the people for the time, when the

- Lord would proclaim the Ten ¥ords, which we call the Ten Commandments. The histori-
~cal setting and timing of these Ten Words are all important! The Ten Commandments

~ definitely were preliminary and preparatory. They were to serve as a dramatic back
- ground for all of God's Laws as revealed through lioses, For when the Lord God in
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that awe-inspiring setting proclaimed the Ten wWords, the people pleaded with Moses:
ngpeak thou with us, and we will hear; but let not God speak with us, lest we die,
(Ex. 20:19) .. "And the people stood afar:off and ioses drew near unto the thick
darkness where God was." (Ex.20:21). And in Dt. 5:22 we read: "These words the Lord
spake unto all the assembly in the sount, with a great voice; and He added no more."
The people declared: “"Behold, the Lord our God hath showed us his glory and his
greatness," (Dt.5:2L) - Yet the people pleaded: "Go thou near, and hear all that the
Lord our God shall say; and speak thou unto us all that the Lord our God shall speak
unto thee; and we will hear it and do it " (Dt.5:27). Then the Lord said to soses:
"Go say to them, get you into your tents again. But as for thee, stand thou here by
me, and I will speak unto thee all the commardments, and all the statutes, and the
judgments, which thou shalt teach them,” . . (Dt.5:30.31.). And in Ex. 2;:12 we read:
"And the Lord said unto loses, Come up to me into the :sfount, and be there: And I will
give thee tables of stone, and a law, and commandments which I have written; that
thou mayest teach them." (Cf. also Dt. L:1.2; Dt. 6:1f£f). This surely makes it clear
that the Ten Commandments were but preliminary and preparatory to the whole catalog

of the Mosaic Law.

~ When we speak of the entire ifosaic Law we customarily divide all the commandments
into three groups: The Civil, the Ceremonial and the Noral Laws. And it is import-
ant to note that the Ten Commandments are only a part of the lMoral Law, For example
in Ex. 20:13 we have the Sth Commandment, iThou Shalt Not Kill." In Ex. 21:12 we
have:"He that smiteth a man, SO that he die, shall surely be put to death.” Another
example: Ex. 20:12 reads: "Honor thy father and thy mother, that thy days may be long
upon the land which the Lord thy God giveth thee." And in Ex. 21:17 we have the
threat: "and he that curseth his father or his mother, shall surely be put to death."
Therefore, when the Lord God spoke the Ten words He clearly revealed "His Glory ard
Greatness" that his fear might be befere their faces that they sin not! And so it
comes as no surprise to find that the Ten Commandments are not worded as positive
rules prescribing good conduct, but are definite orders forbidding sinning. We are
told: "The strongest possible grammatical forms in Hebrew are used in these prohibi-
tions." This is exactly what the very wording of the commandments reveal. What
instructions, what information do we find in the first commandment in regard to
fearing, loving and trusting in God above all things? What new unheard of social
order did God initiate, when He said, Honor thy father arnd thy mother? What inform-
 ation did God impart about decent and clean living as to sex and marriage, when He
commanded: Thou shalt not commit adultery?

In view of all this we must give serious consideration to claims that God gave
the Ten Commandments to renew man's knoviedge of the natural Law, whichwaswritten in
man 's heart. We read: "God wrote His Law in the heart of man (Natural Law). He re-
peated and explained the same Law in the Bible because of sin (Written Law)." But
God in His Word does not use the word "repeat" , but He declares: "It was added be-
cause of transgression.” (Gal.3:19).

There is only one deduction we may make, and that is that each one of these Ten
Commandments presuppose a xnovledge of all good order established by God at the tire
of Creation, 'a knowledge of God's Holy and just will in man ts heart, and the know-
ledge given to the believers by God's Holy Spirit. And this knowledge the Lord re-

freshed in the minds of the children of Israel, when He declared: "I, the Lord, Thy

God." #hen He said, "I" ~ "Thy God" He clearly reminded them: I am your Creator,
who Wrote my Laws in your hearts; thereby stressing once more "ahat is to be the
quality of man in his nature, thought, words, and works'! When He said: "I" - "The

Lord" He caused them to remember that He was their Redeemer and Savior, who was
drawing them to fear, love, and trust in Him above all things. With this declaration,
"I, the Lord, Thy God" the Lord summed up once more all their God-given duties and
responsibilities - and then added the Ten Vords forbiding the violation of these
divine rules.
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Again, after speaking the Ten Words, the Lord once more stated most clearly the pos-
itive response He expactod As He proclaimzd: "I", "The Lord", "Thy God", when He

' called out Through sosac: "ibkav, O Tsrazl, the Lord our God is one Lord: And thou
shalt love “he Lord thy Cod with all tnine heart, and with all thy soul, and with
all thy might." (Dt. &ish.5.) To this"first and great comrmandment” Jesus added a

second "like unto it's "Thou shalt love thy neighbor 4s thyself" - quoting Lev. 19:18,
Tese two commandments do noy sum up the Ten Wurds, bul as Jesus declared: "On these
two commandments hang all the law and the prophets." uath. 22:40, Lenski explains

"law' as Torah, Pentateuch and "the prophets™ as all the other books of the 0ld Test~
ament. Yes, these divine orders - as summed up in these two great commandments -~
were in effect long before the "ten Words" were spoken. The Ten Words, therefore,
were to clarify the truth that the holy and jealous God would not permit or excuse
the slightest deviation from these divine principles!

Furthermore it is important to remember, to what kind of people the Lord God
spoke these Ten iords., It waa that people upon which God set His love, — that people
whom He had chosen, - that people whom He delivered with a mighty hand out of the
land of Egypt. In the light of this loving care there are those who like to paint
the following picture: God's great love awakened a responding love in the hearts and
minds of the children of Israel, and they as much as pleaded with God: Please tell
us how we may show our love and gratitude to you! Please tell us, instruct us,
jinform us, as to what we may do to please you! Ch How they must have been shocked,
when Cod thundered down upon them, - not with all kinds of simple instructions for
good behavior, telling them what to do and how to be, but instead proclaimed His
threatening and condemning prohibitions. But God's fiord paints a different picture -
of the children of Israel., It is summed up in these words, which God spoke to Moses:
" have seen this people and behold it is a stiffnecked people." (Ex. 32:9; cf. also
Ex.33:3.5; Dt.9:6.13; Is. L8:h; Acts 7:51-53,) The Children of Israel as a whole
were a murmuring, rebellious and ungrateful people! And. so, we must conclude, that
the Ten Commandments never, never Wwere to serve as a course of instructions for be-
lievers in holy living! Not even from the time, when they were given through Moses
until the time of Christ's death and resurrection!

ALL REFERENCES in the New Testament to the kosaic Law bear this out. The true
purpose of the Law is clearly stated in Galatians, the third chapter: "Wherefore then
serveth the law? It was added because of transgression, till the Seed should come "
"But before faith came, we were kept under the law, shut up unto the faith which
should afterwards be ravealed." vijherefore the law was our school master unto Christ."
Yes, from Moses to Christ the law in all its maiy forms (moral, ceremonial, political,
and social) was in force aund served the double function of a legal guarcdsman and of
a "child-leader". It stood as a guard over those who were locked up together under

sin. It functioned ss warden until faith came. It served as "Child-leader" unto
Christ, but did not instiruct or educate!

We next turn to Romans. Thare we read Rom. 3:19: "Now we know that what things
soever the law saith, it saith to toem wao are under the law; tnat every mouth may
be stopped, and all the woi'ld may bacome guilty before God."

Rom. 3:20: "Therafore by the deeds of the law there shall no flesh be justified in
his sight; for by the law is the knowledge of sin."

Rom. §:20: "Moreover the law entered, that the offense might abound.

Rom. 7:7: "Nay, I had not known =in, bub by the law; for I had not known lust, except

the law had said, Thou shalt not covet."

Rom. 7:13: "That sin by tne commandment might become exceeding sinful."

Also 1 Cor.15:56: "The sting of death is sin, and the strength of sin is the law."

Also 1 Tim.1:9-11: "Knowing this, that the law is not made for a righteous man, but

for the lawless and disobadient, for the ungodly and for sinners . . . . and if there

be any other thing that is contrary to sound doctrine; according to the glorious

Gospel of the blessed God " "
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From these New Testament passages it surely is evident that the entire Mosaic Law,
especially the Ten Comrardrenss, dealt exrlusively with the problem of SIN.,l And
from Moses to Christ i% Jdeali. only with the sin of one people, the Children of
Israel, This Proi, F. Kowalkc emphasized in his paper on the First Commandment. He
wrote: "This giving of ths law, however, only concerned the people of Israel, not
Moab, not Ecom, not our heavhen ancestors., It wszs exclusively Isrgel’s Law? from
begimning to erd, For oihor pecplss 1t was not transmittsed or designated; it above
all served as a fenne avourd Israel, which inclosed Israsl and excluded all other
nations. Whozver of ths heathen pations wished to come under the Law Covenant, had
to permit himself to b2 circumcised, and then first did the designations of the Law
concern him. Hence the Law, and thereby I mean the whole giving of the Law on
Sinai, concerned Israszl, and no other people under God's heaven." (Cf. Theol. Quart.

1531),

But when the fulness of the time was come, God sent forth His Son to be made of
a woman, to be made under the Law to redeem them that were under the Law, that we
might. receive the adcption of sons. When Jesus thus fulfilled the demands of God's
Law and paid oif the d=manded punishmant for man's transgr§ssion, and'when ﬂe mede it
possible for men, dead in sin, to b horn again, then the Law had finished its as-
signed duty and was dismissed as guardeman and schoolmazter)

FROM CHRIST'S RESURRECTION UNTIL THE END OF TLiE.

The entire Moseic Law was in effect "till ths Seed should come." Gal., 3:19,
And when we speak of the Mosaic Law we include not only the ceremonial and civil laws
but also the Ten Commandments, Of all these Paul declares: "Wherefore the law was
our schoolmaster unto Christ." Gal.3:2Lh. "But after faith is come, w2 are nd longer
upder a schoolmaster.” Gal. 3:25. 'Wherefore ihou art no more a servant, but a son."
Gal. L:7. "For Christ is the end of the law for righteousness to everyone that be-
lieveth." Rom. 10:L. Since the entire ilosaic Law was an "addition", a temporary
suppliment, it served its purpose, fulfilled its mission, when the "SEED" came and
finished the work of redempticn.

This is also clearly recognized and stated by such men as Prof. J. P. Koehler,
Prof. John Meysr, Dr., lenski, Dr. Stoeckhardt, and Prof. E. Kowalke.

Prof. Koehler wrote in his Commsntary on Galatians: "Paul .. wants to show that
the Law was to ceaze!" "Hence the Law of Moses is in force only for a specific time."

Prof. leyer wrote in his Commentary on 2., Cor. : "The children of Israel were
to gather from this that the Law is not the final Word of God, It has indeed a def-
inite purpose in God's economy, but its function is solely preparatory. Its glory
is a passing thing: when the Law has struck terror into the consciences, it has done
its work. It can do no more. It makes way for the life-giving message of the New
Testament. Bub the Israclites failed to grasp this grand truth. Their hearts and
minds were hardened."

Dr. Lenski. says the same in his Commentary on Col. :"Not only the writing was
stricken out, the very document itself perished on the cross," "Christ was so nailed
to the cross, and in Him the Law was nailed to it; Christ, when he was nailed up,
died; so did the Law. Christ rose again, but not the law; Christ rose because his
death killed the Law forever.,"

Prof. E. Kowalke wrote: "Since the resurrection of Christ Law and Death no longer
concern us, What does concern us is the Gospel of Freedom, of Peace, and of Life,"
(Cf. Theol. Quart. 1931.)
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Dr. Stoeckhardt in his letter to the Romans wrote: "iWe Christians, therefore,
because we through Chrisv have been redeemzd and through faith and Baptism fully
share His redemption, are also loosed and free from the law, not only from the curse
' of the law, but also from the rule and obligation of the law. The law, yes the re-
vealed and written law, is no longer our Lord, has nothing further to say to us; we

are no longer tied to the law."

Historically, therefcre, the whole llosaic Law had served its God-appointed
purpose, wrea Christ finished His work of redemption, - when He was delivered for our
oifurses and was raised for our justification, ihen Christ rose on Easter Sunday and
the 1.ol7 and righteous God by this act declared the whole world as righteous in His
gignht, the Law had fulfilled its mission and no longer was to be a yoke and a burden
+o +he Children of Israel, to whom the Law had been given, - nor was it now to be
transforrsd to all the Gentiles to the end of time. (Cf. Acts 15).

Rut that which is a reality in the sight of God needs to become a reality in our
individual lives. For the natural man the Law is still the schoolmaster unto Christ!
Bub as soon as we are brought to faith in Christ, we are no longzr under the old
schoolmaster. (CF. Gal. 3:25). For at the very momsnt we come %o faith, we are born
again; we are new creatures, we put on the new man. "Old things are pessed away,
behold, all things are bzcome new." 2.Cor.5:17. We put on the new man, which is
renewed in knowledge aftsr the image of him that created him, C0l.3:9.10, "which after
God is created in righteousness and true holiress." Eph,h4:24, Yes, it has happened
the very moment we are born again what God has promised: "I will put my laws into
their mind, and write them in their hearts." Heb. 8:10, And we have the promise:
"Whosoever is born of God doth not commit sin, for his seed remaineth in himj; and he
cannot sin, because he is born of Ged." 1 John 3:9, Being born again we are sons of
God. "And because ye are sons, God hath sent forth the Spirit of His Son into your
hearts crying Abba, Father." Gal. },:6. "And where the Spirit of the Lord is there is
liverty." 2 Cor. 3:17. "And if ye be led of the Spirit, ye are not under the law."
Gal. 5:18. "Knowing this that the law is not made for the righteous man." 1 Tim.1:9.
What further witness is needed to prove that the new man DOES NOT NEED THE IAW, not
as a mirror, or a curb, or as a rule?

There are those who agree that we have been freed from the guilt and curse of
the law. They agree that the Christian as far as he is born again does not need the
Ten Commandments as a mirror and as a curb, but they insist that the Christian needs
the Law to instruct in god-pleasing living. They say: "Do you notice how for Paul
the basis of the appeal is the Gospel? That gives the reason for the new Christian
life, the motivation; That gives the power and ability. But then he goes on by means
of the law to show wherein this new life will consist. . . This relationship must be
kept clear if we are to grow in Christian living. Each, Law and Gospel, must serve
its particular function, We recognize, however, that here the Law i1s thought of as to
its content, the will of God.,"

But the law is not needed to produce good works in a Child of God! This is
achieved by the Holy Spirit by the proper and effective use of the Gospel.

This is what Paul meant, when he declared: "I through the law am dead to the
Law, that I might live unto God. I am crucified with Christ: nevertheless 1 live; yet
not I, but Christ liveth in me; And the life which I now live in the flesh I live by
the faith of the Son of God, who loved me, and gave himself for me." Gal.2:19.20.
And Paul said the same in 1 Cor. 1l:31: "But of him are ye in Christ Jesus, who of God
is made unto us wisdom, and righteousness, and SANCTIFICATION, and redemption." Yes,
when Paul said: I am not ashamed of the Gospel of Christ, for it is the power of God
"unto salvation, he not only included justification but also sanctification.
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This we teach in our Catechism. There we have the question'(220): "By what means does
e Holy Ghost sanctify us? Answer: The Holy Ghost sanctifies us by the means of
'grace: the Gospel in Word ard Sacrament!"

E No one states this more clearly than does Dri Stoeckhardt in his Law'and Gospel: "It
is the preaching of the Gospel alone which quickens, ard bestows the Spirit, arouses
spiritual godly life in the heart."

He also wrote: "But such faith, making Christians what they are, constantly overcoming
sin, law, wrath, comes from the Gospel and is nutured and preserved through constant,
continuing use of the Gospel,"

Another quotation of his: "The Gospel only not the law, reforms man and makes him
pious. The Law has not teen given to quicken, to renew, and sanctify man, but was «.
added because of transgression."

Thus it is clear that after faith is come, we are ho longer under a schoolmaster,
for we are all the children of God by faith in Christ Jesus. cf. Gal.3:2L.25.

And a true believer agrees fully with the following statement of Prof. Kowalke:

"If I as a Christian can not feel myself totally free from the Law, then I cannot
trust the Gospel in ary part, then I cannot have a quiet conscience, and then there
can be no freedom, which should come from the truth," (cf. Theol. Quart. 1931.).

Therefore, when any attempt is made to harness the born-again child of God with the
Law in any form, we should cry out: "But now, after that we have known God, or
rather are known of Ged, how turn ye again to the weak and beggarly elements?!
(Gal. L4:9),  We need to plead most urgently: "Stand fast therefore in the liberty
wherewith Christ hath made us free, and be not entangled again with the yoke of
bondage." (Gal. 5:1).

In one sense the Ten Commandments are out of date! And yet in another sense they
are not. ‘e remember that the :Josaic Law was added because of sin. And whereever
there is sin and transgression there the Ten Commandments remain in force.

Although the New Man in the Christian is holy and does good works, which God hath
before ordained that he should walk in them- , yet the 0ld Adam clings to him. There-
fore the Christian is a saint and a sinner at the same time. And as a sinner he is
under the Ten Commandments, As a sirner he needs the law as a mirror, as a curb, and
also as a rule. But, by all means, let's keep this fact clear in our minds: the
Christian in so far as he is born again, having the original natural law written in
his heart and being "driven" by the Holy Spirit by means of the Gospel, does what
God wills without any teaching of the law. ONLY in so far as he has not been born
again, does he need the Law as a mirror, as a rule and standard of true holiness.

- This is clearly stated in our Lutheran Confessioens: "Since the Law was given to men
for three reasons: first, that thereby outward discipline might be maintained against
wild, disobedient men (and that wild and intractable men might te restrained, as
though by certain bars); secondly, that men thereby may be led to the knowledge of
their sins; thirdly, that after they are regenerate and (much of) the flesh notwith~

“standing cleaves to them, they might on this account have a fixed rule according to

;:whlch they are to regulate and dlrect'f“”ﬂT"WﬁUTé“TTfeu" Trigl. 805.1.

,eWhy 15 this FIXED RULE needed? Our Confessions answer: "For although they are regen-
- erate.and renewed in the spirit of their mind, yet in the present life this regenera-

-tion and renewal is not complete, but only btegun, and believers are, by the spirit of
. their mind, in a constartstruggle against the flesh, that is, against the corrupt
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" nature and disposition which cleaves to us unto death. On account of this old Adam,

ffe'whlch still inheres in the understanding, the will, and all the powers of man, it is
'needful that the Law of the Lord always shine be fore them, in order that they not

%bffrom human devotion institute wanton and self-eleced cults." Trigl. 805. 3.
" (A1l underlining mine for emphasis!)

"So, too, this doctrine of the Law is needful for believers, in order that they may
not hit upon a holiness and devotion of their own, and under the pretext of the
Spirit of God set up a self-chosen worship, without God's Word and Command as it is
written Deut 12:8.28.32." Trigl. 969.20.

"So, too, the doctrine of the Law, in and with (the exercise of) good works of be-
lievers, is necessary for the reason that otherwise man can easily iwagire that his
work and life are entirely pure and perfect.® Trigl. 969.21.

. "However believers are not renewed in this life perfectly or completely . . ., the
old Adam clings to them still in their nature and all its internal and extermal
~powers . . . Therefore, because of these lusts of the flesh the truly believing,
elect, and regenerate children of God need in this llfe the daily 1nstruct10n and

- admonltlon .. of the law."

. UThereafter (after “the Holy Ghost, who is given and received .. through the preach-
~ ing of the Gospel . . renews the heart) the Holy Ghost employs the Law so as to teach
the regenerate from it and to point out and show them in the Ten Commandments what

is the (good and )acceptable will of God." "He exhorts them thereto, and when they
are idle, etc . . because of the flesh, He reproves them on that account through the
Law. . . To reprove is the peculiar office of the Law!". . Trigl..965. 7.2.11,12.

Therefore, our Confessions speak of the Third Use of the Law as revealing positively
~ in the natural Law = and negatively — in the written Law - the holy, perfect,
immutable will of God. This is the "fixed" and "sure rule" and "standard." The new
man knows this and needs no instruction and information. This the natural man to a
certain extent also knows in his heart. But Satan comes with his "Yea, hath God
said?" The sinful world comes with its "you are a law unto yourselfi" False Prophets
come with their own lists of "Touch not, Taste rot; Handle not:." The Modern Sadducees
come with their "new morality." The iodern Pharisees still have their 613 rules of
holy living. OCur flesh will never cease being a Sudducee and a Pharisee, and is al-
ways most anxious to invent a new Third Use of the Law. Therefore the Christian
needs the Law as a fixed, sure rule and standard to keep a clear picture before him,
as to what really is the good and acceptalbe will of God. He constantly needs to be
admonished and exhorted, that there te no deviation from this guide line above it or
below it, or either to the right of it or to the left of it! (cf., e. g. Matt. 19:16-

20.)

And so we conclude that it is of vital importance that we constantly remind ourselves

. as to the true purpose of the Ten Commandments in God's Plan of Salvation. The His-

- torical Position of the giving of the Law surely helps us to know how to use the Law
in God's economy of Grace. This then will help us to guard against the inclination
to make the Law the ultimate goal of our teaching ministry, using the Gospel to serve
the Law for motivation, strength and ability. We will then keep the Law in its proper

~ place to be our tutor only end always unto Christ and His Gospel! And above all it

. will keep us from inventing a new third use of the Law, which is contrary to the

~Scriptures and the Luthera Confessions.




