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Comfort From the Past for the Future

   In this present struggle to confess the truth to and within our Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod, I am comforted by two quotes from John Kilian.  He was the pastor who led a group of Wends from Europe to Serbin, Texas in the nineteenth century and founded a Lutheran church that still exists today.  That congregation became the first Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod congregation in the State of Texas.  Kilian would not join the Texas Lutheran Synod because they had open communion and less than Lutheran worship practices.

   The first quote is from Kilian at the end of his life.  He had left the European State Church because he could not abide their liberal rationalistic ways.  He was tempted to leave the LCMS.  When asked about splitting off again he said, “Consequently every separation brings us out of one frying pan and into another.  I therefore do not know of any other position than the counsel of God” (from Johann Kilian, Pastor, 83).

   Here is where I find myself: seeking the counsel of God.  Remember God doesn’t speak in my pious heart or by my timid feelings.  He gives counsel in His Word.  While I am 

appalled at some of the positions the Synod has taken and its unwillingness to deal with the issues we have raised, I am concerned about jumping from 

one frying pan into another.  Yet I also know that the road to the unfaithful positions the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America has taken has definite waypoints.  The first is an “evangelical” open-mindedness to hear out the other side.  The second is to let error stand side-by-side with truth.  The third is to have error become the new truth.  I don’t see in our system of church government anyway to turn from this road.  Our pointed dissent was answered with obfuscation.  Our resolutions calling for a change in direction were either put aside by floor committees or morphed into ones that continue the march.  Worse than this, very few congregations submitted resolutions calling for any sort of change.

   What is left?  The counsel of God.  Never does God counsel us to despair.  Never does He tell us to stop confessing the truth.  Never does He say that error doesn’t matter, that error ought to be tolerated or ignored, or that a majority opinion can establish truth.  Never does He tell us that a little flock of His ought to be afraid that He will somehow lead them away from His kingdom.

   I take great comfort in this little flock, and this brings me to another Kilian quote.  In 1872 he

 writes, “I received your son’s Ernst’s letter of 5 January, in due order.  But until now I was unable to find time for an answer, because in each year, 

including this year, storms and hate prevailed in my congregation” (129).  I take great comfort in this because storms and hate do not prevail in my congregation.  Fair weather and love do.  Sometimes I feel that the enemy is at the gates, but I don’t feel he’s within them.   No, what is within them is the people of God born of and reared on Word and Sacraments.  Together we can man the gates secure in the counsel of God that not even the gates of hell shall prevail against us.

So How Was our Statement of Confession Treated by the LC-MS in Convention?

By Rev. Michael Henson,  Trinity Lutheran Church, Herrin, Illinois,

A congregation that is in a State of Confession over against the LCMS

(Congregations that have entered a state of official dissent from the recently-changed doctrinal position of the LCMS have been ignored by the LCMS in convention, as the convention adopts resolutions related to their concerns without actually addressing their charges against the synod. These parishes have followed the LCMS Handbook-mandated procedures of expressing dissent, but there will be no attempt by the LCMS to actually allow them to address what is pushing them out of fellowship with the synod.)

 
There is both official and un-official coverage  of the 2007 LCMS Convention readily available. I have chosen to publish only those actions which have a bearing on our congregation's effort to call the Synod back to the truth by following the synodically-mandated Dissent Process. Having expressed our concerns among our peers (concerning six points of false teaching and practice that are going undisciplined within the LCMS) and having sent documentation concerning our dissent to the CTCR, we have submitted overtures to the Convention to rescind certain prior resolutions. The difficulty in reporting on the actions of the 2007 LCMS Convention in regard to our six points is that the resolutions proposed for consideration do not directly address our six points.

Two resolutions would seem to address our third point of dissent that the "renunciation of unionism and syncretism of every description," is no longer practiced or disciplined. 2007 Resolution 3-04A, "To Call for a Study of the Natural Knowledge of God and Its implications for Public Witness," was passed by the convention by a vote of 64.3%. The first resolve states, "That the Synod in convention reaffirm its confession that there is no salvation apart from Jesus Christ and that it is impossible to worship the one true God in spirit and truth(Jn 4:23ff) apart from saving faith in Jesus Christ" (underline added). The original resolution had the word, "properly," in place of the underlined "in spirit and truth(Jn 4:23ff)." On the floor of the Convention an amendment was proposed to strike the underlined section, in order to bring clarity. That amendment was rejected by a 64.3% vote.

So what is this all about? There are some in the LCMS who maintain that by "natural knowledge" non-Christians can worship the true God, though they are not saved. Those who hold to this erroneous opinion, wish to use this improper worship with non-Christians as a point of evangelism. One of the delegates speaking against the amendment, stated that he favored the wording of 3-04A, because like the women at the well (John 4:23ff) non-Christians do worship the true God, just not in spirit and truth. I would maintain that the Scriptures and the Confession teach that apart from saving faith, non-Christians cannot worship the true God at all--though by "natural knowledge" they can know that there is a god.

The second resolution dealing with unionism was Resolution 3-05 "To Provide Further Discussion and Guidance on the Matter of Serial Prayer." One whereas states, "Congregations of the Synod have requested further clarification regarding serial prayer." The only resolve states, "That the Synod in convention assigns to the CTCR the task of providing further guidance for participation in civic events that include the offering of serial prayer." This resolution passed with an 85.2% vote. It may very well be that the delegates thought they were giving the congregations of Synod what they wanted. Nevertheless, our congregation and some others declared that serial prayer was wrong. The innovation of "serial prayer" denies the possibility of unionism/syncretism by saying that people take turns praying.

In each case the plane has left the runway and already has a destination route prepared. Those who don't like the destination are continually asked whether they would like to fly high or lower, or whether an additional packet of peanuts would help. There is no intention of even considering the possibility that the pre-determined destination might be changed. The Synod in Convention is not going to deal with our points of dissent. They are simply moving forward with the foundations laid by the CTCR document on Civic Events approved by the Convention in 2004 Res. 3-06A and 2001 Res. 3-07A.

Supervision and Duties of Custodian

   At a regular meeting of the Board of Church Properties on July 7, 1987 a policy statement was unanimously agreed upon with regard to the question of who supervises the custodian in the performance of his daily duties and who determines what those duties will be.  The policy they adopted is as follows, “The Pastor will take the responsibility for directing the day to day work of the custodian and will have the authority to determine what his duties will be.”  To my knowledge, this policy has never been superseded.

   This means when the bathrooms aren’t cleaned to your standards, the floors not cleaned, the lawn not cut, etc, you are not to complain to the trustees.  You may complain to the Pastor who will send you to the custodian who may or may not do anything about it.  Let me explain why.

   To get our grass cut by a lawn crew, we paid 400.00 for the first time, and it would have cost 200.00 per time after that.  To have the church cleaned it would cost 100 – 125.00 per week.  So if we had the church cleaned every week by professionals that would be at least 5200.00 per year.  If we had the grass mowed only 14 times a year that would be 2,800.00.  So it would cost us 8,000.00 a year to have the inside and outside professionally maintained.

   Currently we pay our custodian 9.00 an hour for 15 hours a week for a total of 7020 per year.  You might think, “A $1,000 extra a year would be worth it.”  First, if Trinity really has extra money, I can think of other matters that should have a higher priority than the appearance of the property.  Second, the custodian serves as the Pastor’s on-call trustee.  When keys need to be made, he goes.  When a door handle falls off, he fixes it.  When any work crew or vendor needs to be let in, he takes care of it.  When a funeral comes up and the grass needs cutting, he’s there.  Our facilities are aging and almost weekly something comes up.  Our grounds are huge compared to the actual size of our congregation.  Resolutions to sell some of the property to make grounds keeping more manageable have been rejected.  The custodian is a one call stop for the Pastor on anything, I mean anything, having to do with the grounds or facilities.

   Having such a person is invaluable to me.  This alone is worth the 135.00 a week we pay him.  But wait there’s more, as the infomercial says, for 135.00 we get lawn mowing and cleaning.  Is it professional grade?  How on earth could it be given the amount of work that needs doing and the on-call “emergencies” that come up?  We do the best we can with the manpower and time we have.  Could more be done?  Always.  Therefore, you are always welcomed to come clean a bathroom, scrub a floor, sweep a sidewalk, etc., etc., etc..

Last Days

Rev. Scott Murray

Memorial Lutheran Church (LCMS), Houston, Texas

The pulpit has the responsibility to contend for the faith once and for all delivered to the saints (Jude 1:3). If pastors do not do what the Lord has called them to do, they should not expect the sheep to do it for them. The pastors should calmly and politely, with meekness and respect, reiterate the eternal gospel of Christ the living Lord. Ultimately, pastors may not bow down to “church authorities” when that entails a conflict with the Word of that living Lord. Because He lives, He remains the head of the church. Like any sovereign, His word is law and His subjects would never consider contradicting that Word in favor of some mere human authority. Such a contradiction is a case of lèse-majesté, pure and simple. Doctrinal rebellion often results in practical problems in word and action within the church.

Casualness about doctrinal truth will very quickly issue in casualness about morals. The example of the Corinthian congregation is a clear one. The Corinthians had taken up moral practices that even the ethically degraded Romans found repugnant. Yes, practice and theology do go together. Degraded practice is indicative of poor theology. The best and shiniest automobile in the world will jerk to a halt if you put a mixture of water and gasoline into the gas tank. In like manner, false theology will never be able to power the best and shiniest church practice forward to eternity with Christ. Either there is the gospel, the power of God to salvation or there is no salvation.

At the beginning of Lent there was a report out of Michigan that an LCMS congregation was having a Lenten preaching series on sex (believe it or not). And I don’t think the content of the preaching was on abstinence from sex for Lent (1Co 7:5). Should the church talk about sex? Yes, of course, in accordance with the Ten Commandments. Should the church have a loudly advertised Lenten preaching series on good sex? I think not. Has the church become so degraded that we have to pander to the lowest human appetites? Are we so unsure of the living Lord’s reign that we have to demean His gospel with such a come on? This is the way used cars are sold or how young men are defrauded of large sums in girlie bars. Are we now signing on to this methodology? Isn’t the church different from Don Imus or Howard Stern? If you cannot think of a clear difference that should tell you something.

In commenting on the Corinthian situation Martin Luther warned that unclarity about the message coming from the pulpit would be followed up by swinish morals (although I think that such a statement is a slur on swine). Are we reduced to mere vulgarity to attract the “unchurched;” and if we are, what does that say about the value of what is preached from our pulpits. Perhaps Luther was right. The last days have come upon us. Kyrie, Eleison!

 Islam and Christianity

Rev. Dr. Scott Murray

Memorial Lutheran Church (LCMS)

 Houston, Texas

  Our lack of clarity about the meaning and intentions of Islam is due to our lack of clarity about the meaning of Christianity. The western world has assumed that Islam and Christianity are just species of the same genus, that is, as though they both can be placed together under the title: “religion.” In this thinking both Islam and Christianity are merely “religion.” Religion encompasses all vaguely moral behavior and relegates to the outer fringes all talk of supernatural divine revelation as unverifiable. At most, therefore, religion becomes a moral pumpkin seed spitting contest to see which “religion” has the most fanatically devoted followers or has inspired the most deeply sacrificial efforts on the part of its co-religionists. By such standards perhaps we should become followers of Muhammad. Islam is replete with martyrs, sent to slaughter infidels, sacrificed in the name of Allah. Islam even pays some lip service to Jesus as a prophet, even if He is superseded by Muhammad.

But biblical Christianity does not claim to be a mere religion led by a prophet. It is not primarily an ethical code, no matter how holy or elevated that code might be. Christianity is about Christ who is not merely a prophet but the God-Man. Christianity consists of Christ, the Son of God. Without Christ, His life, His death, His resurrection, His ascension, and His return to rescue us, there is no Church, nor Christianity. And while ethics is important within its own sphere, it does not define Christianity nor differentiate Christianity from mere religion. Our lack of clarity about Christianity’s essence makes us blind to the differences between Christianity and Islam. If we do not know and confess the centrality of the person of the Son of God to our faith we will never recognize what is inferior about Islam, and indeed every other religion.

Christianity stands and falls on the contention that Christ, the eternal Son of the Father, true God and true Man, is the final and complete revelation of God in the world. Christianity stands or falls on the contention that this One divine and human person is the payment for the sin of the world by His death and life. Christianity stands or falls on the vicarious satisfaction of the eternal Son for us sinners. If that is not so, if these supernatural contentions about the person of Christ are only the superstitious and partly- loopy beliefs of a mere fringe of the Christian faith, then we have no reason not to accept as equally valid the moral teachings of Islam and its prophet Muhammad. But if it is so, that Christ, God’s Son, is the only way to our heavenly Father, then we have no reason to give any quarter to the religion of Muhammad. Let’s be clear about that.

False Christs Being Preached in Our Day

Issues, Etc. Journal
Vol. 5 No. 1

By Dr. Rod Rosenbladt

Solus christus means there is only one genuine and saving Christ. He is not only sufficient in His bleeding and dying to save us. He is the only Christ. Today’s American culture offers many “Christs” who are not really Christ at all. Asserting solus Christus means that a Reformation Christian rejects positions in opposition to it as false (and therefore we condemn). I will mention just a few of these positions.

1.
Christ the psychotherapist. This is an extremely popular position in today’s evangelicalism. This “Christ” is preached as the one who can heal our inner psychological wounds. He can heal broken marriages, aid us in communication with our children, and deal with other dysfunctional situations.

2.
Christ our example. Often Christ is preached as a moral example whom we are to emulate. The idea lying behind this view is that our sin is little more than confusion and that we have within us the inner moral wherewithal to do whatever should be done, once we are taught it. The “gospel” of this particular “Christ” is pure law, though few pastors who preach “Christ is your model” seem to recognize this fact.

3.
Christ who gives health and wealth. Surprisingly common is the preaching of a “Christ” who always grants health or wealth to those whose faith in Him reaches the level

it should. Those who have watched the Pentecostal televangelists recognize this “Christ.”

4.
Christ the lover. This is popular in certain seminaries where faculties recommend (or even require) students to read the supposed profundities of the mystics. The idea here is not (as it should be) that the student is enabled to critique these writings as examples of man’s perennial attempts to use inner experience as the basis for his justification before God. Rather, the student is encouraged to see the possible application of such writings to the laity in his parish. But as Luther says, mystical experience is just one more counterfeit “ladder to heaven.” Such examples could easily he multiplied.

Excerpted from Christ Alone by Rod Rosenbladt, copyright © 1999. Used by permission of Crossway Books, a division of Good News Publishers, Wheaton, Illinois, 60187.

Dr. Rod Rosenbladt is a professor of Systematic Theology and Christian Apologetics at Concordia University—Irvine, CA.

He is also co-host of the radio show The White Horse Inn.

Things Christians Say (but shouldn’t)

How Christian Cliches

Show and Shape What

We Really Believe

Issues, Etc. Journal

Vol. 5 No. 3

by Rev. Todd Wilken

Apparently, Jesus would cut me off in traffic.

My blinker was on. Four lanes of bridge traffic were merging into one. Just as I nosed in, she accelerated beside me to close the space and denied me entrance. She must have been in a hurry.

After she cut me off, I saw it, Right there on her rear bumper, a Jesus fish. Inside the fish were the letters W-W-J-D. “What Would Jesus Do?” The irony.

I’ve also seen WWJD drivers speeding, running lights, road-raging and parking illegally in handicapped spaces. Jesus must have been hell on wheels.

Don’t get me wrong. I’ve disregarded the rules of the road too. I spent a Saturday in traffic school to prove it. But I didn’t blame it on Jesus. “What Would Jesus Do?” has done more harm than good, I suspect. It is but one of the many things Christians say, but shouldn’t.

Out of Abundance of the Heart,

Art Linkletter’s House Party was on radio, then television for 25 years. Art had a

segment called “Kids Say the Darndest Things” wherein children embarrassed their parents by answering Art’s innocent questions. The kids simply spoke their minds. Funny stuff. The segment could have just as well been called “Kids Believe the Darndest Things.”

What a Christian says tells you what a Christian really believes. Whether we mean to or not, we betray our real beliefs by what we say.

And it works both ways. Not only do our words show what we believe, they also shape what we believe.

For example, take the word “conversion.” Few Christians would question its use. Its Latin root, convertere, means “to turn, turn around, turn back.” So far, so good.

In Scripture, conversion goes hand in hand with repentance (Psalm 51:13; Isaiah 6:10; Acts 3:19; James 5:19). Repentance isn’t merely a change of habit, opinion, or attitude. Repentance isn’t improving the self. Repentance is the death of the self.

But lately conversion has taken on a new meaning having very little to do with repentance. This new meaning has, in turn, shaped what Christians believe about conversion. Today, people convert the kid’s room into a home gym. No surprise, many Christians today believe conversion is spiritual and moral remodeling; move out the old furniture, change the wallpaper, a touch of paint complete with the before and after testimony.

For good or for ill, words we use both show, and shape what we believe. When we start thinking of a new way to say something, we usually end up saying something new. When we say something new, we usually end up believing something new.

This problem isn’t new. In his epistle, James took his readers to task for something they were saying:

Come now, you who say, ‘Today or tomorrow we will go to such and such a city , spend a year there, buy and sell; and make a profit”; whereas you do not know what will happen tomorrow. For what is your life? It is even a vapor that appears for a little time and then vanishes away. Instead you ought to say, “If the Lord wills, we shall live and do this or that.”

What’s the big deal? “We will” versus “if the Lord wills.” It seems kind of nit- picky, doesn’t it? But James knows that what Christians say shows and shapes what Christians believe.

Jesus says, “Out of the abundance of the heart, the mouth speaks.” It’s true. Our vocabulary and verbiage paint a picture of what we believe. That picture isn’t always pretty.

The World in the Church

By Rev. Laurence White

Our Savior Lutheran Church, (LCMS) Houston, TX

(continued from July/August newsletter)

IV. No Place for the Truth - The Decline of Doctrine

The most pervasive indication of the intrusion of postmodern worldliness throughout the Church is the decline in the importance of doctrine. Every other individual manifestation of ecclesiastical worldliness is, in effect, merely a specification of this overall trend in a particular area of the Church’s life.

Scripture declares that the Church is to be “built on the foundation of the apostles and prophets with Christ Jesus Himself as the chief cornerstone.” (Ephesians 2:20) The proclamation and confession of that message from God has always been the hallmark of the Church’s mission. However, with postmodernism’s emphatic abandonment of the concept of objective truth that mission has been drastically transformed. David Wells offers this insightful assessment of the process and its implications for our understanding of what the Church is and what it is to be doing:

“In the modern period, for example, confession in the sense of a profession about the objective truth of God and His self-disclosure -in the space-time world has become most awkward... It is often equally embarrassing in the larger social context because of the way in which modernity has reshaped our sense of what is proper. As a result, confession has either lost weight or disappeared entirely in academic theology. And once confession is lost, reflection is cut loose to find new pastures. Once it has lost its discipline in the Word of God, it finds its subject matter anywhere along a line that runs from Eastern spirituality to radical politics to feminist ideology to environmental concerns…By a different route, the same thing has happened in the Church, the evangelical wing included. As the nostrums of the therapeutic age supplant confession, and preaching is psychologized, the meaning of Christian faith becomes privatized. At a single stroke confession is eviscerated, and reflection reduced mainly to thought about one’s self”

(Wells, p.101)

The consequences of this radical revision pertain not only to the nature of the Church and the role of Scripture in the Church but to our view of the Bible itself. Liberals in other churches, less inhibited by denominational conservatism than our own, make no bones about the fact that in the postmodern era any residual superstition about the Bible as the inspired - much less inerrant - Word of God will have to go. In her terrifying study Ungodly Rage - the Hidden Face of Catholic Feminism, Donna Steichen illustrates how this pattern has manifested itself in the Roman Church. At a 1987 gathering sponsored by ‘Women- Church Convergence” - a coalition of Catholic feminists, Sister Sandra Schneiders contended that Scripture need not be cast aside to accommodate radical feminism. However, she cautioned, a significant amount of readjustment as to our view of the identity of the Bible and methods of biblical interpretation would have to take place if the Bible is to be allowed to remain:

“Overwhelmingly patriarchal, androcentric, sexist and oppressive of women’ as it is, Scripture is still our ‘connection with our own religious tradition. Maybe we will finally have to give up,’ Schneiders said, but first feminists ought to engage not only scholars, but also ‘preachers and teachers and polemicists and translators and ecclesiastical politicians’ in ‘a concerted approach’ to ‘saving it’ with new interpretations. Modeling the process, she said that Scripture is not ‘literally’ the Word of God ‘because God does not literally speak. Speaking is something you do with your mouth, tongue and esophagus (sic -evidently the nun does not understand anatomy any better than she understands theology!), and God does not have those parts.’ For the same reason, she said, ‘if we say God is our Father, that is absurd,’ because 'God does not have sexual intercourse with a woman, causing the concept/on of child.' New rules will require feminist interpreters to assume that ‘Scripture is not the Word of God....is not a container of revelation’ and ‘to correct as we read...in the way one might say to a friend, ‘I know this is what you said, but I know this is not what you meant”
(Steichen, pp. 167-168)

The good sister went on to lament the problem of Jesus’ masculinity for modern women and scorn the notion that there could still be anyone left today who is so primitive as to consider Christ and Christian Gospel to be the only means of salvation.

Within our own circles there is a great deal more hesitancy to follow postmodern assumptions to their logical conclusions. The influence of those assumptions, however, is clearly evident. One of the cardinal principles of the Lutheran Reformation was “Sola Scriptura, “that is “Scripture Alone, “affirming our conviction that the biblical Word of God is the ultimate and only source of authority for the Church. Our founding president, Dr. C.F.W. Walther, proclaimed Missouri’s position on the nature and role of the Bible in these completely unambiguous words:

“The Bible, word for word, is the changeless Word of God in both Old and New Testaments from Genesis through the Revelation of St John. Therefore, these Holy Scriptures of the prophets and apostles are the only rule and norm of all faith; the only source of all saving knowledge; and the only judge of all Christian doctrine in conflict. The written revelation of the most high God, therefore, should not be interpreted by the blinded reason or the perverted head of man. It interprets itself. Nothing should be added to it or subtracted from it. No one should deviate, either to the left or to the right from its literal meaning. Instead, the words should be accepted as they read with simple, humble, child-like faith.”

(Walther, p. 1)

As Dr. Walther correctly points out, the confidence that there can be only one correct understanding ("the literal sense") of any given biblical text ("Sensus literalis unus est.") is an essential corollary of the conviction that the Word of God must be the only authority in the Church. These affirmations, of course, directly contradict the postmodern relativization of truth for every individual.

In effect, postmodernism declares "Ego sum sensus literalis!" (“1 am the correct understanding!’) In this way, the Bible becomes, to use Luther’s apt phrase, “a wax nose” which can - and must - be endlessly reshaped to suit the preferences and opinions of every individual. No matter how bizarre or contrary to the language and grammar of the text a particular interpretation may be, it must be valid because someone has proposed it. ‘That’s your interpretation” has become the stock phrase which liberates us from subservience to the text of the Bible to pursue our own inclinations and desires. In the midst of this relativistic mire, there is a growing hesitancy among us to unequivocally declare ‘Thus saith the Lord” on any controversial issue. Declarations of absolute truth are perceived as intolerant and judgmental in a worldly culture which views intolerance and judgementalism as the only remaining sins. Here the great God “I” reigns supreme. He is a most jealous God who will permit no rivals.

The same tendency can be seen on a synodical level in the trend to replace clear affirmation of absolute Bible truth with delicately crafted synodical statements and regulations, the most recent of which, in the ongoing development of an infallible “magisterium,” are binding upon every member of the Synod and may not be contradicted. Thus have the heirs of Luther inadvertently built their own Rome on the Mississippi. The devaluation of doctrine and doctrinal unity in Missouri is also evident-in the practice of adopting those doctrinal resolutions by simple majority vote, thereby tacitly acknowledging and condoning the existence of doctrinal diversity within the Synod.

Unfortunately, evidence of the declining priority of doctrine within the Synod is not isolated to any particular interest group or faction. Missouri’s confessional minority has found itself unable to formulate a compelling specification of the doctrinal differences which exist within the Synod. We are learning, to our chagrin, that it is considerably easier to forge political coalitions and carry on endless struggles for institutional control than it is to achieve genuine doctrinal consensus, even among ourselves. Missouri’s self-styled confessionals are riven by their own theological divisions on the doctrines of church and ministry, women in the church, and worship and liturgy, to cite only the most prominent examples.

At the same time, the nature of the Synod’s travail has mutated with the departure of our most outspoken liberals into the ELCA. Those liberals who remain, and their numbers are not insignificant, have learned to remain silent and bide their time. Culturally, everything is moving their way. All they have to do is be patient and wait. The tides of history will deliver hapless Missouri to their door. Meanwhile, their coalition partners in the center constantly affirm their personal belief in seven day creation, their opposition to the ordination of women, etc., while assuring us that nothing has changed and all is well. It is difficult to tell whether our centrists actually believe that, or just don’t care. In any case, the political strategy is most effective. The moderates have maintained that the conservative insurgency was really about politics and power, not doctrine, from the very beginning. The longer we keep trying to fight our battles in the courtroom and on the convention floor, the more compelling that argument becomes. We have come to look more like a pack of hyenas and jackals snarling over the bones of the corpse than pastors and theologians of genuine biblical integrity. My friends, the time has arrived for Missouri’s confessional remnant to put up or shut up. We must either articulate the false doctrine being tolerated and taught in the Synod or admit that there are no real doctrinal issues and this struggle has been about power and politics all along.

As our confidence in the authority and clarity of the Word is eroded by the worldly denial of all objective truth, the nature of preaching changes. The exposition of the text comes to be replaced by entertaining anecdotes and “real life, practical” application. Note the insinuation of the language that the text of the Bible itself does not pertain to real life and is therefore impractical! This realization would, no doubt, have come as quite a shock to the Psalmist who declared:

“Thy Word is a lamp unto my feet and a light unto my path.” (Psalm 119:105) The disappearance of expository preaching signals a crisis of confidence in the relevance of the Word of God. Again and again the question is posed - how can a book written thousands of years ago address the complexities of our modern lives. The obvious answer is twofold. First of all, this is no ordinary book. The Bible speaks across centuries and millennia because it is the Word of God. Secondly, you arrogant fools, your modern lives are no more complicated than those of any of your human predecessors. The trappings may change, but for all of the fallen descendants of father Adam the issues of life remain the same. Nonetheless, the trend toward non- biblical preaching continues. If there is a text at all, it is little more than a pretext for whatever the preacher wanted to say. Each individual assesses for themselves whether a particular sermon meets their needs or satisfies their desires.

The same pattern is readily evident in that which is nominally described as “Bible Study” in our churches.

The focus is constantly on "small group dynamics," interaction and discussion, and relevance. People whose level of Bible illiteracy is nothing less than amazing, come together to talk about ‘What God is doing in their lives”- that is, what they are deigning to allow God to do in their lives on their terms so that they are enabled to achieve their own goals and self- satisfaction. They pool their Bible ignorance, share their emotions, and sometimes go forth feeling better. It’s all about me, because the world is constantly telling us that “me” is the only thing left to believe in. There is little, if any difference between such “Bible Studies” and the secular self-help personal improvement programs which abound through our culture.

Conservative churches, evangelical and Lutheran alike, may continue to affirm their formal allegiance to the Bible as the inspired and inerrant Word of God but under the influence of secular culture the life of the Church and the lives of individual Christians have come to be based more and more, on, personal experience rather than Bible truth.

(to be continued)

The Finger of God

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

We are told that the Lord inscribed the Ten Commandments on the stone tablets with His own finger (Exodus 31:18), and that it is with the finger of God that our Lord cast out demons.  Even just the finger of God can do mighty things for us.

November 28

The Finger of God Pierces our Hearts

1st Commandment

December 5

The Finger of God Purses our Lips

2nd Commandment

December 12

The Finger of God Pricks our Ears

3rd Commandment

February 6

The Finger of God Packages Authority

4th Commandment

February 13

The Finger of God Protects Life

5th Commandment

February 20

The Finger of God Promotes Marriage

6th Commandment

February 27

The Finger of God Provides Property

7th Commandment

March
5

The Finger of God Preserves Reputations

8th Commandment

March 12

The Finger of God Portrays Hearts

9th & 10th Commandments

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

3rd ANNUAL TRINITY CRAFT FAIR

November 10

9:00 am – 2:00 pm

The application and informational letter will be posted on the website. So tell your friends where to find it www.trinityaustin.com or print it out for them to fill out. 

The volunteer sheets will go up in October but please mark your calendars now for helping out. Any and all help is appreciated especially with the youth group garage sale going on at the same time. There may be a few meeting just to go over any comments or suggestions I receive, but mostly we need bodies. Last year it worked out really fast to have the Thursday night class do some moving and taping… actually I think Caleb and Adam had it finished by the time class got out!!!! They are speed-demons.

 Please let Debbie know if you have any suggestions to make our third fair a success. Even if you have bad comments or suggestions please give them to Debbie. All the comments help to make the fair a better one next year.

This year we will have a silent auction most of the items will be donated from the vendors. If you would like to donate an item or a service to be in the auction please let Debbie Potter know 431-4458 (cell phone) leave a message. 

Just a reminder that all funds raised at the craft fair go into the stained glass fund to help with that expense. 
YOUTH GROUP GARAGE SALE

November 

9th & 10th
7:30 am-2:00 pm

The youth group is collecting items for a garage sale on the same days as the craft fair. We hope this will be a good idea to get the traffic from the craft fair at the garage sale and the folks from the garage sale at the craft fair. 

If you have items that you would like to donate please bring them on the next several Sundays and the kids will carry them to the old church. We will have to make arrangements if you have larger items that need to be picked up. The garage sale will be in the old church building. Volunteer sheets for this activity will be posted on the youth group board. If you need volunteer hours for school this is something several of our older kids have used in the past for credit. There will be plenty of opportunities to help. We’ll need to set up the church with some tables and organize the items for sale, to put price tags on everything, to do a little sweeping…more, more and more. 

The funds raised are for the kids who will be traveling to the Higher Things Convention in the summer of 2008…just a few months away. The confirmation ladies, their parents are welcome and whoever else is interested. The conventions are very interesting and uplifting. They always have good speakers. 

There are two locations for the conventions next summer and there is still discussion as to where we will be going. The choices are, Scranton, PA June 24-27, 2008 and. St. Louis, MO July 1-4, 2008

DEADLINE
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