
Ornery, but with Good 
Reason

To the Faithful Saints at Trinity:  In a few words let me try to explain why this ordinary pastor has been so ornery lately.  I think I have an extraordinary reason for being so.

   My mother called me an “ornery old cuss” even when I was only a teen.  Still a teen but in the Army, a commanding officer called me something along those lines but with a little more color to it.  I didn’t have reason for being ornery then.  I do now, at least as good a reason as Paul, the saint, had.  But first a word about ornery.

   Did you know that ornery is a corruption of the word “ordinary?”  I didn’t.  It seems to go back to Indians and horses.  A cayuse or more commonly “ornery cayuse” is a mean and crusty person.  That goes back to the Cayuse Indians of northeastern Oregon.  These people bred an especially tough and unruly horse that was named after their tribe.  It seems 19th century Americans seeing that especially unruly horse for the first time would ask about it.  The 19th century American probably enunciated about as cleanly as a 21st century East Texan.  He would reply, “Why that’s nothing but an ordinary cayuse,” but he was heard to say “ornery cayuse” (A Browser’s Dictionary, 64).  I’m not totally sold that “ordinary” was corrupted to “ornery” in just this way, but I do know that the latter is a corruption of the former, and that this ordinary parish pastor has been ornery.

   Really what I’m ornery about is nothing new.  Not new here or anywhere else I’ve been a pastor.  This ordinary pastor is ornery because of the pitiful hearing the Divine Word gets in Bible classes.  My orneriness has increased somewhat here because I’ve been much more upfront, in your face, or whatever kids nowadays call forward, about it.  Each adult class ends with an invitation and the expressed expectation that confirmation class leads directly to Bible class.  At Trinity, I’ve even pointedly invited individuals outside the class.  The same thing has happened that does when you invite your “members” to come to Divine Service.  They do for awhile, but quickly fall away.

   Another reason I’m ornery about this is that I’m haunted.  I’m haunted by the words of probably my least favorite professor in seminary.  He said, “When it comes to Bible class, people vote with their feet.”  Well, if that’s true, and in some sense it is, I’ve lost, and nothing will change unless I do.  That professor said that we had to give people what they wanted or they would not come to Bible class.  The thing is you’ve made me vow to give you what you need.  You’ve bound me to preach and teach the full counsel of God’s Word not headlines, not social studies, not child rearing, not marriage and family guidance.

   While making me vow to preach all of God’s words you vowed to hear all of it from me.  On the Last Day, I will only be held accountable for what I have said and not said.  You will each be held accountable for what you heard and didn’t hear.  In the meantime, this ordinary, ornery pastor will continue to put out the Feed because it is extraordinary.  It isn’t my word that I’m teaching, but the very Word of God.  It’s not human but divine.  The angels themselves are stooped over, leaning out of heaven, longing to hear the things you could be hearing each week.  And some of you do hear.  Some of you do take advantage of the extraordinary privilege and wonder of hearing God’s Words in this time and place.  And you are what keep me going these days.

   As for the rest of you, I worry about you the same way Paul, the saint, worried about the churches in Galatia, Corinth, and Colossus.  I, like my namesake, write to you just like he did to them.  I tell you just like that Paul did them: some of you by this time should be eating the meat and potatoes of God’s Word, but you are content with milk.  To others I say, don’t make the mistake of thinking as long as you have knowledge you have faith.  That’s not true: faith comes by hearing the Word of God.

   To all of you I say that I look upon you as a mother who keeps putting healthy food before her family.  She gets very concerned when she sees plates not cleaned, food not touched, family members content to stay away from the table.  What is she to do?  Feed them the candy, the doughnuts, the chips she knows they will gobble up but are empty calories for their bodies?  No, she can’t do that.  She won’t do that.  So after each meal she clears away the uneaten food, the untouched food, the “boring” food, and she worries about those not eating.  And that will make an ordinary mom ornery even if she isn’t an extraordinary cook.  How much more so the ordinary pastor who isn’t an extraordinary cook but has extraordinary food to serve?

Your ornery cayuse,

The Necessity of Refuting the Gainsayer

Posted 8-02-2010 by Rev. Paul R. Harris

    Though I’ve always been suspicious of this analogy, I’ve used it. Bank tellers aren’t taught to recognize counterfeit money by handling hundreds of examples of funny money but by handling true money. Therefore, we shouldn’t spend a lot of time going over the errors of other Christians. We should focus on the truth.

      I’ve noted that you can focus on the truth all day long and most people will let you, but the moment you start saying, “This teaching is wrong, false, incorrect, or even misleading,” people are offended. Yet Paul plainly tells Pastor Titus that a pastor should be on “Holding fast the faithful word as he hath been taught, that he may be able by sound doctrine both to exhort and to convince the gainsayers” (Titus 1:9).

     As I suspected, focusing on teaching the truth rather than refuting the error is thoroughly modern. According to the 1939 work Christianity and Classical Culture, early Christians believed that “the best approach to truth is through a study of error” (vii). This is how the Lutheran Formula of Concord does theology. It not only states the thesis but the antithesis. It not only says what the truth to believe is but rejects and condemns the error.

      The modern approach doesn’t. It states the truth, and eventually its watered down to be the truth “as you see it, understand it, believe it, or interpret it.” This then leads to understanding truth as somewhere between your thesis and someone else’s antithesis. Truth is a synthesis.

      I honestly don’t know if the banking industry does train tellers by exposing them only to true money, but even if they do, still the teller must say at sometime, “This is not true money.”  And if he will not, he cannot be a teller.  Or if he should somehow become one, he won’t be much of one.  Likewise, the pastor who isn’t able to say or will not say, “This teaching is false.”  He may be a nice guy, a gifted guy, a “loving” guy, but he’s not a shepherd.  Shepherds must be able and willing to identify the wolf even if it is all dressed up as a sheep.  True sheep want such a shepherd.  True sheep don’t say, “You’re being negative, unkind, or unchristian.”  True sheep say, “God bless you for refuting the gainsayer if not for his sake then mine.”
Laity Letter
    [One of the sons of Trinity in the ministry sent me this open letter he received from a man he instructed and confirmed over a three year period. I have left the letter just as this faithful layman wrote it…] 

I am writing this as support to the Pastors and church leaders at the ACELC conference and beyond. From what I understand of the ACELC, this is something that has long been needed, but unfortunately has been given a great deal of resistance. And from what I have personally observed, much of this resistance has come from the very laity of which it was trying to protect! I even sat in on one voters meeting where the Pastor who was trying to promote the ACELC was publicly slandered by some of the laity who accused him of an improper use of his office as head Pastor in order to promote his own "sinister" agenda! I can only imagine how discouraging this must have been for that Pastor, as his primary concern, with respect to the ACELC, was actually to protect the very laity who were attacking him! As a former evangelical who had been spiritually abused for years by charismatic and seeker friendly movements, I was shocked to witness such a thing! 
   Let me just give you all an example to illustrate my point, and please know that this example is not just some isolated personal occurrence. This really is typical of what a major percentage of people are exposed to in the American church today. This has to do with isogeting or "mining" the scripture primarily for moral or self-help imperatives. (And don't get me wrong on this, as there certainly are moral and self-help imperatives contained in our holy scriptures. And these should most certainly be taught! But even as a layperson who has a somewhat limited education with regard to the scriptures, I can clearly see that this is not the primary thrust of the text. The overwhelming majority of scripture, in my opinion, is historical narrative, prophesy and indicatives which tell me who our God truly is, who I am in relation to Him, and His plan to restore that broken relationship between Him and myself.) And when Bible passages are "mined" for this narcissistic purpose, it is always the true gospel that is corrupted! And what an adherence to strict doctrine does is to protect this thing that we call the Gospel from that corruption! And for laypeople to say that they don't care much about a proper adherence to doctrine is akin to the sheep saying that they don't really care if their shepherd is armed to protect them from the wolves! As laypeople, it is not actually required that we ourselves be doctrinal experts, but we had d*!@ well better insist that our shepherds are! And not just passive experts, but brave men who are willing to stand up for orthodox doctrine even when it is out of season! For our own sake! Wake up laypeople! Support your Pastor's efforts toward doctrinal purity!
   Within the charismatic and seeker friendly churches that I had been associated with(3 of them over a number of years), isogesis of scripture was not just the exception, it was the rule. One of the big ones from my experience was in the use of Jer 29:11-13. This passage was basically communicated to me as "God has a great plan for my life" and in order for that plan to be actualized, all I had to do was to "seek him with all my heart". On the surface, it does seem to say just that in that passage. And as an extremely ignorant Bible student, I was willing to accept that kind of biblical interpretation. (And I say ignorant unashamedly, as we all are ignorant of everything until we properly learn it) I mean it really appealed to me and made sense to me. It made me feel sooooo... special to think that I was so important to God that He had layed out some sort of specific plan for my life. This was taught in such a way that it could possibly include a future wife and children, a great job, a wonderful social life and perhaps even some material wealth. And even the condition that I had to seek Him with all my heart seemed reasonable. The way it was explained to me was that God really wanted to bless me with my own specific plan, but it was up to me to put myself into a blessable position. I mean just how could I expect God to bless me if I wasn't willing to prove to Him that I loved Him with all my heart? That just makes sense, right?
   So then, what these churches would do for me(to me) was to show me exactly how I could prove to God that I was indeed a blessable person. This included tithing, quiet time, witnessing, community outreach, observing the blue laws and Bible study(as long as I didn't come to any of my own conclusions about what some particular passages meant). And other passages were isogeted in the same manner, such as Malachi 3 and tithing to their church. I can't tell you how much time, energy and money I gave to these churches over the years in this self-righteous pursuit!
   And that is exactly what all of this amounted to, a self righteous pursuit! This type of scripture isogesis almost always had everyone constantly comparing themselves to one another, and especially to those "in the world", to see if we were making progress in our "blessable sanctification". The result of this for some, who seemed to measure up ahead of the pack, was an attitude of self-righteousness. But the end result of all of this for me (as well as many others that I know) turned out to be just the opposite. I became very disillusioned with the church, and even God, because in spite of all my efforts to show God that I was indeed blessable, I continued to have all the same problems as everyone else did, even those people out there "in the world"! And when I began to learn more about the scriptures and ask hard questions about how these passages were perhaps being misinterpreted and misused, I would be pretty much dismissed or even condemned by the very shepherds who were sworn to protect me! 
   I mean just think about the Malachi 3 passage being used to say that I should give 10% of my earnings to a particular church in order to receive a blessing from God. I came to see that there was a word for this particular type of isogesis. It's called extortion! Spiritual extortion! That is really what it boils down to. Either I give them 10% of my income or God will somehow find out and withhold His blessing from me! And the often used isogesis of Jer 29:11-13 was the same. Either I would work to show that I was seeking God with all my heart, almost always using their idea of how to gauge that progress, or God would withhold this wonderful plan that He had for me! Spiritual extortion!
   And just for the layperson that might think that my examples here are the exception, just consider what the "purpose driven movement", the largest movement in American Christianity, is all about. Rick Warren himself, the largest selling "christian" book author in history(purpose driven series is second only to the Bible itself), repeatedly says that in order for God to bless you, you have to make yourself blessable! And if you would look at the scriptures he quotes in his books and sermons, you would see that what he does is to isogete historical biblical narrative, prophesy or indicatives (which is almost always about or pointing to Christ, or an indicative to point out our total helplessness), and turn it into moral or self help imperatives in order to make it all about me!
    Rick Warren is important to my final thought here as to how this is creeping into the LCMS church, so just let me give you an update on Warren's latest heresy. And yes I would classify this as heresy. Warren has now made a major push for his latest "christian" movement. It's called the Daniel Diet! Rick Warren takes the passage of Daniel and his 3 friends, in Daniel  1, which is a wonderful historical narrative that has absolutely nothing to do with me, and turns us away from God and Christ with it. He insists that we should use this passage to motivate us to lose weight and keep our bodies fit so that we will be blessable to God! I am not exaggerating or taking him out of context here, he actually says this. I suppose I should take some solace in the fact that at least with this fad, he does give me more than 40 days to pull it off(or should I say 10 days), as he says that it will be his focus for the entire year of 2011! My heart really goes out to the thousands of people who will refuse to accept this teaching and turn away from the church altogether. Or accept it and fail in this year long imperative and turn away from the church as a result! And equally as troubling will be the thousands who will be able to seem to pull it off, and remain in the church only to perhaps be judged in the end as unrepentantly self-righteous! What a tragedy!
   Okay, so what does all of this have to do with the LCMS? Well, my wife and I visited many[LCMS churches] within the KC area over the last few years and what we found was very similar to what we had ran from in the American church as a whole. And that was the willingness of Pastors and their congregations to take historical biblical narratives, prophesies and indicatives, and make moral or self-help imperatives out of them! I remember clearly just a few months ago at one of the larger LCMS churches in Johnson county, where the Pastor's entire sunday school class was centred around the illustration of God being like a handpump in that we first must show our "blessability" to Him by priming it in order to get anything out of it! 
   And just to show the further rot within the LCMS, go to Jefferson Hills LCMS's website and see the backseat that they give to a mention of the sacraments as a means of grace, while proudly quoting Rick Warren and his 40 days of whatever, right up front! And they also use a mention of Malachi 3 as being a passage that is connected to a specific blessing for all who give them 10% of their income! And up until just a short time ago, as they have recently removed this from the "tithing" portion of their website, they proudly proclaimed that requiring their members to give them 10% of their income was part of their mission statement, and that if you were not willing to get on board with their mission then they were not the church for you! I would like to think that they amended that because they saw the error in it, but I suspect that they just came to realize that being that blatently upfront just did not appear profitable as a marketing strategy. But wait, there's more! Jefferson Hills LCMS church is just not your ordinary LCMS church, it is indeed an Ablaze funded LCMS church! So open your eyes, laypeople, there are serious doctronal problems creeping into the LCMS! And we all should demand to be protected from this!
   Since being exposed to the LCMS, my wife and I have noticed a great deal of complacency on the part of many lifelong Lutherans. We have seen what appears to be many who just take for granted all the treasures that the LCMS has to offer. Like the role that the historic liturgy plays in helping to preserve our orthodox understanding of God's Holy scriptures. Or the way the Holy Sacraments are revered and used as His means of grace, and given an emphasis and place at the focal point of our services. And even the way that our services are not all about me, but about Christ, for me! The LCMS has spoiled us, we no longer come to church to perform, we come to receive His properly exegeted Word and sacraments! And if you lifelong Lutherans treasure all of this as much as I do, you had better support your Pastors efforts toward doctronal purity or your beloved church will be absorbed into the purpose driven, Daniel dieting abyss where it is currently headed! Mark my words on this as someone who escaped from that and as someone who refuses to return to it! 
   And let me just close with this one thought. Our Heavenly Father gave us the scripture in the form of historical narrative for a reason. So that we would hear and understand it as a historical narrative! He gave us scripture in the form of prophecy for a reason. So that we would hear and understand it as prophecy! And He gave us scripture in the form of indicatives for a reason. So that we would hear and understand them as indicatives! But when we take God's Word (historical narrative, prophecy and indicatives), which almost always points to Christ, and turn it into moral and self help imperatives which always point back to ourselves, isn't that identical to the heresy concerning God's words pointed out in Gen 3:1.   Did God really say???????   
   Gentlemen, please protect me from this sort of thing, 
Sincerely, 

Kenneth Mike Hillyer 
(Your formerly disgruntled evangelical brother in Christ)
Claiming a Church Pew


“Cowboy Joe was telling his fellow cowboys back on the ranch about his first visit to a big-city church. “When I got there, they had me park my old truck in the corral,” Joe began. “You mean the parking lot,” interrupted Charlie, a more worldly fellow.


“I walked up the trail to the door,” Joe continued. “The sidewalk to the door,” Charlie corrected him.


“Inside the door, I was met by this dude,” Joe went on.


“That would be the usher,” Charlie explained.


“Well, the usher led me down the chute,” Joe said. “You mean the aisle,” Charlie said.


“Then, he led me to a stall and told me to sit there,” Joe continued. “Pew,” Charlie retorted.


“Yeah,” recalled Joe. “That’s what that pretty lady said when I sat down beside her.”

Taken from Real Life and Funny Stories

2012: Beginning of the End or Why the World Won't End?

From NASA  11.06.09

      Remember the Y2K scare? It came and went without much of a whimper because of adequate planning and analysis of the situation. Impressive movie special effects aside, Dec. 21, 2012, won't be the end of the world as we know. It will, however, be another winter solstice. 
      Much like Y2K, 2012 has been analyzed and the science of the end of the Earth thoroughly studied. Contrary to some of the common beliefs out there, the science behind the end of the world quickly unravels when pinned down to the 2012 timeline. Below, NASA Scientists answer several questions that we're frequently asked regarding 2012.
      Question (Q): Are there any threats to the Earth in 2012? Many Internet websites say the world will end in December 2012.
      Answer (A): Nothing bad will happen to the Earth in 2012. Our planet has been getting along just fine for more than 4 billion years, and credible scientists worldwide know of no threat associated with 2012. 
      Q: What is the origin of the prediction that the world will end in 2012?
      A: The story started with claims that Nibiru, a supposed planet discovered by the Sumerians, is headed toward Earth. This catastrophe was initially predicted for May 2003, but when nothing happened the doomsday date was moved forward to December 2012. Then these two fables were linked to the end of one of the cycles in the ancient Mayan calendar at the winter solstice in 2012 -- hence the predicted doomsday date of December 21, 2012.
      Q: Does the Mayan calendar end in December 2012?
      A: Just as the calendar you have on your kitchen wall does not cease to exist after December 31, the Mayan calendar does not cease to exist on December 21, 2012. This date is the end of the Mayan long-count period but then -- just as your calendar begins again on January 1 -- another long-count period begins for the Mayan calendar.
      Q: Could a phenomena occur where planets align in a way that impacts Earth?
      A: There are no planetary alignments in the next few decades, Earth will not cross the galactic plane in 2012, and even if these alignments were to occur, their effects on the Earth would be negligible. Each December the Earth and sun align with the approximate center of the Milky Way Galaxy but that is an annual event of no consequence. 
      "There apparently is a great deal of interest in celestial bodies, and their locations and trajectories at the end of the calendar year 2012. Now, I for one love a good book or movie as much as the next guy. But the stuff flying around through cyberspace, TV and the movies is not based on science. There is even a fake NASA news release out there..."
- Don Yeomans, NASA senior research scientist
      Q: Is there a planet or brown dwarf called Nibiru or Planet X or Eris that is approaching the Earth and threatening our planet with widespread destruction?
      A: Nibiru and other stories about wayward planets are an Internet hoax. There is no factual basis for these claims. If Nibiru or Planet X were real and headed for an encounter with the Earth in 2012, astronomers would have been tracking it for at least the past decade, and it would be visible by now to the naked eye. Obviously, it does not exist. Eris is real, but it is a dwarf planet similar to Pluto that will remain in the outer solar system; the closest it can come to Earth is about 4 billion miles. 
      Q: What is the polar shift theory? Is it true that the earth’s crust does a 180-degree rotation around the core in a matter of days if not hours? 
      A: A reversal in the rotation of Earth is impossible. There are slow movements of the continents (for example Antarctica was near the equator hundreds of millions of years ago), but that is irrelevant to claims of reversal of the rotational poles. However, many of the disaster websites pull a bait-and-shift to fool people. They claim a relationship between the rotation and the magnetic polarity of Earth, which does change irregularly, with a magnetic reversal taking place every 400,000 years on average. As far as we know, such a magnetic reversal doesn’t cause any harm to life on Earth. A magnetic reversal is very unlikely to happen in the next few millennia, anyway. 
      Earth, as seen in the Blue Marble: Next Generation collection of images, showing the color of the planet's surface in high resolution. This image shows South America from September 2004.
      Q: Is the Earth in danger of being hit by a meteor in 2012?
      A: The Earth has always been subject to impacts by comets and asteroids, although big hits are very rare. The last big impact was 65 million years ago, and that led to the extinction of the dinosaurs. Today NASA astronomers are carrying out a survey called the Spaceguard Survey to find any large near-Earth asteroids long before they hit. We have already determined that there are no threatening asteroids as large as the one that killed the dinosaurs. All this work is done openly with the discoveries posted every day on the NASA NEO Program Office website, so you can see for yourself that nothing is predicted to hit in 2012.
      Q: How do NASA scientists feel about claims of pending doomsday?
      A: For any claims of disaster or dramatic changes in 2012, where is the science? Where is the evidence? There is none, and for all the fictional assertions, whether they are made in books, movies, documentaries or over the Internet, we cannot change that simple fact. There is no credible evidence for any of the assertions made in support of unusual events taking place in December 2012. 
      Q: Is there a danger from giant solar storms predicted for 2012?
      A: Solar activity has a regular cycle, with peaks approximately every 11 years. Near these activity peaks, solar flares can cause some interruption of satellite communications, although engineers are learning how to build electronics that are protected against most solar storms. But there is no special risk associated with 2012. The next solar maximum will occur in the 2012-2014 time frame and is predicted to be an average solar cycle, no different than previous cycles throughout history.

http://www.nasa.gov/topics/earth/features/2012.html
The “Certainity” of 

Evolution

    Some tourists in the Chicago Museum of Natural History are marveling at the dinosaur bones. One of them asks the guard, "Can you tell me how old the dinosaur bones are?"
    The guard replies, "They are 3 million, four years, and sixmonths old."
   "That's an awfully exact number," says the tourist.  "How do you know their age so precisely?"
  The guard answers, "Well, the dinosaur bones were three million years old when I started working here, and that was four and a half years ago."
The Service of Women in 

Congregational Offices, 

1969 to 2007

Ken Schurb

(Reprinted from the Fall 2009 Concordia Historical Institute, Vol. 82, No. 3, pg. 147-149, used with permission).

Rev. Schurb is pastor of Zion Lutheran Church in Moberly, Missouri. In this article, using convention proceedings, reports of the Commission on Theology and Church Relations, and other documents, he traces developments and changes in the position of the Lutheran Church–Missouri Synod regarding the service of women in the church.


In the fall of 2005 I was invited to speak to an LCMS regional pastoral conference on “Women in the Church.” During the question and answer period, I conducted an impromptu poll. I asked: “If I had been at the registration table writing down your responses when you arrived at this conference, how many of you would have told me that our Synod’s theological position on women in the church changed in 2004?” Of the 60 or 70 pastors seated before me, only six or seven raised their hands.


At its convention in 2004 The Lutheran Church–Missouri Synod adopted Resolution 3-08A, “To Affirm the Conclusions of the 1994 CTCR Report: The Service of Women in Congregational and Synodical Offices.” These conclusions are (1) “that women on the basis of the clear teaching of Scripture may not serve in the office of pastor nor exercise any of its distinctive functions, and (2) that women may serve in humanly established offices in the church as long as the functions of those offices do not make them eligible to carry out ‘official functions [that] would involve public accountability for the function of the pastoral office.’”1 By adopting Res. 3-08A the Synod has “affirmed” this conclusion. In other words, without adopting the underlying CTCR report, the 2004 convention made the second conclusion the position of the Synod no less than the first.2


The synod thereby changed its theological position. But how can any change be scrutinized, evaluated, or even adequately appreciated if it is not recognized? My 2005 pastoral conference experience alerted me to the fact that many people in the Missouri Synod, including pastors, have a limited acquaintance with its recent history. The present paper therefore has a modest aim: to show that the Synod’s theological position concerning women in the church actually changed in 2004, and to sketch the contours of this change. What follows is an analytical account of how the new position came into being over just a few recent decades. Hopefully, the present recounting can prove instructive as the Missouri Synod and other church bodies continue to deal with this and other subjects.

1969 Resolution 2-17


Nearly 40 years ago, at the convention were J. A. O. Preus was initially elected synodical president and where altar and pulpit fellowship was declared with The American Lutheran Church, the Synod adopted a resolution “To Grant Woman Suffrage and Board Membership.” This 1969 resolution, and a bit of its immediate background, serves as the starting point for the present account.


The resolution contained four “declarations” which the Synod accepted as guides. Declaration three attracted most of the attention at the time, for it said that Scripture does not prohibit women from voting in congregational or synodical assemblies. Comparatively speaking, the other three declarations in 1969 Res. 2-17 have been little noticed. The first was:

1. Those statements of Scripture which direct women to keep silent in the church and which prohibit them to teach and to exercise authority over men, we understand to mean that women ought not to hold the pastoral office or serve in any other capacity involving the distinctive functions of this office.3


This first declaration referred to 1 Corinthians 14:34ff and 1 Timothy 2:11-15. Notably, it does not contain the word “only,” or anything similar. The Synod was not saying that these biblical texts mean only that women ought not be pastors or serve in capacities involving the distinctive functions of the pastoral office. While the Synod held that the Bible passages mean this much, it did not say this is all they mean. In sum, 1969 Res. 2-17 first declared that the Bible says women are not to be pastors or do the things that only pastors should do.4 The second declaration continued:

2. The principles set forth in such [biblical] passages, we believe, prohibit holding any other kind of office or membership on boards or committees in the institutional structures of a congregation, only if this involves women in a violation of the order of creation . . .5


Here 1969 Res. 2-17 went on to address positions in congregations besides those previously mentioned in declaration one. In declaration two the Synod was distinctly referring to other kinds of positions – that is, positions of kinds that did not involve their incumbents in the distinctive functions of the pastoral office – and it envisioned the possibility that women could be involved in violating the order of creation by holding such positions.6 If so, a woman’s holding the position was prohibited, the Synod said, prohibited by the Bible itself.


The convention was taking its cue from the 1968 CTCR study on Woman Suffrage in the Church. After mentioning that women should not be pastors or elders, in that document the CTCR went on to say, “To this point we would need to add the observation that some offices in the congregation implicitly expect the exercise of authority over others, including men. [Women h]olding such offices might indeed be in violation of what has been called the order of creation or of preservation.”7 In 1968 the CTCR clearly was not of a mind to state that the biblical prohibition against women exercising authority over men could be violated if and only if a woman held the office of pastor or performed the distinctive functions of that office. Nor was the Synod saying this in 1969. The fourth and final declaration of 1969 Res. 2-17 stated:

4. We therefore conclude that the Synod itself and the congregations of the Synod are at liberty to alter their policies and practices in regard to women’s involvement in the work of the church according to these declarations, provided the polity developed conforms to the general Scriptural principles that women neither hold the pastoral office nor “exercise authority over men.”


These two “general Scriptural principles” were summarized quite briefly at the end of declaration four. This brevity was possible because the principles had already been mentioned in declarations one and two, respectively. Most arresting is the way declaration four reflected 1 Timothy 2:12, which says: “I do not permit a woman (a) to teach or (b) to exercise authority over a man.” Resolution 2-17 was roughly equating (a) not teaching, with not holding the pastoral office, as in declaration one.8 It was roughly equating (b) not exercising authority over a man, with not otherwise violating the order of creation, as in declaration two.9 Clearly, the Synod held that two discrete things were prohibited.


It is significant that 1969 Res. 2-17 quoted 1 Timothy 2:12. Thereby the Synod underlined the biblical nature of its concern about women possibly violating the order of creation. Declaration two had already affirmed that the concern arose from biblical passages. Declaration four added, in effect, that one of the passages where the Bible says that the order of creation should not be violated is in the 1 Timothy 2:12 prohibition against women exercising authority over men in the church. 

NOTES

1. 2004 Lutheran Church – Missouri Synod Convention Proceedings, 132.

2. The adoption of this wording was informed by an explanation offered by CTCR Executive Director Samuel Nafzger while Res. 3-08A was under consideration at the 2004 convention. The floor committee had deferred to Dr. Nafzger to answer a delegate’s question about the choice of the word “affirm” in the resolution. 

3. This and all other quotations of 1969 Res. 2-17 below have as their source 1969 Convention Proceedings, 88.

4. Declaration one included the term “distinctive functions of this [the pastoral] office.” The 1968 Commission on Theology and Church Relations report on Woman Suffrage in the Church (upon which 1969 Res. 2-17 was largely based) said something a bit different. The CTCR had declared that the relevant Bible passages “indicate that women ought not to hold any other office in the church [besides pastor] whose function it is to assist the pastor in the exercise and administration of the Office of the Keys.” Commission on Theology and Church Relations, Woman Suffrage in the Church (N.p.: The Lutheran Church – Missouri Synod, n.d.), 3, emphasis added.

5. Some years later, in 1985, the CTCR offered brief definitions of the terms “order of creation” and “order of redemption.” Order of creation, it said, “refers to the particular position which, by the will of God, any created object occupies in relation to others.” Further, the commission noted, “God has given to that which has been created a certain definite order which, because it has been created by Him, is the expression of His immutable will.” Order of redemption, the CTCR went on, “refers to the relationship of the redeemed to God and to each other in the new creation established by Him in Jesus Christ (Gal. 6:15; 2 Cor. 5:17) . . . It is a relationship determined by grace.” Commission on Theology and Church Relations, Women in the Church: Scriptural Principles and Ecclesial Practice (N.p.: The Lutheran Church – Missouri Synod, 1985), 21.


Returning to 1969 Res. 2-17, for the sake of completeness it should be observed that there was a bit more to the second declaration than what was quoted above. The remainder, however, is not so important for present purposes. It reads: “We hold that they [the Bible passages] do not prohibit full membership of women on synodical boards, commissions, and committees. The manner of filling an office or establishing membership on a board or commission, in congregations or in the Synod, has no prohibitory Scriptural implications” [sic].

6. Despite the wording of declaration two, in 1995 the CTCR Executive Committee declared that “it is by no means self-evident that references to ‘the order of creation’ and to the phrase ‘exercise authority over men’ later in this resolution are to be read as ‘additional principles’ rather than being read in the light of the initial ‘declaration’ . . .,” namely declaration one. The Executive Committee went on to say, “It is precisely because of questions such as this that were left unanswered by Res. 2-17 that the Synod in subsequent years has repeatedly asked the CTCR to study and clarify further what the Scriptures teach regarding the role of women in the church.” Unquestionably, Res. 2-17 did not answer all questions, but it is rather unclear what the Executive Committee meant by “questions such as this.” Declaration two speaks for itself, particularly in its words, “any other kind of office or membership. . . .” See the Executive Committee’s “Response to the Dissenting Opinion on The Service of Women in Congregational and Synodical Offices.” Lutheran Church – Missouri Synod 1995 Convention Workbook, 314-16. The above quotes are from page 315.

7. CTCR, Woman Suffrage in the Church, 10, emphasis added.

8. There is no reason to think, however, that in this short summary the Synod was offering a one-for-one equation between teaching and holding the pastoral office. It was not, for example, retreating from its prohibition on women serving in capacities involving the distinctive functions of the pastoral office, as stated in declaration one. 

9. Once more, this summary is brief and schematic. There was no denial that a woman holding the pastoral office would exercise authority over men and thus violate the order of creation. The Synod was indicating that there are other ways to “exercise authority over men” in terms of the biblical passage 1 Timothy 2:12.
(To Be Continued)
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