
The Pharmacist, Doctor, Gun Dealer, and Me

   What would you think of a pharmacist who was handing Vicodin out his backdoor without a prescription?  What would you think of a doctor who would give a person their weekly chemo treatment with no questions even though they had not been their the last 4 weeks or 3 months?  What would you think of a handgun dealer providing guns to anyone who wanted one without a background check?  You wouldn’t think any of these were responsible individuals and that they should be ashamed of themselves.

   All three represent me for the last 25 years only I haven’t been irresponsibly distributing drugs, medicine or firearms but the Body and Blood of God.  I have given the Holy Communion to anyone on my membership rolls or to anyone who said they were on the rolls of any LCMS church.  Whether they were members who had skipped their chemo treatment for weeks or months or non-members who I had never seen before, if they wanted the Body and Blood of Christ I handed Him over no questions asks.  Since it’s well known that many LCMS churches and members commune with any baptized Christian who believes in the Real Presence regardless of what other beliefs they hold or don’t hold, perhaps I have been communing people who believe in abortion, living 

together before marriage, gay marriage, or joining in prayer with pagans.  It’s actually worse than this. Since the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America entered into full fellowship with denominations who never have believed in the Real Presence, I could very well be communing people who regularly commune with people who don’t believe what Jesus says communion is. Who knows?  I don’t and that’s the point.  I am being as irresponsible as the pharmacist, doctor, and gun dealer described above.

   What to do about this situation?  I could compel a change in communion practice here, but Luther consistently held that compulsion should be on the part of the people not the pastor.  Rather than compel them to come to Communion more often people were to compel the Pastor  to offer Communion more frequently.  Rather than compel them to have a visit from him they were to say come visit me.  Rather than me compel you to have a more faithful communion practice you should compel me.  But how do I get you to want it?

   Luther’s solution to getting the people to reform the Mass, monks and nuns to leave the monasteries, and people to take Communion in both kinds was to preach, teach, and preach some more.  This is the path I’m going to take. I’m not going to preach, teach, and preach some more on why you should compel me to change how I administer Communion.  I’m going preach, 

teach, and preach some more on what Communion is.  The person who irresponsibly distributes drugs, chemo, or guns either doesn’t know what they are or doesn’t care.  I believe you do know and do care what Communion is, but I want to flesh that out more.

   I will do this first through sermons and then through actions.  Eventually, after many sermons, impromptu treatments of Holy Communion in Bible classes, I will restore two practices in the Divine Service. : The genuflection and the elevation.  The pastor first genuflects after the consecration of the Bread and then after the consecration of the Wine.  He genuflects before the Body and Blood of Christ now present on the altar.  After he genuflects, he elevates the Body of Christ and then the Blood giving the congregation the opportunity to reverence their Lord too.

   This will be handled the same way as making the sign of the cross and bowing at doxologies to the Trinity and during the Creeds.  It will be free.  You won’t be more or less Lutheran if you do or don’t.  But already some of you are balking.  That’s Catholic.  No, these practices are Lutheran, but that’s not the point.  I don’t want you become comfortable with or actually use these practices because they’re Lutheran but because they flow from the glorious truth of what Holy Communion is and does.  This will take time, preaching, teaching, and patience.   

The History and Meaning of Ash Wednesday

By Dr. Richard P. Bucher, Pastor
Ash Wednesday is the name given to the first day of the season of Lent, in which the Pastor applies ashes to the foreheads of Christians to signify an inner repentance. But what is the history and the meaning of this Christian holy day?


Ash Wednesday, originally called dies cinerum (day of ashes) is mentioned in the earliest copies of the Gregorian Sacramentary, and probably dates from at least the 8th Century. One of the earliest descriptions of Ash Wednesday is found in the writings of the Anglo-Saxon abbot Aelfric (955-1020). In his Lives of the Saints, he writes, "We read in the books both in the Old Law and in the New that the men who repented of their sins bestrewed themselves with ashes and clothed their bodies with sackcloth. Now let us do this little at the beginning of our Lent that we strew ashes upon our heads to signify that we ought to repent of our sins during the Lenten fast." Aelfric then proceeds to tell the tale of a man who refused to go to church for the ashes and was accidentally killed several days later in a boar hunt! This quotation confirms what we know from other sources, that throughout the Middle Ages ashes were sprinkled on the head, rather than anointed on the forehead as in our day.


As Aelfric suggests, the pouring of ashes on one's body (and dressing in sackcloth, a very rough material) as an outer manifestation of inner repentance or mourning is an ancient practice. It is mentioned several times in the Old Testament. What is probably the earliest occurrence is found at the very end of the book of Job. Job, having been rebuked by God, confesses, "Therefore I despise myself and repent in dust and ashes" (Job 42:6). Other examples are found in 2 Samuel 13:19, Esther 4:1,3, Isaiah 61:3, Jeremiah 6:26, Ezekiel 27:30, and Daniel 9:3. In the New Testament, Jesus alludes to the practice in Matthew 11:21: "Woe to you, Korazin! Woe to you, Bethsaida! If the miracles that were performed in you had been performed in Tyre and Sidon, they would have repented long ago in sackcloth and ashes." 


In the typical Ash Wednesday observance, Christians are invited to the altar to receive the imposition of ashes, prior to receiving the holy Supper. The Pastor applies ashes in the shape of the cross on the forehead of each, while speaking the words, "For dust you are and to dust you shall return" (Genesis 3:19). This is of course what God spoke to Adam and Eve after they eaten of the forbidden fruit and fallen into sin. These words indicated to our first parents the bitterest fruit of their sin, namely death. In the context of the Ash Wednesday imposition of ashes, they remind each penitent of their sinfulness and mortality, and, thus, their need to repent and get right with God before it is too late. The cross reminds each penitent of the good news that through Jesus Christ crucified there is forgiveness for all sins, all guilt, and all punishment. 

Many Christians choose to leave the ashes on their forehead for the remainder of the day, not to be showy and boastful (see Matthew 6:16-18). Rather, they do it as a witness that all people are sinners in need of repentance AND that through Jesus all sins are forgiven through faith.


Ash Wednesday, like the season of Lent, is never mentioned in Scripture and is not commanded by God. Christians are free to either observe or not observe it. It also should be obvious that the imposition of ashes, like similar external practices, are meaningless, even hypocritical, unless there is a corresponding inner repentance and change of behavior. This is made clear in Isaiah 58:5-7 when God says,

Is this the kind of fast I have chosen, only a day for a man to humble himself? Is it only for bowing one's head like a reed and for lying on sackcloth and ashes ? Is that what you call a fast, a day acceptable to the LORD? 6 "Is not this the kind of fasting I have chosen: to loose the chains of injustice and untie the cords of the yoke, to set the oppressed free and break every yoke? 7 Is it not to share your food with the hungry and to provide the poor wanderer with shelter-- when you see the naked, to clothe him, and not to turn away from your own flesh and blood?

With this in mind, however, the rite of ashes on Ash Wednesday is heartily recommended to the Christian as a grand opportunity for repentance and spiritual renewal within the framework of confession and absolution. A blessed Ash Wednesday observance to all.

Invasive Tests Cause Two Healthy Children to Die by Miscarriage for Every Three Down Children Detected

By Hilary White

LONDON, September 17, 2008 (LifeSiteNews.com) - The invasive procedures used to detect Down syndrome in unborn children result in the miscarriages of two healthy children for every three Down babies detected, a British study has found. 
The study's researchers, from the charity Down Syndrome Education International (DSEI), estimate that in the process of detecting and aborting 660 Down babies annually, screening leads to the deaths of 400 babies who do not have the disorder in England and Wales alone. Based upon their findings, the researchers are calling into question the ethical standing of the government's policy of offering screening to all pregnant women. 


Women are regarded as being more at risk of carrying a Down syndrome child if they become pregnant after age 35. 6,000 women each year in Britain are offered screening by blood tests and subsequent invasive testing to assess the condition of their unborn babies. However, the researchers point out that 95 percent of women deemed to be high risk by the blood test will not be carrying a baby with the disorder, yet most go on to have the invasive tests, thereby greatly increasing the risk of miscarriage.
The organisation opposes the widespread assumption that Down syndrome children should be aborted before birth and works to provide assistance to families and does research and lobbying on behalf of people with Down syndrome. "Our vision," DSEI says, "is a world where all young people with Down syndrome are offered the opportunities that they need to achieve their individual potential."


Under British law, abortion for eugenic purposes is not restricted to the 24 week gestational limit, but may be legally carried out up to the point of birth for children suspected of having "serious" abnormalities. 
The DSEI research, which authors admit is only an "estimate" of the number of deaths of non-Down children, is backed up by findings published last year by Dr. Hylton Meire. Meire calculated that for every 50 children with Down syndrome successfully identified and killed by abortion, 160 non-affected babies are lost by miscarriage after the test.


If a woman is suspected of carrying a Down baby, she routinely moves from screening to amniocentesis and chorionic villus sampling (CVS) tests. These involve inserting a fine needle through the abdomen to either withdraw amniotic fluid or tissue samples. 


Dr. Meire wrote in the Journal Ultrasound that with about one in every 1000 children conceived having Down syndrome, and with amniocentesis carrying a one in 200 risk of  miscarriage, as many as 3,200 healthy babies die by miscarriage every year because of testing.

The NHS admits of a miscarriage rate of only one to two percent following the invasive testing. However, the NHS only tracks statistics for Down syndrome children killed by abortion or who subsequently die as a result of miscarriage. The DSEI researchers said that the official statistics do not count the number of healthy children lost to miscarriages caused by the tests. 

DSEI research also found, however, that more children with Down's syndrome are surviving to birth than in the previous 15 years, despite the increasing pressure on women to have the tests and to kill their Down child before birth. Their research found that births of babies with Down syndrome have risen 25 per cent in 15 years in England. 

Frank Buckley, the charity's Chief Executive and co-author of the report, said, "At the same time, life expectancy and quality of life continue to improve."

"More people are living with Down syndrome than ever before with over 600,000 across Europe and North America and maybe 4 million worldwide. There is still much more to do, but people with Down syndrome are achieving more thanks to better healthcare, better opportunities and more effective teaching approaches."

9/18/08 LifeSiteNews.com

Hallmark Introduces “Same Sex Marriage” Cards

September 21, 2008 (ChristianLifeResources.com) -- The nation's largest greeting card company recently introduced a variety of same-sex 'marriage' wedding cards. Hallmark says the cards, released this summer, fill a niche market attributed to consumer demand.

The specialized line currently sports four different designs with neutral text on the inside of each card.

The Greeting Card Association, a trade group, stated it does not track how many companies provide same-sex cards but believes the number is expanding. However, the company's largest competitor, American Greetings, sees no plans to produce similar greetings cards.

NOTE: California joined Massachusetts as the only American states allowing legal gay marriage. A total of 27 U.S. states currently have laws in place that define marriage in their constitutions as between one man and one woman.
[SOURCES: 8/21/08- www.CitizenLink.org; 8/26/08 - Pastor's Weekly Briefing]

Lenten factoids

tc \l1 "Lenten factoids
Lenten Factoids: The original period of Lent was 3 days: Maundy Thursday, Good Friday, and Holy Saturday.  By the 3rd century, it was extended to 6 days and called Holy Week which is the week before Easter.  Around 800 AD during the reign of the great Christian emperor, Charlemagne it was increased to 40 days.  The Sundays in Lent are not included.  The 40 days correspond to the 40 days in which Jesus fasted in the wilderness in preparation for His battle with Satan...a battle He won by the way.

   The earliest Lent can begin is February 5.  That last happened in 1818.  The latest that it can begin is March 10.  That will not happen again until 2038.
   The day before Ash Wednesday is called Shrove Tuesday.  The word (shrive( means to cut off, and it means to forgive sins.  It was the custom on Shrove Tuesday to go to confession and have one(s sins forgiven in preparation for Lent.  The day was also one of (saying farewell to meat,( which is the meaning of the Latin word (carnival.(  So the custom was to use up all the fat in the house by making jelly rolls or pancakes, and to feast on a roast of fat meat.  (Mardi Gras( is the French name for the day, and it means (Fat Tuesday.(
Originally, no meat was eaten during Lent, but this was gradually reduced to only Fridays and Wednesdays when fish was eaten instead.

(Giving up something for Lent( is not done to do something for Jesus, the One who did it all for us, but to purposely focus on spiritual things more than on physical things.

The most important thing about Lent is that it is the time we consider more closely the last week of Christ(s life, actually the last two days, where He suffered the most intensely for our sins.  This time in Christ(s life is called the Passion.  Every year for Lent we read the account of Jesus(s Passion.  Over the six Wednesdays of Lent we read it from the Gospels of Matthew, Mark, and Luke.  On Good Friday, we hear it from St. John.  By following Christ on His way to the cross, we identify closely with His suffering.  When Easter comes we celebrate with great joy His Resurrection.
.

Living with A Clear Conscience

Rev. Dr. John Kleinig

Lutheran Church of Australia
Even though Christian spirituality has to do with a way of life, it is not just a religious philosophy of life that helps us to understand our place in God’s world, nor is it just a religious code of behaviour that maps out how best to live the spiritual life here on earth. Its main focus is not on how to think or feel or act religiously, but on how to live, like St Paul, with a good clear conscience before God and the people around us (Acts 23:1; 24:16; 2 Tim 1:3). Its basic premise is that, for better or worse, the state of our conscience colours our experience of God. Paul sums up this point well when he writes these words in Titus 1:15-16:

To the pure, all things are pure, but to the defiled and unbelievers, nothing is pure; but both their minds and consciences are defiled. They profess to know

God, but they deny him by their works. They are detestable, disobedient and unfit for any good work.

Let me explain what Paul is getting at. How we receive God and respond to his word depends on the state of our conscience. Take a mirror! If it is stained, or if its surface is not uneven, it does not receive and accurately reflect what is in front of it. The cleaner the mirror, the clearer its reception and reflection of the light. Or take a pool of water! If it is muddy and dirty, the light of the sun magnifies its darkness. If it is clear, the light of the sun not only lights up the water, so that everything in it is visible; the clear water also reflects the whole of the sky above it and everything around it. The clearer the water, the clearer the illumination and reflection. Our conscience is like that mirror and that pool. If it is stained, it does not receive and reflect the light of God; if it is clear, it is filled with the light that enlightens it and gives it insight. By itself our conscience seems to have little or nothing to do with God. It operates as a kind of internal court of law in which we play all the roles; we sit in the judge’s seat and stand in the dock as the person on trial; we act as the counsel for the prosecution and as the counsel for our own defence.


By the operation of our conscience, we have the capacity to see ourselves as others see us, to sense how we stand with them and what we need to do to have their acceptance. By sensitising us to how others appraise us, our conscience helps us to assess ourselves in a reasonably honest, balanced way. Unlike sociopaths who seem to be impervious to the community that sustains them, our conscience shows us what we need to do or avoid doing if we are to maintain our social standing.


The problem with our conscience is that while it functions as a kind of internal judge, it does not, by itself, provide any certain criteria by which we can rightly assess ourselves and others. It is like a compass without a magnetic pole. The results of its self-appraisal will differ according to the criteria that it uses. These may be the views of our parents or our friends, the norms of society or the pressure of fashion, our philosophy of life or our personal convictions. All these skew the operation of consciences. We may use these criteria to excuse and affirm ourselves. But that sense of self-justification is short-lived. We end up with an uneasy conscience. Not matter how hard we try to do the right thing by ourselves and others, no matter what criteria we use to evaluate ourselves, we feel that we have failed; we sense that we are not the 2 kind of people that we should be and that we should like to be. Worst of all, from bitter experience we discover that our conscience is often deluded and clouded by self-interest; it is tainted by our guilt and our shame, our self-righteousness and our anger. These distort its perception and its judgment. They leave us in the dark about ourselves. 


The word of God is the light that enlightens our conscience. It is a lamp to our feet and a light for our path (Ps 119:105). God gave us our conscience so that we would know where we stand with him. He designed it so that we could attend to his word and discern his will as revealed in his word. It operates as it should only when it is fully attentive to his word both as law and as gospel. It operates properly only once it has been cleansed from the stain of sin. 


God’s law as it is summed up in the Ten Commandments diagnoses the state of our conscience. It identifies God as the Judge; it clears away the fog of neurotic and misplaced guilt. Once we attend to it things become clearer for us; we discover the truth about ourselves with respect to God and with respect to those around us. From it we, to our relief, discern what we need to do to please him and to live in harmony with others and his whole creation. Yet that relief is short-lived, for we soon discover that we cannot get rid of our guilt by doing the right thing and keeping the Ten Commandments. The same conscience that has been enlightened by God’s diagnosis of us with his law, turns against us and makes us increasingly aware of our sin (Rom 3:20). In the light of his law we realise how completely we are tainted and contaminated both by our own sins and the sins that have been committed against us. And that makes for a bad conscience before God (Heb 10:22).


A bad conscience darkens our souls like nothing else on earth. Nothing is worse, spiritually, than the confusion that it brings. It affects our experience of God and our experience of life as a whole. When we have a bad conscience, we see him as a strict lawgiver and a harsh judge, a moral watchdog and a moral detective, someone who is out to get us. His disapproval of our sin, his anger against injustice, is experienced as his personal disapproval and rejection of us as people. We resent his demands; we fear his condemnation. He seems to act as if he were our enemy. And so we work hard at getting him off our backs. Failing that, we try to avoid him by minimising our contact with him and anything to do with him.


The cloud that comes from his accusation and condemnation affects our whole behaviour. When we have a bad conscience, we cover up our shortcomings and trumpet our achievements before others. A bad conscience distorts the way that we react to approval and disapproval. Both are personalised and exaggerated,

misinterpreted and magnified. Our friends are those who affirm us, while our enemies are those who are critical of us. Life becomes an ongoing exercise in self-promotion and self-justification before others. Most of all, we are afraid, afraid of rejection by people and by God, afraid of death and confrontation with God the Judge in the Last Judgment.


Our conscience, however, is only partly enlightened by the law that diagnoses our spiritual impurity; it is fully enlightened by the gospel that cleanses us from that impurity, the good news that we are justified by the grace of God the Father through faith in his beloved Son Jesus. He offered himself as a sacrifice for us and our sins. His blood now cleanses us from the stain of sin; it alone gives us a clear conscience before God the Father (Heb 9:14; cf. 1 John 1:7-9).1 Through baptism we receive the great and precious gift of a good conscience before God (Heb 10:22; 1 Pet 3:21).2

There is a close connection between faith and a good conscience (1 Tim 1:5, 19). Through faith in Christ we receive a good conscience. We therefore know that God the Father is as pleased with us as he is with Jesus his Son, because we are united with him. It is true that we are guilty of rebellion against him and have been sentenced to death by him for our rebellion; yet by his grace and mercy we have been pardoned and have been given the gift of eternal life. There is therefore now no condemnation for us who are in Christ Jesus (Rom 8:1); we need no longer fear God’s disapproval and displeasure. Because we have a good conscience we may approach God the Father in heaven itself in the full assurance of faith, sure of his acceptance and confident in our prayers (Heb 10:19-22). So, just as through faith in Christ we have a good conscience, a good conscience gives us access to the mystery of faith in Christ (1 Tim 3:9).


Our conscience functions properly when it is governed by faith in God’s word; it functions properly as it attends both to the voice of the law and the voice of the gospel. Only as it hears the word of justification do the demands of the law take their proper place. They are not meant to show us how to gain God’s approval; they are meant to diagnose our spiritual state before God and to show us who have been justified what kind of behaviour is pleasing to God. The key to life in the presence of God the Father is a good conscience that comes from the Holy Spirit through the conviction of sin and the assurance of salvation. That, in turn, leads to mental enlightenment by the Spirit, so that we learn to see ourselves and others as God does. It also leads to emotional healing by the Spirit, so that we learn to feel about ourselves and others as God does. It also energises us bodily with the Holy Spirit, so that we are able to work together with God here on earth. The precondition for all that is a clear conscience. A good conscience colours our whole experience of life. By it we become transparent to the light of the Lord and enlightened by his presence. 

This means that we will not just have occasional experiences of God’s intervention on our journey through life, though we may, of course, have these. Rather, with a good conscience that is attuned to God’s word and enlightened by the Holy Spirit, the whole of life becomes the arena for spiritual experience. In the ordinary things that happen to us day by day, we begin to discover the hand of God at work as he provides for us and corrects us, as he judges us and saves us, as he encourages and guides us. By listening to God’s word and receiving God’s Spirit, we come to discern the presence of Jesus with us at all times and in all places, as we travel with him on our pilgrimage from earth to heaven. 


When we have a good conscience, our puzzling journey through life, with all its twists and turns, its troubles and its joys, begins to make sense. We not only make sense of the demands that are made on us and the good things that are given for our enjoyment; we also make sense of what is otherwise senseless, the trials that we suffer and the bad things that happen to us. Here is how Olive Wyon describes the life of faith: God makes His will known to us through the things that happen every day. God uses everything that takes place to lead us on the path of His will…all we have to do is to accept the will of God as it is made known to us moment by moment, in the guise of a duty to be done, a trial to be borne, a joy to be received; in every experience of life, without exception, God comes to us; if we receive Him humbly we can and will do His will.3

1 For the New Testament references to a clear conscience, see 1 Tim 3:9; 2 Tim 1:3.

2 For the other New Testament references to a good conscience, see Acts 13:1; 1 Tim 1:5, 19; Heb 13:18; 1 Pet 3:16.

3 Olive Wyon, The School of Prayer, London: SCM, Tenth Edition, 1962, 38

The Certain Faith During an Age of Doubt

A Sermon Series on the Second Chief Part of Luther’s Small Catechism

Jude 3 tells us, assures us, that the faith, the doctrine to be believed for everlasting life, has been once and for all delivered, or past down, to the saints by the prophets and apostles. We live in an age of doubt, in a world of doubt.  In the modern age science ruled.  This gave way to our post-modern age where doubt does. Newtonian physics which could account and predict, so it thought, every action and reaction, gave way to Einsteinium physics which found things that it could not predict or explain and so things appeared random. Now doubt rules; doubt is cool.  To be certain, is to be narrow-minded, bigoted, or just plain stupid.  The Church, since Adam and Eve, has lived from definite assertions made by God which strike the note of faith in sinners.  Like our Lord before us, we do know where we are from and where we are going.  But it is painful to confess a certain faith in an age of doubt.  So we are tempted stop swimming against the current and tread water for awhile, but there’s no treading water in a river of doubt.  You either go against or with the current.  This Advent and Lent we’ll go against it. 

February 25


We Believe in the God who Suffers

March 4


We Believe in the God who Dies

March 11


We Believe in the God who Judges

March 18


We Believe in the God who Forgives

March
25


We Believe in the God who Sanctifies What Can’t Be

The Annunciation

April 1



We Believe in the God who Raises Bodies

NOTES:  All services our on a Wednesday beginning at 7:30 PM, and they are over by 8:15.  We are on our 4th time through the Small Catechism.  You’ll note this year again I’ve decided not to run the series through Maundy Thursday and Good Friday.  I wanted to give these special days the special emphasis they should have.

The world has never seen such freezing heat


By Christopher Booker

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/opinion/main.jhtml?xml=/opinion/2008/11/16/do1610.xml


A surreal scientific blunder last week raised a huge question mark about the temperature records that underpin the worldwide alarm over global warming. On Monday, Nasa's Goddard Institute for Space Studies (GISS), which is run by Al Gore's chief scientific ally, Dr James Hansen, and is one of four bodies responsible for monitoring global temperatures, announced that last month was the hottest October on record.

 
This was startling. Across the world there were reports of unseasonal snow and plummeting temperatures last month, from the American Great Plains to China, and from the Alps to New Zealand. China's official news agency reported that Tibet had suffered its "worst snowstorm ever". In the US, the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration registered 63 local snowfall records and 115 lowest-ever temperatures for the month, and ranked it as only the 70th-warmest October in 114 years.


So what explained the anomaly? GISS's computerised temperature maps seemed to show readings across a large part of Russia had been up to 10 degrees higher than normal. But when expert readers of the two leading warming-sceptic blogs, Watts Up With That and Climate Audit, began detailed analysis of the GISS data they made an astonishing discovery. The reason for the freak figures was that scores of temperature records from Russia and elsewhere were not based on October readings at all. Figures from the previous month had simply been carried over and repeated two months running.


The error was so glaring that when it was reported on the two blogs - run by the US meteorologist Anthony Watts and Steve McIntyre, the Canadian computer analyst who won fame for his expert debunking of the notorious "hockey stick" graph - GISS began hastily revising its figures. This only made the confusion worse because, to compensate for the lowered temperatures in Russia, GISS claimed to have discovered a new "hotspot" in the Arctic - in a month when satellite images were showing Arctic sea-ice recovering so fast from its summer melt that three weeks ago it was 30 per cent more extensive than at the same time last year.


A GISS spokesman lamely explained that the reason for the error in the Russian figures was that they were obtained from another body, and that GISS did not have resources to exercise proper quality control over the data it was supplied with. This is an astonishing admission: the figures published by Dr Hansen's institute are not only one of the four data sets that the UN's Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) relies on to promote its case for global warming, but they are the most widely quoted, since they consistently show higher temperatures than the others.


If there is one scientist more responsible than any other for the alarm over global warming it is Dr Hansen, who set the whole scare in train back in 1988 with his testimony to a US Senate committee chaired by Al Gore. Again and again, Dr Hansen has been to the fore in making extreme claims over the dangers of climate change. (He was recently in the news here for supporting the Greenpeace activists acquitted of criminally damaging a coal-fired power station in Kent, on the grounds that the harm done to the planet by a new power station would far outweigh any damage they had done themselves.)


Yet last week's latest episode is far from the first time Dr Hansen's methodology has been called in question. In 2007 he was forced by Mr Watts and Mr McIntyre to revise his published figures for US surface temperatures, to show that the hottest decade of the 20th century was not the 1990s, as he had claimed, but the 1930s.


Another of his close allies is Dr Rajendra Pachauri, chairman of the IPCC, who recently startled a university audience in Australia by claiming that global temperatures have recently been rising "very much faster" than ever, in front of a graph showing them rising sharply in the past decade. In fact, as many of his audience were aware, they have not been rising in recent years and since 2007 have dropped.


Dr Pachauri, a former railway engineer with no qualifications in climate science, may believe what Dr Hansen tells him. But whether, on the basis of such evidence, it is wise for the world's governments to embark on some of the most costly economic measures ever proposed, to remedy a problem which may actually not exist, is a question which should give us all pause for thought.

The Hypocrisy of 

‘Drop-In’ Weddings

By Rev. Donald F. Hinchey


“I don’t go to church,” the young college student scoffed.” Too many hypocrites there.”


“Well,” I was tempted to say, “C’mon in! there’s always room for one more!”


The charge of hypocrisy in the church is as valid, I suppose, as the charge would be in any other organization. Surprisingly, though, where I most often encounter hypocrites in the church is not in the Sunday-morning worship service or in the weekly meetings or classes. It’s in weddings.


Where else can you gather a crowd of strangers, the majority of whom haven’t seen the inside of a church since last Easter or Christmas (if then), dressed in formal finery, attentively heeding words of faith, love, honor, God and Jesus, etc., heads bowed during prayers, maybe even singing some familiar hymn or two, and they don’t believe a thing that’s being said or sung?

The blushing bride and her officious mother will tour our church facilities, inspecting aisle length, lighting and pew padding. They will request our “fee schedule,” and then announce that they’d like to use our “venue” for their June wedding.


“We call it a sanctuary,” I explain, and then I ask why little Tracy wants to get married in a church, since she hasn’t been in one since her baptismal day 22 years ago.


Mother is aghast! that a “Reverend” would raise such a impertinent question takes her aback. 


“Why, of course we would expect our child to marry within the church. It’s just so, so… proper,” she stammers. 

I usually refrain at this point from using the work “hypocritical,” but I try to let them know that Christian weddings are generally reserved for Christian people, and that, if the New Testament is to be believed, attending worship weekly (not weakly) is the norm. 

Would they like our worship schedule? How about dates or next adult-membership class? We’d love to have Tracy and Scott consider membership at Our Father. But at the word “membership,” they leave in a huff muttering something about “conservative Lutherans.” 
Oh, well.



As the pastor of a fairly large (1,050 members) congregation, I conduct some 10 to 15 wedding a year. they involve the sons and daughters of the congregation, and sometimes the family members of congregants. But I long ago stopped conducting drop-in, or walk-in, weddings.

It’s not just that the time required for proper premarital counseling is so considerable. Or that preparing and producing the ceremony is such a hassle. It’s that putting non-Christian people through a Christian wedding ceremony is simply not honest. It’s not fair to them, and it’s not fair to the church that sponsors the ceremony.

There are civil officials who do a fine job of “tying the knot” for the state, and there are plenty of “chapels” for those who want the appearance of the “religious” without the substance. But as for me and my house of faith, we shall celebrate the presence of Christ with two Christian people in a marriage rite that the bride and groon and their family and friends can both believe and confess. 

Otherwise, it would be a sham. Sheer hypocrisy. And, you know, there are just too many hypocrites in the church. 
(Lutheran Witness, September 1998, 29)

The Jesus of Islam
By Dr. Adam S. Francisco

Aggressive affronts to Christianity are increasingly being couched in conspiracy theories. Take, for example, Dan Brown’s bestselling novel, The Da Vinci Code, where the following conversation over the Council of Nicaea (325) between Sir Leigh Teabing and Sophie Neveu takes place.

“At this gathering,” Teabing said, “many aspects of Christianity were debated and voted upon-the date of Easter, the role of bishops, the administration of sacraments, and, of course, the divinity of Jesus.”
“I don’t follow. His divinity?” 

“My dear,” Teabing declared, “until that moment in history, Jesus was viewed by His followers as a moral prophet… a great powerful man, but a man nonetheless. A mortal.”1
This is a direct assault on the heart of Christianity. In one fell swoop the edifice upon which the whole Christian church stands- the confession that Jesus is the Christ, the son of the living God (Matthew 16:13-18)- is declared a mere invention of the human imagination. 

The notion that Christians invented the doctrine of Christ’s deity and other distinctively Christian teachings is not just the stuff of contemporary conspiracy theories or bad revisionist histories. It has long been a standard argument against Christianity waged by Muslim theologians. The most important and influential apologetic penned by the notorious Ibn Taymiyya (1263-1328), 

 The Correct Response to those who Changed the Religion of the Messiah, clearly illustrates this. “The false religion of Christians,” it alleges, “is nothing but an innovated religion which they invented after the time of Christ and by which they changed the religion of Christ.”2 The charge that Christianity is a false religion is normative in Islamic thought, and is derived from the Qur’an’s teachings about Christ.
The Jesus of Islam, like Sir Leigh Teabing’s Jesus, is nothing more than a moral prophet endowed with supernatural gifts. Unlike The Da Vinci Code, though, the Qur’an will not be found in the fiction section at your local bookstore (whether it should be is a different matter). The Qur’an claims to be and is regarded by the world’s roughly 1.3 billion Muslims as God’s word. It is said to have been revealed through Muhammad in order to provide ethical guidance for humankind and theological criteria by which other religious teachings could by judged. 3
This was done so that “the religion of truth” might not only by readily known, but also so that Muslims following Muhammad’s lead could “cause it to prevail over all religion.” 4
Some have tried to pass Islam off as a religion that tolerates other religions such as Christianity and even recognizes, to some extent, the legitimacy of opposing theologies. For example, University of Virginia Professor Abdulaziz Sachedina recently argued that early in its history Islam “actually found expression in a world of religious pluralism, a world which it acknowledged and evaluated critically but never rejected as false.”5 This is hard to square with Mugannad’s biography as will as classic Islamic tradition where one finds “nothing that suggests an ‘acceptance’ of ‘religious pluralism’ or a desire to promote religious ‘toleration.’” In fact, it is quite the contrary, writes Georgetown University’s Jane Dammen McAuliffe. “The line between what is from God and what is not from God, is clearly drawn.”6 Nevertheless, despite attempts to blur the line between Islam and Christianity, the two religious differ radically on several essential points. Nowhere is this more evident than in its teachings on the person and work of Christ.

To be sure, the Jesus of the Qur’an shares some superficial similarities with the Jesus of the Bible. For example, the annunciation of a boy who was to by named Christ Jesus by His mother Mary is found in two places in the Qur’anic text. And as in the gospel narratives, Mary is a virgin. However, Jesus’ virgin birth is not to be understood as a sign of His divinity. Rather, it is only to be taken as a sign that He was destined to be a prophet.7 To prepare Him for His prophetic ministry, which began when He was just an infant, the Jesus of the Qur’an is said to have been given a (not the) Holy Spirit.8 This so-called holy spirit enabled him to perform miracles such as breathing life into a pigeon fashioned from clay, healing blindness and leprosy, and raising the dead. Most importantly, though, it prepared and inspired him to call the children of Israel back to the religion of Noah, Abraham, Moses, and all the other prophets before him. 9 Their religion and the one that Jesus reaffirmed, according to the Qur’an, was none other than the religion that Muhammad proclaimed to the Arabians in the seventh century. In other words, the Jesus of the Qur’an is merely a prophet of Islam.

What similarities there are between the Jesus of Islam and the Jesus of Christianity are probably the result of the early Muslims borrowing stories from Christian sources. It should, however, be evident that the Jesus we find in the Qur’an is an entirely different Jesus than the one we read of in the Bible. This is manifestly clear in the Qur’an outright denial of Jesus’ divinity and co-equality with the Father and the Holy Spirit.

“Do not go to extremes,” the Qur’an exhorts its readers, “Do not say anything of God but the truth. Jesus Christ, son of Mary, was simply a prophet of God….So believe in God and his prophets and do not say: ‘The Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit.’”10 The Qur’an even rationalizes this. God could not have a son. He has no wife or female consort. Moreover, he is above having offspring.11 Those who do assert such thing-that is, Christians-are unbelievers (infidels)and destined for damnation.12
Not only is the person of Christ envisioned differently. His work during his ministry is, too. In addition to denying him any role greater than a prophet, the Qur’an rejects Jesus’ salvific work on the cross. As the Jews conspired to have Jesus crucified, the Qur’anic narrative reads, God conspired against them. He had someone else crucified in his stead. Jesus was spared death and, like Enoch, raised up unto God. But he will return again on the Day of Judgment when he will testify against Christians by denying that he ever asserted he was divine and worthy of worship.13
Christians should not fall into the trap of thinking that just because Islam reveres a prophet named Jesus, that they honor the Jesus we worship. The Jesus of Islam is not the Jesus of the Bible. Moreover, the Jesus of Islam is not the Jesus of history, the one whose life and ministry was recorded by eyewitnesses. The Qur’an provides what amounts to a revisionist view of Jesus, and asserts, without any evidence, that Christians conspired to divinize him in the early history of the church. But the primary source documents testify otherwise. They record, in no uncertain terms, that Jesus declared himself to be the Son of God, and he proved it, as he said he would, when he rose from and dead three days after his crucifixion. Of this, history is clear. Stories contrived in later centuries such as found in the seventh-century Qur’an or twenty-first century Da Vinci Code cannot compete with the primary source historical evidence, for they all point to the fact that God was in Christ Jesus reconciling the world unto himself (2 Corinthians 5:19).
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