
The Pyramid has Crumbled

   Surely “someone’ wanted it to happen this way.  Defenders of the LCMS polity use the analogy of a pyramid standing on its tip.  The congregations are the base; the Synod is the tip.  Well, that pyramid has crumbled. 

   The 2003 Texas District Convention Workbook had 54 overtures submitted mainly from congregations; these were pared down by the District President selected floor committees to 30 resolutions to be brought to the convention floor.  The 2006 Convention Workbook had 37 overtures pared down to 35 resolutions.  Guess the number in the 2009 Convention Workbook?  8 overtures were submitted and probably because if they pared down any there would be no need for a convention at all, they have 8 resolutions. 

   The resolutions that will be brought to the floor are as follows:


 “To Update the District Support of Missions.”  21 years ago the Texas District Convention resolved to increase it’s funding of Synodical programs from 43% of the District budget to 45%.  This resolution wishes to rescind that because “the continued population growth of Texas and mission funding needed to reach out…renders the percentages in this resolve no longer applicable” and because 65% “of our current district budget supports synod and district missions” anyways. Please read between these lines.

“To Support the Frontera Ministry.”  Frontera ministry “began in 2001 as a movement to create a vibrant Lutheran border ministry along the United States and Mexico border…that initiates and expands innovative Hispanic ministries.”  This resolution requires the District to communicate the ongoing activities to congregations, urges congregations to share information about Frontera with members, encourages congregations to support this ministry with time, talent, and treasures, and asks congregations and pastors to identify, send, and support church workers in this ministry. The words to notice are “innovative ministries.”


“To Study and Reach Across Congregational Fronteras.”  This resolution directs congregations to determine their “Frontera,” so you can do what is being done on the border.


“To Encourage Cross-Cultural Church Plants.”  This one is just another way of saying what the above does.  Congregations are “encouraged to start and support cross-cultural church plants.”


“To Encourage Congregations to use “Missioninsite.”  Missioninsite Demographic Service provides free demographic information for anywhere in the country.  This resolution directs congregations to utilize the help of the four full-salaried Mission and Ministry Facilitators to access, use, and understand the data provided.  I’ve accessed this 
site on my own when the District first notified me of its existence.  It told me everything imaginable about the people who live in our area.  One could get very busy with all this information.


“To Encourage the Study of Every Sunday Communion.”  This resolution encourages congregations to study every Sunday Communion.  I find it funny that it doesn’t cite the 1995 Synodical Resolution (Resolution 2-08A, p. 113, Convention Proceedings) encouraging congregations to do the very same thing.  Perhaps 14 years of “encouraging” have not been adequate.


“To Encourage the Synod to Respect the Dissent Process.”  The original overture asks the Texas District to memorialize the 2010 Synodical Convention “to bring all issues in public dissent to the floor of the convention” so that the roughly 30 members of Synod who had entered the process of public dissent could participate in the third step of dissent, i.e. bringing their case before a Synodical convention.  I was one of the 30 members of Synod; Trinity congregation is another. We submitted the resolutions, but “none were allowed by the floor committees to make it to the floor.”  The original of this one fared no better.  The resolution that came out of the District floor committee resolves only “that the Synod be encouraged to be sensitive to all aspects of the dissention process, especially with overtures to the convention.”  Are you still wondering why so few overtures were submitted to the District convention?


“To Address Sexual Predatory Behavior in the Church.”  This resolution encourages our colleges and seminaries to include training in recognizing sexual predatory behavior, encourages congregations to offer support and spiritual care to victims, and encourages the Council of Presidents to continue to study this issue. 

   Our April Voters Meeting, as reported, resolved not to send delegates or pay our assessement.  Had we done so it would have cost our congregation about $1,700  There are 329 congregations in the Texas District.  Allowing for less travel costs, let’s say it cost each congregation about 1,500 to attend. That means it cost 493,500 dollars to have this convention.  That is 61,687.50 per resolution.  
But how would we have elections without them?  We don’t need them.  The District President is running unopposed.  Two confessional Lutheran pastors declined to have their names on the ballot.  One is Rev. David Rhode who wrote a paper on why it was important to stay in the LCMS and fight.  The last time I checked the boxer who declined to get in the ring wasn’t a fighter but a forfeiter.  Three out of the four District Vice Presidents also are unopposed.   There are 14 other positions available.  These could be filled the same way as the 43 circuit counselor positions are.  The District nominating committee receives ballots from congregations, and the pastor with the majority is nominated with the expectation that the convention will agree. 

   One more item from the Convention Workbook needs to be mentioned.  President Ken Hennings has this paragraph in his report.  Resolution 03-02-06 called for the President of the District to use every possible means to facilitate true unity among us in the District. The President formed a group of twelve pastors and one moderator to sincerely discuss (sic) unity issues regarding communion practice, worship styles, and the role of women in the church. This group was asked to use only the Scriptures and the Lutheran Confessions in considering these issues. Even though no working agreement was produced for sharing with the rest of the District, this group believed that the time spent in honest dialogue was good. This type of commitment is necessary for true unity among us. The District President thanks these men for the time spent and for the open sharing.
   Although I made a public presentation of our dissent in September 2005, though our congregation sent in 7 resolutions to the 2006 District Convention expressing our dissent, I was not asked to be part of these discussions.  I didn’t even know of them till I read the President’s report.  I don’t know who this group consisted of, but they were probably considered to be the most “reasonable” on both sides.  If these pastors couldn’t come to terms, what does that tell you about the issues of communion practice, worship styles, and the role of women in the church?  We are firmly divided over them, yet not one resolution submitted or one that will be brought to the Convention addresses them.  Congregations did so in the past and got nowhere with them.  We have been worn down and out. 

 
You would think that since unity of the faith is a prime thing the Synod was formed for this would be foremost on the minds of our leaders.  Yet all our District President can do is report the fact.  The Convention will accept the fact and blindly and blithely go to communion together professing a union that doesn’t exist.  How sad; how shameful. The vaunted pyramid has crumbled, and more than a polity, a way of conducting church business, has been lost.  

   Many refuse to believe it has really crumbled.  Please reconsider.  Only about 30members of Synod entered into formal dissent after the 2004 Synodical convention officially sanctioned open communion, praying with pagans, variety in worship, women having authority over men, “lay” ministry, and removing a layman’s right to bring charges against a pastor.  Only pastors, congregations, and a several other manmade offices (teachers, deacons, deaconesses, DCE’s, etc.) can be “members” of Synod.  I entered into protest and so did Trinity congregation, so about 7% of the Synod-wide dissent came from us.  It also means that of the 9,164 pastors and the 6,167 congregations that could officially dissent only a handful did (about 2/10ths of 1%). 

   Logia, a Lutheran theological journal, published by some of the more confessional pastors in the LCMS, has a cartoon in the Epiphany 2009 issue.  It shows a Lutheran pastor between two clergymen of other faiths.  They are standing in front of a sign that reads: “Inter-Faith League for Unity….No Matter What.”  The cartoon has the Lutheran pastor saying, “….So aside from doctrine and practice everything is just tickety-boo!”  To be apropos our time it should depict 3 LCMS pastors standing in front of, if not an LCMS District Convention sign, then certainly before a LCMS Synodical Convention one.

Bible, Bowling, and Dives

Order this Bible


 The LCMS’s publishing house, Concordia Publishing House is producing a new study Bible.  The last one came out in 1984 in the NIV.  That one was a study Bible produced by the Protestants. CPH put in some Lutheran notes and edited out some un-Lutheran ones.  This one will be in the ESV and all the notes will be written by Lutherans.

   Through special pricing, we can purchase it for 34.99.  This is a hardback Bible.  If you want one with thumb index, large print, bonded leather, etc., you will have to order that directly from CPH at 1-800-325-3040.  The pricing will be posted next to the sign-up sheet for the 34.99.  The deadline for signing up to order through us will be October 18.  You will put your check in the secretary’s box made out to Trinity.

   If you’re under the age of 80, you should get a copy for your home.  Every home needs a reliable study Bible to look up questions of dating, insights on a hard passage, or something you ran across in your devotional reading.

  Order this Bible; read this Bible; bring this Bible to Bible class.  The one thing you may not do is read the notes out loud during Bible class or ask me questions about the notes during the class.  I went through this 25 years ago, and I know how it goes.  Lay people think because this is published by the LCMS, it is an official interpretation.  It is not.  I will not agree with all the notes in this Bible based on my own studies.  If you read them out loud to the class, you de facto introduce another teacher into the class, and I have to react to his viewpoint.  You may anytime you wish ask me privately or via email about a note you have read in the CPH Study Bible.  In fact, I expect this.

Bowling – Not Alone 


 I grew up in a family of bowlers.  In Michigan everyone bowled, and bowled well. It was a disgrace to the family if you didn’t.  My mother was in a morning Lutheran league for women; my father in Friday night Lutheran league for men.  They were in a couples’ league too for awhile.  I bowled, and I might add dominated, a Saturday morning kids’ league.  There was no such thing as bumper bowling then.  You left it all out on the ally.  If you rolled a gutter bowl, you paid the due shame.  Your average was publicly posted, boasted, and roasted as the case might warrant.  Moreover, no machine scored for you.  A right of passage was learning how to score.

   A book came out in 2000 entitled Bowling Alone: The Collapse and Revival of American Community.  My goals aren’t the revival of American Community, just bowling.  The youth, and some adults went, in April and had a blast.  The legendary Ten Pin dominated the group, but he was gracious in victory.  We had so much fun we’re going to go again July 5.  We will meet there at 1 PM.

   Everyone is invited.  It costs for adults $3.75 per game and junior/senior $3.25.  Getting to wear someone else’s shoes (another bowling plus) is only 2.25.  I know we won’t bowl more than 3 games.  Food is available.  For myself, I will eat my PB,& J’s at church before heading over to Dart Bowl at 5700 Grover Ave.
   If you don’t want to bowl, you can come and watch but not heckle.  Please remember not everyone grew up in a family of bowlers dominating his peers.  Even though someone may have a bowling shirt, a bowling glove, and have that league look, they still may struggle at the sport.

Dive, Dive, Dive?


A “dive” is the name for a low class bar that people like to go to.  Max’s Wine Dive has opened at the corner of 3rd and San Jacinto here in Austin.  Since the guy who taught me everything I know about wine (and nothing about bowling by the way) is the head wine guy here, and since he has done two wine tastings for us here at church, I thought it would be nice idea to visit this establishment.

   This isn’t for the faint of pocketbook.  It’s not out of line with other fine dining places, just out of line with the places I go.  This says more about me than it. A group of us will be going on August 2nd after Divine Service.  We should be able to get there at around 12:30.

   This outing is not for those who don’t appreciate the slogan Keep Austin Weird.  Although originating in Houston, it exudes that Austin weirdness.  Therefore, we will see if and in what sense it deserves the approbation “dive”
Plain Label Christianity and Hall Monitors


There are hundreds of shampoos on the market; far too many to make any logical, rational, certain choice, so I choose one called “Generic Shampoo.”  There are hundreds of beers too.  All have competing claims and counter claims so I drink one called Beer.  There are dozens of cars on the market each claiming to be the best, so I drive one called “Non-Detroit, Japanese, or European.”  I reported for jury duty to a large courthouse with many rooms; I couldn’t decide which one to enter, so I stayed in the hall.

 
Of course, I don’t do any of these things. Yet people do this in the matter of religious faith.  They choose Non-denominational believing they have answered the dilemma of competing claims to truth.  They reason since all denominations claim to be the truth I’ll choose the one that makes no claims to truth even though by definition a non-denominational church believes all the other denominations are wrong for being a distinct denomination and they are right for not being one.


It is like the generic craze of the early 80s.  Wikipedia, the website everyone sites as untrustworthy except in the area they’re citing it, says this: “In the early 1980s, generic products in the United States had plain white labels with blue or black lettering describing the product in simple terms - “Yellow Cake Mix”, “Tuna In Water”, “Chocolate Flavor Syrup”, “Deodorant Soap” - with only ingredients and preparation details as appropriate. This was during a sharp economic downturn when many consumers were placing more emphasis on value than on brand loyalty. In the U.S. industrial Midwest, a region especially hard hit by the recession, generics became a common sight in supermarkets and discount stores”  (wikipedia.org/wiki/Generic_brand).



My new bride and I used these products.  I well remember the black label beer, not Carling Black Label mind you, but a white can with black lettering that simply said Beer. (It was the first time I knew that 12 fluid ounces was 355 milliliters.)  I drank under the label Beer but to be sure I was drinking from one of the major breweries of that time.  And so non-denominationalists are drinking from one of the major streams of Christianity usually Reformed and probably Armenian Baptist. As I could say by drinking generic beer that I was above the fray of the beer wars, so they can say they are above the fray of denominationalism.  But what I did to save a dollar or two, they are doing to save relations with all the other denominations.  I’m non-denominational, so I can go to a Baptist, Catholic, or Lutheran church if need be….all the while believing those churches are in fact wrong for being denominations.


This is hypocrisy.  I didn’t deny I was drinking beer even if I didn’t know the brand.  They claim they aren’t imbibing a particular brand of Christianity when in fact they are. Furthermore, they claim to be above judging any of the truth claims of denominations when in fact they reject them all.  In drinking Beer, I wasn’t claiming that I was above judging any of the flavor claims of breweries.  I was “above” paying for their name.  It’s “beneath” Non-denominationalists to come out and judge truth.  I gained a few bucks; they lose the concept of truth.


C.S. Lewis would’ve been gentle, I think, with Christians caught up in these non-denomination, denominations.  He would’ve called them mere Christians.  In fact, in 1943 long before the existence of Non-denominational as a denomination, he likened this type of Christian to a person who remains in the hall rather than go into one of the several rooms off the hall. He can’t yet bring himself to go into any of the rooms of the existing communions of faith, so he stands out in the hall.  Lewis goes on to say, “But it is in the rooms, not in the hall, that there are fires and chairs and meals.  The hall is a place to wait in, a place from which to try the various doors, not a place to live in.  For that purpose the worst of the rooms (whichever that may be) is, I think preferable” (Mere Christianity, 11-12).


Yes, with Lewis we can be gentle with a Christian in the common hall of Christianity, but I think we should be more like no-nonsense hall monitors when it comes to generic denominations.  They are harming the Body of Christ when they invite people to make the heatless, restless, foodless hall a place to live. 
The Shack - Don’t Leave With What You Didn’t Bring

   The May 2009 Lutheran Witness has what the author claims to be a fair review of the blockbuster novel The Shack.  I claim the review is lame.  I can’t claim the novel is lame since I haven’t read it. My only defense for not reading it is that even though I like Bob Dylan’s music I could hardly stand the Bob Dylan bio-pic filled with his music because he is played by a young black boy, an old woman, and a down-and-out youth. So I don’t think I can get through a book where God the Father is portrayed by an African American woman who is a gourmet chef, and the Holy Spirit is portrayed as a female Asian gardener.  Jesus is portrayed as a carpenter which seems tame in comparison.  But as I said I don’t claim the novel is lame; I claim the review is because it regards the book as a “must read” for Christians who don’t want to miss the ongoing “dialog.”  And for non-Christians, reading is recommended because it can introduce them, at least obliquely, to Christian truths.

   The Shack is by no means the first novel (or movie) to be promoted as a new, different, perhaps better way to convey some aspect of Christian truth. Don’t miunderstand I think, for example, there are profound religious truths conveyed in John Irving’s A Prayer for Owen Meany and Graham Green’s An Affair to Remember.  Yet I don’t think they should be promoted or recommended for that reason.  

    Books and movies are first to last ways to entertain and as such they are fine.  But when someone points you toward entertainment as a source for facts, reliable information, truth, beware.  For over 20 years radio personality Rush Limbaugh has said time again he is an entertainer, yet millions use him as their source for truth.

   It’s sad when a person has to resort to entertainment for truth. Things in entertainment can be used to illustrate truth, but you first have to have it.  The only way to find truth in The Shack is if you bring it through the door with you.  You don’t need to read the book, mind you, but if you do, beware of leaving The Shack with a truth you didn’t bring in with you.

CrossBridge Community Church, Lakeway, Texas

Crossbridge Community Church is a mission church supported by the Lutheran Church – Missouri Synod, Texas District.  Here’s their description of themselves from their web site www.crossbridgetx.org :

“We seek to be an authentic Acts 2 Community, worshiping God and serving mankind in the greater Lake Travis Area. CrossBridge distinguishes itself by offering a Lutheran influenced, biblically conservative, Christ-centered message in a modern praise format.”

Again from their web site is their complete teaching about Holy Communion: 

The Lord's Supper

Our Statement of Beliefs

The Sacrament of Holy Communion is celebrated the first Sunday of each month at our 10:00 a.m. worship service. All persons who receive Holy Communion should acknowledge these teachings and affirm them. If you acknowledge and affirm these beliefs, we welcome you to take part in the Lord’s Supper.

The people of CrossBridge Community Church believe that Holy Communion is a special gift of God to His church. From our understanding of the Bible and our concern for people, we ask that those who receive Holy Communion at CrossBridge Community Church:
1) Be baptized Christians;
2) Be mature enough to recognize and confess their sin and recognize their need for God’s grace through this special means of grace;

3) Believe that they are receiving the true body and blood of our Lord Jesus Christ as they receive the bread and wine;

4) Believe Jesus’ words: “Given and shed for you for the forgiveness of sins”;

5) Recognize their participation at Holy Communion here indicates their agreement with this understanding of Holy Communion.

Should you have any questions, please speak with our Pastor before services, or contact the church office at 263-8175.

Let me be as plain spoken as possible with this by making three statements:
1)  This is not practicing closed Communion; this is open Communion Fox News style.  They report to you what Holy Communion is and you decide if you should come.  Do note; even if you hold beliefs contrary to theirs about other Biblical doctrines you still may commune at their altar.

2)  If you believe closed Communion is a Biblical doctrine, you cannot commune at this altar.

3)  People who do commune at this altar have no business communing at ours.
Contemporary Worship

Rev. James Meichsner


You have essentially outlined the philosophy behind the reasons for wanting "contempory" unstructured "worship." Folks want this because it "makes them 

feel good." It stresses more the "Christ in us" then the "Christ for us." It always implies the question: "What have I done for Christ today?" And the music generally centers around "me" rather than on Christ.


All this is a form of Pietism which started in Europe with folks that believed people must add something to what Christ has done for us. As you said, "When someone points us to truths such as these we get bored."  Yes, there is a Pietist lurking in each of our hearts. We (our sinful nature) always wants something better, as our first parents demonstrated in the Garden. And the worship service is no exception.

Rather than trying to understand the deep spiritual meaning of the historic liturgy, it is passed off with a flippant attitide as "boring" in favor of something that appeals to the senses as exciting, makes me feel good, lifts me up, helps me praise God, etc... (Notice all the "MEs")


When folks are locked into what THEY want they will not listen (having ears they will not hear) to God. It happened in the Garden, at the foot of Mt Sinai, in Sodom, in the temple in Jerusalem during Holy Week, ad infinitum. What makes us think it will not and does not happen today, especially in the church?


Any "seemingly faithless movement" always appears to be growing, and perhaps it is growing in numbers. But we are not "barking up the wrong tree."  Hosea and Jeremiah were told they must adapt their preaching (teaching / worship) to the contemporary scene, but they refused and they suffered. We always have "itching ears" but must subdue them with the power of His Word.


One other thought - we, at times, think it is up to us to turn people's thinking around. I fell into this trap years ago in my ministry. It wore me out and ate me up believing it was UP TO ME. No, we cannot assume the responsibility for what others think and do. We are called to be faithful to our Lord and proclaim His Word. We cannot save the world - Christ has already done that. Let us be faithful to our Lord and to the calling in which He has placed us.

Blessings,

JHM

Killer care

Health: The federal government may be taking a step toward deciding which lives are cost-effective

by Cal Thomas


Thanks to former Lieutenant Governor of New York Betsy McCaughey and her recent essay on Bloomberg.com entitled "Ruin Your Health with the Obama Stimulus Plan," we know of another problem with the stimulus bill, one that may threaten the lives of many Americans. 

McCaughey discovered buried in the bill a new bureaucracy called the National Coordinator of Health Information Technology. Among other things, it means that a Washington official will "monitor treatments to make sure your doctor is doing what the federal government deems appropriate and cost effective." Some of that occurs now, but this would take it to a whole new level. 


The idea comes straight from former HHS nominee Tom Daschle's 2008 book Critical: What We Can Do About the Health-Care Crisis in which he says that doctors are going to have to give up their autonomy and "learn to operate less like solo practitioners." Inevitably, this means the government will decide who gets life-saving treatment and who doesn't. It is survival of the fittest in practice. Thank you, and belated happy birthday, Charles Darwin. 


In 1979, six years after Roe v. Wade, philosopher and theologian Francis Schaeffer and the about-to-be surgeon general of the United States, C. Everett Koop, wrote a book, Whatever Happened to the Human Race? In chapter 3, "Death by Someone's Choice," the authors write, "Will a society which has assumed the right to kill infants in the womb—because they are unwanted, imperfect, or merely inconvenient—have difficulty in assuming the right to kill other human beings, especially older adults who are judged unwanted, deemed imperfect physically or mentally, or considered a possible social nuisance?" 


Schaeffer and Koop predicted "the next candidates for arbitrary reclassification as nonpersons are the elderly." That 30-year-old prophecy, deemed hyperbole and alarmist by many at the time, now seems to be coming true. In 1993, Hillary Clinton, as chair of the Task Force on National Health Care Reform, pushed the bureaucratic-heavy Clinton Health Care Plan, quickly labeled "HillaryCare," which was long on government oversight, short on patient choice. A Democratic Congress defeated it a year later. Now we have the National Coordinator of Health Information Technology, and a Democratic Congress and President Barack Obama appear ready to resume an assault on all but the fit and those who do not burden government with their need for treatment. "Medicare now pays for treatments deemed safe and effective," writes McCaughey. "The stimulus bill would change that and apply a cost-effectiveness standard set by the Federal Council." 


I called Koop, who is now 92. He reminded me that in 1988 he had an ailment that left him a quadriplegic. Surgery restored his limbs, but "if I'd lived in England, I would have been nine years too old to have the surgery that saved my life and gave me another 21 years." Koop fears the United States is about to embrace English socialized medicine with government authorities deciding who lives and who dies. He says the idea of government second-guessing doctors sickens him. 


Great inhumanities are usually ushered in at the extremes in order to make the public more accepting. Abortion on demand followed the 1973 Roe v. Wade case where Norma McCorvey, Jane Roe, "alleged" she had been raped, resulting in pregnancy. Euthanasia will not originate with your beloved grandmother or parents. It will start in a public hospital with a 100-year-old woman who has multiple health problems and "wants" to die so as not to "burden" anyone. Public opinion polls will determine that a majority favor letting—even helping—the old girl die. 


Yes, there are times when a patient and his family may decide to forgo treatment and allow death to occur, but that decision should not be made by a government official. Once that door is opened (as it was with abortion) there will be no closing it and dying will become a patriotic duty when the patient's balance sheet shows a deficit. 

—© 2009 Tribune Media Services Inc. 
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UW-Milwaukee Study Could Realign Climate Change 
Theory

Scientists Claim Earth Is Undergoing Natural Climate Shift

MILWAUKEE -- The bitter cold and record snowfalls from two wicked winters are causing people to ask if the global climate is truly changing.
   The climate is known to be variable and, in recent years, more scientific thought and research has been focused on the global temperature and how humanity might be influencing it. However, a new study by the University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee could turn the climate change world upside down. 

   Scientists at the university used a math application known as synchronized chaos and applied it to climate data taken over the past 100 years. 

   "Imagine that you have four synchronized swimmers and they are not holding hands and they do their program and everything is fine; now, if they begin to hold hands and hold hands tightly, most likely a slight error will destroy the synchronization. Well, we applied the same analogy to climate," researcher Dr. Anastasios Tsonis said. 

  Scientists said that the air and ocean systems of the earth are now showing signs of synchronizing with each other.   Eventually, the systems begin to couple and the synchronous state is destroyed, leading to a climate shift. "In climate, when this happens, the climate state changes. You go from a cooling regime to a warming regime or a warming regime to a cooling regime. This way we were able to explain all the fluctuations in the global temperature trend in the past century," Tsonis said. "The research team has found the warming trend of the past 30 years has stopped and in fact global temperatures have leveled off since 2001." 

   The most recent climate shift probably occurred at about the year 2000.  Now the question is how has warming slowed and how much influence does human activity have? "But if we don't understand what is natural, I don't think we can say much about what the humans are doing. So our interest is to understand -- first the natural variability of climate -- and then take it from there. So we were very excited when we realized a lot of changes in the past century from warmer to cooler and then back to warmer were all natural," Tsonis said. 

  Tsonis said he thinks the current trend of steady or even cooling earth temps may last a couple of decades or until the next climate shift occurs.
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Casting Doubt On Old Rocks' Tales

Sediment's unusual sulfur signature may not have required oxygen-poor atmosphere

Elizabeth K. Wilson


A SULFUR ISOTOPE SIGNATURE in rocks billions of years old might not have been produced in an oxygen-poor atmosphere, a new study shows. The finding could call into question sulfur isotopes' longtime use as a marker for Earth's shift to an oxygen-rich atmosphere.


This 2.46 billion-year-old formation, part of a mine in Western Australia, covers a large area of anomalously fractionated sulfur isotopes.Sedimentary rocks that are more than 2.4 billion years old often contain anomalous ratios of two stable sulfur isotopes, 33S and 36S, a profile that's wildly different from that of younger rocks. Until now, the only mechanism known to produce this particular isotope fractionation was the ultraviolet photolysis of volcanic sulfur dioxide in the absence of both ozone and O2.


The 2.4 billion-year-old geological boundary at which the isotope fractionation signature suddenly disappeared has always been thought to pinpoint the time when Earth shifted to an oxygenated atmosphere.


But now, Hiroshi Ohmoto, geochemistry professor and director of the NASA Astrobiology Research Center at Pennsylvania State University; center astrobiologist Yumiko Watanabe; and University of Maryland geology professor James Farquhar have created the same anomalous isotope signature through reactions of powdered amino acids and sulfate (Science 2009, 324, 370). Their study suggests that on ancient Earth, reactions between organic matter in sediments and sulfate in hydrothermal solutions could have produced the signature even in the presence of an oxygenated environment.


Watanabe says she and Ohmoto "think there is a strong possibility that most, if not all, signatures of anomalously fractionated sulfur isotopes in sedimentary rocks were created by chemisorption processes rather than by atmospheric reactions."


This view is by no means a consensus. Coauthor Farquhar says he doesn't believe the new mechanism necessarily indicates that the isotopic signatures in all such rocks were produced by this alternative mechanism. "My opinion may change, but I think that more work will be needed to understand how this mechanism works and that this will be required to make the necessary connections to the isotope record," he says.


Others are not convinced at all. James F. Kasting, another geosciences professor at Penn State, is concerned that the study does not provide a strong explanation for why the isotopic signal would have suddenly disappeared 2.4 billion years ago. "The conventional explanation of sulfur dioxide photolysis in a low-oxygen atmosphere explains the disappearance nicely and is in accord with other geologic O2 indicators," Kasting contends.


Watanabe says she and Ohmoto are considering the possibility that the disappearance of the isotopic signature in the sedimentary record may have been related to biological evolution as well as the thermal history of Earth.
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Geochemistry

The Angels Are Aware…and We Are Too
Paul R. Harris 

First Published in Logia 
Vol. IV, 1

Epiphany/ January 1995, pp.21-29

(continuing from April/ May Newsletter)

Finally, can we really make as much as Luther tried to out of the example of the apostles at the ﬁrst Lord’s Supper? Can anyone deny that the apostles did worship and adore Christ in that ﬁrst celebration? Does anyone really want to argue where the focus of their adoration was? All we can say is that it had to be Christ. But we cannot argue from the one Lord’s Supper where Christ was present both incarnationally and sacramentally to our Lord’s Supper. If we want to “follow the example of the apostles,” we must follow St. Paul. He is the one the Lord selected to deliver the Lord’s Supper to the church. Paul warns us in 1 Corinthians against treating the Holy Communion as if it were ordinary bread, failing to discern the body of Christ. 

It is true that a fear of idolatry, the Roman Catholic errors, and the attitude of a “young” Luther toward adoration have made many Lutherans hesitant about adoring Christ in the Sacrament. But far more may be hesitant because they hold the receptionist error. Receptionists believe that the bread and wine are not the body and blood until they are received by the communicant. They believe the words of institution do not effect the real presence, but are a mere consecrating, a setting aside, of these elements to be used by Christ in the distribution and reception. Christ therefore is not present on our altar and may or may not be present in the hand of the pastor. Where can Christ be adored with such an understanding? As Dr. Teigen points out, “If the consecration did not effect the Real Presence of Christ, Chemnitz and all those who agreed with him would be guilty of gross idolatries.”16 


This receptionist error is very popular among us, bequeathed to us by such notable theologians as Pieper17 and Walther.18 But its roots go back to the seventeenth and even the sixteenth century. Melanchthon taught that Christ’s presence coincides with the action of distributing and receiving the Sacra​ment.19 Quenstedt, called “the bookkeeper of the Wittenberg Orthodoxy,”20 says, “this sacramental union itself does not take place except in the distribution.”21 According to one contempo​rary conservative Lutheran theologian, Bjarne Teigen, present-day conservative Lutheran books quote from the receptionist the​ologians, but not a one surveyed quoted from Chemnitz.22 

The receptionist view is not Lutheran. Writing in 1952, Her​mann Sasse states, “The consecrated bread is the body of Christ also when it lies on the altar or when the pastor holds it in his hand. This is the Lutheran view.”23 At a Free Conference in Pitts​burgh, Pennsylvania, in 1857, there were forty-eight participants, twenty-two of whom belonged to the Missouri Synod. All agreed that the body and blood were present in the hands of the one administering the Holy Communion.24 The Formula of Concord rejects the receptionist view, using the words of Luther: “Thus his command and institution have this power and effect that we administer and receive not mere bread and wine, but his body and blood” (SD VII, 77, emphasis added). Again, “Not the word or work of any man produces the true presence of the body and blood of Christ in the Supper, whether it be the merit or recita​tion of the minister, or the eating and drinking or faith of the communicants; but all this should be ascribed alone to the power of Almighty God and the Word, institution, and ordination of our Lord Jesus Christ” (SD VII, 74). 

The receptionist error is only fueled by a misunderstanding of the Lutheran confession that there is no sacrament or real pres​ence apart from its use. This was never intended to mean that the use of the Sacrament effects the real presence, but rather that Christ is not present when his institution is altered for a different use from the one he intended. Luther employed the terms action and use rarely when speaking of the Lord’s Supper. The Roman Catholics, the Sacramentarians, and the Gnesio-Lutherans liked to use these terms.25 Melanchthon, fearing the materialism of Luther’s doctrine of the Sacrament and wishing to retain the pure spirituality of the Sacrament, emphasized Christ’s presence in the celebration, in the action, in the use instead of in the elements.26 If Christ is not present on the altar but somewhere in the celebra​tion, where is he to be adored? 

WHY ADORATION SHOULD BE RESTORED 

The practice of adoring Christ in the Sacrament should be restored. The practice is biblical, it is Lutheran, and it is catholic. 
Biblical 





There is no command in the Bible that Christ should be adored or worshiped in the Sacrament. But the preincarnate Christ was worshiped when he took the form of an angel, a human, a cloudy presence, or burning bush. Wherever Christ’s presence was recognized, he was worshiped. 




The fathers of the Lutheran Church and of the early church correlate appearances of Christ, both preincarnate and incarnate, with his presence in the Supper. Chrysostom says,
“On the altar that body is present which the wise men worship in the manger.... Let us at least imitate those Barbarians, we who are citizens of heaven.”27 In On the Priesthood, Chrysostom says the Eucharist is a greater miracle than what the people witnessed in Elijah’s day when ﬁre came from heaven.28
The people fell on their faces in adoration at that mighty miracle. Chemnitz admits that Jacob, Moses, and Elijah had no com​mand to worship God at some of the places they did: “[They] doubtless did not have a special commandment that they should worship God in these places; but because they had a general
 commandment that they should worship God everywhere, and were sure that God is truly present under these external and visible signs and that He there reveals Himself by a peculiar mode of grace, they certainly worshiped that God whom they believed present there.” 29 

Probably the best example of all is how God’s people treated the ark of the covenant. Chemnitz writes, “so the Israelites worshiped, not the wood, not the gold, not the cherubim of the ark of the covenant, but God Himself only, who had promised His presence there.”30 




They were not being superstitious, they were not being idol​atrous when they bowed before what looked like wood and gold. They were not “chancel prancing” when they moved the ark with such incredible care. Their God had promised to be with them, to come to them by means of this ark.
The word, the promise of God, called forth their behavior even as the word and promise of Christ about his presence 
in the Sacrament       call forth ours. 



The ark is an outstanding example, because apart from the use God had instituted for the ark, he did not appear present. The sons of Eli superstitiously carried the ark to war to have the pres​ence of God help them, but this was to no avail, even though the ark was present at other victories of Israel. The Philistines could treat the ark like a war trophy, and God did not strike any of them dead as he did Uzzah, an Israelite, who merely took hold of the ark to steady it when the oxen nearly upset it. God did not reward superstition, nor did he judge those who knew no better, but he expected his people to honor his presence in the ark rightly. 





Lutheran 
That Christ should be adored wherever believers know him to be present is biblical. It is also Lutheran. Article XXIV of the Augsburg Confession says, “The Mass is retained among us, and celebrated with the highest reverence. Nearly all the usual cere​monies are preserved, save that the parts sung in Latin are inter​spersed here and there with German hymns” (AC XXIV, 1–2). The “usual ceremonies” were those found in the Roman mass, which would have included the elevation where the faithful express their adoration of Christ.
In Luther’s Brief Confession Concerning the Holy Sacrament he is inclined to drop the elevation in opposition to the papists, but to retain it to defy the Zwinglians (AE 38:315). Both of Luther’s liturgies, the Formula Missae (1523) and the Deutsche Messe (1526), however, keep the elevation.31 When a Lutheran pastor elevated the Sacrament in Luther’s day, the faithful would have bowed in adoration. That is what they had been taught their whole lives. In his work speciﬁcally about the adoration of the Sacrament, even though he gives all the reasons mentioned above against it, still Luther says he favored it (AE 36:271). Actually, Luther’s words are quite strongly in favor of the practice: 
But where worship is offered 
from the heart, there fol​lows 
quite properly also that      
outward bowing, bending, 
kneeling, and adoration with 
the body (AE 36:293). 

But he who does believe, as 
sufficient demonstration has 
shown it ought to be be
lieved, can surely not         
withhold his adoration of the 
body and blood of Christ 
without sinning. For I must 
always confess that Christ is 
present when his body and 
blood are present (AE 
36:294). 
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	Sun
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	7:00 PM
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	8
	9
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	19
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	21
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	28
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Voters 

Meeting 
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	5
	6
	7
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Not Alone!

1:00 PM
	St. Johns Topeka, KS Youth

Staying here
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	26
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	28
	29
	30
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