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The Lutheran Church-=Missouri Synod, of which
the writer is a member maintains that :its doctrinal stan-
dards are the Holy Scripiures and the Lutheran Confessions.
Inasmuch as other Lutheran bodies lay claim to the same
doctrinal basis the historic isclationism of the Lutheran
Church=-liisscuri Syncd requires explanation. The purpose
of the present study is to consider the problem of confes-
sional subscription with particular reference to that con-
cept as it is understood within the Lutheran Church-=lHis-
souri Syﬁode

Official constitutions and handbooks of the

major Lutheran bodies in the United States set forth the
standards of deoctrine that pertain within those bodies,
An effort has been made to sied light on official declara-
tions by a study of documents in which Church leaders and
students of the Lutheran Symbols have expressed themselves
concerning the place of the Lutheran Confessions in the

life of the Lutheran Church,.
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INTRCDUCTION
The Statement of the Problem

The Lutheran Church is a confessional Church.
Luther's heroic confession at ¥Worms was followed by the
majestic witness made at the Diet of Augsburg. The reac-
tion of Roman Catholicism to this forthright declaration
as well as the need for clarification and additional state-
ments necessitated the formulation of additional creeds
or Symbols. These, together with the three ecumenical
creeds are usually considered the Confession of the Luther-
an Church. The collection is known as the Book of Concord
and consists of the three ecumenical creeds, viz., The
Apostles', The Nicene, and The Athanasian as well as the
six specifically Lutheran Creeds, i.e., The Augsburg Con-
fession, The Apology of The Augsburg Confession, The Smal-
cald Articles, The Small Catechism of Luther, The Large
Catechism of Luther, and the Formula of Concord.

Even as it was confessional in its formative
years so the Lutheran Church emphasizes the Symbols today.
Challenged by the ecumenical movement and confronted by
chhanging theological trends it looks to the Scriptures
and its Confessions for it is held together neither by a
hierarchy nor by government power but by its Canfessional
Througnout world Lutheranism there is a revival of interest

l,,a 4 %, - E .
' M?Ftlﬁ Gunther, Populare Symbolik (S5t. Louis,
Mo., Concordia ryblishing House, 1896), P.O




in the Confessions which interest is very real also in
the United States.

Although, historically and currently, Lutheranism
has stressed the importance of the Confessions The Lutheran
Church has been and is divided. This lack of unity in
spite of Confessional concern ig difficult to comprehend

until one realizes that there is ag

v
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eement neither as to
which Symbols are binding nor to what extent they must be
accepted.

On the following pages an endeavor will be made
to consider the normative character of the Confessions
anu the divergent conceptions of confessional subscription.
Although historically, the creeds mentioned above consti-
tute the Lutheran Confessions there is no agreement as to
the number of creeds which must be accepted to mark a
church as Lutheran. Therefore the matter of confessional
canonicity will be treated.

For practical purposes it can be said that there
are three major Lutheran groups in the Uhited States today.
They are The Lutheran Church in America, The American
Lutheran Church, and The Lutheran Church=<kissouri Synod.
The approaches to the guestion taken by these church bodies
will be considered although the major thrust will be upon
the nroblem of confessional subscription as understood in

‘The Lutheran Churche=kissouri Synod.
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To put the matter in vroper focus the history of
Lutheran confessionalism will be surveyed and the varying

g

approaches noted, After the official statements of the

T
3

major American Lutheran groups have been adduced the dif-
fering views of subscription will be considered and com=-
pared. The conclusion will evaluate the possible approach-
es and make suggestions for a rapprochement.

in addition to the constitutions of the three
major Lutheran bodaies the Confessions themselves, as well
as books and periodicals representing various points of
view have been consulted. 1If there seems to be an undue
emphasis upon sources emanating from The Lutheran Churche-
Missouri Synod this is because the views of that body cocon-

stitute the major concern of the present study.
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HISTORICAL SURVEY OF LUTHERAN CONFESSIONALISM

it is possible to understand the interest pre-
sently being manifested in the Confessions by all Lutheran
podies only as one understands the history of Lutheranism.
Originating as it did in a situation which required une-
guivocal confession before representatives of an authoritar-
ian Church Lutherans were very naturally forced to consider
what was definitive for them and to what extent this was
the case. The intention of this chapter is to scan some
of the resultant problems anc the manner in which they

were approacied.

1. Acceptance of Augsburg Confession and Apology

During the birth and early years of Lutheran
Confessionalism (1517-30) Luther and his writings (95
Theses ) served as unofficial comiesgiongog it can be said
that Ur. Martin Luther himself constituted the great Con-

fession of that perioc. The earliest books to sc serve

2. . .
@rwzﬁ L. Lueker (ed.), Lutheran Cyclopedia
(8t. Lous, Mo., Concordia rublishing House, 1954), D.630
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were the Catechisms of 1529 published for the imstruction
of congregations.

The Augsburg Confession was adopted by various

Leagues and groups in Germany so that by 1530 candidates

P

for theological degrees at Wittenberg University were

pledged to it under oath and after 1535 noone was admit-
ted to the ministry in ¥Wittenberg who was nol in agreement

h b3 Ao 3 | . - o I, iy O B
with the doctrines oif the Confession. Although the Augs-

i~ - -

burg Confession is not always named in ordination vows

the references to doctrina incorrunta clearly refer to it

ana the Gerwman "Ordinanden Examen" of 1552 expressly name

he Augustana which was made the indispensable basis for

=Y

®

very religious colloguy.
This response was precisely what the Reformers
Chemnitz and Chytraeus, had in mino when in the Preface
to the Thorough seclaration of the Formula of Concord they

wrote:

To this Christian Augsburg Confession, so thoroughly

?Jl"e.‘% ent
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K. Heuw, The ﬁngaadfﬁ Confession (Chicago, 1ll.
31 1 House, 1930, np.l42-144
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to the Emperor Charles V and it is our purpose, neither
in this nor in any other writing, to recede in the
least from that oft-cited Confession nor to propocse
anocther, or new Confession.

Again:

We confess also the First, Unaltered Augsburg Confes-
sion as our symbol for this time (not because it was

composed by our theologians, but because it has been

taken from God's Word and is founded firmly and well

therein), precisely in the form in which it was com-

mitted to writing in the year 1535)5 and presented to

the Emperor Charles V at Augsburg.

The Augsburg Confession was endorsed by John,

Duke of Saxony, Elector; Geerge, Margrave of Brandenburg;

Ernest, Philip, Landgrave of Hesse; John Frederick, Duke

of Saxony; Francis, Duke of Luneburg; Wolfgang, Prince of
Anhalt; the Senate and hagistrate of Nuremberg, a@ the

Senate of Reutlingen as follows:

The above articles we desire to present in accordance
with the edict of Your Imperial Majesty in order to
exhibit our Confession and let men see the summary of
the doctrine of our teachers.,

In the preamble to the signatures of 1537 the

Lutheran preachers unanimously confess:

We have reread the article of the (bnfession presented
to the Emperor in the Assembly at Augsburg, and by the
favor of God all the preachers who have been present
in this Assembly at Smalcald harmoniously declare that
they believe and teach in their churches according

to the articles of the Confession and Apology.

John Brenz, (1499-1570) the precocious follower

@ o 2 © 8 0 8 ¢ O

5¢. Bente (ed.) Concordia Triglotta (St. Louis,

ko., Concordia rublishing House, 1921) 3.8
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of Luther from the year 1518, declared that he had read
the Apology, etc. and judged "that all these agree with
Holy Scripture and with the belief of the true and genuine

Catholic Church (haec omnia convenire cum Sacra Scriptura

. 7 ! 1 . - E
et cum sententiae verae ;.41 Wwaoscatholicae ecclesiae).”
&

Another subscription to the Smalcald Articles reads: "I,
Conrad Figenbotz, for the glory of God subscribe that I
hhave thus believed and am still preaching and firmly
5e1ieving as above." Brixtus writes in a similar vein:
"I,...8ubscribe to the Articles of the reverend Father

artin Luther and confess hitherto I have thus believed

o

nd taught and by the Spirit of Christ, I shall continue

. 4 , G
hus to believe and teach."

(u‘L

2. Acceptance of additional Symbols.

In like wanner the remaining Lutheran Symbols,

viz., the two Cathechisms of Luther, and the Formula of

Concord, were adopted. OChher books, the Formula of Con-
cord declares, are accounted useful, "as far as (wofern,
guatenus ) they are consistent with" the Scriptures and the
Symbols. The Symbols, however are accepted "that we may
have a unanimously received, definite, common form of
doctrine, which all our Evangelical churches together and
in common confess, from and according to which, because

(cum, weil) it has been derived from God's Yord, all

6Ibid.
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other writings should be judged and adjusted, as to how

far (wiefern, guatenus) they are to be approved and ac-

cented."

After its adoption by the Lutheran electors,
orinces and estates, the Formula of Concord, and with it
the entire Book of Concord, was sclemnly subscribed by
about eight thousand theologians, pastors, and teacners,
the pledge reading:

Since now, in the sight of God and of all Christendom
we wish to testify to those now living and those wiho
shall come after us that this declaration herewith
presented concerning all the controverted articles
aforementioned and explained, and no other is our
faith, doctrine, and confession, in which we are also
willing, by God's grace to appear with intrepid
hearts before the judgement-seat of Jesus Christ, and
give an account of it: and that we will neither pri-
vately nor publicly speak or write anything conirary
to it but, by the helip of God's grace intend to abide
thereby; therefore, after mature deliberation, we

have, in God's fear and with the invocation of ﬁi%
name, attached our signatures with our own hands.

In the Preface to the Book of Concord the princes
and estates decliare that many churches and schools had re-
ceived the Augsburg Confession "as a sympol of the present
time in regard to tie chief articles of faith, especially
those involved in a controversy with thebmanists and vari-
ous corruptions of the heavenly doctrine.'" They solemnly
protest that it never entered their minds "either to in-
troduce, furnish a cover for, and establish any false doc-
trine, or in the least even recede from the Confession

presented in the year 1530 at Augsburg." They declare:

7 @ o8 ® 006 868 0
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This ®Wnfession alsc, by the help of God, we will re-
tain to our last breath, when we shall go forth from
this life to the heavenly fatherland, to aupear with
joyful and undaunted mind and with a pure conscience
before the tribunal of our Lord Jesus Christ."..."
"Therefore we also nave determined not to depart even
a finger's breadth from the subjects themselves or
from the phrases which are found in them (vel a rebus
ipsis vel a phrasibus guae in illa habentur discedere)
put, thke Spiriv of the Lord aiding us, to persevere
constantly, with the greatest narmony in this godly
agreement, and we intend to examine all controeversies
according to this true norm and declaration of pure
doctrine."®

He. Winckeli of Goettiingen in pecember, 1529 drew
up a form in which the candidate for ordination declares:
"I believe and hold aliso of the most sacred Sacrament...
as one ought to believe concerning it according to the
contents of the Bible, and as Uoctor Martin Luther writes
and confesses concerning it especially in his Confession"
(of the Lord's Bupper, 1523). The Goettingen Church Order
of 153U however, did not as yet embody a vow of ordination.
‘the first pledges to the Symbols were demanded by the
University of Wittenberg in 1533 from candidates for the
degree of Doctor of Divinity. In 1535 this pledge was
required also of the candidates for ordination. The oath
provided that the candidate must teach in agreement with
the mcumenical BSyumbols and the Augsburg Confession.

B

Bven before 1548 the candidates for philosophical degrees

& © © 2 & 8 & 0 0 O
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pledged by oath to the Augsburg Confession.
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MNew members entering the Smalcald League at the
Diet of Smalcald in 15335 had to provide for pure teaching
of the Augsburg Confession whnile the Fomeranian Church
Order drawn up by Bugenhagen in the same year pledged
pastors to the Augsburg Confession and Apology. Capito,

Bucer, and all the others who took part in the Wittenberg

Concord tine following year pledged over their signatures

tes

"to believe and to teach in all parts according to
Confession and the Asology." {(Corpus Reformatorum, o0pp.
kelanchthonis, 3,76). 1In 1540 John YWigand promised to
abide by the Augsburg Confession and Apology and stated
that 1f he were found to teach otherwise he should be
deposed from the ministry. Veit Pflugmacher in 1541 also
at Goettingen made essentially the same yledge.lg
Upposition to this consistent binding to the
Symbols arose when in 1530 and again in 1552 Andrew (sian-
der attacked the oath of confession in vogue at Wittenberg
on the ground that it was an involvement in cath-bound
duties after the manner of the Papists. 'He claimed it
led students from Scriptures to "FPhilip's déctrine.”

iwelanchthon himself replied to the charge in 1553 stating

that Lutner had introduced the oath for the purpose of

© 5 6 & © 2 0 6 6 O
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maintaining true doctrine since many enthusiasts had been
teaching falsely. He took the position that a doctrinal
pledge was necessary "in order correctly to acknowledge
God and call upon Him to preserve harmony in the Church,
and to bridle the audacity of such as invent new doctrine.,”

, e P . 6 = 11
(Corpus Reformatorum, 12,5.)

In 1561 an assembly of German estates "again

unanimously subscribed this Christian confession, i.e.,

oo o ey e by bnwm ey

the Augsburg Confession.”" At this time it could be said,

"This Christian agreement (The Book of Concord) is called

and also is the unanimous and concorédant confession not

N

only of a few of our theologians but generally of each

and every wminister and schoolmaster in our lands and

territories. it was in this year also that the Re-

oy man

formers said no doctrine was to be taught in their churches

which was contrary to the Augsburg Confession and that

s

all controversies were to be settled by the Book of Con-
1¢

~

cord.

~ 3, Normative use and reaction
3 The normative character of the Confessions was

11, ..
. Ibide.
li)-‘r'w - e 'l [y D, A sl e Fal
I'neodore G. Tappert (ed.) The Book of Concord
(Philadelphia, ¥Fenna., Muhlenberg rress, 1858) p.5

131pid., p.12
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clearly enunciated in the Preface to the Christian Book
of Concord which stated on the one hand that other writings
of theologians are not to be rejected if they agree with
TR - 14 N 3 . . T . %, - 2 .
the Book of Concord and on the other, that amid all the

errors there should exist a godly explanation and agree-—

ment concerning these controversies from God's Word by

et

and separa-

j

vhich the pure doctrine might be discriminate

ted from the false so that those who refuse to be bound

. . £ the o 4+ i ot 1 jagid

by any confession of the pure doctrine might be revealed’
By 1377 it was established that only such were

to be admitted to subscription as had read the Formula

of Concord and were in complete agreement with its doctrin-~

al contents. In Electoral Saxony, Elector August, learn-

ing that the Wittenb:

®

rg professors were trying to avoid
an ungualified subscription said he was determined to

keep doctrine pure and "in agreement with the Fomula of
Concord.'" Those professors and teachers in Leipzig and
ittenb

W

ki

Yost
W

rg who declined to accept the #rmula of Concord
1 . 6

were dl@mlSSEdal
As the result of an order by Duke Frederick

William in PFebruary 1592 that there be a visitation of

all the churches in Electoral 5axony there were published

e ® 8 2 8 @ 0 9 0 @

14, . o .
lSiblda, Bente, n.l17

16Ibid., p.21
Ibid., p.248
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in 1593 "Visitation Articles in the Entire Electorate of
Saxony, together with the Negative and Contrary Doctrines
of the Calvinists, and the Form of Subscription, as Pre-
sented to be Signed by Both Parties." All teachers and
ministers in Electoral Saxony were required to subscribe
to the articles as doctrinal norms up to the year 1836
although they are not an integral part of the Book of
Concard¢l7
By the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries the
Lutheran Wnfessions nhad become merely an emply form due
to the influence of Pietism, Rationaliswm, and sectarian-
ism. However men like August Friedrich Christian Vilmar
(1800~1868), the most prominent Hessian theologian of the
Nineteenth Century, kepit alive a sense of the importance
of confessionalism contending that while Scripture must
ever be the primary norm the Symbols are valid as secon-
dary n@rms.l Vilmar viewed the Symbols as a witness to
the experience of the Catholic Church, a living experience
guided by a living, active Holy Spirit. "To adhere to the
Symbols" he stated, "is nothing else then to recognize the

experience of the Church as such and to live according

? 9 0 B & & © 8 @ @

17, N
nibid., B.152

Edward frederick Peters, "The Sacraments and
Sacramental Actions in The Vorks of Auzust Priedrich

[l

Christian Vilmar"™ (unpublished S.7T.w. Thesis, Concordia Sem.

5t. Louis, June, 1958,)»n.13.
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to these experiences and to know them and approprate

wl9

W T | ]

them as one's own experiences.

As Lmtheranism spread through the various coun-

Wi

tries of Europe and beyond there was, in one form or

another, subscription to one or all of the Wbnfessions.

B. THE UNITED STATES

% 1., importance of Confessionalism In The New Environment

The Lutheran Wnfessions included in the Boolk of
Concord have generally occupied a more important place
in American than in European church life. 1In most coun-
tries of Hurope a close relationship was established be-
tween church and state and between Lutheranism and nation-
al culture. In America Lutherans were compelled to come
to terms with their new environment and to find their
unity in a common confession, in "agreement in the tea-

ching of the ®Bspel." It may be waintained that Lutherans

W Wi Wiy iy M Wi

in America have tiius come closer to realizing the inten-

tion of the reformers than have many of their Buropean

B

= bretaren. Be that as it may, the bnfessions have on

tue whole been taken more seriously in MNorth America than

B

in Hurope, although the recent wevival of interest in
3N
the Confessions abroad should not be uéderestimatedod@

94pia. v.14
Essays on The Lutheran Onfessions Basic to
Lutheran operation ¢Publ. jointly by The Lutheran Church=-
Missouri synod and The National Lutheran Council, N.Y.,
1961) p.27

[ ooy B
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In early American Lutheranism church conferences
and synods did not ewmphasize confessional loyalty and fre-
guently constitutions made no mention of the Confessions.
Although Henry lielchior Muehlenberg sought to rally Luther-
ans around the éugsbu?g Confession "and other Lutheran
Symbols", after his death rationalism brought about a
trend away from the confessions so that, by the Nine-
teenth Century, some even favored abandoning the Confes-

sicns.ﬁl

2. Development of Rigid Confessionalism

'The Tennessee Synod, organized 1820, was probably
the first to insist on strict confessionalism as a reac-
tion to this ultra-liberal attitude. With the greater
orominence accorded the Symbols distinctions were made
between fundamental and non-fundamental éoctrimes.zg

After 1845 as a result of the new confessional
trend in Germany and the newly organized Lissouri Synod's
Lutheraner and Lehre u. Wenhre which demanded an uncondi-
tional adberence to the Augsburg ®nfession and, if possible,

to all the BSymbolical Hoks there was a serious emphasis

]
[WA]

on Confessionalism.

SoLuexRer, p. 634
Lt = o

5 Ibid.
Rue, p.203

21 oo
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3, Reaction To Rigid Confessionalism

The opposition to this rigid emphasis, sparked
by 5.8. Schmucker in his "Definite Platform" of 1855,
defended an American Lutheranism with a revised Augsburg
Confession eliminating certain doctrines which were re-
. . . . . 24,2
garded as non-fundamental by some and rejected by others.
Schmucker was unsuccessful for many synocds left
the General Synod and in 18867, organized the General

Council which pledged all of its members to the whole

Book of Zoncord of 1586.26

e+

4, The Four Divergent Attitudes

Actualily there were four sharply divergent
attitudes toward the Confessions among American Luther-

ans in the Nineteenth Century. One of these was stated

w A

by J.A. rFrobst, a pastor near Easton, Pennsylvania when in
1826, he published "Die Wiedervereinigung der Lutheraner
u., Reformierten", in which he wrote:

To Christian people in general, dogmas about which

the preachers of former days guarreled in their pub-
lications no longer matter. Such writings are now

of interest only to scholars. A1l the old confession-
al writings too...are with time become obsoclete and
nhave only historical value. Those times and circum-
stances are past...consequently we are not bound to

0O e & 0 B @ ®» O & o @
251%1&.
Z,Lueker, D.034
Reu, 5,203

5
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them but to the Bible...all enlightened and informed
preachers are mutually agreed in this, that much in

the hitherto existing confessional writings must be

stricken as obsolete and absurd.=7

A second attitude grew out of opposition to

such men as rrobst and out of an effort to stem the tide

of rationalism. As aforementioned, Samuel Simon bechmucke
professor of theoclogy at Gettyshburg, proposed not an aban-

donment but a revision of the Confessions. He wanted
everyone to subscribe the Augsburg Confession and to de-
clare by such subscription before God that it corres-
ponds with the Bible. However, he rejected the "obsclete
authority" of all the church's "enormous symwbols" except
the ecumenical creeds and the Augsburg Confession. He
advocated and defended the adoption of "only the twenty-
one doctrinal articles" (of the Augsburg Confession),
omitting even the condemnatory clauses of these, and also
ne entire Catalogue of Abuses Corrected. To this he added
the statewent "No minister, however, considers himself
cound to believe every sentiment contained in these twenty-
one articles, but only the fundamental doctrines.”" By
fundamental doctrines he evidently meant only those
common to all Christendom. The principle on which he
based his famous "American Recension of the Augsburg Con-

fession™ was this; "To owmit the several portions which

&

e o2 6 06 ¢ 2 6 0 0 @

5%
27 . o
ide e

Fendt (ed.) What Lutherans are Thinking
(Columbus, Ohio: The Wartburg Press, 1947) pD.345




are rejected by the great mass of our churches in this

. Y . . o 28
country, and to add nothing in their stead.”

C.F.¥W.Walther (Uer Lutheraner, XL St. Louis

1854, p.203) set forth a third view which embraced all

the confessions in the Book of Concord and received them

as literally binding. He reguired "unconditional sub-

" to the confessions and defined this as solenn

scription
declaration by the candidate that "he acknowledge the
doctrinal contents of the Symbolical books of our church,
and these withoult any exceptions, as in full agreement
witn the Scriptures, and in conflict with them at no

point (whether a primary or a secondary point}...4ccor-

dingly, no matter what the location of a teaching may

]

be in the docirinal system of the symbols, and no matter
J J 9

in what form it may appear...whetner it be treated as

an ex professo topic or as an incidental remark...the
unconditional subscription applies to ewery one of them:
none of them is accepted with reservations by the sub-
scriber,....All the elaborations of doctrine included

in the Symbols become, by virtue of the reception of these
by the church, parts of the Confessions." (Heported in
Synodalbericiht der deutschen ev. luth. Synode von Iowa,

2
. pP.p.5,16.) ;
} ® © & @ @ @ 0 @ 8 O

oibid., pp. 3435, 346

B
GO

AW}

b
&

e ek )



o

] Wil e

)

W B W

19

As is evident from the foregoing the history of
American Lutneran attitudes towards the confessions is one
of reaction and action. hus, in protest against what
was deemed the extravagant doguwatism of Walther, George
i, Urossmann, one of the founders and the first president
of the farmer lowa Synod, in a fourtin position, agreed
with an insistance upon the authority of all the Confes-
sions but said that they should be interpreted "historica-
11y and practically"”, rather than "dogmatically". He
wrote: '"The Church should embrace the Confessions because
it acknowledges all the symbolical decisions, in matters
which were in dispute before and during the age Qf the He-
formation, as being in accord with the Word of God."
(Georg J. Fritschel, ed., Quellen und Dokumente zur Geschi-
tciote und Lebrstellung der ev., luth., Synode von Iowa u.a.
Staaten. Cunicago, N.D., 223-28. Cf. Gecorge J. Fritschel,

gy

hus den Tagen der VEter, Chicago: 1930, u5.p.154-42¥. He
stated that in the face of the tendencies exemplified by
Schmucker and Walther the Iowa Synod professes its ad-
herence to that which, on the basis of the Scriptures and
guided by the Confessions, strives toward the development
and perfection of the Lutheran church. He felt that Schmu-

cker's position rejected light from the past and that

@ % 0 0 05 2 e 0 0 @
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Waltner's denied there could be new light in later times.
He "could not but declare that it is contrary to the whole
history of the church to say that the time of symbolical
formulation has terminated in the year 1330", that is

ad 4

with +the publication of the Book of Concord.(Guellen u.
Dokumente, p.22 5}06
While none of thnese four views 1is accepted by
any church officially eacir of these men contributed some-
thing. Frobst centered attention on the primacy of Scrip-
tures, Schmucker on the relation between the Cenfessions
and later theological apprehension, Walther on the Con-
fessions as ofiicial expositions of the Scriptures, and
ossmann on the historical and secondary character of
tine Confessions.
Thus 1t is evident that while the founders of
American Lutheranism confessed to the whole body of the
N 32 ., . ;
sSymbols Lutheranism was soon troubled by guestions re-

garding the binding nature of various confessional state-

ments and the very meaning of subscription itself. At the

[

end of the nineteenth and during the tweuntieih century

many mergers and separations occurred among the various
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Sibid., pp 354,355

Charles P. ¥rauth, The Conservative Reformation
and Its Theology, (FPhiladelphia, rfemna., General Council
fublication board, 1871), p.274
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Lutheran bodies and in practically every case there were

nt

cavemn
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and resolutions as to the uweaning of confession-—

1 loyalty. Since the purpose of the present study is a

o
et

consideration of the current scene the official statements
of the three major Lutheran bodies in Amevica will be sur-
veyed, the guestion of confessional subscription will be

dealt with, and & comparison will bBe made |

5

M‘
®

etween the two
basic approaciaes.
Yhatever their differences the Lutherans of

America came to grips with the guestion of confessional-

isw and their struggles have had a profound influence upon

ne confessional positions held | utherans of our day.
th fegsional positions held by Lutherans of our da
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OFFLCIAL STATEMENTS OF THE MAJOR LUTH:

The official constitutions and handbooks of the
major Lutheran bodies in the United States set forth the
place which the Confessions occupy in the life and teach-
ing of those groups. The following are statements from
such constitutions. 3ince the primary subject of this
study is the stance of The Lutheran Churche=Missouri bynod,
the liturgical rites of that group in which reference to

the Confessions is made are also adduced.

A, THE LUTHERAN CHURCH 1IN

1. Constitution

At its constituting convention The Lutheran Church
in America adopted a constitution and by-laws which were
publiished together with the amendments to the by-laws adop=
ted at tiat convention., The pertinent statements follow;

ArticleII...Confession of PFaith

Section 4 4° This church accepts the Apostle's, the

Nlcene, and the Athanasian creeds as true declara-
tions of the faith of the Church.

section 5. This church acce@t the Unaltered Augs-
burg Confession and Luther's Small Cathechism as true
witnesses of the @spel, and acknowledges as one with
it in faith and doctrine all churches that likewise

accept the teachings of these Symbols.

U}
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Section 8. This church accepts the other symbolical
books of the Evangelical Lutheran Church, the Apology
of the Augsburg Onfession, the Smalcald Articles,
Luther's Large Catechism, and the Formula of Concord
as further valid interpretations of the Confession
of the Church.

Section 7. This church affirms th the wspel trans-
mitied by the Holy Scriptures, to which the creeds
and confessions bear witness, is the true treasure
of the Church, the substance of its wvroclamation,
and the basis of its unity and continuity.

C
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Article II1...Membership

section 3. Congregations and ministers wiaen organ-
ized into a synod may through such synod unite with
this church upon application for membership, subscrip-
tion to this constitution including its Confession

of Faith, and acceptance by a two-thrids vote of the
delegates present and voting at a convention of thuis
churci.

Yty

Article V...Dbjects and PFowers

section 1l,d. To safeguard the pure preaching of the

E Word of wod and the right administration of the Sacra-
o ments by all its congregations in conformity with

its Confession of Faith.

Sedtion 2. To achieve these ends this church shall...
decide all guestions of doctrine and life on the
basis of the Holy Scriptures in accordance with the
Confession of Faith of this church,.

Article VII...Ministers

: Section 3. Bach minister shall conform his preaching
L )

and teaching to the Confession of Faith of this
church and shall le
fice.

ac a life befitting his holy ofi-

Article ¥XIL.. .Associated Churches

Section 1. Any Lutheran Church which has been foster-—
ed by the Board of World Missions of this church and

winich concurs in Article I (Confessions of Faith)

and Agticle XXI (Associated Churches) of this consti-
tution, shall be recognized as in filial association

with this church upon certification to the secretary

of such concurrence and of its desire to assume such

rejiationsihip.
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. By-Laws
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Section Il...kinisters

oy

Ttem 13 A. pinisters shall he subject to discipline

Tor tne following offenses:

(1) Preaching or teaching doctrines im:conflict with
the Confession of Fgith as set forth in the fore-
going constitution.””

8
i

) ERICAN LUTHERAN CEURG
in the Handbook of this church body, Edition of
= 1860 revised to 1563, we find the following:
B 1. Constitution
Article IV...Confession of Faith

Section 2. As brief and trueﬂstatgm&nts of t%e Word
= 51 od thne Lhurch accepts and contfesses the follow-

ing Symbols, subscription to which shall be reguired
. of all its members, both congregations and individu-

als: ] . . ) . - ) .
7 < a. The ancient ecumenical Creeds, the Apostolic,
j the Nicene, and the Athanasian.

b. The Unaltered Augsburg Confession and Luther's
Small Catechism.

Section 3. As furtner elaboration of and in accord-
ance with these Lutheran Symbols, the Church also
receives the other documwents in the Book of Concord
of 1580: the é4pology, Luther's Large Catechism, the
Smalcald Articles, and the ©Wrmula of Concord, and
recognizges them as normative for its theology.
§ Section 4. The American Lutheran Church accepts
| without reservation the symbolical bocks of the

Evangelical [mtheran Church, not insofar as but be-
_ cause they are the presentation and explanation of
% the pure doctrine of the ¥Word of God and summary of
e the faith of the Evangelical Lutheran Church.
= S 1S S R SE AN LA o s .

“Coisistitution and By-Laws Lutheran Church in

: America including amendements to by-laws Luthneran adopted
é at constituting conveation (Philadelphia, Fenna., Muhlen-

berg rress ), 1962



Article HH...Amendments

Section 1. The doctrinal basis and the confessional
subscription of The American Lutheran Church, as
contained in Article IV of The Comstitution, shall
be unalterable and no anendment to this Constitution
shall conflict therewith.34

CHUHR CH==1i1 550URT SYNGD

1. Handbook

The Handbook of The Lutheran Churche=lissocuri

Synod, 1563 edition, states the following: (Articles of

o

Incorporation)

Article Il...0bjects

The objects of this corporation shall be:

a. To unite in a corporate body the members of the
Evangelical latheran Church who acknowledge and
remain true to the Book of Concord of the year of
our Lord 1380 as a true exhibition of sound
Christian doctrine.

2. Constitution

Article Iil...Confession

) Synod, and every member of Synod, accepts without
§ reservations; All the Symbolical moks of the Evan-
gelical Lutheran Church as a true and unadulterated
statement and exposition of the Vord of God, to wit:
the three Bcumenical Creeds (The Apostle's Lrer the
Nicene Creed, the Athanasian re~d), the Unaltered
Augsburg COHLGSolOﬂ, the MHology of the Aub&burﬁ
Cenieb51on, the Bmalcald Articles, the Large Cate-
chism of Luther, the Small Catechism of Luther, and
the rormula of Concord.

B

Article VI...Conditions of WMewmbershinp

Conditions for acquiring and holding membership in

f & S e 0 6 & ® 6 © O B O
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g Handboolt of The American Iutheran Church,
edition of 1560 (Revised to 1563)
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Synod are: (1), %CC@WL&QCE of the confessional basis
of Article 11.

Since the primary concern is the concept of
confessional subscription within the Lutheran Churche-
Missouri Synod, the following rites found in the official
Agenda of that church body are adduced with only the per-

tinent excerpts being recorded.

e

N

. Church (Orders

A. The Order For The Ordination of a kinister:

ost Thou Accept the three Ecumenical Creeds, the

ostles, the Nicene, and the ﬁthapw 1zn, as faith-
1&1 testimonies to the truth o
and dost thou reject all the e
condenn?
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Dost Thou Believe that the Unaltered Augsburg
Confession is a true exposition of the Word of God
and a correct exhibition of the doctrine of the
evangelical Lutheran Church and that the &ology of
the Augsburg Confession, the two Catechisms of
Martin Luther, the Smalcald Articles, and the
Formula of Concord, as contained in the Book of
Concord are also in agreement with this one SCrip-
tural faith?

?‘J

v

Dost Thou Solemnly Fromise that thou wilt ﬁerfoym
the duties of thy otffice im ccorgauce with thoe
Confessions and that all thy teaching and thy ad-
ministraticon of the Sgcraments shall be in conform-
ity with ine Holy Heriptures and with the afore-
mentioned Confessions?36

B. The Crder for The Installation of a Minister

‘Thou Preach znd teach the nure YWord of God in

® 2 @ 8 06 &0 8 0 & O

Handbook of 'hne Lutheran Churche-pissouri Synod
1563 o
e 36,

The lLutheran Agenda (5t. Louis, Mo., Concordia
Publisning House) pp 1U6-10
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accordance with the Confessions of the evangelical
i I » and adorn the doctrime of our sSavior
with a godly and holy 1life?

The (rder For The Installation of a Frofesgsor

Thou art to instruct in....., apd in all thy tea-
ching thou shalt adhere strictly and without waver-
ing to the truth of the ¥Word of God as revealed in
the Canonical Books of the 0ld testament and the
New Testament, as this truih is set forth ang ex-
pounded in Lu@ Confessions of the Evangelical
Iutheran Church contained in the Book Gf Concord.

Dost Thou Accept the @bree Ecumenical Creeds, the
Apostles', the Nicene, and the éthaﬁasiam.,eac
faithful testimonies to the trutn of the Holy bcrlwm
tures, and dost thou reject all the eF?OiQ wihhich they
condemn?

Dost Thou Believe that the Unaltered Augsburg Con-
fession is a true e2xposition of the Word of od
and a correct exhibition of the doctrine of the
evangelical Lutheran Church, an@ that the fpology
of the Augsburg Confession, the two Catechisms

of Martin Luther, the Smalcald Articles, and the
Formula of Concord, as contained in the Book of
Concord...are also in agreement with this one
Scrivntural faith?

Dost Thou ®lemnly #romise that thou wilt perform
tine duties of thine office in accordance with these
Confessions and that all thy tpaching will be in
conformity with the Holy acr;guures ana with the
afore-mentioned Confessions?®

The Order Por The Crdination and Commissioning of
a Missionary

Dost Thou Accept the threa Beunmenical Creeds...the
Apostles', the Nicene, and the Athanasian, as faith-
ful testimonies to the truth of Holy Scripture, and
dost thou reject all the errors which they condemn?

® e e 0 0@ 05 6 8 6

S71pid., p. 112
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ost Thou Beiieve that the Unaltered “u@sbuxg Con=-
gssion 1s a true VAQOSLtEO of the Word of Lod and
a correct e: ﬁlblui@w of the doctrine of the evangel-
ical Lutheran Church, and that the Apology of Ehe
sugsburg Confession, the two Catechisms of wmartin
h%ﬁhmf, the Bmalcald Aprticies, and the Foruwula of
Concord, as contained in the Boek of Concord, are
also in agreement with this one Scripiural §A1 th?

ﬁost Thou Solemnly Fromise that thou widt perform the
uties of thine office in accordance with iiasc Con—

Iesglons and that all thy teaching and thy admini-

stratiop Gf t&e Sacrumewts shall be in caﬂformlty with

Oﬂltu&iﬁn&?

The Order ror The Installation of a Teacher

Dost Thou Promise to @1MCJ4FBG faithfully all Lne
duties of thine office, in accordance with the %Word
of God and the Confessions of the Evangelical Luth- 3

eran Church, according to the ability which®d giveth?

"<The Crder Por The Installation of a Church Council

#will You diligently and faithfully perform the
duties of your office in COMIGFNlIy with the or-
dinances of God, the Confessions of our Church, and
the constit utlon of this congregation, according to
the ability which God leeuh?éu

Formulary For The Induction of The President and
Vice rresidents of the Synod

Your accepiance of the ese offices obligates you to
serve Synod, not only in the duties laid down in

its constitutions as pertadning to your respective
office, but also to promote and nreserve ambng its
cangreg&tiﬂns the Unlty of thie spirit im the bond

of peaee, to maintain to the best of your ability
its truly Christian and Lutheran caaracter, and to
@o your uthSL that it will continue LﬂCOﬁyFGmiS~
ingly to adiere to God's Word and in no point swerve
from the Scriptural position ciearly statecd and de-
fined in the Confessions of the evangelical Lutheran
Church.,

#Will You fZndeavor faithfully to perform all the

S ¢ ¥ B B O S B DG

i
ibid., p.l142
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duties of such offices as laid down in the consti-
tution and by-laws of the...., and 1n acco rd nee
with the doctrines of Holy Writ as set forth in the
Confessions of our Church, and to adorn your offices
witn a godly life?4l

e Rite of Confirmation

o
°

=
ot

Do you Holid all the canonical books of the Bible to
be the inspired Word of God, and the doctrine of

D

i

the evang lical Lutheran FauFCM, drawn from the

Bible, as you have learned to know it from Luther's

Small Catechism, to be the true and correct one?

Although it is actually beyond our scope the

emphasis which Lutheranism generally places upon the Con-
fessions is underscored py the doctrinal basis cof The
Lutheran World Pederation which speaks of the "confes-
sions of the Lutheran Church" but calls special attention
to the Augsburg Confession and the Catechisms. '"The

Lutheran ¥Yorld PFederation acknowliedgzes the Holy Scriptures

of U1ld and New Testaments as the only source and the in-
fallible norm of all church doctrine and practice and sees
in the Confessions of the Lutheran Church, especially in
the unaltered Augsburg Confession and Luther's Catechism
N . . . Y it . e ~ ] " ‘@"’

a pure exposition of the Word of God.

from the foregoing it is entirely evident that
the three major Lutheran bodies in tne United States are

confessional in character. It is at the point of defining

and clarifying the exact meaning of Lutherasn confessional-

LVl}.LiOu

o :rber (ed. jThe
Church and The Conf

Fortress Eress
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1863) p.4






Having noted the position of prominence which is

ed the Confessions in three major Lutheran groups

them. That this is not the case is due, at least in part,

=ty

to the fact that there have been differing approaches to
the Confessions. While in one sense or another ithese
books have been accorded a position secondary to the Holy

Scriptures they have not been accewpted in the saue manner
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by ali concerned. 1In thnis

Confessions as well as ine them
. will be delineated.
3
A, H
é The quotations in the previous chapter were

limited to those having to do with the Confessions. Hach
7% of tne Lutheran groups is very emphatid in its statement

regarding the ultimate authority of Holy Scripture. Bach

1

1e Scriptures of the 01ld and New Testa-

et

recognizes that

3 ments are porma normans while the Symbols are norma nor—
mata. The Confessions are viewed as authoritative only
;§ because of tnelr agreement with the Gospel as witnessed

. e - . . 4.4
in Holy Scrlpﬁure.4
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Edmnund Schiink Theology of the Lutheran Con-
‘3 fessions.(Phila., Fa. , Muhlenberg rfress, 1961) p.25
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Lutheran orthodoxy circumvented the Symbols precisely for

. 45
this reason that they were merely norma normata.

-

On the other hand C.F. ither seems to have

3

overstated his case when ke wrote: "Some make the falla-

cious claim that there is no better interpretation of the
Symbols than that which is according to Scripture. Only

Seripture can be interpreted by Scripture. ©Cn the other
hand a human document must be tested and if necessary,
improved, but not interpreted according to Scriptures. 4

subscription to the Confession is the Church's assurance

b

that its teachers have recognized the interpretation and
understanding of Scripture which is embodied in the Symbols
as correct and will, therefore, interpret Scripture as

the Church interprets it. If the Church therefore would
permit its teachers to interpret the Symbols according to

BN

the Scriptures, and not the Scriptures according to its

I

Symbols, the subscription would be no guarantee that the

=
©

egpective teacher understands and interprets Scripiure

.

as the Church does. 1in fact, the Church wouid make the

SRR

sy g 3 . o % . 3 s ~ N 4&
personal conviciion of each teacher its Symbol, ©

The fathers of The Lutheran Church-=kissouri
Synod, felt that if the Symbolical Books are to mean

8 8 & ¢ 0 @ 8 © 6 9 ©
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Arthur Carl Piewnko The Bignificance of The

orn,
Lutheran Symbols for Todayv. (Th
Pe3

e Semiparian, Concordia
Seminary of st. Louls, MO., D.35
46, | o o . . ; .
J.F. alther, Y'hy Should Our Pastors Teachers

and Professors Subscribe Unconditionally to the Svyvmbolical

Writings of Our Courca? C.t.iie, VOl. AVLIii NO.4, p.246
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anything public teachers must interpret the Sacred Scrip-
tures according to the Symbolical Books and not Vice Versa.

This view regarded the Reformation a finality so far as the

Biblical teachings are concerned and the definitions of

its doctrines, having been fully elucidated in the Con-

fessions and Symbols of the Lutheran Church, were no longer
s : o . . o 43

subjects for an historical analysis or revision.

Sharp issue was taken with this view by The Luth-

eran Observer which declared that the so-called Symbolists

"merely argued in a circle." '"Why do you receive the Sym-

4

7 it HE= PN

bolical Book Because their interpretation of bSeripture

is correct." "How do you find out what is correct?” "By

comparing with the Bymbolical Books and interpreting then

A0
N & v
in accordance."

While also in this area there was considerable
disagreement and tension Lutherans of all persuasions have
held to the ultimate authority of the Scriptures and have
recognized that their Symbols must be normated by Scripture

1,

as the great and final norm.

B. GQUATENUS
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Carl hMaulshagen, American Lutheranism Surren-
ders to Forces of Conservatisn (P D. Thesis submitted to
Graduate Faculty of University of Winnesota, Published by
U. 0f Ga., Div ;

Ga. ,Copyright '36, D.108)
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1. Various Forms of Copnditional Subscription

The guestion remains: is subscription to
these normated norms?” Conditional subscription began with
the rise of Fietism when Spener very cautiously sowed the
seed indicating that 1f a person could not bring himself be-
yond a guatenus his conscience should be respected although

it would be better to have a clear-cut guia subscription.

(Cf. Spener's Aufrichtige Uebereinstimmung mit der A.C.,

By a conditional subscrintion the subscriber
does not pledge himself to accept every doctrine contained
in the Symbols as in full agreement with Scripture but re-
serves the right to distinguish between the doctrines
presented.

The conditional subscrigtio& took various fornms

after Spener's initial

. s ; 31
izing tendencies soon contended for the guatenus formula,

Heformed and

ringlians declared themselves ready to sub-

scribe the Augsburg Confession if they would be permitted

|

N .

to interpret it according to Scripture. The C
Martyr said that he would be glad to accept the Augsburg
Confession "if it is properly and suitably understood.”

. Even John Calvin subscribed to the Unaltered Augsburg

® & % ¢ e @ 9 0 0 O @

1ther,

7 51 ‘ Jhy Our Pastors, etc., p.252
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Confession in the sense "in which its author himself

(93
Do s ap nO&@ oy
b Loe

There were those who desired to sub-

\‘)

scribe to the Symbols of botin the Lutheran and Reformed

\ . . 4 . - : g ; R 1S
Churches if and in so far as thgy agreed with each other.

en the Reformed proposed setting up a Reformed Confes-
sion in contrast to the Augsburg Confession Ursinus,
author of the reidelberg Catechism, wrote to Beza, "No,
it is better to give the Augsburg Confession ancther form
of bueial, i.e., by supscribing to it, but secretly, in

o
5 e . 54
the calvinistic sense,!

2, pifficulties in Conditional Subscription

That the bald guatenus forwmula created wmany

problems and fails to solve many which confessionalism
seeks to solve soon became apparent. These difficulties
were pointed out early by those who feli a siricter form
of subscription was desirable and necessary. It was under-
stood that a wholesale declaration that one accepts the
Lutheran Wnfessions " as far as" they agree with Scripture
not only throws suspicion on +the Confessions but also

opens the door to doctrinal latitudinarianism and insin-

cerityo55
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C.¥F.W.Walther Der Concordienformel Kern und
Stern (Concordia rublishing House, St.Louis, k0., 1357
D. 77 55
Vergilius Ferm, What Is Lutheranism? (Hew York
iillan Co., 1530, p.218




Samuel A. Ort, Frofessor at Wittenberg Seminary and later
President of the General Synod, wrote, "A qualified sub-
scription is the making of a gualified confession and a

gualified confession is a breaking away from convictions

and development and this is ecclesiastical suicide.”

1. Necessity for Unconditional BSubscription

In the forefront of those who pointed up what
they believed to be the inadequacy of the guatenus were
the so-called symbolists. C.F.W.Walther and the founders

Lissouri Bynod were very vocal in contending that

-

of the
a meaningful subscription must be guia. While pointing out

that such a subscription was essential they did circum-—

scribe their requirement as they sought to define precisely

what in the Confessions musi be thus ungualifiedly accep-
ted.

Walther felt that it was fully in accord with
the spirit of the Symbols themselves to demand an un-
conditional subscrivtion from the servants of the Church.
He guoted the Conclusion of the Augsburg Confession which
reads, "Only those things have been recounted whereof

we thought that 1t was necessary

ek

o spealk in order tnat
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it might be understo that in doctrine and in cere-—
monies nothing has been received on our part against Scrip-
ture or the Church Catholic." (Triglotta p.85) The words

of the Preface to the entire Book of Concord of 1580

P..al
(;7‘

were also adduced, "Therefore we are also determined not

to depart even

o

finger's breadth either from the subscrip-
tions themselves or from the phrases which are found in

them but, the bpirit of the Lord aiding us, to neBrsevere

constantly, with the greatest harmony, in this godly agree-

ment , and we intend 1o examine all controversies according

e

o this true norm»and declaration of the pure docirine.”
(iriglotta, p.23). 1In addition the Formula of Concord
designates all the previous Lutheran Wnfessions as "a
unanimously accepted, definite, coummon form of doctrine,
which all our evangelical churches %Gfeuuwr and in commuon
confess from and according to which, because (not in so far)
it has been derived from God's Word, all other writi

ngs
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should be judged and adjusted as to how far they are to
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epted.” (Yriglotia, p.855) These
citations indicate that the Bymbols themselves reguire

i unconditiona

acceptance and that any who desire to
subscribe conditionally deny what the 5Symbols themselves

demand.

fhis was the attitude over against subscription
@ ® & 2 @ & 8 © & B O
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iy Our Pastor's, etc. p.2495




also in practice. Duke Henry of

"y

manded that the theologians of the University of Leipzig

B

accept the augsburg Confession and the Apolo

according to these confessions,
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would not oppose Confession in so far

as they do not conte

spel and the Truth
{(cf. C.J.ﬁofimamﬂ s Ref. Hist. der Stadt und Universitaet
Leipzig, p.408 3} the duke rejected this as an ambiguous

3¢
declaration.

The attitude of those who insisted on an un-

gualified sub SCFljtlDA wa summed up in Muller's book of

1886 when he wrote, "The Church reguires tnat those who
belong to it and teach in it recognize that the Symbols

are in harmony with God's Word...The Church forceS no one

fe

c:zL

o accept

the Symbols but regquires that those who would be
59

L

members accept her teachings as their own."
The Saxon emigrants of wi

one included a statewment in their

which, while firm and definite, mad

or guatenus. It read, "All tae 1ﬂ&er&1gncd acknowledge

4

with sincerity of heart the pure Lutheran faith as contain-
ed in the VWord of God, the ¢ld and New Testaments, and set
forth and confessed in the sywmbolical books of the Lutheran
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58

dgldld., 251

. omullei Die Svmbolischen Bficher der Zvan-
geiisch~Lutherischeﬁ h¢FCﬂe (aute "sloh, Germany C.Bertels~a
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the Sgxons

tiie Church

he set forth the following

hen Yalther became the dominant figure among

reasons for which

demands a subscription. First, that the Church

might convince itself that its teachers really possess

the orthodox

unadulterat
Church may

teacih this

understanding of 3eripture and the same pure,

ed faith as the Church. Secondly, that the

hind these teachers with a

faith pure and unadulterate

solemn promise to

d or to renounce

ot
i
o]
)
by
ey
el s
©
[¢3]

of teaching instead of disturbing ti

with false teaching. He felt that these puwrpos

be nullified if 2 conditional subscription were
for such permission would be an admission that

contain doctrines contrary to Scripture. I
ing the Church would thus lose all means of con
itgelf as to the belief of the teadher and woul
fect, be releasing him from the
pure Word of God according to the Symbols. He
the situation arising when congregations would
be in a positiocn to depose teachers who taught
o the Sywmbols and he feared that a conditional
tion would open tihe way for renewal of theologi

versies which would be and had been settled by

fessions, thus paving the way for continual discord.
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he Church

es would
nermitted
the bHymbols

n s think-

wincing

d, in ef-
eaching the

foresaw

no longer

contrary
subscrip-

cal contro-

the Cone-
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hey wmust be accepted unreservedly wa

o
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set forth by him in a lengthy article in Der ILutheraner.

Here he repeated the warning of Saini

Tratim soat et falaps
John against false

prophets and contended tnat, because of them, count less

sects had arisen. To distinguish itselfl from all such

Walther, fully aware that confessionalism was

under attack, nevertheless insisted on rigorous adherance

to the Symbols because he said, they were grounded in

Holy Scripture. He continues:
"But some men ask, 'Aren't the
written by men who are likely

PN 1 i

Symbols of the church
to err? Who can depend

onn them?' We answer, 'The ﬁhesﬁion is not here

whether the authors of the Symbols were men who
could err, but rather wugt7ef they erred in the

teachings which are confessed
have been set down in tham,'!

that they could err, but we deny the thought

ese hooks and
it very read

in th
e &

they did err in the articles of faith which taey

set down. ,
manner in which the Biblical

sed in our Symbols and are ﬁvfpﬁ

could deny that the whole mode and

doctrines are confes-—
ded in them is a

hum?m and therefore not a perfect one? But that the

teachings should ti
,“~1L31ng eeror, ti
ness for thereby we w
Word itself is imperfe
the Bible docirine be
} who are yi ‘

Does the Word of God, when spoken by
become a changeable wisdom of this wo
o

c

he millions Of beloved mmrtyrs who Wi
culd err would not forever have the

pons

iemselves be hwgan, imperfect and
1ot we reject with all earnest-
ould be declaring that God's

t and full of errors...
me a doctrine of men when
tress to it are men?

Does

mortal sinner
rida? Oh, then
e men
truth but would

3y

e ('h f‘*’;‘ G

have shed their blood for Lﬁcn“tulm opinions and
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views under nameless martyrdom. Then alsc the
church of Christ, because it consists of men, could
never say, "#e have found the truth." Oh, away

withh such blasphemous skepticism, with such heathen-
ish despair of finding the truth. For this reason
the Bible was given to men that toey would no longer
be without light, without hope, without certainty

in this world, but, defying world and hell, counld
rejoice in firm faith..'We have found the truth.’
And just the Church itself should be a pillar and

a firm foundation of the truth. (I Tim. 3:15). if
nowhere else in the world, then at least in the
Church, this most precious of all treasures ought

to be found....

it is not encug! hat one say that the writers of

the Confessions could err, but it is necessary to
prove that they erred and where they erred. How cer-
tain we Lutherans can therefore bel! For this kind

of proof no one has yet offered. They have been

able to strike at our Confessions with ftheir reason
and witi the thoughts of their hearts, but with the
Word of God they have never been able to refute
them. If one were to ask his reason or his heart
regarding many of the doctrines, one could say with
Nicodemus, 'How can this be?' But never could one
object to them as with the Symbols of other churches
with an 'It is written.' It is true that for three
hundred years the Lutheran Church has been accused
of insisting too rigidly, too firmly on the very
letters of Holy Writ in the symbolical writings,
but seldom has anyone dared to say...and never has
anyone been able to prove...that sie has departed
from the Seriptures. If then we would fall away
from the teachings of the symbolical writings, then
we would not be falling away from the word of men
put rather from the YWord of God. VWe would not be
denying Luther, but Christ. Ve would not only
cease tu be true Lutherans but we would cease to
have the right to be called Christians.

L

But many will say, 'Granted that your Confessions

: fully with Holy Scripture. Yet you cannot deny
at they are still human confessions. v would

you not rather remain with Scripture alone and go
back to 11 as the pure VWord of God?!

tEa)

fo this we would answer as folldws: 'It is folly
to make a comparison between the Scripiures and the
Coniessions. The Bible is, so to say, God's con-

® @ v P o 5 0 06 @ O
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fession to us. The bjm} clical writings are our

confessions to God. he Bible is the guestion of

God to men...'Do you b@liﬂve by Word?' The symboli-
we

KA
cal writings are the aﬁuwpf of men...'Yes, Lord
believe hJaL You say.' The Bible is the che st
which all treasures of wisdow and the knowledg
of God lie nkidden. The symbolical writings are the
jewel-room in which the Church has deposited, as in
a spirituval arsenal, all of the treasures which in
tie course of hundreds of years with great effort

she has didJﬂ and dug out of the treasury of the
minle. The Bible with its teachings is the handwrit-
ing of God concerning our salvation, which Satan
always wishes to falsify and declare as unauthentic.
ihe symbolical writings contain the records wiaich
nave been iaid down, from which one can see how the
Church has believed these teachings from time to time
and has ever neld fast to them. The Bible is the re-
vealed Word of God itself. The symbolical writings
however, are the correct understanding of the Word
of God as God has given it to His church...

L

Then we should give up these precious Confessions
wihich our fathers have worked out and fought for
with such unspeakably difficult sacrifices?...ie

E should throw them away as worthless? ‘Would we dis-

solute iy throw away the fruit of the Reformation,

the booty of a thousand year leng battle of the whole
Christian Church of all times? 'The spiritusal in-
heritance of our spiritual fathers? VYould we actua-
1ly now faithlessly Surrbnaer into the hands of our
enemies and sacrifice to tne indifference of our
times tinat for which countless mariyrs shed their
Blood and which the Church after enduring the most
terrible persecutions has as its trophy of victory?

ke

But men will y 'Jouldn't it still be good to

go back to the bible? Isn't the Bible enough?' If
the doctrines of the § ymb oilcai wriixnus were taken
from the Bibie, will the ! i
then to permit any e

everytning even without th '
hold fast to the true Svmga 1Cal 4F1t1ng
no different than to go back to the
rabolical writings are nothing but the Confe
f the Church for the Bible. How would a person hope
o find the light singlehandedly after which Christen-—
om nad sought for many hundreds of year s? Will God
h

+

e us dis Holy irit in these last times to find
at which God has already permitted His Church to

® o8 © & ¢ 6B 68 O
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find, if we do no shich has already
been found, but seek it out cur-
selves? No, he humble student
accept the pure Church to which
God gave it 1800 v He agaln
gloriously reveal ago, to him God
will not give th to find it him-

3]
(o]
bt
et
@

- i) A1 . o~ 53
od dispenses LHis

gifts in different ways. He does
not give all to eve: : unCo He give all in
every age. He gives Christian and to every
age their narticula Therefore a Christian
should use the giit and those in s later
generation should a previous one. Yes,
it is God's holy, g will that men
who form a great their later generas
tions stemming fr , should also be
a great spiritual fa 1ese younger members
are beg@t@eﬁ by the older. Therefore Paul says in
tl e of i R caﬂce“ﬁing ch,
! e all..." The oday
5 X relation of r to
i be children. aith oi
tl be the faiti of the
1 ine, her tea her con-
£ ctrine, teach confes-
sion. Her victory over the enemies of ruth
should be our viciory. Her treasures wiledge
should be our possession.

arly beloved, fellow believers, be

guard ag LF” thought af those who refuse to
build on the building of the past, but would begin
with somethning new. Let us bear in mind as the
Apostle writes to the Hphesians in the fourth chan
ter that there is one body, one faith, one baptism,
50 also one true cﬁurch ; ight docirine wihich
5] ' ne be found but al-
Vi uiiahu unchan@ed until the end

new docitrines and new churches

¢ false
!

has the %rngs words which I have put in thy
mouth shall ﬂat cart out of thy mouth, nor out of
the mouth of thy seed, nor out of the mouth of thy
seed's i 's the Lord, from henceforth and for-
ever, ' 5%:&1).,.mb& us ﬂOlU fast to her
cont eing our own. Thus we place our-
selv: ship with all Cf the children of God
the the truth., Thus we prove that we

? 0 ¢ 20 806 8 0 0 @

ant false churches. For the church
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Thus

.
t mes and

are of ecgual birth with our faithful fathe
we Join ourselves to the true church of ai
of all places. Thus we tak part in th
all true contenders of the 1&drii\r/€e
God and are fe llow—;aiig § the full Oiessings of
the Reformatiof......' O

1,

Thus it is not suryrising that in his Pastoral-

theologie he conteanded th candidates for the preaching

or teaching offices should pledge only after having per-

suaded themselves of the truth of the contents in rebus
53 )

el phrasibus.

Against the "insofar as" subscription he cited
the famous dictum of Johann-Conrad Dannhauer, (1603-1866)

professor at Strassburg, in his Liber couscientiae apertus

that one could subscribe to the Juran "insofar as it ap-

pears to our private judgement to be consonant with the

n54

Sacred Berigtures. in short, Walther contends for an

unconditional subscripii

-
et
©
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et

doing sSo, refers 1o

PR

tiie whole content of the Symbols allowing the subscriber

7,

to make no mental reservation in any point, even if the

doctrine is discussed only incidentally in suvport of

~

Ui

.

anotiner teaching.

2., How Unconditional Subscription Is Clrcumscribed

o e @ 60 &8 5 ¢ 0 0 B @

]

J. steeg .. Valther in The Spring-
HNo. 53 ﬁu 51 (Concordia Seminary,

Walther and The Lutheran

Arthur Cari éi‘

2 N 5 v 3 Y

i &ymggwg, Concordia Theol. Vol., KRELT No.1lU Lay,
1g6l, 1 blg
614 H.v.rldjkOFﬁ Yalther and The Luth. Symbols,b;

00{016,, p.G611

Footnote 1
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In a Referat {(read at the synodical meeting

alther

held at St. Louis in 1858, Lutheraner, p. 201.)

defines the meaning of an ungalified subscription to

the Unaltered Augsburg Confessions.

Since the Zymbols are ca@ﬁ SSiOHS of the faith or
doctrine of the Church (and can be or aim at being
nothing eise), an Hﬁudllilaﬁ subscription can be
understood as nothing else thaﬁ a soleusn oathlike
promise to ti Shurca by the p son who is entering
its service t e doctrinal content
itself of the woqiesolens (Gut ﬁdl“ without excep-
tion) as differing in no single instance {(either in

a primary or mccquA 5y 301nt} from the acrlgbure and
r in harmony with it in every 001 it, and for
that reason believes in it as in God' ‘ord itself
and thus intends to preach that h@CLTlﬁe without
falsification. Therefore whatever position a teacher
gcecuples in the doctrinal structure of the Symbols
and in whatever form it is presented, be it that ef
a matter spe CliiCally (ex GfdieSoO)LfCaLEd or that of

an individual bﬁwbgwtnhﬁ the ungualified subscription
applies to all of them.

An hucoui%tlomai subscription is the geclara-

tion which the individual who wants to Eﬁrve the Fhwrch
makes under cath, (1)..that he accepts the doctri
content of our &jﬁ@@iiLﬂl Books hecause he recogni

in full agreement with Scrip-

(ﬂ
Q
ot
Q
;=

es tne fact thsa
ture and does not miiluata against Scrigture at any
point, whether of major or minor importanfée, and (2)
3t he therefore @earfily believes in this divine
truth and is determined to preachr this doctrine with-
out adulteration....Whatever position the doctrine
occupies in the doctrinal content of the Symbols,
whatever the form may be in which it occurs, whether
the subject be dealt with ex wnrofesso or only inciden-

o
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GOE.;.Lueati, "Walther and /The Free Lutheran
Canferemceso 1856~1 ‘JS, Concordia Theological konthly,
Vai. AV, Ho. 8, August 1544(5t. Louis, WMo., Concordia
Publishing rfouse, p.544
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tally, an unconditiounal subscrip
whole content of the Symbols and does not al
subscriber to make any mental reservation at any
paint. Mor will he exclude suck doctrines b

of the fact that they are so used stamps
irrevocaple articles of faith and demands their
joyful 2cceptance by everyone wiho &uwbcri"ss to the
Symools.

Walther's view was not new but in harmony with

that expressed in the classic Geraman

pastor and superintendent at

£,
i

Glaudhau, Saxony uncompromisingly for sound

-4

utheranism stated, {(1)..The Church binds its teachers

tw*i

A

to the Confesgsions 50 that they will teach the ¥ord of

- Y s o 68 . v ;
truth according to the Confessions. Pledging to the

Confessions involves pledging to the totality of the

The mode of Confessional subscription must (a) express

an identification with the revealed truth and therefore

-

must not be ¢

atenus but guia. de argues Ul
as the state could afford to have an official who sub-

scribed to the laws "in so far as' so 1littlie can the Church

2 ° O E O @ OO QB & O

67 0 o e i g . - . . N,
C.r.W.Waltner, Vhy Our Pastors, eitc.., pp241-242
[Agw)
g:}O EY ~ Ty L. 2 Ty Fas R
A.G.Rudelbach, Hi he-¥ritische Zinleitung
in die Augsburgische Confession (Dresden, Ger: , Yerlag
von Juystus Naumann, 1841) p.21Z
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have leaders who do this (b.) The pledge must be of a
[ e T 4 - Iy, o N w1 }‘q et oo I"ic*’”l o ﬂ@
binding nature. (c.) The pledge, while catego al and
binding, is not obligatory on one who later becomes per-

f'

onfessicns are not true. fore it

2

must be made easy for one to leave the service of the

herents beyond the church body of which he was the fore-
stinguished

b i P S
a memorable

He who is a faithiul teacher of the Church
and teaches the Confession, not because the
siocn forces him to do it as a iaw laid upon fisx
because he recogunizes and acknowledges the Scriptur-
“1 truth in the Confession. hﬂfeiﬁ?t he also assumes

the ob 31g¢Lle, not in so far as the symbol agree

&
with Scripture, but because it does so. Without thiis
camviciion hie zuual@ not degi§% membership, much less
ch.

public service in the Chur

T
5

Thus, by 1861, the statement could be made:
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3 ntion indicated by
S Confessions &
W Word of Ged. 1
h GXJmlieu the Porz"S"
1o lsa the i
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Theodore Benze, The

sgsion of The Lutheran
Publication House,
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nrofess then,

As J.L.Neve writegs, 'The subscription of a

)
.
]
e
O
-

servant of the churcn must be

PR - o Ty s O A E o - TR TS R o U
anything evasive but positive.' Introduction to the Sym-

The Lutheran Churche=lisscuri ZBynod, has con-
sistently reguired such an uneguivccal subscription to
the Symbolical Books. It has done so in the conviction

that anything less would lead to unwarranted licenses

to the situation wherein the counvictions of esch

gian, minister, or teacher would become a symbol in it-

4, Contents of Counfessions that Need Not Be Accepted

This posi

were guick to dadicate . The {onfessions contain factual

of historicsal

2

and gcientific matters. In the nature of the case the

Confessions contain exegetical opinions socme of which

cannct be shared by those who have newer and more com-
plete insights. The confessors made certain historical

® ¢ % ® 9 5 0 © @ & a @

71, ‘o ) .
Erwin L. Lueker, Functi
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judgments which involved not merely an awareness of

Seriptural truth but reguired the use of human reason

ready to accept the judgment of the confessors. Hence it

became imperative that there be definition as to the

matter invelved in a suub031wt10u and that wnich is not

= - .

Having insisted on an ungualified subscription

as the only apvrcach having any validity whatsoever the

proponents of this view were now forced to define rather
precisely that which must be accepted in a gulia subscrip-
tion and that which, altg ugh contained in the Confes-

sions, is net binding,

e
i

,,,)
}.«s
el
i}
¢
=2
;‘\ ]
®
je
L
@
5
o
o+
et
[
[¢]
o]
©
H
I
[
(o
Q
bty
Y
[}
a5}
&
3
©
=

this the Saxons had good precedent in the position of
J.T.Muller, the German theologian who held that the Church
must insist that in everything which pertains to dogma

sions be accepted by her teacners not guatenus

cles contained in the Confessions are eternal truths

them without reserva-

s Wiy Qur Pastors, etc., p.248
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This, in essence, has been the attitude within The Luther-
an Church-=kiissouri Synod.
Rudelbach had pointed out already in 1841 that

the contents of the Confessions varied in degrees of im-

portance.

- o Fe ~ ] Ty % 3 S R e MR i oy
thus designated and all doctrinal statements through
74
L H ¥ T -]
are egsentvial, He labeled

sidered less essential and

practically of no consequence. he dismissed as non-essen-

. ; . , . ; - , 76
tial all statements of a historical or literary nature.

The distinction between "articles of faith" by

1t %

which the subscriber is

wents was prominent

\im‘
¢
et
W
Ln‘jd
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by C.t.5chaeffer, theo

logian of the fGeneral Synod, ipn an article in the Evan-

gelical Heview in 1830. Some years

define the ning of s in-—

asmuciz as a confession 1s a statement of beliefl the sub-
WUCE e #3 Less 141 [CAENCR WG GRS A I o Bbeilliel Tae sSuUuo

N T -
SCrl1ozl D108

doctrines therein con-

1

tained but not to historical references, matters belonging

to human sciences, logic, method of presentation, adia-

® @ 2 8 2 © 6 2 o a4 O

Iz e s ;
75A.u, adelnach, ».1065
~ibid., p.1l67
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Ibid., p.165
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phora, etc. (Luth. XIV, 201£f£.)77
E He made it clear that since the o»ymbols are
confessions of faith or doctrine the Church cannot require

a subscription to those matters which do not belong to

doctrine. 1hey cannot be made the norm for German or

iatin orthography or for perfect linguistic style or for

other things which belong to the sphere of human knowledge.

Nor is the servant of the thurch bound by that which falls

E within the sphere of criticism or of histiory or exegesis.78

As Allbeck indicated tnis form of subscription (gquia) does

not mean that the Church or the subscriber is bound to

every aspect of the theological proof. Not every word of

patristic quotations is guaranteed by The Lutheran Church,79

Thus walther held that although it is true that

subscription to a doctrinal confession manifestly con-

cerns only essentials in a doctrinal confession everything

that belongs to the doctrinal content is essential since
80

the essence of a doctrinal coniession is doctrine. Con-

ceding that Symbols musi be understood in tne historical
setting which sheds tue necessary background on "the manner
in which men understood ana interpreted Scripture at the
time when certain articles were in controversy in tne

church andg the contrary doctrines were rejected and con-

e e 0 6 ¢ © B ® 8 & O

grwin L. Lueker, Lutheran Cyclopedia, p.634
“8_.F.Walther, Why Our Pastors, etc., p.242

“Oyillard vow allbeck, Studies in The Lutheran
Confessions, p.1l0

BOC,F.waltner, Why Qur Pastors, etc.,, p.247
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not at all imwply that the form, method, and process of

proof used in the Symbols is to be followed rather than

any other. In this counnection he guotes John Conrad Dan-

nhauer wio wrote: TAlthough the Symbols do nol bind us

sl

with the approasch of those German theologians who held to
the view that subscrintion must be without gualifica-
tion but maintained that while there are historical,

linguistic and other errors in formulation in the Con-

fessions this is irrvelevant inasmuch as doctrine alone

ot

was the object of subscription.
The present chairman of the Departuent of Sys-

.

tematic Theology at Concordia Seminary in 5t. Louis of

m
iy
©
E

wiiic

ner was president wrote in 1854 =2

The Book of Concord
were not twentisth ¢
lacked the prescienc
ble for = to fore
The ophysical world o

things
oncord is
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fastors, etc., p.242
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four elementis

is )fbg this
ustrations and aﬁaie~
things nrecise

gies. Ffor people w&o mugt nave
rluht “nu Wiho reau in last week's newspaper thﬁ
L discovered cnemical elements had 3&”“
uuauivj, such analogies are likely te be
less than wholly con 11c1hg.

shiort of wmodern
Luther, for

T on
s onz reference to a passage in
es in the Smalcald Articles is tn@
the mark. re are COHﬁlﬂ* O 1l guo-
cions tiat it is alwmost
At least one %u044t10n..e£‘
the accession of the i
20,

ere is a considerable zmount of second-hand guo-
tation like diela citatio&g from Archbishop
Theophylact of B geemns to have in-

troduced into the the Ap Gla“y in
part at least fto gi him an Ggporxvzluv to talk back
to Qecolampadius and ol gliminated from the next
edition.
i€ researcin has sho that v of the
f uh@aathHS L ¥ wate, St. Augus-
vrite the Hyy St
e JOC”rlOuw £
'ﬂgﬂ&b n St. Thomas Aqguid t
bili sacrawm o altaris, eudo Cy“r an
who wrote Coena Domini.

no objection to the
be nindered by rubbing

JL he ma

Cbviously this thoroughly normal fallibility actually
hﬂs nothing to say about the applicability of the
heologl al and i i and moral
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principles whici the Book of Concord enunciates. =

Dr. Theodore Tapnert, the great confessional

P

authority in The Lutheran Church In America concurs with

the foregoing when he points out that in addition to

lapses of seesmliness or memory and shortcomings of an

historical, philological, and scientific nature the con-
3k b

E fessions contain dubicus statewents of s third kind which

4

tion,

w

re, directly or indirectly, doctrinal in applica

The Augsburg Confession in its opposition to the Ana-

ists declares flatly without "ordinari-

t,,,,
ot
o
'C
&3]
o]
i:n
[,
e
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ot
.

1y" that baptism is "necessary to salvation.”" With an
apparently unconditional endorsement of Artistotle's

4

Ethics, the Apology affirms that "Aristotle wrote con-

cerning civil morals so learnedly that nothing further

virgin Mary." kelanchthon's treatise "Cf the Power and

ral

Primacy of the Pope" teaches a conception of the rela-—
= tion between church and state which has no adherents

therans in America and this is supported by Luther

% It must

® 6 & © 2 & B & 0 @ &

icance of The Luther-—
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subscription to the Confessions cannot embrace the entire

]

content of the Symbols but that upon the demand for such a

=5

subscription there must follow immediately a very careful

delineation of the contents concerning which the subscriber
supeaks his "yea.”
While all interested parties are agreed that the

o

Confessions are norma normata they are not agreed concern-

the fact that theirs is a relatively meaningless pledge
The Lutheran Churche=kiissouri Sypod and those who share the

view that subscripiion must be unconditional are confronted

I gy e ]

by the apparently impossible task of defining "doctrinal

content.”

From the foregoing it can be seen that all par-
ties concerned with retaining a valid position have had
to come 1o grips with very real practical probleums.
The difficulty of obtaining a meaningful subscription in

% o

the face of the ineguality of confessional content re-

mains .
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documents. Both are prespared, when pressed, Lo acknow-

ledre as Lutheran individuals as well as church bodies

six of the warticular creed
rejected. Finally, and per-
1y, botn understand there is much in

Books which no educated

[,

TENBICH

1. Ideal Canon of Symbols

As one surveys the difference in approaches 1t

(ﬂ
(]
o
=
e

becomes clear that tho ho insist uvnon an ungualified

subscription (particularly The Lutheran Churche=lissouri
Synod ), while acknowledging the Lutheranism of any who

accept the Augsburg Confession and Luther's sSmall Cate-

,nJ

@

]

-
{

chism consider subscription to all of the Luthera

The advocates of a guatenus approach make such of those
contents which are manifestly unaccentable to the modern
Chrisgtian mind and stress the historical interpretation
of tne symbolical books. They contend that insistence
upon subscription without qualification logically leads

not far removed from the Ltype

Tihe Lutheran uilfchwﬁﬂssourlzvﬂﬁd, by contrast,

son anything less than an un-

® 2 @ & © 0 & ® 2 6 0 @
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gqualified subscription as the eguivalent of no subscrip-

tion. This contention has been undergirded by the logic

which holds that a guastenus loyalty can be given to any

writing whatsocever and

if notuing further is re-
guired of the subscriber each teacher and preacuer becomes
a norim.

The m
material is dealt

formula and, on

refers only to the

o

. Definition of Loctrinal Content

In its desire to avoid the Bcevlla of o meanin

3 g
less subscription fwtherasn Churche=ilissouri Synod has

een led to the Charybdis of endeavoring to define jJust

is a

Virgo is a doctrine snd on the other

© @ ® 5 & 6 8 0 B € € U

P
ine

of
Is 45th
land,

of the Doctrinal
ained in Reports and aoria
. Ch.T Wlissouri Synod, Cleve
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CONCLUSION

While all concerned hold the Confessions in

high regard and insist upon subscription to them neither

of the traditional approaches is completely satisfac-

tory and within the groups themselves there are serious

differences revolving around the implications of subscri-

ption. No doubt this tension will continue for the fore-

seeable future. nNevertheless, the suggestions which

follow are meant to indicate a modification of the atti-
tude of The Lutheran Churche-Missouri Synod which could
possibly make subscription to the Confessions more rea-=
listic and meaningful within that body and prove helpful
toward bridging the gap between its position and that

of other Lutherans.

A. THE CANON

1. Basic Symbols

It is an interesting fact of Church history
and of the contemporary religious scene that Lutherans
are divided as to the books which are binding. Thanks
to the Reformation and its Confessions the old creeds
have found a permanent place in the dogma of the evan-

gelical churches and, since Melanchthon, have gained

and retained decisive influence.88

It ;s helpful to note the attitude of the

8.. L [ ) o ° 8 L4
- Werner Elert,’The’ Structure of Lutheranism
{g (St. Louis, #o.,Concordia Publ. House, 1962), p.207
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may hold his own private and individual convictions'"%09

He held that the Symbols are not so much the landmarks

of the Church's spiritual development as the boundry-
110

lines separating the Church from certain falsehoods.

In practice, however, Walther and his followers considered

the Reformation a finality as far as the Biblical teach-

ings were concerned and its doctrines, having been fully

elucidated in the Confessions and Symbols of the Lutheran

Church, were no longer subjects for an historical analy-

111

sis and revision, On the one hand Walther stated: "you

must again and yet again draw everything through the Scrip-

wll2

tures. ..even the Confessions. On the other hand Miss-

ouri held that, having tested the Symbols and found them

Scriptural, one must thereafter interpret Scripture acc-

ording to the Confessions.,113

b. It must be De Facto as well as Ve Jure

The Lutheran Confessions, when interpreted not in

so legalistic and formal a manner but in the light of their

fundamental doctrine of the Gospel, do not hamper exegesi%?

Subscription to the Confessions in practice means that

Lutherans hold the confessors to have been correct in view

e 8@ © 0 P OS5 OO O

105Ibid., 5.666
lllIbld., P.663

Carl Mauelshagen, American Lutheranism Surr-
enders to Forces of Conservatism, p.156

iigTh. Engelder (ed.) Walther and The Church, ».43

ll4C.F.Walther, Why Our Pastors, etc., p.246

Edmund Schlink, Theology of The Lutheran
Confessions, p.XAXVIII
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