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There are many different ways one could evaluate the
1ife and work of Dr. Adolf Hoenecke. Ovexr the course of
years many different people have done exactly that. This
paper will not seek to reveal all of the areas 1in which
people responded to Dr. Hoenecke, but will focus on the area
) ML Vi ]
of his medsss opus, his Bv. Luth. Dogmatik. To acconplish
this purpose, it will inclilude & brief blography of Dr.
Hoenecke, a description of how his Dogmatics was published,
and the reactions which numerous people and groups had to it.
Dr. Gustav Adolf Fellwx Theodor Hoenecke was born on
February 2, 1835 in Brandenburg CGermany, about fifty miles
gsouthwest of Berlin. (1) There he finlshed his elementary
schooling and the Gymnasium. (2) Bven though his metives for
it were uncleay, in 1856 he went to Halle in ordexr to study
theology. (3) It was here that he met August Tholuck, a

professor who would influence Hoenecke's growth as a

[1e]

theologian., He completed his studies at Halle in 1859.
Beginning on January 1, 1860, he worked for two years as
a private tutor for Mr. Major of Wattenwahl near Bern. (4)
During this time Dr. Hoenecke continued his study of theology
and dogmatics. Ag he learned more of the Reformed theology,
he became uncomfortable with the Unlon agreement that
Lutheran and Reformed pastors wouldn't practlce polemics
against one another. (5) This feeling and his uncertaln
financial situation were factors in his acceptance of the
call of the High Consistory for volunteers to come to Anerica

to do work supported by the Berlin Mission Socliety. (6)
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for a time in Racine and eventually becane
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parture, Hoenecke not only became head of the
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also editor-in-chief the Gemeindeblatt. (12)

his death of pneumonia

1908. (13)
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prospectus.

vears the members of the General Synod of
sconsin, Minnesota, Michigan, and other States

entertained the wish that Dr. 3. Hoenecke,
ofessor and director at the theological seminar
at Wauwatosa, Wis., who died January the third,
1808, might publish his dogmatic lectures. D,
Hoenecke acceded to this wish, which was voliced
particularly by hisg nmany puplls. He was on the
point of preparing his lectures for publication, in
fact, he had for years been occupled with this
arduocus  task, when the Lord sunmoned him from his

Yo O
:L*f“ﬂbi

i)
s

labers before he had conpleted them. Lest the work
thus begun remain uncompleted, and the oft-repeated
wish of many persons in our circles uniulfilled,
the sons of the deceased ave undexrt
complete thelr father's work and publish it. A
committees, consisting of Prof. A. Ernst of
Watertown, Prof. J. Koehler of Wauwatosa, and Rev.
C. Gausewitz of Milwaukee, was appointed to assist
them. The publication wag taken in hand by the
Publishing House of the Synod. (14)

£
n
ertaken to

They planned to publish the work £lrvst In elghty page

fEns

leaflets, beginning with Volume 2, followed by Volumes 3,

and finally Velume 1. The publisher's prospectus elaborates

The publication begins with dogmatics proper, with
theology (in the strict sense). Tt is not
necessary ©to state the reason why the publication
dO@” not begin with the Prolegomena. The reason 15

this: The author was engaged on a evislon
{Neubearbeltung) of the Prolegonena and on
expanding the waterial of this chapter by an
additional history of the Prolegomena, when God
called him from his 1labox. Howevey, he left
extensive notes covering the uncompleted part of
his work. These must now he worked out, and that
only to give to the complete work that degree of

perfection which the author had intended. That Iis

the reason why the publication beglins in the middle

of tThe work. The notes, when fully elaborated,
will be submitfted to Tthe editing committee for
criticism, and willl be marked “uncompleted by the
auther? in the published edition of the work. Wh@
entire work will be concluded with an exhaustive
index., The firszst number is now ready fox md11¢3q9
It is presumed that one number of 80 pages will Dbe
issued every olbher month, and the entire work wi
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comprise about 20 nunbers, and reguire three years
for its completion. (15)

This time frame turnsd out to be too ambitiocus. The

4.

first leaflets were published in 1909. last one was

=3
g

bublished in 1914, five vears later.

Dr. Hoenecke was clear in what his approach to his

Dogmatics would be. It would contain the teachlings of the

14

01ld Lutherans, but would not always use the same forms which
they used, "The submitted Dogmatics is and should be one of

the old Lutheran church, above all else in its contents,

generally speaking in its form."™ (16) His goal was to
transmit those pure teachings to modern day students.

our theological students should become entrusted
with the dogmatics of the o0ld Lutheran church.
That could hardly happen better than through this,
that they would be made at home in the old teaching
systems, in which the spirit of the old, simlilarly
written, Lutheran teachings held sway throughout
centurlies. {(17)

Hoenecke realized that his variations on the old forn
would cause some people difficulties. Sonme people might want
to abandon the old forms altogether. But Hoenecke wrote, "No

5 system

;mu

expert of the history of dogmatics will deny that th

xﬂ

has already had a blessing which has not been valued highly

enough, also for the preservation of the pure doctrine.” (18)

Hoenecke also realized that some people might fear that
changing the old forms would somehow change thelr contents.

To them he responded, "01ld doctrinal substance and obsolete
teaching form are not the same things. We savor the same
good Word of God as our faithful old dogmaticlans, yet ouxr

taste for dogmatic descriptions may easily be different than



theirs in many cases.™ (19) Hoenecke hoped that both
viewpoints could see the value of his approach. "This may
satisfy as an explanation, on one hand for those who find

much too old in these lectures in their form, on the othex

hand for those who £ind nuch too new.™ (20)

]

Dr. Hoenecke's basic approach wvas to state carefully

theses and antitheses, which he followed with

worded
discussions of those statements. In this way, he not only
stated the correct teachings, but also refuted false

ach came from the way he had conducted

O

teachings., This appr«

the lectures at the seninary.

From its character as lectures fox “heological
students, esp. undexr our conditions it is
explained that, whexre it is a gu@stzon of opinion
of wvarious doctrinal appearances and doctrinal
developments, etc., not only will a short cpinion
be given about it, but alsc extensive statements
about the subject matter, which gives the
justification to the opinion and at the same Time a

desgirable clearness. {(21)
Hoenecke's Dogmatics was recelved very favorably by

members of the Wisconsin Synod. This would naturally be

expected, for this work had been greatly deslred by 1its
menbers. The Gemelindeblatt confirmed this desire in

Hoenecke's obltuary.

FOV a long time already the Synod has had two
wishes: that he publish his Dogmatics and call
theological periodical. The latter
four vyears ago, and Dr. Hos zecke WAaSs

3 1

srominent writer. He worked on his
purpose of @ubil.aulon for many vears, but
vaod from this work through 115 1

Professor J. Schallexr, who was on the publication

committee, eupresssed a favorable view of the work.

A



dogma

In the theological work of Dr. Hoenecke the
vivid character 1s obviously evident. On the
strength of his excellent, natural ability he had

-

obtained a rich, p“@ﬁ? se, orderly and overall
n@Wp ul presentation of material in the course of

ng was used entirely in sexvice

time; but everyithi
ch in this way @"mtlnqujahai him

of the Gospel, whic

from others. With his public discourses, hls
sermons, and his lectures one alwvays admi?@ﬂ the
clarity and the reliability of the description and
the quick reply to possible objections, but cguld
also always heartily rejolce how all of his

comments were ruled by a c¢lear knovledge of the
truth of salvation and from a childlike subjection
to the Word of Scripture as God's Word. Hoeneckes
wyas a Bible theologian and wanted to be nothing
glse; to him the sermon of the graclous forgiveness
of sins through Christ stood in the center of the

entire theology. In this spirit also he has
handled the Lutheran Dogmatics; his descriptlon is
throughout pervaded and 1lluminated by the Gospel.

In addition his particular strength lay in the
explanation with the multifaceted
BrrOrs and mistakes he expo

acuteness., (23)

antlzhebeﬁ, wvhose
ges  with skilful

Professor J. P. Koehler held Hoenecke's approa

tics in high regard. He says that from him he lear

the right method of the dogmatician, whlch bullds
on careful exegesis of language and history to
convey to the human mind no more and no less, and
hence not otherwise either than Scripture does, the

1 divine truths which the Spilrit has revealed
unto falith. (24}

fact that Hoenecke was not

to what the earlier dogmaticlans had sald, but what the

said,

He criticized the fathers of Lutheran theology more
freely than did Walther. Az Luther, without
espousing nominalism, did not follow the prevailing
realism of scholastic theology, 30 Hoenecke was not
a disciple of the scholastic system which governed
“he dogmatics of the 17th century and employed a
reasoning foreign to our simpler 19th century

ot
{

logic. The doctrinal writings which he himself
published are evidence of that, e.qg. the

prolegomena of his dogmatics [sicl. (25)

-
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ch to
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Proiessor

articles for the Theologische

had deeply studied those Lutheran dogmaticlians.

a student at Halle,

ted him to the
g ﬁngCLaliy to Calov
intellectual

(26)

istic periods.

filrm grounding

hisz natural personality, resulted

k] a 4.

his approach to ministyy and teaching.

u

a calm and
guietly, bore the
though vielding
Even when practicing

against Christian co
Gemeindeblatt and Der
He strengthened and guided

polemics

P

his

synod and wgave his students a
sound Lutheranism, and with

eagerly
Tyuth., (27)

Pileper repeatedly

strong point

He had an unconmonly sharp maind,
definition of terms and concepts,
subject from the ground up. In
clear dﬁgmm%ic exposition he

unexcelled master in our clzcles.

Hoenecka never
&élogical greatness,
sologian of
ralnling was on the hiqh
scholarship. His most
characteristic
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nis influence

our older men,

nevey offended
read

of that period.
coworkers in
Cirm grounding in
greatl
pursued peace with all
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's precision as his
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to first-class
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Thoroughly at home in Scripbture, in Luther, and in
Lutheran dogmatics, he showed himself combat-ready
in any debate that became necsssary

> v for him. He
was also sure of aﬁﬁ ground and careful in his
argumentation. Therefore, as a rule, he camne out
victorious. Hoenecke was no fire-breathing warrior
who pressed recklessly forward and Dbroke through
the enemy lines so0 that others might follow.
2]

ather, he was a guielt, peace-loving man 1in  the
synod, and after the spirit OL genuine Lutheranisn
had overwvhelmed his soul and had taken it captlive,
he was the trxustworthy leader of ouy synod 1n  the
se of the true, pure gospel. {(29)

theology, as you know, 1ls stored up fox
in his many syncdical eE8avs, but
noipa 111 in *the great product of his pen,
E “LMtﬁ ﬁogm&tiﬁﬂ From bthis fount the pure
gospel flows out to the future pastors of our synod
aven today and, we Thope, for many years To
come. (30)
Reactions in other Lutheran bodies to Hoenecke's
Dogmatics were also generally favorable. Periodlicals of the

Missouri Synod greeted the beginning of the publication.

"The title of this publication, together with the name of the

D

tention and to arouse
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the interest of every Lutheran theologlan." (31)

the discussion of these theses 1t becomes
that the author is a scholar of extensive
that 1is reading has been critical, and
that he has formulated a careful Judgment of the

4.

force and tendency of the statenents of ancient,
medieval, and modern theolog¢mnaa (323

We readlily confess to a keen sense of dellight
while perusing this Initial number of the Fitsf
genulne Luth@xaﬁ Dogmatilk publishet
and ewmanating rom an American
of course, 3mg. thi
even a tentat

i
but the contentl: of the flrst

promising In such ¥
look forward with

5wjumio and to wish

; ylishey Godspeesd in

ub
efforts. (33)



the

guality. "In & typographical respect one can Judge the Lirzst

The Missourl Synod's Lehre und Wehre also spoke well of

work, not only in its material, but also in printing

leaflet as surpassing. A dlistinguished work, llke this
Dogmatics, deserves also a distingulished entrance.” (34)
Missouri syvnoed publications continued to pralise the work
as it being printed. The Theological Quarterly called
the second leaflelt "a worthy sequel to the first.™ (35) They

likewise continued to speak well of his general approach toe

d

(e

CHin

K}J

revi

with

ey 1n the Lehre und Wehre critic

tics.

Dr. Hoenecke's work, about which we have
already Vepnxted the first six booklets in Y"Lehre
und Wehre,' grounds itself on *the Lutheran
dogmaticians. Yelt although Hop.a,k@ bears these in
mind at length, so has he not vyet simply taken over
thelr teachings, but rather he ewerclses on then &

39 eated and, in part, decisive criticism, although
with every wmildness and modesty. (36)

But all words from Missourl were nolt vords of pralse.

ed Hoenecke's Dogmatic

not speaking enough about Jjustlficatlion.

In the detalled discourse of Jjustification we fall
to see a thorough digcussion of universal
Justification, which still is a basls for
everything that one othervise has to realize abont
ification, and therefore should not be ]
with a few sentences. But understandably tn@
presentation of Hoenecke here is also coxrrect. (37)

Bult in general, Missourl synod reviewers stood flzmly

Hoenecke's material, especially as 1t spoke agalnst

false teaching. Thelr comments on his presentation dealing
with the Election Controversy show this.
Very detailed iz the criticism regarding the

treatnment of the doctyrine of the dogmaticians
concerning election intuwite fidei, which the Dhilo



synod has nmade as 1ts Shibboleth.
we make no rebuke of Hoenecke for such o
Rather we of the opinion that
semetimes still moves, formally and
f“?hwz too much in the paths of the
ih that he had distanced himself
oy example in the treaitment of the
e all, illumination, rebirth, co

(38)
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With the doctri
takes pains on page 4 i
antitheses Lo our ﬁog:a ‘he guestion w
has allowed the fall of mmﬁ, and vyet he still
with it to no comprehensible and satils
zolution. (42)

11 of Man, the autho:
o reply n
-

e

Btellhorn also often remarks that Hoenecke should have
included more materlial on the subject being discussed. Pox
examnple, on the subject of what human nature inheriis, he
says that "the author should have stressed and emphasized
more over agalinst Lthe Reformed objection.™ (43) Stellhorn
also spends about twoe pages expanding on fthe subject of

Chr

;u.

atte actlve and passive obedience, because here, too,
Hoenecke didn't state things as he thought they should be
said. (44)

Stellhorn reacts negatively to the times when Hoenecke

s

logmaticiansg in less thaen favorable vays.

S
e
e
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ta of old
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pe
One examnple ig "Philip [Melanchthonl, whom the author gladly

years bto criticize."™ (45) At another place he remarks,

s

ap
"But we do not understand why is was necessaxry also here
agaln to find fault with Philip." (46)

Stellhorn expressed his discomforlt at critlcizing those
deceased theologlans with the woxds, "Bult vhoever condemns
out of hand our fathers of doctyine, who have rested with th
Lord for centuries, in such a disdainful and unjustified way
to him one must oppose energetically, 1If he has also already
himself deprried from this life.® (47)

tellhorn did indeed criticize Hoenecke's material,

€3]

particularly in matters relating to the Election Controversy.

an ewpanded quotation will relate some of his views.

i1



This tenth part of ©the most complete and

[tiey

thorough work (which by the way is not very rapidly
nearing its completion) of all those which have
appeared on the dogmatic £ield in the Lutheran
chureh of America, treats of vocation,
illunination, rege ﬂulmtnOni converslon and

e vre Lthe veryy articles which,
OnCe znlnq pxﬁﬂiﬁt]ﬂnilnﬁv are in

=11 the Synodigal Conference and
Ohio.
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repentance.
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Calvinisn with its
irresistible gz
from the TLreatme
natlon, feared VOU13 be the case.
too, the author is not a consistent
An absolute
absolutely no
: anor and line of
£ wman as over agains t converting and
ce, necessarily includes and asks for an
irresistible anP@ in convexrsion 1.2. one which 13
not at all determined by the demeanor of man as
over against it.

The author indisputably teaches an absolute
predestination Iin the sense in which we have Jjust
given it, and which 1s commonly accepted, beling
disputed only by New Migsszouri and ite

¥

conduct o
waving gra
3

co-religionists. He should, therefore, 1f he is at
all a consistent tTthinkexr, teach an irresistible

conversion. (48)

]
D
]
Jomwrd

Here it is worth mentioning that Stellhoxrn does nol
that Hoenecke was being as "extreme” as he had expected.

This might be because Hoenecke spoke against Ohlo in a gentle

waYy,

Missourl Synod's 1@nutat - being harsh, might have led

o the impression that Hoenecke wasn't being quite as

)
)
e
%,._I
s

Another item of Importance is the sentence, "He she

therefore, 1f he is at all a consistent thinkexr, teach an
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irresistible conversion.” (49) Stellhorn seems to

™

approaching dogmatics with an understanding that 1t

fit together logically. After all, in the Electlion

Controversy the Ohio Synod was trying to make the doctrine of

SN

arproach of saving what Seripbture says, and nothin
I H

Yhen speaking of election, Hoenecke is willing to wri

things which don't make logical sense to us, bub wh
definitely true because God has sald they are.

gction rational. Bult Hoenecke surprises Stellhorn

with his

move.
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often as they bring it into exercise, hab no

and meaning. We think our old ﬁoqmatici&mg
gquite equal to our New Misscurians in lo
thinking. (50)
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The opinilon of the final church body to be studlied

less controversial. The JTowa Synod welcomed the publicat

of this work.

h the

We greebt this oy, £ it always has
his pecullar hawvs to do wit
result of the fe'ls of & man

has won importa circles, and furthe
begause 1t 1s the first

presentation of Luthe

-

Doctrine from the
-

of a theologian of the Synodical Conference.
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A complete opinion can naturally flrst be dell

rmerse

ough complete




after the publication of all the

T

parts,
far 1t «can novw already be saild that Hoenecke has
thoroughly studied rich material, that he puts
his sentences clﬁﬁrly'ﬂnd sharply, and that one can

hardly learn nothing from the hoona (52)

"2

The maln criticism of the Iowa reviewer was that

Hoenecke didn't seen

to let the doctrinal teachings Flow from

passages written out, as was referved to earli

Hoenecke's pregsentation disregarding the
) mantal  error referred to earlier, namely a
lency of the CAYE elicitation
irement of the truth LVUM Sﬁvﬁpfur lack
development of fhe uOLaIl

ne
The author has his 3 SO MU QL on ths
eses Lh 2t he does not ¢ > hi nsei: the needed
to bring his own opinion in completed form to

the presentation from every angle 3}

2 method which develops mnmore from Scriptures,
developing instead of proceeding polemically, would
bhe more fruitful. (54)

From reading these two sectlons, one migh

=1on that the Towa revie

had not refuted false Teachings But this is the only way
that the true teaching can truly be revealed clearly.

The reactions to Heenecke's work at the time of lts
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ollows the general relatlonship between the
church bodies at that time. The Wisconsin and Missourl
synods were basically united, although Missouri wasn't afraid

fo velce 1ts opinions where 1t thought things

The Ohio Svnod recognized it as a scholarly vork, but used 1t

4

e 1

as an opportunity to restate thelr opinions that they were

correct in the Election Controversy, and that thelrs was the

14



historic Lutheran viewpoint. The TIowa Synod stated the
desire to be strongly Scriptural, bul was uncomfortable in

of not pointing out other

too nmuch strife. This
people's ervors is a foundation for the ecumenical movement

which is around today, also in the Evangelical Lutheran

s}

Church of Anmerica, o Synod iz now a parl.

cions, many people have recelved

benefit from Heenecke's Dogmatics. Unfortunately, over the

course of years thatlt number has been decreasing. The number
of seminary students fluent in German ls now less than 1t was
in Hoenecke's time. ith recent curriculum changes in the
language department of Northwestern College, it is hard to

say whether that number will eventually Ilncrease or decrease.

Since the 195073, seminary students have had access to

il

Lo

Pi

l’f‘

- -~ e s ) 7 S = Iy 3 P e T § e
on per's Dogmatics. While this 1is

[
ot

the Engllish trans

&

.

=

it deesn't do awvay with the value of Hoenecke's work.

pod
‘e

o
42
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Bach presenlts material In different depth and wvays. For

3 b

exanple, Pleper 1s more conversatlional, Hoenecke relies more
on theses.
There have been English translations of Hoenecke in the
Seminary Library for several years. Thege were done by
le, and therefore are of different
i

gquality. It is also often difficult to find a specific

reference in these translations, because the divisions are

It is therefore a delight to hear thalt Northwestern

Publishing House has begun work on an English translation of



Hoenecke's Dogmatics. Will it be recelved with as much

enthusiasm as the original In 19097 Only time will tell,
But at least nov another thoroughly Lutheran view of
dogmatics will be readily avallable in the Bnglish. With

Professor Schaller's vords will be trus. W

=

also sits for us on his professor's chair for the future.

s 3.

also this printed work serve to

remain anong us in blessing.” (55) And as Dr. Hoenecke

g
ot
=
i
e
}.—J
h
=
=)
L\i
O
fy
b
=y

Solely relying on the Lord does the
publication of these lectures begin., May He gilve
completion to Lthe undertaking and his &
blessing to begin wilth, that by this neans a
constant, fruitful, dogmatic instruction may be
imparted in our Sewminary which is dear to us
all. (56)
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APPENDIX A
Translated from Hoenecke's Dogmatics, Vol. 1, pp. V & VI.

FORBWORD
By Dr. Hoenecke, who was about to publish his Dogmatics,
wvritten by himself.

Michigan and otherx
lectures on :

th@
ll need a frxth“z e;@]amuﬁlomﬂ alx
gald with these words that the submlitted Dogmatics 1s and
should be one of the o0ld Lutheran chuxch, above all elge Iin
nerally speaking in its form. This lat
t

its contents, ter

work came about with much care. Our theological studen
should becoms entrusted with t tics of the old
2van church. That hardly happen better than

Luths . could T

lxouch this, that they would be made at home in the old
teaching systens, 1in which the spizit of the old, 1z
written, Lutheran teachings held sway threoughout i
No he history of dogmatics

Sy dy had a blessing wnich
hi so for the preservatio

fie

g conceded that n

basling himse 5 With a systematic
ua*m&*i ing £ ch indeed weould also want

co consider it567

a “imes the systematic
rthy ind sometimes the testimony

theologlan becone v, &l
of Scripture nmust : stoched out on the Procrustean
b@dn w.ﬁ.d, the appeal to experience of many of will have 1lts
it is deficient with a certaln neaessity
in the clearness and sharp hou the

S

tarms, az the simple £ he systematic

1 orm of T
Tepreses ic%xon Qf our elders delivers them = o{ e
somewhat mechanical and U]t matcl" @dl
Yelt That I the maln thi in

T 1
theological students, and no% interestiz

From 1ts character as

esp. under our conditions,
of opinlion of varil
=velopments, eto.,
ahww% it, but also
ich gives

theologlical students,
=d that, where 1t is
nal appearances and
v will a short opinion
tatenents aboult the
ation to the opinion
s, This method
in the P “olegomena.

identlfy it , BVery consg
of timell bt only in
ment, but al ‘uctional ma



agrees very well with this that the lectures appearing with
these words bear essentially the form of the old dogmatics.
doctrinal substance and cbsolete ~hing form are not
same things. We savor the same good Word of God as our
hiul old dogmaticians, yet our taste for dogmatic
iption may easily be different than theirs Iin many

o

5. This may satisfy as an explanation, on one hand for
e who f£ind much too o0ld in these lectures Iin thelr form,
the other hand for those who f£ind much too new.

Solely relving on the Loxd does the
lectures begin. May He give completion to the undertaking
and hils gracious blessing to b@gi“ with, that by this means
constant, frultful, deogmatic instruction wmay be lmparted in
our Seminary which is dear to us all.

A, Hosnscke
Wauwatosa, WI

U(

publication of these



APPENDIY B
Translated from Hoenecke'!s Dogmatics, Vol. I, pp. VI & VII,

~

FOREWORD OF THE EDITOR

g Lo prepare

We gladly comply with the wish of the Synod,
i

lectures of our ““ﬁi since the Lord took the
from hils hands. e%%ﬁbxlally appear as they
vere put forward 1n tb ast V“”L%i@ﬂn Where complet]

Yere nNecessary, as pa

the history of the
Prolegomena, this was S

by us for the

complete led Qoras
fal Wi
34 Ga

r “ ¥
ts we express our 3 felt thankbé Finally, we
mention that all the completions added by us willl be
identified In print by brackets -— [--1.

Walther and Otto Hoenecke
Milwaukee, WI 1914



APPENDIX C
Translated from Hoenecke's Dogmatics, Vol. 1, pp. XII & XIIT.

In the theological work of Dr. Hoenecke the v1
character 1s obviously evid@ntq On the stre mgtn of

g w-
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excellent, natural ability he had obtalned a rich, preclse,

orderly @ﬁd overall helpful presentation of material in the

course of time; bul everything was used entirely in service
he i

of the Gospel, which in this way distiz
others, With his public discourses,
lectures one alwayves admired the clarit

of the description and the guick reply
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objections, but could also always heartily rejolce how all of
his comments were ruled by a clear knowledge of the truth of
salvation and from a childlike subjection to the Word of
Seripture as God's Word. Hm@n@c}@ was a Bible theologlan and
wanted to be nothing else; him the the gracious
forgiveness of sins throu Fﬁtiﬁt stood in the center of the
entire rit also he has handled the
Luthera ription is throughout pervaded
and 111 G . In addition his particular
strengt cplanation with the multifaceted
antitheses, whose errors @nd mistakes he exposes with skilful
acuteness.

Unfortunately he was nolt permitted to lay the final,
screening and peolishing hand to thils great work. Just
shortly before his death he had decided to comply W“*k Che

. -

onging of his synod and make avallable to the entire church
he fruit of his of study. His revision

[

has nolt progresse in this work actually only
Copy of the p ffered, which he worked

o

(i
11y he often augmented and
never had f1ﬁ1§ﬁcd to his
&
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cture, in CDNOQCﬂiO“
ilarly one must expose
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sentations 1] who made the manuscript

i}
<
K‘TD
]
b

[ L)c:‘ o

P | .
ather's

: : i ol
rence rorhei the Ffundament
ght be made

ble change5 m

oo

j il e i s

“

g

- — - .
e Work serve To
that blessing.

J. 8Bchallex
Vauwvatosa, WI. Feb. 1, 1914
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