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Have you ever been to the doctor and he noticed a mole or a patch of skin that he was concerned with?  You said, “It’s nothing; been there for years,” but your doctor insisted on checking that out.  You want a doctor more concerned about disease than you.  Likewise, you want a pastor more concerned about doctrine than you.  You want a pastor who won’t let this or that go by because after all, “It’s been there for years. “ 

   In this newsletter you will find seven resolutions I am proposing that we send to the Synodical convention this summer in Houston.  As an individual pastor I can’t send any resolutions.  Only congregations, circuits of pastors, boards, and committees can.  You might not see the why or wherefore of these issues.  They are like a patch of skin or mole you have always lived with.  These are issues we have addressed in our Statement of Confession.  These are issues I am constantly teaching about in Bible classes, sermons, and newsletters. But all I have is words.  The good news is that you have ears to hear.
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.

Do Catholics and Lutherans Really Agree on Justification?

Rev. Scott R. Murray, Ph. D.

Senior Pastor, Memorial Lutheran Church
The present pope, Benedict XVI, while he was a Cardinal, did confessional Lutherans and enormous favor by pointing out that no matter what the Joint Declaration on the Doctrine of Justification meant, it could not and did not resolve how justification might function to shape either theology or church life and practice. Some months after the Joint Declaration was signed, some Lutherans were quite deflated when then Cardinal Ratzinger offered the opinion that justification would not be permitted to reform the Roman Mass or other significant Roman distinctives, such as the sacrament of reconciliation or penance.

To say that the Roman Church and the Lutheran Church agree on the doctrine of justification is true only if justification is treated as merely one among many teachings of the Christian church. However, this is not the Lutheran teaching on justification. It is the Roman Catholic doctrine. For Lutherans justification is not just one doctrine, it is the paradigmatic case, it is the theological measuring stick by which all doctrine and all practice are measured. Everything the Lutheran Church teaches must square with the comforting message of God's reconciliation with humans accomplished by Christ without works of the law. In that way the person and work of Christ, certainty of salvation and eternal life, and all the gracious work of God would be preserved among us.

Justification cannot remain for the comfort of the sinner who needs God's mercy, unless justification is the queen and mistress of all teaching in the church. Thus everything Lutherans do, teach, and believe must undergo the scrutiny of this queen and mistress of doctrine: justification. To know it, teach it, and retain it in the church's life is to see to it that the rest of Christian doctrine is preserved faithfully among God's people.

Leftovers

Rev. Scott R. Murray, Ph. D.

Senior Pastor, Memorial Lutheran Church

The congregation I am serving is about to embark upon a building program. This is a challenging project to the congregation because it is not inexpensive. Building isn't cheap. To some people it is a sin to spend any money at all on the church buildings or their maintenance. There will be members of this congregation who will vote against doing anything, and always do. Their preference is that the church should never spend a nickel on upkeep or renovation. This is an attitude they would never exhibit in their own home or property. 

Churches in need often experience the attitude that the church can manage on leftovers. I recall expressing the need for a particular piece of furniture for the church building, to which someone replied, "Oh pastor, I have a table that we were just going to give to Good Will that will be just fine in the church." Uh, huh. So much for first fruits giving. What if our heavenly Father only gave us leftovers? What if He did not offer up His own Son for us all, then where would we be? 

Possessions will always need to be managed. Will we manage them like they are ours, or like they are God's? Will we seek to gain control over others and even our church with money? Those who give freely and generously to the church may be rich or poor, may give much or little according to the material blessings the Lord has given to them, but they never give leftovers and they certainly don't give to the Lord as though they are giving Him what belongs to them in the first place. "We give Thee but Thine own!" was the hymn sung as the Offertory in my grandmother's home church. To which we Christian folk should sing a hearty, "Amen." Least of all should we enforce poverty on the church by our miserly attitude toward the house of the Lord. If anything should be opulently appointed, well maintained, given the best that we have, it should be the church. The decision is quite simple, either we give the best to God, or we do not. Perhaps our miserly attitude is a sign that we are spiritually poor indeed. 

Despite our spiritual poverty and even because of it, our heavenly Father gives the kingdom of heaven to us. His giving is never conditioned upon ours. His gifts are given even though we have not returned to Him what is His. He will have His Son's body and blood offered for the forgiveness of sins in a filthy hovel. That does not mean that we ought to keep our church like a hovel. What's good enough for God? It is good enough for God to give His utmost for us. That's true spiritual opulence and all given for Christ's sake. Alleluia.

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’ 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.
"The Son of Man came to seek and to save that which was lost."

The Rev. Dr. B. Northwick,

Pastor of Immanuel, St. Ansgar, IA

 I have decided to follow Jesus.

 I gave my heart to Jesus.

 I found the Lord.

 I invited Jesus to be my Savior.

 I just love the Lord.

 These are common statements we often hear. Did you notice the two recurring themes? The first is the emphasis on what "I" do. The second is an emphasis on the subjective emotions. Churches that emphasize subjective emotions tend to downplay the season of Lent. Why is that? Lent is a reminder of what the Lord HAS DONE FOR US. Lent focuses on the OBJECTIVE nature of God Who sent His Son to die on the cross for us. Lent reminds us that we the OBJECTS of Gods love, our love is in RESPONSE to His FIRST reaching out to us.

We don't seek out Jesus. He came to seek and to save us. Lent is all about the Cross of Christ. The Cross became the instrument of salvation. Subjective Christianity is uncomfortable with Lent because it's not ALL ABOUT ME (US).  Lent is all about JESUS. .. During Lent we are drawn to follow Jesus as He began His journey to the Cross. We cannot have a subjective, emotional response to the gift of our salvation unless we stop at the foot of the Cross on Good Friday.
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7 resolutions proposed to send to the Synodical convention this summer in Houston

SUBJECT:  To Clarify Synod’s Reaffirmation of Close(d) Communion


WHEREAS, The Lutheran Church Missouri Synod in convention from 1967 through 1995 has repeatedly reaffirmed its historic position of close(d) Communion; and


WHEREAS, These resolutions state that in some “special cases,” and in “extraordinary circumstances,” a pastor may commune someone who is a member of a denomination not in fellowship with the LCMS; and 


WHEREAS, The current practice of many congregations publicly inviting all baptized Christians who believe in the Real Presence and who agree with our doctrine to commune regardless of their church affiliation makes what we agree should be special and extraordinary to be common and ordinary; therefore, be it


RESOLVED, That publicly inviting all baptized Christians who believe in the Real Presence and agree with our doctrine even though they are not members of a Missouri Synod Congregation is contrary to our official position of close(d) Communion and is to be discontinued.

Submitted by Trinity Lutheran Church, Austin

Dr. Bart Goddard, Executive Director

Susan Goddard, Secretary

SUBJECT:  To Request the Synod to Reexamine Resolution 8-01A “Ecclesiastical Supervision and Dispute Resolution”


WHEREAS, Synodical Resolution 8-01A, “Ecclesiastical Supervision and Dispute Resolution” removes a congregation’s and a pastor’s right to initiate formal proceedings against a member of Synod based on the Word of God by placing that power solely at the discretion of the District Presidents and the President of Synod; and


WHEREAS, The Word of God holds each of us accountable to it first and foremost, “We must obey God rather than men” (Acts 5: 29); and


WHEREAS, Lay people and parish pastors have a right to expect members of Synod to be held accountable to the Word of God, and to test their teaching, “Beloved, do not believe every spirit, but test the spirits to see whether they are from God” (I John 4:1); and


WHEREAS, The May 2006 report of the Commission on Theology and Church Relations entitled “Public Rebuke of Public Sin” concluded in part, “If those charged with ecclesiastical supervision fail to carry out their duties and responsibilities, public rebuke may be pursued by any Christian (p.27); therefore, be it;


RESOLVED, Synodical Resolution 8-01A be amended to reflect the above conclusion of the Commission on Theology and Church Relations.

Submitted by Trinity Lutheran Church, Austin

Dr. Bart Goddard, Executive Director

Susan Goddard, Secretary

SUBJECT:  To Ask the Synod in Convention to Clarify What is Meant by “ministry-equipping programs for laity”


WHEREAS, Synodical Resolution 5-09, adopted in the 2004 convention, directed that “the Synod in convention recognize, affirm, and encourage the work of the Districts in developing ministry-equipping programs for laity.”; and


WHEREAS, Article XIV of our Augsburg Confession states, “Our churches teach that no one should publicly teach in the Church, or administer the Sacraments, without a rightly ordered call.”; and 


WHEREAS, The resolution appears to be in conflict with our confession of faith; therefore, be it


RESOLVED, That the Synod make it clear that by directing Districts to develop “ministry-equipping programs for laity” it does not mean the laity are to be trained to preach publicly in the Church or administer the Sacraments.

Submitted by Trinity Lutheran Church, Austin

Dr. Bart Goddard, Executive Director

Susan Goddard, Secretary

SUBJECT: To Declare it Contrary to Scripture and the Lutheran Confessions to Join in Prayer with Those who Deny Jesus Christ is the Only Way to the True God


WHEREAS, The Synod in the 2004 convention did resolve “to commend the CTCR document Guidelines for Participation in Civic Events for study to help pastors, teachers, and church workers make decisions about participation in civic events” (Resolution 3-06A);


WHEREAS, For the sake of our own consciences and for a testimony to future generations, we want to give clear testimony to our faith in Jesus Christ as the only way to the True God; therefore, be it 


RESOLVED, No resolution, guideline, or program whether it be resolved, accepted, or promoted by the Lutheran Church – Missouri Synod or one of its Districts is understood by the 2007 convention of the Lutheran Church - Missouri Synod to command, allow, or encourage a Christian to join in prayer with those who deny Jesus Christ is the only way to the true God.

Submitted by Trinity Lutheran Church, Austin

Dr. Bart Goddard, Executive Director

Susan Goddard, Secretary

SUBJECT:  To Request that Synod State that Women are not to Have Authority Over Men in the Church Even in Humanly Established Offices


WHEREAS, Resolution 3-08A adopted at the 2004 Synodical convention resolved “that women may serve in humanly established offices in the church as long as the functions of these offices do not make them eligible to carry out ‘official functions [that] would involve public accountability for the function of the pastoral office’; and


WHEREAS, Holy Scripture plainly states in I Timothy 2:12 that women are not permitted to exercise authority over a man, “I do not permit a woman to teach or to exercise authority over a man”; therefore, be it


RESOLVED, That the Lutheran Church – Missouri Synod in convention state, in accordance with Scripture, that women may serve only in humanly established offices in the church that do not exercise authority over men.

Submitted by Trinity Lutheran Church, Austin

Dr. Bart Goddard, Executive Director

Susan Goddard, Secretary

SUBJECT: To State that the Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod Does have an official Position on Women Serving in Combat


WHEREAS, Rep. Charles Rangel of New York has proposed a draft revival bill which calls for the federal government to “impose a requirement that no four-year college or university be allowed to accept a student, male or female, unless and until that student had completed a 12-month to two-year term of service;” and


WHEREAS, Though students would be given their choice from three officially sanctioned forms of involuntary servitude in national service programs, homeland security, or the military, “They would be deployed as needed for peacekeeping and nation-building missions;” and


WHEREAS, The prospect of purposely involving women in combat operations is a direct result of the 1992 Presidential Commission on the Assignment of Women in the Armed Forces which concluded in part: “Theological testimony was received from representatives of a wide range of different religions and denominations.  Among the major religious establishments in the U.S., none has adopted a position regarding women being assigned to combat positions on the basis of theology.  The Commission concludes that although the U.S. has undeniably strong religious heritage, it is not one that speaks clearly on the issue of women in combat,” and


WHEREAS, The Lutheran Church – Missouri Synod does wish to speak clearly on this issue; and


WHEREAS, Overture 3-109-04 dealing with this issue was referred by the 2004 Synodical convention to the Ministry to the Armed Forces for its review and it declined to do so; and


WHEREAS, Our Lutheran Confessions consistently urge men and women to do their duty according to their calling or vocation; and


WHEREAS, Article XX, 3 of our Augsburg Confession states that Lutheran teachers “have taught well what is pleasing to God in every station and vocation in life”; and


WHEREAS, Women have no God-given calling or vocation to defend men except in emergencies; therefore, be it


RESOLVED, That the Lutheran Church – Missouri Synod in convention hereby declare their opposition to women serving in combat thereby providing the women of the Lutheran Church – Missouri Synod with a theological basis to conscientiously object to registering for a draft.

Submitted by Trinity Lutheran Church, Austin, Texas

Dr. Bart Goddard, Executive Director

Susan Goddard, Secretary

SUBJECT: To Promote Exclusive Use of Doctrinally Pure Worship Materials


WHEREAS, A condition of membership in Synod is the “exclusive use of doctrinally pure agenda, hymnbooks, and catechisms in church and school”; and


WHEREAS, Our Synod publishes three doctrinally pure hymnbooks: The Lutheran Hymnal, Lutheran Worship, and now The Lutheran Service Book; and 

WHEREAS, There are congregations in the Lutheran Church – Missouri Synod using materials in worship that are not doctrinally pure;

WHEREAS, Synodical resolution 2-10-98 resolved in part “That the Commission on Worship enable a process by which songs and liturgical materials from other sources other than LCMS publications might be reviewed for acceptability so that congregations may be assisted in their goal of using doctrinally pure worship materials;”

WHEREAS, The Commission on Worship after nine years has enabled no such process; therefore, be it 

RESOLVED, That the Commission on Worship enable such a process no later than June 2008.

Submitted by Trinity Lutheran Church, Austin

Dr. Bart Goddard, Executive Director

Susan Goddard, Secretary

A Listeners Guide to the Pulpit

By Todd Wilken
Issues, Etc. Vol. 5, No. 1

(continued from Nov/Dec Newsletter)

Wiser than God


The Apostle Paul took the task of preaching very seriously. He had been appointed to preach the Gospel by Jesus Himself. He was well aware that his many sufferings and imprisonments were the direct result of preaching that Gospel. Nonetheless, for Paul, the preaching of Christ crucified for sinners was the indispensable essence of his ministry.

When I came to you, brothers, I did not come with eloquence or superior wisdom as I proclaimed to you the testimony about God. For I resolved to know nothing while I was with you except Jesus Christ and him crucified. 14

For Paul and the other Apostles, there was no preaching apart from Gospel preaching:

I am obligated both to Greeks and non-Greeks, both to the wise and the foolish. That is why I am so eager to preach the gospel also to you who are at Rome. I am not ashamed of the gospel because it is the power of God for the salvation of everyone who believes: first for the Jew, then for the Gentile. For in the gospel a righteousness from God is revealed, a righteousness that is by faith from first to last just as it is written:

“The righteous will live 
by faith.” 15
Paul was also aware that the Gospel message he preached was considered foolish and weak. Today, some would (and many do) use the term “irrelevant.”

For since in the wisdom of God the world through its wisdom did not come to know God, God was well-pleased through the foolishness of the message preached to save those who believe. For indeed Jews ask for signs, and Greeks search for wisdom; but we preach Christ crucified, to Jews a stumbling block, and to Gentiles foolishness, but to those who are the called, both Jews and Greeks, Christ the power of God and the wisdom of God. Because the foolishness of God is wiser than men, and the weakness of God is stronger than men. 16
Many of today’s preachers are apparently wiser than God. They have something better to preach than Christ crucified for sinners. From many pulpits today you will hear more about the Christian than the Christ. You will hear about marriage, family values, conflict resolution, financial security, and a host of other suburban moralisms. Instead of Paul’s “Christ and Him crucified,” the standard fare to today’s pulpit is “Me and Myself Improved.” Today’s preachers seem determined to know anything and everything except Christ crucified.

Let’s look at what passes for preaching today, from bad preaching to worse preaching to preaching that isn’t Christian preaching at all. Perhaps some of it will sound familiar.

1)
Bad Preaching:

Contrary to popular opinion, bad preaching isn’t when the preacher reads his sermon, mumbles or bores his audience. That is merely bad delivery. No, bad preaching is preaching that does not rightly proclaim God’s Word of Law and God’s Word of Gospel to sinners. Here are some all-too-familiar examples.

The Gospel-Afterthought Sermon. Also known as The Gospel-Footnote Sermon. This is the minimalist approach to preaching the Gospel. The sermon itself can be about anything. But whatever the sermon is really about, the message of Christ crucified gets tacked on at the end, with no connection to anything else that has been said. The Gospel gets the final word, but only barely. Just don’t blink; you might miss it.

The Gospel-Law Sermon. This sermon has both Law and Gospel, but confuses the two by confusing the order. The Gospel is preached first, then the Law. This is like putting the answer before the question. Without the preaching of the Law to prepare the hearts of sinners, the preaching of the Gospel becomes “casting your pearls before swine.”17 The audience then has no reason to hear the Law that follows. This kind of preaching either turns the Gospel into a license to sin, or portrays the salvation as dependent on obedience to die law.


The Gospel-Sandwich Sermon. This kind of sermon has a three-part outline: Law, Gospel, Law—a slice of Gospel between two slices of Law. The Gospel Sandwich was popularized by Billy Graham and other ‘evangelistic” preachers. These preachers present clear Law and clear Gospel. And if they stopped there, all would be well. But at the end of each sermon, they add one, final demand of the law: “Decide.” “Make your decision for Christ!” They leave the sinner with this one law he must keep and tints rob him of die Gospel’s comfort. Walther diagnoses the problem with this kind of preaching:


Modern theologians 
assert that in the 
salvation of man two 
kinds of activity must be 
noted: in the first place, 
there is something that 
God must do. His part is 
the most difficult, for He 
must accomplish the task 
of redeeming men. But in 
the second place 
something is required 
that man must do. For it 
will not do to admit 
persons to heaven, after 
they have been redeemed; 
without further parley 
(talk). Man must do 
something really great 
— he has to believe. This 
teaching overthrows the 
Gospel completely.’

The Gospel Sandwich is also a favorite among pastors who just don’t trust the Gospel to motivate and produce good works in believers. So, after they have preached Law and Gospel, they return to the Law once again for a list of do’s and don’ts. With the Gospel Sandwich, the demands of the Law, not the comfort of the Gospel, get the final word. 

The World in the Church – Part 1
By Rev. Laurence White

Our Savior Lutheran Church, 

Houston, TX

I. Introduction – The Inevitable Conflict

The Bible draws the dichotomy between the spirit of this world and the Spirit of God with harsh realism. They are polar opposites which cannot co-exist with one another. So the aged apostle John warned the congregations of Asia Minor:


“Do not love the world or 
anything in the world. If 
anyone loves 
the world, 
the love of the Father is 
not in him. For 
everything in the 
world - the cravings of 
sinful man, the love of his 
eyes and the boasting 
of 
what he has and does - 
comes not from the 
Father but from the 
world. The world and its 
desires pass away, 
but 
the man who does the will 
of God lives forever.”
(1 
John 
2:15-17)

The Apostle James was even more forthright in bluntly proclaiming the incompatibility of Christianity and the world:


“You adulterous people, 
don’t you know that 
friendship with the 
world is hatred toward 
God? Anyone who 
chooses to be a friend of 
the world becomes an 
enemy of God.” (James 
4:4)

Jesus reflected the same grim reality in His “High Priestly Prayer” as on the eve of His death the Savior prayed for His apostles and all those who would come to know the Father through their proclamation. Our Lord noted that faithfulness to God and to His Word would inevitably result in relentless enmity of the world:


“I have given them your 
Word and the world has 
hated them, for 
they are not of the 
world any more than I 
am of the world. My 
prayer is not that You 
take them out of the world 
but that you protect them 
from 
the evil one. They 
are not of the world, even 
as I am not of it. Sanctify 
them by the truth; Your 
Word is truth. As You 
have sent Me into the 
world, I have sent 
them into the world.” 
(John 
17:14-18)

Thus, the challenge to the people of God throughout every generation in the long history of the Church, has been to remain “in the world but not of the world” - that is, to faithfully proclaim the Bible’s message of Law and Gospel for the salvation of sinners without allowing itself to be influenced or effected by the world in which it carries out its divine mission.

In this context, the topic which I have been assigned - “The World in the Church” - necessarily carries a negative connotation. Scripture has made it clear that it is impossible for the world and the Church to exist harmoniously. If they manage to do so at any given point in history, it is, no doubt, safe to assume that one of the two has abandoned and betrayed its essential nature. Either the Church has become worldly or the world has become churchly. Given the nature of the case, the former is infinitely more likely than the latter. Accordingly, the presence of the world in the Church cannot be benign but must always be malignant. The world within the Church is a deadly infection which must be isolated and eliminated. To the extent that the world has infiltrated the Church then the enemy is within the camp, and his presence must be recognized and dealt with lest he wreck havoc and destroy all that which is holy and true about the Church, leaving behind only an empty facade - nothing more than a beguiling pretense of the authentic Church. The sad record of history and of our own personal experience during the trying times in which we live ought to warn that all too often this has been the case.
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