
One can never tell if what he/she is feeling about things is what others are.  To me there is a sense of instability in our country, in our economy, in our foreign relations, and in our synod.  This is disquieting.  This is disconcerting.  However, there is not instability in our church, or in The Church – the Holy Christian Church for that matter.  The voters responded to my June/July newsletter article supportively.  After being read the CTCR’s executive director’s response to the congregation’s response to the CTCR’S Response to Dissent (There is no less complicated way to say this.),  they decided it was useless to continue to trade responses.  There is stability among us about what we believe.

However, this very stability leads necessarily to a change of the status quo.  The voters also, correctly saw, that if we are serious about our Statement of Confession we must ultimately change our Communion practice.  We can’t continue to commune people just because they are members of the LCMS because you can be a member of the LCMS and believe in open communion, praying with pagans, the order of creation only applies to the pastoral office, revivalistic worship, and that only synodical officials decide if a pastor is to be held accountable to the Word of God.
We (you and I) confess in the Apology to the Augsburg Confession, XII, 1, “The Sacrament is offered to those who wish to use it, after they have been examined and absolved.”  In Luther’s Large Catechism, 5, 1, we say, “For it is not our intention to let people come to the Sacrament and administer it to them if they do not know what they seek or why they come.”  In the Formula of Concord, SD, X, 31 we say this about fellowship, “So the churches will not condemn one another because of differences in ceremonies when, in Christian liberty, one has less or more of them.  This applies as long as they are otherwise agreed with one another in the doctrine and all its articles, and also the right use of the holy Sacraments.”

In light of our confession of faith, the voters decided that we cannot continue to administer the Lord’s Supper the way we have been.  Basically, all someone has to do is say, “I’m Missouri Synod,” and we commune them.  For people on our membership rolls, all they need do is show up once a year and they are communed.  The voters directed the Board of Elders and me to come up with a more faithful communion practice.  This we will do and bring it back to the voters.

The voters, the elders, and I all realize that this has ramifications for members who come infrequently, passing through town LCMS visitors, regular LCMS visitors, and LCMS family members.  This impacts us all.  However, we cannot choose to ignore this situation for the following reasons: 1) This is not new.  It was once standard practice in the early LCMS that one only communed at his home altar.  Or if one traveled, he got a Communion card from his home congregation to present to the congregation he wished to commune at.  (See the photocopy below.  This is an LCMS creation used up until the 1950s.)           2) There is no longer anything close to agreement in the “Gospel and all its articles” in the LCMS. (For those of you who use the internet.  Go online and search for LCMS web sites.  Those of you who cannot use the internet examine the bulletins you bring me from where you visit or read The Lutheran Witness.  See what is going on in other churches.  See whether I am overreacting or not.  See if I am not trying to protect something more precious here than my own conscience: your soul and our pure doctrine.) 3) many people are confirmed in the LCMS after no more than 6 hours of instruction.  4) I am charged to watch over your souls as one who will give an account (Hebrews 13:17 “Obey your leaders and submit to their authority. They keep watch over you as men who must give an account. Obey them so that their work will be a joy, not a burden, for that would be of no advantage to you.”). 

I am divinely, eternally, inexcusably held responsible for administering the Sacrament here.  If no faithful doctor would distribute potentially deadly medicine to someone just because that person believed he should have it or just because another doctor gave it to him, should I be less careful  with the Medicine of 
Immortality?  If no faithful, conscientious doctor would distribute potentially deadly medicine to a patient without first examining  him, should I be less careful with the Body and Blood of God?  You can only take
earthly medicine to your physical detriment; you can take the Medicine of Immortality 
(Communion) to your physical and  spiritual detriment. Read 
I Cor. 11:29-30 if you  think I exaggerate:  “For anyone who eats and  drinks without discerning the body eats and drinks judgment on himself. That is why many of you are weak and ill, and some have died.”

You should not expect that these changes will happen over night.  What I’m telling you is that change is on the way.  Not a change in doctrine, but a change in practice that reflects our doctrine that hasn’t changed.  Our practice must change because the doctrine of others has changed.  We have recognized this in our Statement of Confession.  We now need to recognize it in our Communion practice.  If we don’t commune a member of the LCMS, it will be for the same reason we don’t commune a member of the ELCA, the SBCA, the UMC, or the PCUSA: They don’t believe what we believe; we believe they are straying from the Word of God; we wish to call them back.  
No reasonable person thinks the faithful doctor or pharmacist who guards prescription medicine is legalistic or unloving.  He is doing it for the earthly good of others; our Communion practice is for the eternal good of others.

Flies on Jesus

Saul Bellow in his novel Herzog quotes what he says is an old song, “There are flies on me; there’s flies on you, but there ain’t no flies on Jesus.”  O yes, there were so much so did He become Man for us men and our salvation.  So much so did He take on our flesh and blood that He shared not only our sins but our infirmities even the ones “that have entered into our nature as the penalties of sin” (Chemnitz, The Two Natures in Christ, 49).  As flies land on us to drink our sweat, eat our sores, and lay their eggs in open wounds, so did the flies land on 
Jesus.
And that is a problem, a downright embarrassment for many in Christianity, even in Lutheranism, even in conservative Lutheranism.  Take 
the Rev. Dr. Herbert Hoefer, a 1967 graduate of our St. Louis seminary now serving at Concordia University, Portland Oregon.  In an article entitled “Muslim-Friendly Christian Worship,” he with an apparently straight face but bent theology advocates we not use wine for Holy Communion, not use Epistles in divine services, and change century old creeds to insure Muslims “feel comfortable in our Christian worship services.”  The whole piece was once at http://faculty.cuporland.edu /herbhoefer/MuslimFriendly.html, but I can’t find it now.

In the above Herb only advocates what contemporary worship has been doing for some time now: make unbelievers feel comfortable in Christian worship.  Herb, however, goes a step beyond and very far beneath.  He advocates Christian Worship sans Christ.  He thinks Muslims have this “misconception about Christian worship.”  “They think we worship a human being.”  He thinks we should address such a “misconception” as follows: “We are called to pray in Jesus’ Name, but are we called to use that name as our object of worship and prayer?  Even if prayers and worship might justifiably be addressed to the name of Jesus, I would urge that such a practice is unhelpful as Christian witness in a Muslim context” (Emphasis not to mention indignation added.).

Herb must have snoozed in his seminary classes on systematics, the Lutheran Confessions, and Luther’s theology.  In any event, he couldn’t have been paying attention when his pastor taught him the Explanation to the Second Article of the Apostles Creed.  “I believe that Jesus Christ true God begotten of the Father from all eternity and also true man born of the Virgin Mary is my Lord.”  Sorry you didn’t get the memo Herb; Christians do worship a human being. Thomas with a finger in a nail hole and a hand in Jesus’ side said to this Man, “My Lord and My God.”  Thankfully, there were no Muslims present or he might have said, “Hey, it’s you.”

As a friend in the ministry liked to say, “You can’t swing a dead cat” in the writings of Luther and fail to hit this point.  In his 1527 work “That These Word of Christ, ‘This is My Body,’ etc., Still Stand Firm against the Fanatics” we read this, “Apart from Christ there is no God” (AE, 37, 56).  “Apart from Christ there is simply no God or Godhead at all” (Ibid., 61).  In his 1528 work “Confession Concerning Christ’s Supper,” we read, “Apart from this Man there is no God” (Ibid., 218.).  For Muslims, and apparently for Herb too, there is.

If Luther’s theology isn’t good enough for Herb, how about our Lutheran Confessions?  (You know the ones Herb took a solemn vow to preach, teach and presumably write in accordance with.)  The Formula of Concord, Solid Declaration, VIII, 16 quotes Theodore the Presbyter approvingly when he condemns Manes as follows: “He wickedly taught that the Lord Christ was nothing other than a mere man in whom God the Word dwelt, just as in every prophet.”

If Herb gags on his vow to regard the Lutheran Confessions as a true exposition of the doctrines of the Word of God, perhaps he will believe the Bible.  Saint Paul says, “All the fullness of the Godhead dwells in Him (Jesus) bodily” (Colossians 2:9).  Oops! That’s an Epistle writer, drat!  Okay, maybe He will believe Jesus even though He is suspect because of the whole human nature thing.  He says, “All may honor the Son [that would be the One incarnate in our flesh and blood], just as they honor the Father.  Whoever does not honor the Son does not honor the Father who sent Him” (John 5:23).  And, “For as the Father has life in Himself, so He has granted the Son also to have life in Himself” (John 5:26). 

We eat His Body and drink His Blood because it is life-giving, and I don’t know about Herb, but I do so worshipping and adoring that Body and Blood even though it appears to be nothing but bread and wine.  And yes, much to the horror of those who believe it’s the Body and Blood of Jesus only once it passes their lips, flies can be on the Body and Blood of Jesus on my altar.

I digress, but not really.  All this is interrelated.  What you do or do not confess about the inscripturated Word, the incarnate Word, or the “inbreaded” Word will be the same.  Each of these miracles: Bible, Incarnation, and Sacrament can be and are attacked from their human side, and yet their human side is the only ladder (I am paraphrasing Luther.) that the God who dwells in light unapproachable and is a consuming fire has ever let down from heaven for us to safely climb up on. 

Herb thinks we should saw the ladder off.  Too many blasted flies buzzing around it.  Muslims hate flies.  No, they hate a Man who is God.  Christians worship Him.  If we just tone down that, we will be able to get along with them.  Of course we won’t be Christians for long and the flies will still land on our sweaty, decaying, dead bodies but devoid of a Divine Savior who had flies on Him we will be left to the mercy of the flies.

New Constitution and Bylaws and the Old Voters 

Assembly
For several years, various people have been working on a new constitution and bylaws for our congregation.  The last time they were changed was 1979.  The time before that was 1959, so we have been operating under the present one for about 30 years.  However, we haven’t really.  That is the reason for the change.

To change the Bylaws, all that is necessary is to propose the change in one voters meeting and vote it on the next.  To change the Constituition, it is more difficult, as it should be.  This has to be read to the congregation assembled for worship on two different Sundays.  This will take place before the September 9 voters assembly at which the new Constitution and Bylaws will be voted on.  They then have to be sent to the Texas District Committee on Constitutions for approval before they can go into effect.
I urge you to study these documents.  You may give feedback to any of our leaders or the members of the committee who developed the documents.  Jud Harris, Ben Trollinger, Bill Inman, Thomas Copeland, or Doug Matthys. 

I was also on the committee.  I was in fact the chair.  You may speak to me, but I wish you would choose one of the others.  This leads me to an inherent problem in our congregation.  People who are concerned about congregational or synodical issues but won’t or don’t come to Voters Meetings.  The proper venue for such concerns is the Voters Assembly.  This is the business and theological meeting of our congregation.  
What happens in practice is people vent their concerns about an issue with me.  They feel better; I feel worse.  I can’t go to a meeting and say, “So and so is bothered by this.”  That would be against the 8th Commandment.  Or people don’t come to the Voters Meeting, and ask me what happened?  This leads to me explaining numerous times what did or didn’t go on.  The Voters Notes that I place after every Voters Assembly is my report of what went on. If you want to know more, you should contact the Executive Director, Bart Goddard, or better yet come to the meeting.  They are opened to all members.

UK Researchers Announce First Cloned Human/Animal 

Hybrid Embryos
Supported with argument that they are just "clumps of cells" that will be killed before 14 days

By Hilary White

NEWCASTLE, UK, April 2, 2008 (LifeSiteNews.com) - The research team at Newcastle University that had previously asked permission to create cloned human/cow embryos, has announced that it has already succeeded in creating the hybrids. The Times newspaper reported today that the research has gone ahead and generated "admixed embryos" that share human and animal DNA and lived for three days in the lab. The largest grew to 32 cells. The researchers said that their goal is to create patient-specific genetically matched embryonic stem cells.

In January this year the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority issued two licenses to allow the creation of human/animal hybrid embryos. 

While the debate continues over the impending Human Fertilisation and Embryology bill that proposes to enshrine in law all the practises allowed in the last decade by the HFEA, many have decried the government's "one way ratchet effect" on embryo research that allows an increasingly permissive milieu to continue. 

The embryos created are being called "cytoplasmic hybrids" in which a nucleus from a somatic (body) cell from a human being is inserted into the de-nucleated ovum of an animal. The media has repeated the assertion that the resulting "cybrids" are "99.9 per cent human". 

The hope is to create cybrids from patients and allow them to grow to the blastocyst stage, about six days, from which embryonic stem cells may be extracted and cultivated. This would create embryonic stem cells that were partially genetically matched to the patient's genetic makeup.

The Times reminds readers that current and impending "clone and kill" legislation prohibits the researchers from allowing the embryos to live past 14 days, a date established as significant by bioethicists but unconfirmed by human embryologists, and that no cloned embryo may be implanted and allowed to come to term. This prohibition, however, has been roundly denounced as a red herring by pro-life advocates as a means of appeasing public opinion. The practise of so-called "reproductive cloning" is not being pursued by researchers more interested in stem cell science and the manipulation of the human genome.

Professor John Burn, a member of the Newcastle team, maintained that the process was ethical because it is "licensed work which has been carefully evaluated". He told the BBC, "It's a laboratory process and these embryos would never be implanted into anyone."

In language lifted directly from the abortion lobby's manual, Professor Burn said, "We are dealing with a clump of cells which would never go on to develop."

Read related LifeSiteNews.com coverage:

English Scientists Ask Permission to Create Human/Cow Clones http://www.lifesitenews.com /ldn/2006/nov/06110707.html 

Bill to Ban 

Human-Animal 

Hybrid Creation 

Introduced in 

Congress
By John-Henry Westen

WASHINGTON, DC, April 25, 2008 (LifeSiteNews.com) - Yesterday, Rep. Chris Smith introduced the Human-Animal Hybrid Prohibition Act, H.R. 5910, to ban the creation of part-human, part-animal hybrid beings. The legislation is timely as researchers are already tinkering with human-animal hybrid technologies. British scientists are actively perfecting the hybrid technique. On April 1, 2008 the BBC reported that, "Scientists at Newcastle University have created part-human, part-animal hybrid embryos for the first time in the UK."

The Act places a ban on the creation, transfer, or transportation of a human-animal hybrid. Human-animal hybrids are defined as: 

1) A human embryo into which animal cells are introduced, making its humanity uncertain. 
2a) An embryo created by fertilizing a human egg with non-human sperm. 
2b) An embryo created by fertilizing a non-human egg with human sperm. 
3a) An embryo created by introducing a non-human nucleus into a human egg. 
3b) An embryo created by introducing a human nucleus into a non-human egg. 
4) An embryo containing mixed sets of chromosomes from both a human and animal. 
5) An animal with human reproductive organs.
6) An animal with a whole or predominantly human brain.

The matter is not only of interest to pro-life advocates.  Environmental activists and those concerned for public health also have reasons to seek a ban on such experimentation.  

From a public health standpoint, a backgrounder on the legislation points out that "The world has recently experienced an increase in infections emerging from animal populations that threaten human health. Human-animal hybrids present an optimal opportunity for genetic transfer that could increase the risk for transmission of both human and animal diseases, such as Bird Flu and SARS."

Environmental advocates have also pointed out that genetically modified hybrids could have a devastating effect on the natural environments of native animal populations. The introduction of human genetics could lead to hybrids with superior abilities who could "out-compete" the native populations, causing unforeseen problems to the ecosystem.

SPEAKING OF HOMOSEXUALITY:

A CHRISTIAN 
RESPONSE TO THE 
ARGUMENTS

OF THE GAY RIGHTS MOVEMENT

By Joe Dallas
(continued from June/July newsletter)
Why this article?  Why not an article on living together, premarital sex, misusing the name of the Lord?  Is homosexuality the worst sin or the only one worth a special article?  No, but as the title to a June 19, 2008 editorial in the Austin American Statesman it is one sin that has big ramifications for the church.  The editorial by Marc D. Stern, the general counsel of the American Jewish Congress, was titled: “Will gay rights trample our religious freedom?”  He says, “Religious rights are likely to be obliterated by an emerging popular majority supporting same-sex relationships.”  What I have noticed in recent years is my own members in private expressing their support of such relationships.  “O, they’re not right or Biblical, but the government is free to do it.”  First, the government can do that, but it wouldn’t be in the interest of society.  Second, the gay rights movement is not really interested in marriage but in gaining acceptability for their sin.  In countries where gay marriage has been legal for years,   Less than 10% of gays marry.  Third, as Stern points our religious liberty is threatened.  He says, “Catholic Charities in Boston and San Francisco ended adoption services altogether rather than be compelled by anti-discrimination laws to place children with same-sex couples.”  “A Lutheran school in Riverside County, Calif., was sued in 2005 under California’s’ Unruh Act (which forbids discrimination by businesses) for expelling two students who allegedly were having a lesbian relationship, in contravention of the religious views of the school.  The case was thrown out in January, but the students have appealed.”  “Public school officials in Poway, Calif., have successfully barred students from wearing T-shirts that register opposition to homosexuality on campus.”  What once was considered abnormal by the very liberal American Psychiatric Association, what then became an “alternative lifestyle,” is fast becoming a favored, protected, ideal one.  Lord have mercy. 

This article first appeared in the Christian Research Jounal, volume 29, number 6 (2006) and can be read online at Christian Research Journal: http://www.equip.org/site/c.muI1LaMNJrE/b.2548589/ 
For  further information or to subscribe to the Christian Research Journal go to: http//www.equip.org or write PO Box 8500, Charlotte, NC 28271-8500, (704)887-8200
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